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prioritized, all time used f t + i i ¢ inconclusive or too long
. allrelevant points many many correct fair efficient good many correct some aspects efficient | fair
" j ! - I I I deeply incorrect or show
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relevant, meant to clarify unclear points - s e e ! T irrelevant
poar/wrong irrelevant no poor/wrong irrelevant no almostno | toofew no questions asked
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REPORT DISCUSSION WITH OPPONENT ANSWERS TO JURY,
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% /
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co - a e accurate adequate deep misconceptions
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time managed efficiently detailed, fully condensed & fully HCCHIALE, Y deeply incorrect or show
good good conclusive adequate constructive
complex adequate accurate adequate deep misconceptions
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