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Score Sheet for All Knockout Stage Matches and Regionals Group Stage MatchesTeam B:
______________________
Team A:
_____________________

Judge: _________________________
	Case 1
	Score(10–50 by tens)

	Total



	1. Team A presentation
	A. Was Team A's presentation clear and well structured?
	
	of 150 

	
	B. Did Team A's presentation identify and thoroughly discuss the central moral dimensions of the case and give clear definitions of any key terms?
	

	

	
	C. Did Team A's presentation indicate both awareness and thoughtful consideration of different viewpoints?
	

	


			
	
	Score(10–50 by tens)


	Sub-total 
	
	
	
	Product 

	

2. Team B commentary
	A. Did Team B begin by offering a good-faith summary of Team A’s position, in a way that demonstrated an understanding of why Team A holds the position it does? 
	
	



	% of
	




[insert Team A’s restatement score]
	=
	of 150

	
	B. Did Team B offer comments that would be of service to Team A (by, for instance, identifying an unstated assumption behind Team A’s position)?
	
	
	
	
	
	



	
	
	
	
	

	3. Team A restatement
	A. Was Team A's presentation clear and well structured?
	
	of 150 

	
	B. Did Team A's presentation identify and thoroughly discuss the central moral dimensions of the case and give clear definitions of any key terms?
	
	

	
	C. Did Team A's presentation indicate both awareness and thoughtful consideration of different viewpoints?
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	4. Team A response to judges' questions
	A. Did Team A actually address the judges' questions?
	
	of 150

	
	B. Did Team A's response demonstrate open-mindedness, including a willingness to refine or qualify its original position?
	
	

	
	C. Did Team A's response demonstrate an ability to think critically about ethical issues?
	
	

	
Case 2
	
	

	5. Team B presentation
	A. Was Team B's presentation clear and well structured?
	
	of 150 

	
	B. Did Team B's presentation identify and thoroughly discuss the central moral dimensions of the case and give clear definitions of any key terms?
	
	

	
	C. Did Team B's presentation indicate both awareness and thoughtful consideration of different viewpoints?
	
	


	
	Score(10–50 by tens)


	Sub-total 
	
	
	
	Product 

	

6. Team A commentary
	A. Did Team A begin by offering a good-faith summary of Team B’s position, in a way that demonstrated an understanding of why Team B holds the position it does?
	
	



	% of
	




[insert Team B’s restatement score]
	=
	of 150

	
	B. Did Team A offer comments that would be of service to Team B (by, for instance, identifying an unstated assumption behind Team B’s position)?
	
	
	
	
	
	



	7. Team B restatement
	A. Was Team B's presentation clear and well structured?
	
	of 150 

	
	B. Did Team B's presentation identify and thoroughly discuss the central moral dimensions of the case and give clear definitions of any key terms?
	
	

	
	C. Did Team B's presentation indicate both awareness and thoughtful consideration of different viewpoints?
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	8. Team B response to judges' questions
	A. Did Team B actually address the judges' questions?
	
	of 150 

	
	B. Did Team B's response demonstrate open-mindedness, including a willingness to refine or qualify its original position?
	
	

	
	C. Did Team B's response demonstrate an ability to think critically about ethical issues?
	
	



	Total
	Team A	of 600
	Team B	of 600



	Comments for Team A

























	Comments for Team B



























Scoring Guide: 10: Not at all 20: Slightly so 30: Moderately so 40: Very much so 50: Extremely so
Scoring Guide: 10-50 by tens from 10: Not at all 20: Slightly so 30: Moderately so 40: Very much so 50: Extremely so
image1.png
For a More Civil Debate




