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Oral Engaging & concise | Some difficulty with | Needs work on
Presentation Approachable delivery presentation skills
. Professional Some answers Doesn’t answer
(40 pOSSIbIe Strong answers to unclear questions well
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Quality of Scholarly Rationale, methods, | Significant elements
Research significance is clear | analysis, and/or (rationale, methods,
. Robust research results are sound analysis, results)
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Compelling analysis | Adequate research significance
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