" Department of BBA
Vivekanand College,
Kolhapur (Autbnomous)

- Date: 23/02/2021. .

To,

The Principal,
Vivekanand College,
Kolhapur.

Sub: Permission for Debate Competition

Respected Sir,

Department of BBA is planning to organize a “Debate Competition”, for
BBA-II and BBA-III year Students on 26/02/202 at 8. 00 a.m. in class Room
No.56

So please give the permissionlfor arranging the said activity.

Thanking You,

-
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Shri Swami Vivekanand Shikshan Sansthas,
VIVEKANAND COLLEGE , KOLHAPUR (AUTONOMOUS)
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Levels of Performance for AFFIRMATIVE Team

Department of BBA
Debate Marking Scheme

4 3 2 1 Grade:
Criteria
1. Organization & | Completely Mostly clear Clear in some | Unclear and
Clarity: Main clear and and orderly in | parts but not | disorganized wp
arguments and orderly all parts overall throughout j&)
2. presentation '
3.
4,
5. responses are
outlined in a clear
and orderly way.
2. Use of Argument: Very strong Many good Some decent | Few or no real
Reasons are given to support | and arguments - | arguments, arguments given, or
the resolution persuasive given, with but some all arguments given E;
arguments only minor significant had significant )
given problems problems problems
throughout '
3. Use of cross- Excellent Good cross- Decent cross- | Poor cross-exam or
examination and Cross-exam exam and exam and/or | rebuttals, failure to
rebuttal: Identification of and defense rebuttals, rebuttals, but | point out problems 4\@
weakness in Negative team’s against with only with some in Negative team’s '
arguments and ability to Negative minor slip-ups | significant position or failure
defend itself agéinst attack. team’s problems to defend itself
objections against attack.
4. Presentation All style Most style Few style Very few style
Style: Tone of voice, clarity | features were | featureswere | features were | features were used, ?
of expression, precision of used used used none of them e
arguments all contribute to convincingly | convincingly | convincingly | convincingly
keeping audience’s attention |« :
and persuading them of the
team’s case.
TOTAL

SCORE:
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Interclass Debate Competition- 26/02/2021




A REPORT ON
Debate Competition

Day- Friday
Date- 26/02/2021
Time- 08. 00 to 11.30 am.

Venue- Room No- 56, Main Building, Vivekanand College, Kolhapur.
Themes- 1) Social Networking- Good or Bad.
2) Organized vs. Unorganized retail Sector.
3) Farm Bill
~Convener- Miss. Snehal Sonule.
No. of Students- 60
Output:-

Helped for improve communication skill.

Helped for work in team.

Improved stage daring:

Helped for enhancing the ability to structure and organized
thoughts. ‘

Vote of Thanks- Proposed by Miss. Pratibha Patil.
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