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1. WELCOME 
We are delighted about your interest in participating in the Entente Cordiale Day Challenge. 
The theme for 2025-2026 is 'Conflicts, Technologies, and World Security'. 
 
Launched under the high patronage of the President of France and with the support of His 
Majesty King Charles III, the EC Challenge aims to bring together students and alumni from 
UK and French academic institutions each year. These institutions have included Oxford, 
Cambridge, LSE, UCL, King's College, and Imperial College London on the UK side, as well 
as various universities in France, including the Sorbonne Paris, Sciences Po, EDHEC, 
Dauphine, and CentraleSupélec. However, for the 2025/2026 cycle onwards, team 
registration will be open to students from any higher education institution in the two 
countries. 
 
The Entente Cordiale Day Association fosters discussions on global topics of shared interest 
and provides a platform for recommendations and innovative solutions for public and private 
decision-makers. After submitting solution-focused reports centred on the year's theme, 
each country's best teams are selected. The culmination of the competition is the Entente 
Cordiale Days on the 7th and 8th of April. The top ten teams in the UK and the top ten 
French teams present their proposed solutions in front of a Grand Jury, with the best five 
awarded the Entente Cordiale Prizes, named after some of the most remarkable individuals 
and prominent figures who have shaped the Entente Cordiale over the past 120 years, such 
as Winston Churchill, General de Gaulle, Queen Elizabeth II, and President Chirac. 
 
 
1.2. PURPOSE OF THE HANDBOOK 
This handbook serves as a comprehensive guide for teams, outlining the expectations, 
procedures, and best practices for each phase of the process. Its purpose is to ensure 
consistency, fairness, and clarity across all stages of the competition. 
 
 
1.3. QUESTIONS & SOURCES OF INFORMATION 
Questions about the competition should be sent to info@ententecordialeday.org. General 
information about the EC Day Challenge, its theme, and upcoming events may be found on 
the official website: www.ententecordialeday.org. 
 
 
1.4. DATES 
Team Registration Opens: 25th June 2025 
Team Registration Deadline: 30th November 2025 
Team Names, Report Title, Or Outline Amendments Deadline: 20th December 2025 
Report Submission Deadline: 31st January 2026 
Publication of Results: 2nd March 2026 
The deadline for all dates shown above is always 23:59 French time. 
 
Opening Ceremony: 7th April 2026 
Oral Presentations & Award Ceremony: 8th April 2026 
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1.5. THE THEME 
This year, the competition will focus on the critical theme of 'Conflicts, Technologies, and 
World Security'. The global landscape is increasingly defined by geopolitical tensions, rapid 
technological advancements, and pressing questions surrounding peace and security. The 
need for rigorous analysis, interdisciplinary dialogue, and forward-thinking solutions has 
never been more apparent in this context. 
 
In light of the current challenges, it is clear that the terms'  conflicts', technologies', and world 
security' are closely interconnected, especially in today's climate of political and military 
instability. As part of the Entente Cordiale Day Challenge, we invite students to bring 
together their insights and reflections on the 2026 Challenge theme's three components to 
propose solutions to the issues they will have identified. 
 
CONFLICTS 
The term ‘conflict’ today goes far beyond symmetric warfare. It includes political, social, and 
environmental struggles across both national and international settings. Ongoing issues 
such as the Russia–Ukraine war, disputes over water resources like the Grand Ethiopian 
Renaissance Dam, climate justice movements, Indigenous land claims, and global trade 
tensions illustrate the many forms that conflict can take. 
 
You may choose to study conflict in its narrowest form, as the armed struggle between states 
or groups over territory or power. However, conflict can also refer to broader oppositions of 
interests, identities, and values. These can manifest as systemic injustice, ideological 
polarisation, or struggles over access to resources. Some conflicts erupt violently, while 
others simmer beneath the surface, embedded in political structures or social systems. 
Participants are encouraged to reflect on both the visible and hidden dimensions of conflict, 
as well as the consequences for those directly or indirectly affected. 
 
TECHNOLOGIES 
In parallel with rising global tensions, we are witnessing the widespread influence of new 
technologies across all areas of life. Innovations in artificial intelligence, cybersecurity, 
biotechnology, communication, and sustainability are transforming the way individuals, 
governments, and societies interact with each other and the world around them. 
 
This theme invites you to think about technology not just as neutral tools or inventions but as 
artificial systems that shape behaviour, power dynamics, and ethical choices. Although 
teams are free to develop new technologies as part of their proposal, you might also explore 
how existing technologies could be applied differently, governed more effectively, or 
understood through new social or political frameworks. Technologies offer both challenges 
and opportunities: they can deepen inequalities or help resolve them, provoke conflict or 
foster cooperation. Your work should explore this dual potential. 
 
WORLD SECURITY 
World security is no longer limited to military defence or the prevention of war. It now 
includes ecological stability, digital safety, public health, and the protection of vulnerable 
populations. Conflicts (whether armed, environmental, political, or social) can threaten both 
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national public order and international peace. At the same time, technologies influence how 
security is maintained, challenged, or reimagined. 
 
Participants should consider what a secure world might look like today and in the future. 
Security may mean the protection of borders, but it may also mean ensuring fair access to 
clean water, defending democratic values, or safeguarding digital privacy. This broad 
understanding of security encourages a holistic approach, one that includes both human 
well-being and systemic resilience. 
 
 
2. REGISTERING AS A TEAM 
 
 
2.1. REQUIREMENTS 
Each participating team must comprise three students who are currently enrolled at the 
same accredited higher education institution in either the UK or France. Solo submissions 
are not allowed. Team members may be of any nationality, academic discipline, or level of 
study, including undergraduate, master's, or doctoral programmes. Furthermore, individual 
team members may be made up of a mix of degree types, levels, or faculties (e.g., 
postgraduate and undergraduate students are allowed to be on the same team). However, 
all three members must be current students at the time of registration and must all remain 
enrolled at the same institution for the entire duration of the competition, which runs from 
September 2025 through April 2026. 
 
To be eligible, all participants must have matriculated into their institution by the time of 
registration. Students who have deferred or interrupted their studies for up to 3 months are 
also eligible. Unfortunately, recent graduates are not eligible to participate. Similarly, visiting 
scholars or students who will not remain enrolled for the full academic year are ineligible. 
Each participant's graduation date must fall after the conclusion of the competition in April 
2026. 
 
Registration is limited to a maximum of 120 teams per side (United Kingdom and France). 
Teams will be accepted on a first-come, first-served basis; once this limit is reached, 
registration will close, and further applicants will be waitlisted. Of the 120 available slots, 90 
are reserved for teams representing one of the six founding universities. For the United 
Kingdom, these include the University of Oxford, the University of Cambridge, the London 
School of Economics, King's College London, University College London, and Imperial 
College London. For France, the founding institutions are ESSEC, SciencePo, 
CentraleSupelec, Sorbonne, EDHEC, and DauphinePSL. The remaining 30 slots on each 
side are open to students from any accredited higher education institution in France or the 
United Kingdom. 
 
To uphold standards of academic integrity, it is not possible to change the names of team 
participants once the report has been submitted. You may, however, change the names of 
team members registered even after having submitted your team registration form any time 
before the Team Names Change deadline. 
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If a team is selected to participate in the Oral Presentation stage, all three registered 
members must attend in person. Teams unable to do so will incur a penalty unless there are 
exceptional and documented extenuating circumstances. It is, therefore, strongly advised 
that only teams confident in their ability to attend this stage submit an application. 
 
Finalists from the United Kingdom should be aware that the Oral Presentation round will take 
place in France during the 2025–2026 competition cycle. While travel and accommodation 
will be arranged for UK finalists, it is the responsibility of each team member to ensure they 
meet all visa and travel documentation requirements and to be aware of any associated 
costs. 
 
 
2.2. ADVICE FOR FINDING TEAMMATES 
Check our website for student group chats. They will have chats for your institution of 
students looking for teammates. We encourage you to use these platforms to pitch your 
ideas and to recruit potential team members. They will also have members of the EC Day 
Board as moderators, so you will be able to ask questions.  
 
 
2.3. FILLING OUT THE FORM 
Each team must complete a short application form. You will be asked to enter the details for 
each team member separately. These details include their full name, course name, level of 
study, department or college, institutional email, and a brief personal biography.  
 
You will also be asked to provide a preliminary title and report outline. The outline should 
include:  

●​ The research problem and motivation for the work 
●​ Background and related work 
●​ Novelty of the research 
●​ Research approach 
●​ Potential results 

 
You can change the title, outline, and registered team names any time by 23:59 French time 
on the 20th of December 2025 by emailing academics@ententecordialeday.org with your 
revised title and/or names and outline. Changes afterwards cannot be accepted and will 
result in the disqualification of the team. 
 
 
2.4. NEXT STEPS 
After completing the registration form, please allow up to 48 hours to receive an update on 
your registration status.  
 
If the personal data entered is all valid, and both the title and report outline are relevant to 
the theme at hand, you will receive confirmation of your enrollment and a unique team ID. 
Once you have received this unique team ID, you are officially registered to compete in the 
Entente Cordiale Day Challenge and can begin work on the report.  
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If any personal data entered is invalid or missing, you will receive a rejection email. You will, 
however, still be able to re-register as a team as long as you do so before the registration 
deadline. 
 
As slots are on a first-come, first-served basis, even if the personal data entered is valid, you 
may instead be placed on a waitlist. 
 
If you expect to no longer be able to participate in the competition, please notify 
academics@ententecordialeday.org by email so that your spot may be given to someone 
else on the waiting list.  
 
 
3. WRITING THE REPORT 
 
 
3.1. MARK SCHEME 
Each report submitted in the research competition will be evaluated based on 5 key criteria, 
with a total possible score of 50 points. Each criterion is worth up to 10 points and reflects 
different aspects of a high-quality, solution-focused report. Below is a breakdown of the 
assessment criteria to help participants understand what judges look for. Teams should 
consult the Appendix for further information. 
 
Quality of Writing (10 points). Judges will assess how well the argument is structured, 
whether ideas flow logically and how far they are supported by clear reasoning. Reports 
should be free from grammatical errors and ambiguity. 
 
A report should not be polemical, although you may wish to write about a matter that 
concerns you, and even at the end of a relatively dispassionate empirical piece, to use the 
substance of what you say to make a political point. You will need to be confident in doing 
so, however, that you understand and appreciate arguments that are opposed to the position 
you are taking, just as well as you understand your own. Also, to be avoided is the 
temptation to insert discursive footnotes. If a sentence or paragraph is necessary for an 
argument to make sense, it should go into the main text; if it is not necessary, it should not 
be in the report at all. On occasion, side points or qualifications are tolerable in footnotes, but 
any more than a few of these quickly become distracting for the reader. 
 
Quality of Research (10 points). This criterion evaluates how well the report demonstrates 
an understanding of relevant theories, concepts, and prior studies. Judges will look for depth 
in research, and participants should ensure that their sources are varied, credible, and 
properly cited. The report is an opportunity to develop detailed knowledge about a specialist 
field. It requires you to go well beyond the dozen or fifteen sources that one might consult for 
a piece of university work. You are expected to have a thorough grasp of the various debates 
about the issue you are writing about. Some reports contain formal literature reviews; this is 
not always required, but ask yourself whether it would help as a way to start the argument 
that you are making.  
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Clarity of the Problem (10 points). Judges will assess how clearly teams have identified a 
problem and to what extent that problem is well-defined, important, and aligned with all three 
aspects of the theme. 
 
Originality of Solution (10 points). Judges will assess how original and creative the 
proposed solution is. Critical thinking and ingenuity should be evident in the proposed 
approach, demonstrating that participants have gone beyond conventional solutions to offer 
a novel and meaningful contribution. 
 
Feasibility of Solution (10 points). This criterion evaluates whether the solution is feasible 
in real-world contexts. Judges will look for well-reasoned arguments that justify the 
practicality of the solution, supported by evidence, logical reasoning, or case studies. 
Participants should consider potential obstacles and address them with thoughtful, realistic 
strategies. 
 
 
3.2. FINDING A SOLUTION 
Just analysing a problem is not sufficient. Looking for sustainable outcomes is an important 
additional objective. As a participating team, it is imperative that your proposed solution be 
feasible, original, and clearly respond to an identifiable problem. In addition, your written 
report must engage fully with the competition’s overarching theme, addressing all its core 
components and demonstrating an awareness of how these elements intersect and 
influence one another. 
 
Although this is a Franco-British competition, you are encouraged to adopt a global 
perspective. This means your solution does not need to be limited to French or British 
contexts. Instead, you are invited to explore and apply your ideas to any country or region in 
the world, so long as your reasoning is well-articulated and contextually appropriate. 
 
A feasible solution is one that can, in principle, be implemented. Your team must 
demonstrate that you have seriously considered the practical steps necessary to bring your 
idea to life. Feasibility does not necessarily mean your project must be small or modest in 
scale. Ambitious and transformative proposals are welcome, but you must show that you 
have thought through how they could be carried out, by whom, and under what conditions. 
This includes (but is not limited to): 

●​ A clear plan or model showing how the solution would be developed and executed 
●​ Consideration of financial, logistical, technical, political, or cultural constraints 
●​ An understanding of stakeholders who would be affected by or involved in the 

solution 
●​ Potential challenges or risks and suggestions for mitigating them 

 
Originality involves going beyond existing models or rehashing well-known solutions. The 
most compelling entries will reflect a radical, innovative approach that breaks new ground, 
whether in concept, method, or execution. Importantly, originality is not limited to practical 
interventions. A theoretical or abstract proposal (such as a new way of thinking about justice, 
sustainability, identity, or governance) can be just as compelling, provided it deepens our 
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understanding of the problem and contributes meaningfully to ongoing debates. There are 
many ways to demonstrate originality, including: 

●​ Presenting a novel idea that has not been proposed or implemented before 
●​ Conducting firsthand interviews with experts, stakeholders, or affected communities 
●​ Engaging in independent fieldwork, whether through surveys, observations, or 

experiments 
●​ Reimagining or repurposing old technologies or frameworks in bold new ways 
●​ Exploring philosophical or conceptual perspectives that offer fresh insights into the 

issue 
 
Challenging the assumptions behind the competition theme is not only allowed but 
encouraged, provided your argument is substantiated with thoughtful reasoning and 
evidence.  
 
 
3.3. STYLE OF THE REPORT & LAYOUT 
The report must be written in English or French. If you are registered as a team competing 
on the French side, you may choose to write your report in either English or French. Teams 
registered on the UK side must write their report in English. No exceptions can be made for 
the written report. Teams selected to attend the Entente Cordiale Day Summit will deliver 
their Oral Presentation in English if they are competing on the UK side. Teams on the French 
side may choose to give their Oral Presentation in either English or French. 
 
Depending on your approach, you may write your report in a fully formal academic style or 
use a more reflective tone in the first person. The key is ensuring professionalism, clarity, 
rigour, and appropriate referencing. You are also encouraged to take a forward-looking 
approach. Speculative, future-oriented, and imaginative thinking is welcomed if it is 
well-reasoned and clearly presented. 
 
Reports must be submitted as a PDF, use double line spacing, have a font size of 11 or 12, 
have right and left margins of at least 2.5 cm, include page numbers and a bibliography, and 
provide references for all quotations. Except for the cover page, there should be page 
numbers. 
 
For a report, it is often helpful to have sections or chapters. If you use a considerable 
number of specialist acronyms, abbreviations or non-English or French terms, a list of these 
at the start may also be helpful. It is worth noting that these items are all included in the word 
count, as is everything except the cover page, appendix, and bibliography.  
 
It is imperative that teams do NOT include their name or institution anywhere in the report.  
 
 
3.4. METHODOLOGY 
Participants are encouraged to use rigorous and ethical research methods appropriate to 
their disciplines when developing their reports. Whether drawing from the social sciences, 
natural sciences, engineering, or humanities, participants should ensure that their 
methodology is appropriate to their research question and clearly justified in their report. 
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For those utilising a quantitative approach, statistical analysis, surveys, or experimental 
methods may be appropriate. Reports should specify the data sources used, the sampling 
methods, and any analytical techniques applied. Transparency in data collection and 
interpretation is crucial for ensuring the reliability of findings. 
 
Interdisciplinary approaches are also encouraged, allowing teams to integrate methods from 
multiple fields to develop a well-rounded solution. Regardless of the chosen methodology, 
participants should critically reflect on the limitations of their approach and discuss how 
these may impact their findings and recommendations. 
 
If you are planning to collect data from human participants (for example, by conducting 
interviews or administering surveys), you will need to plan in advance to ensure that you 
have obtained ethical approval before starting work on your project and have given 
consideration to how you are going to handle the information you collect. Ethical approval 
applications need to be made to the Academics division 
(academics@ententecordialeday.org), and a document outlining the parameters of the 
research and accompanying documentation needs to be presented. For example, if you are 
planning to carry out interviews, the Academics division will need to see a proposed outline 
of the interview schedule, as well as a draft of the information sheet that you will be providing 
to participants and a draft of the consent form you will be soliciting from individuals involved. 
These documents are standard research tools, and samples are widely available online. 
 
 
3.5. REPORT WORD LIMIT 
All reports should be no more than 5,000 words. The word limit includes all text except the 
bibliography, appendix, and the cover page; this means that the main text, all data in tables 
or figures, captions, the table of contents, footnotes, endnotes, and all prefatory material at 
the start of the report will be counted. As a general rule, any content that the markers must 
read to assess your work should be included in the main body and not in an appendix; 
overuse of appendices or footnotes may be penalised if it impairs the understanding of your 
work. 
 
Reports that fall under 3,000 words will also be penalised in the marking.  
 
 
3.6. COVER PAGE 
Each report must include a cover page which contains the following: (1) the word count, (2) 
the name and logo of the competition, (3) the theme of the competition, (4) a clear and 
concise title that reflects the content of the report, and (5) an acknowledgement section, 
where needed. The cover page should not contain any information that identifies the team, 
as all reports will be evaluated anonymously. The cover page is not counted in the total word 
count.  
 
The word count for the report must be stated on the cover page at the time of submission. 
The competition’s Board will conduct checks to ensure compliance with the word limit. 
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Participants are advised to double-check their final word count before submission to avoid 
penalties. 
 
 
3.7. THIRD-PARTY IMAGES 
All images included in your report must be properly credited and must either be free to use 
under a license that permits reuse, particularly a 4.0 Creative Commons license, or used 
with explicit permission from the original creator or copyright holder. Participants are strictly 
advised not to include any copyrighted materials unless they have obtained clear, written 
consent from the copyright owner. This applies to all visual content, including photographs, 
illustrations, diagrams, and charts. Reports containing unauthorised or improperly credited 
images may be disqualified from publication or may have the offending material removed 
prior to publication. When in doubt, teams are encouraged to use original visuals or select 
images from reputable open-source platforms that clearly state usage rights. 
 
 
3.7. REFERENCING 
As the reports cover a broad range of disciplines, there is no set referencing style stipulated 
by the Challenge. Instead, teams should select the referencing style most appropriate to 
their particular discipline, such that it may be easily understood by an expert within that field. 
 
There are two common conventions for references: (1) full references in notes at the foot of 
the page or the end of the document, with a bibliography at the end of the work; or (2) 
‘author-date’ citations in the text, with a bibliography at the end of the work. Follow just one 
of these, and in whichever you use, make sure that your referencing is complete and 
consistent. 
 
1. The full referencing convention. If using this approach, references are included in the 
notes, which should be numbered serially from 1 from the start of the report. For references 
in notes, give full details at the first mention in the chapter, and at subsequent mentions in 
the report, a brief citation will do. Notwithstanding their widespread use, avoid op. cit., loc. 
cit., and ibid.; these can confuse. The bibliography should include the full references in 
alphabetical order. 
 
2. The author-date system. Footnotes and endnotes, including the references in such 
notes, count towards the total number of words in the report; references in a bibliography at 
the end of the work do not. For this reason, you may prefer to adopt the second convention - 
the ‘author-date’ or ‘Harvard’ style. In this, references are included in the text or the notes. 
There should then be a complete list of references at the end of the report, in which the 
items should be arranged alphabetically by the author’s surname (or where there is no 
author listed, by corporate author). 
 
 
3.8. APPENDICES AND SUPPLEMENTARY MATERIALS 
You are welcome to include appendices or supplementary materials (e.g., survey results, 
technical schematics) to support your submissions. You may also embed hyperlinks to 
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external sources such as interactive maps or digital tools, provided all links are functional 
and publicly accessible.  
 
 
3.9. PLAGIARISM 
All reports submitted must represent original work. Every participating team is expected to 
understand and abide by the rules of the competition, which specifically prohibit academic 
misconduct. Academic misconduct, broadly speaking, is any action which gains, attempts to 
gain, or assists others in gaining or attempting to gain unfair academic advantage. It includes 
plagiarism, collusion, contract cheating, and fabrication of data, as well as the possession of 
unauthorised materials within the report.   
 
Note that students must be the authors of all work contained within the report and that the 
use of artificial intelligence (AI) tools such as ChatGPT or large language models (LLMs) to 
compose such work constitutes a form of academic misconduct. Reports that use AI tools to 
produce text or images/graphics or to collect data must have previously informed the EC 
Day Board of this use and be transparent about it in their report so that markers understand 
the role of these tools in the development of the work.  
 
You may use grammar-checking tools (e.g., Grammarly) and citation managers (e.g., 
Zotero).  
 
Concerns about plagiarism are taken very seriously. Cases of suspected unfair practice will 
be investigated by the Head of Academics on a case-by-case basis. Following the 
investigatory meeting, the Head of Academics may recommend that the report be 
suspended for consideration. 
 
 
3.10. RECEIVING SUPPORT DURING THE PROCESS 
You are welcome to consult faculty members or subject experts for guidance, but any such 
support must be acknowledged on the cover page of your submission. 
 
Examples of past winning entries, where available, will be shared with registered participants 
for inspiration and learning. We also plan to offer optional workshops or support sessions 
before the report deadline. Details will be communicated in advance to all confirmed 
participants 
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4. SUBMITTING THE REPORT 
 
 
4.1. USING THE FORM 
You may submit your final report as soon as you are ready. We highly encourage early 
submission in case of technical issues. Reports must be titled with the Team Code only and 
submitted in a PDF file format. 
 
Once you have submitted your report, you may no longer make any further changes. Any 
additional submissions made afterwards will be discarded by the system. You will receive a 
confirmation email once your report has been accepted after passing through manual 
checks. 
 
 
4.2. REQUESTING AN EXTENSION DUE TO EXTENUATING 
CIRCUMSTANCES 
To request a three-day extension, teams must contact academics@ententecordialeday.org, 
outlining in brief why it is necessary for the team to be allowed such an arrangement. This 
will not only allow us to consider whether to approve the request swiftly but also prepare us 
to manage the extension correctly once the report has been submitted. All requests must be 
accompanied by appropriate written evidence (e.g. confirmation of medical condition, etc). 
 
All requests will need to be approved before the closing of submissions on the 29th of 
December 2025 at 11.59 pm Paris time. The extension will need to be approved by the 
Board to be considered valid, and we endeavour to confirm all requests for extensions 
within a week hours.  
 
Once you have obtained an extension, you will be able to use the Form to submit your report 
after the application period. If you submit a report past the deadline without having been 
approved for an extension, your report will be automatically discarded by the system. If the 
report is not submitted by the deadline and the team has not been approved to receive an 
extension, then the team will be considered inactive in the competition. 
 
Note that all extensions will incur a point penalty of -1 point for every day after the 29th of 
December, regardless of the extenuating circumstance accepted.   
 
 
4.3. WRITTEN JURY MARKING AND RANKING 
Each script will be independently assessed by two markers, generally one from your 
institution and one that is external to it, who are experts in the report’s particular discipline. 
These markers do not consult one another. Should there be significant discrepancies 
between the marks assigned by the two jurors, the report will go to a third juror for 
arbitration. 
 
The identities of the judges and the specific assignments of reports to individual jurors will 
not be disclosed. This is to maintain the integrity of the evaluation process and ensure 
impartiality. However, the full list of written jury members will be publicly released after the 
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competition concludes. The written jury is composed of university professors, academic staff, 
and sector-specific experts who are selected for their significant experience and 
subject-matter expertise relevant to the themes addressed in your reports.  
 
A raw score out of 50 will be assigned to your report by each juror, for a total out of 100. 
 
To determine the ranking while ensuring fairness across the various disciplines, and broadly 
within the categories of Arts, Humanities, Natural Sciences, or Social Sciences, where 
judging styles or standards may vary, all scores are standardised. Once standardised, all 
essays are compared on a common scale, allowing us to accurately identify the top ten 
highest-performing entries overall, regardless of category.  
 
The Arts include disciplines centred on creative expression such as visual arts, music, 
theatre, dance, film studies, photography, graphic design, and creative writing. The 
Humanities explore human culture, history, and thought, comprising subjects like history, 
philosophy, literature, languages, religious studies, classics, linguistics, and cultural studies. 
The Natural Sciences investigate the physical world through observation and 
experimentation, covering physics, chemistry, biology, astronomy, geology, environmental 
science, oceanography, and meteorology. Lastly, the Social Sciences focus on human 
behaviour and societal structures, including psychology, sociology, anthropology, economics, 
political science, human geography, criminology, and education studies. 
 
 
4.4. PUBLICATION OF RESULTS 
On March 2nd 2026, all teams will receive an email containing the results of the Written 
Jury. In this email, your team’s non-standardised score out of 100 will be communicated to 
you. You will also receive the detailed breakdown of each criterion, scored out of 20.  
 
You will also receive a confirmation of whether you have placed in the top ten or the top 
twenty.  
 
Should your team have been placed in the top ten, you will be invited to the Oral 
Presentations on April 8th 2026. Finalists in the top ten will also have their individual 
names, institutions, and report titles published on the website. If your team has requested 
anonymity, your individual names will be replaced by your team number, although both your 
institution and your report title will be shown. 
 
 
4.5. CONFIDENTIALITY AND RIGHTS 
We take your privacy seriously and handle all personal data in line with the General Data 
Protection Regulation (GDPR). When you register or submit work to the competition, we 
collect only the data necessary to run the event, such as your name, contact details, and 
institution. This information is used solely for competition purposes, including 
communication, evaluation, and (if applicable) publication of winning entries. Your data is 
stored securely and will never be shared with third parties without your explicit consent. You 
have the right to access, correct, or request deletion of your data at any time. For any 
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data-related concerns or to make a request, please contact us at 
info@ententecordialeday.org. 
 
Please note that if your report is selected among the top ten, it will be shared with the grand 
jury for final evaluation. It will also be published on our website as part of the official winning 
entries. Additionally, we may share selected reports with sponsors or partners who have 
expressed interest in the competition outcomes.  
 
The top ten reports on each side will be published on our website and made accessible to a 
wider audience. To ensure proper use and recognition, these reports will be licensed under 
the Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International (CC BY 4.0) license. This means others 
can read, share, and build upon your work, as long as they credit you as the original author. 
By participating, you agree that if your report is selected among the top entries, we retain the 
right to be the first to publish your work on our platform.  
 
You are free to publish your report elsewhere after the competition, including in journals, 
blogs, or institutional platforms. If your report is selected among the top ten and published on 
our website, it will be shared under a Creative Commons Attribution (CC BY 4.0) license. 
This means others can reuse your work with credit, and you also retain full rights to publish 
or adapt it elsewhere.  
 
By default, authorship will be publicly credited for all reports selected in the top ten, as they 
will be published and potentially shared with partners or sponsors. Anonymity is not normally 
permitted for these entries, as authorship is an important part of academic recognition. 
 
However, if you have a compelling reason to request anonymity (for example, personal 
safety concerns, political sensitivity, or institutional restrictions), please contact us as early 
as possible. We will review such requests on a case-by-case basis and do our best to 
accommodate them where appropriate. 
 
 
4.6. RECEIVING FEEDBACK ON THE REPORT 
Teams may request a summary of the feedback from the Written Jury at any point after 
receiving the final mark by emailing academics@ententecordialeday.org. Team details and 
team summaries are stored for up to one year after the results are published, after which we 
will no longer be able to provide you with the data. Note that response times may vary, 
although we endeavour to fulfil all requests within one working week.  
 
Unfortunately, we are unable to process appeals or requests for a remark. However, if you 
feel that your team has been unfairly treated, please fill out a Complaint Form and let us 
know as soon as possible.  
 
All those who have submitted valid reports are invited to our official Alumni Network, where 
they can continue to share insights and network across disciplines. They will also be invited 
to Alumni-exclusive events throughout the year in both the UK and France. There will also 
be opportunities to continue developing your project beyond the competition, including 
through the Alumni Network, depending on interest and capacity. 
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5. ORAL PRESENTATIONS 
 
 
5.1. PARTICIPATION 
The top ten teams in the UK and the top ten teams in France will be invited to attend the 
2026 Entente Cordiale Day Summit. This exceptional two-day event, hosted alternately in 
each country, features the Oral Presentations of the Entente Cordiale Day Challenge, a 
series of debates, commemorations, and high-level exchanges focused on pressing global 
issues. This once-in-a-lifetime experience culminates in a prestigious celebration at either 
the iconic Hatfield House (UK) or the historic Château de Breteuil (France), where the 
Entente Cordiale Day Prizes are awarded. 
 
In 2026, the Entente Cordiale Day Summit will be held in France and will boast of symbolic 
venues such as the Hôtel des Invalides, the École Militaire, the Pantheon-Sorbonne, and the 
Château de Breteuil. Accommodation and travel will be provided to the UK teams travelling 
from France. If you are a UK team, please check the visa requirements. We advise that you 
start the visa process immediately after receiving confirmation of your participation in the 
finals. Once you have obtained your visa, please let us know. Unfortunately, we will be 
unable to accommodate you if we have not heard about your successful visa application by 
March 30th.  
 
We do our best to accommodate all accessibility needs. Please get in contact with us as 
soon as possible so that we may assist you and provide guidance regarding the venue's 
accessibility features. 
 
All three team members are required to be in attendance, barring extreme extenuating 
circumstances that are unpredictable. Otherwise, point penalties will apply. In cases where a 
teammate is unable to attend due to extenuating and clearly forewarned circumstances, 
such as the inability to secure a visa in time, an online participation option is available so that 
they will be able to participate alongside their in-person teammates. While opting for the 
remote format will not place teams at a disadvantage, please be aware that the hybrid 
structure may present logistical challenges or potential technical interruptions. If your team 
wishes to utilise this option, please notify us by the end of the week. 
 
If a team member has exams or academic obligations on the day of the presentation, please 
inform the organisers as early as possible. We will do our best to accommodate such 
situations, which may include adjusting presentation times or allowing partial team 
representation. 
 
Please note that the details below may change for the 2026 Entente Cordiale Day 
Challenge. Finalist teams should ensure that they thoroughly read through any 
communications sent by the Entente Cordiale Day team.  
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5.2. SCHEDULE OF THE ORAL PRESENTATIONS 
The Oral Presentations will be conducted in both morning and afternoon sessions. All teams 
are required to arrive at the venue for registration no later than thirty minutes prior to the 
commencement of their designated session. Regardless of the specific timing of a team's 
presentation within the session, it is imperative that all team members be present at the start 
of the session to receive essential briefings or last-minute updates. Designated waiting 
rooms will be available for teams to use while awaiting their presentation slot. 
 
Finalists are not permitted to attend their peers' Oral Presentations, although they are 
allowed to watch the presentations of the other country’s teams. Furthermore, finalists are 
welcome to invite guests to join the general public in attendance. To gain access to the 
campus, all guests must be pre-registered in advance. After completing their presentation, 
team members are permitted to leave the campus. While we encourage teams to stay, we 
understand that students may have conflicting commitments or prior arrangements. 
 
Unfortunately, we cannot accommodate teams to practice their presentation at the venue 
beforehand.  
 
 
5.3. STRUCTURE OF THE ORAL PRESENTATIONS 
Oral presentations are not required to be delivered in the same language as the written 
report. While it is generally expected that French teams will present in French and UK teams 
in English, teams that wish to present in the alternate language may submit a request to the 
Academic Division no later than March 16th. 
 
Each finalist team will deliver a structured ten-minute oral presentation designed to reflect 
the format of a pitch presentation in front of a Grand Jury. This Grand Jury will have received 
your full reports, outlines, and a summary of the feedback from the Written Jury ahead of 
time. 
 
The Grand Jury will ensure strict adherence to the allotted time for each presentation. The 
following signals will be used to regulate time management: A single knock will be given at 
the five-minute mark to indicate that half of the allotted time has elapsed. Two knocks will 
be given at nine minutes, serving as a final warning before the conclusion of the 
presentation. Three knocks will be given at ten minutes, marking the official time limit. If 
the presentation extends beyond eleven minutes, the contestants will be formally 
interrupted and required to cease speaking immediately. 
 
Contestants are expected to clearly articulate the research they have conducted, the 
proposed solutions formulated in response to the competition’s theme, and the practical 
applications and feasibility of their proposed solutions.  
 
Following the conclusion of the presentation, each team will engage in a ten-minute Q&A 
session. During this period, members of the Grand Jury will pose three to five substantive 
questions designed to evaluate the contestants' depth of understanding, analytical 
reasoning, and ability to defend their research under scrutiny. Contestants are encouraged 
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to respond with precision, demonstrating their command of the subject matter while 
maintaining clarity and conciseness. Teams will not be told the judges' questions in advance. 
 
 
5.4. PRESENTATION SLIDES ​AND VISUAL AIDS 
Each team is required to prepare a set of slides to accompany their oral presentation. Slides 
should be visually clear, professional, and free from excessive text.  
 
The first slide must include the Entente Cordiale Day logo, the theme of this year’s 
competition, the year of the competition (2025/2026), and the title of the team’s report. 
Institutional names are strictly prohibited on any slides to ensure impartiality. However, 
individual team members’ names are permitted. 
 
The slides must be in PowerPoint (.pptx) format and must not exceed 20 slides, including 
the title slide. The slides must be submitted by 23:59 French time on  30th March 2026 to 
academics@ententecordialeday.org. 
 
If your team wishes to use props or physical handouts, a special request for them must be 
made to the Academics team by 23:59 French time on 30th March 2026, at the latest.  
 
You may use video or audio clips in your slides. If you choose to include video or audio 
clips in your presentation slides, make sure they serve a clear purpose and enhance your 
message. Keep your clips brief, ideally under 20 seconds, to hold the audience’s attention. 
In PowerPoint, you can embed media by selecting “Insert” > “Video” or “Audio” > “This 
Device,” and choose whether the clip plays automatically or on click. In Google Slides, insert 
media from YouTube or Google Drive, and be sure to check that sharing settings allow 
access during the presentation. Use high-quality clips with clear sound and visuals, and 
include captions or transcripts when possible to ensure accessibility. If you’re presenting 
offline, save your media files in the same folder as your presentation and test playback on 
the device you'll use. Finally, always credit any non-original media on the relevant slide or in 
a final references slide 
 
You can use cue cards or a script during your presentation, especially if it helps you 
stay focused and confident. However, try not to read word-for-word. Use them as a guide 
to support natural delivery, eye contact, and audience engagement. Practising ahead of time 
will help you rely on them less and present more fluently. 
 
 
5.5. MARKING THE ORAL PRESENTATIONS 
By design, this portion of the challenge emphasises clarity over complexity: contestants must 
make their findings accessible rather than overly technical. Success in this competition will 
depend on how well they translate their research into an engaging and comprehensible 
presentation. 
 
Presentations will be marked according to the following four criteria, each scored out of ten: 
Criterion A (Delivery and Visual Aids), Criterion B (Research and Content), Criterion C 
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(Quality of the Solution), and Criterion D (Answers to Questions). For further details on 
the evaluation criteria, please consult the Appendix.  
 
 
5.6. ENTENTE CORDIALE PRIZES 
At the conclusion of each session (morning and afternoon), members of the Grand Jury shall 
convene to deliberate and assign scores to each team. The Entente Cordiale Prizes to be 
awarded to the five best UK teams are as follows: 
 

1st Prize – Entente Cordiale Founders' Prize – King Edward VII 
2nd Prize – Entente Cordiale Centenary’s Prize – Queen Elizabeth II 
3rd Prize – Entente Cordiale Warriors' Prize – Sir Winston Churchill 
4th Prize – Entente Cordiale Signatories' Prize – Marquess of Lansdowne 
5th Prize – Entente Cordiale Friends’ Prize – Lord Williams of Elvel 

 
The Entente Cordiale Prizes to be awarded to the five best French teams are as follows: 
 

1st Prize – Entente Cordiale Founders' Prize – President Loubet 
2nd Prize – Entente Cordiale Centenary’s Prize – President Chirac 
3rd Prize – Entente Cordiale Warriors' Prize – General de Gaulle 
4th Prize – Entente Cordiale Signatories' Prize – Ambassador Paul Cambon 
5th Prize – Entente Cordiale Friends’ Prize – George Grosz 

 
These prizes may include physical gifts, exclusive experiences, and cash prizes. Teams will 
also receive an invitation to present their report at Buckingham Palace or at the Élysée 
Palace.  
 
The remaining five finalist teams on each side will be awarded the Finalist Certificate, 
recognising their achievement in reaching the highest level of the competition. These 
certificates should be completed with the respective team names and bear the signature of 
the Honorary Chair. 
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APPENDIX: WRITTEN REPORTS GRADE DESCRIPTORS 
General 
Meaning 

 Quality of Writing 
 
 

Have teams written 
clear, professional 
reports that read 

well? 

 Quality of 
Research 

 
Are the arguments 

credible, evidenced, 
and cited correctly? 
Are there any gaps 

in the research?  

Clarity of the 
Problem 

 
Have teams clearly 
identified a problem 
that is well-defined, 

important, and 
aligned with all 

three aspects of the 
theme? 

 Originality of 
Solution 

 
Is the idea 

innovative and 
forward-thinking? 
Does the report 

break new ground 
in terms of concept, 

method, or 
execution?  

 Feasibility of 
Solution 

 
Have the teams 

thoughtfully 
considered how it 

could be 
developed, 

resourced, and 
executed in 
practice? 

Outstanding 
10 

 

Writing is extremely 
professional, clear, 

and persuasive, with 
excellent grammar, 

spelling, and syntax. 
Arguments are 

logically structured 
and effectively 
communicated. 

Comprehensive, 
well-structured 
research that 

demonstrates an 
outstanding 

understanding of 
relevant theories, 

concepts, and prior 
studies. Sources are 
varied, credible, and 

cited correctly. 

Problem is clear, 
highly specific, and 
thoroughly justified. 

Its importance is 
compellingly 
explained. 
Seamlessly 

integrates all three 
theme aspects in a 
sophisticated way. 

Solution is highly 
original, offering a 

novel perspective or 
solution that 

demonstrates deep 
critical thinking and 

creativity. 

Solution is highly 
feasible and 

practical, with clear, 
actionable 

implications 
supported by strong 
evidence or logical 

reasoning. 

Excellent 
9 

Writing is mostly 
clear and 

well-structured. 
Arguments are 

generally logical and 
well-articulated. 

There may be a few 
minor errors in 

grammar or spelling. 

Good research with 
relevant theories and 

studies covered. 
Sources are credible 

and cited, though 
there may be minor 

gaps in depth or 
diversity. 

Problem is clearly 
defined and 

well-justified. Its 
importance is 

well-explained, 
though some areas 

could be further 
expanded. Connects 
to all three aspects 

of the theme. 

 Solution is 
somewhat original, 

with evidence of 
critical thinking and 

some creative 
elements. Builds 

effectively on 
existing knowledge. 

Solution is feasible 
and has practical 

applications, though 
the implementation 
may require further 

development or 
refinement. 

Very Good 
8 

Good 
7 

Competent 
6 Writing is 

understandable but 
may lack clarity or 
contain noticeable 

grammar and syntax 
errors. Structure and 

flow of arguments 
are inconsistent. 

Adequate research 
with some relevant 

information, but 
lacks depth, diversity 

or includes minor 
inaccuracies. Limited 

engagement with 
academic sources. 

Problem is identified 
and reasonably well 

explained. Its 
importance is noted 
but may lack depth. 
Connects to all three 

theme aspects, 
though some may 

feel less integrated. 

Solution shows 
limited originality, 

primarily reiterating 
existing ideas 
without much 

innovation. There is 
some critical 

thinking. 

 Solution has some 
feasibility, but its 

applicability is limited 
or supported by 
weak evidence. 
Implementation 

would face 
significant 

challenges. 

Passable 
5 

Weak 
4 

Poor 
3 

Writing is poorly 
constructed, with 
frequent grammar 
and spelling errors 

that hinder 
understanding. 
Arguments lack 
coherence and 

clarity. 

Superficial research 
with significant gaps 
or over-reliance on 

non-credible 
sources. 

Understanding of 
key concepts is 

limited. 

Problem lacks depth 
or specificity. 

Importance is briefly 
mentioned but not 

well-supported. 
Connection to the 

theme may be 
superficial or missing 

one aspect. 

Solution is unoriginal 
and lacks any 

creative or critical 
elements. Merely 

repeats information 
without adding value. 

 Solution is largely 
impractical or 

unsupported by 
evidence, with 

minimal 
consideration of 

real-world 
application. 

Very Poor 
2 

Inadequate 
1 

No Attempt 
0 

 Writing is totally 
unclear and riddled 
with errors, making 

the arguments 
difficult to follow or 

understand. 

Minimal or no 
research is evident. 
Information is largely 

irrelevant or 
incorrect. 

No clear problem is 
identified, or it is 

entirely irrelevant to 
the theme. 

Importance is not 
addressed at all. 

 No evidence of 
originality or critical 

thought in the 
solution. 

 Solution is entirely 
infeasible, with no 
consideration of 
applicability or 

evidence to support 
it. 
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APPENDIX: WRITTEN REPORT POINT PENALTIES 
VIOLATION PENALTY 

The report is submitted after the stated deadline. Disqualification unless pre-approved.  
 
Unless exemption is granted, -1 point for every 
day subsequent to the deadline, for a maximum 
of -5 points before being disqualified. 

The report contains the names of team members. -1 point for every instance of each name found. 
The team will be required to resubmit the report. 
If the report is resubmitted after the stated 
deadline, the team may incur penalties for late 
submission. 

The report exceeds the word limit. -5 points for each 100 words over the word limit. 

The cover page is missing essential elements such as 
the title or word count. 

-1 point. The team will be required to resubmit 
the report. If the report is resubmitted after the 
stated deadline, the team may incur penalties 
for late submission. 

The report contains plagiarised content or violates 
ethical research standards. 

Immediate disqualification following review. 
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APPENDIX: ORAL PRESENTATIONS MARK SCHEME 
 10 

Outstanding 
9-7 

Excellent, Very 
Good, Good 

6-4 
Competent, 

Passable, Weak 

3-1 
Poor, Very Poor, 

Inadequate 

0 
No Attempt 

Criterion A: 
Delivery and 
Visual Aids 
How well does 
the team make 
a complex topic 
accessible? 
 
To what extent 
are all team 
members 
contributing to 
both the 
presentation 
and Q&A? 
 
How well do the 
slides and 
visual aids 
enhance 
understanding? 
 
How strictly 
does the team 
keep to the time 
limit?  
 

An exceptionally 
engaging and 

polished 
presentation, 

making a complex 
topic exceptionally 

clear. 
 

Speech is very 
clear, confident, 
and well-paced.  

 
All members offer 
equally impressive 
contributions in a 
well-coordinated 

effort.  
 

Visual aids are of 
professional 
quality and 
significantly 
enhance the 
presentation. 

 
Presentation 
concludes 

comfortably within 
the 10-minute limit. 

An engaging and 
well-designed 
presentation, 

making a complex 
topic 

understandable.  
 

Speech is clear 
and well-paced.  

 
All members offer 
good contributions 

in a 
well-coordinated 

effort.  
 

Visual aids are 
well-designed and 

support the 
presentation 
effectively. 

 
Presentation is 
slightly under or 
over but remains 

well within control. 
 
 

A solid 
presentation which 
explains the topic, 

although some 
areas may require 
further clarification.  
 
Delivery is mostly 

clear but may 
occasionally lack 

energy.  
 

Contributions are 
uneven, with some 

members 
participating 

significantly more 
than others. 

 
Visual aids are 

generally helpful 
but contain flaws 

in design or 
readability. 

 
Presentation runs 
somewhat under 
or over the time 

limit. 

Makes an effort to 
explain the topic 
but may rely on 
jargon, overly 

complex or 
otherwise poor 
explanations. 

 
Delivery is 

monotonous or 
consistently 

hesitant.  
 

Teamwork is 
lacking, with most 

making little 
contributions. 

 
Visual aids are 
used but hinder 
comprehension. 

 
Noticeable time 
management 

issues. 

The topic is 
presented with 

difficulty, leaving 
key concepts 

unclear or 
inaccessible. 

 
Speech totally 
lacks clarity.  

 
Teamwork is 

completely lacking. 
 

Visual aids are 
very poorly 

designed and 
totally hinder 

comprehension. 
 

Presentation either 
drastically short 

(less than 7:30) or 
excessively long. 

Criterion B: 
Research and 
Content 
How well have 
teams grasped 
the field with 
which they 
engage? 
 
Does the team 
effectively 
deploy data and 
evidence to 
support their 
claims? 
 
How well does 
the team 
engage with the 
field’s existing 
literature?  

Demonstrates a 
comprehensive 

and sophisticated 
understanding of 

the field.  
 

Evidence and data 
are effectively 

used. 
 

The team engages 
critically with key 

debates and 
literature, showing 
both outstanding 

expertise and 
original insight. 

Demonstrates 
strong knowledge 

of the field, 
although with 

slightly less depth 
than top-tier 

presentations.  
 

Evidence and data 
are interpreted and 

employed well. 
 

 The team 
engages with key 

debates and 
theories, showing 

both analytical 
thinking and 

expertise. Only 
minor gaps or 
weaknesses in 

analysis. 
 

Demonstrates a 
basic 

understanding of 
the field.  

 
 

Evidence and data 
are included but 

may be 
underdeveloped. 

 
The team shows 
an awareness of 

the existing 
literature but tends 

to summarise 
rather than 

critically engage. 
 
 
 
 

Struggles to 
convey an 

understanding of 
the field, with 

significant 
oversimplifications 

or inaccuracies. 
 

Data may be 
present but is 

misused, 
irrelevant, or lacks 

interpretation. 
 
Engages minimally 
with key debates, 

with little to no 
critical analysis.  

Demonstrates little 
to no 

understanding of 
the field and little 
to no preparation.  

 
Evidence and data 

are missing, 
incorrect, or 

misrepresented. 
 

No engagement 
with key debates, 

theories, or 
literature.  
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 10 
Outstanding 

9-7 
Excellent, Very 

Good, Good 

6-4 
Competent, 

Passable, Weak 

3-1 
Poor, Very Poor, 

Inadequate 

0 
No Attempt 

Criterion C: 
Quality of the 
Solution 

 
To what extent 
is the solution 
both novel and 
responsive to a 
particular set of 
problems 
identified? 
 
To what extent 
is the solution 
implementable 
and scalable? 
 
How far does 
the team 
evidence its 
effectiveness, 
and do they 
anticipate 
potential 
issues?  

The solution is 
highly original, 
demonstrating 
creativity and a 

deep 
understanding of a 
particular problem. 

 
Perfectly 

implementable 
with a 

well-thought-out 
strategy and a 
roadmap for 
expansion or 
adaptation to 

different contexts.  
 

Strong evidence 
supports its 

effectiveness. The 
team anticipates 

possible limitations 
with thorough and 

well-reasoned 
mitigation 
strategies. 

The solution is 
innovative, 

showing strong 
originality while 

maintaining 
practicality. 

 
Feasible with a 

structured plan for 
implementation, 

though some 
areas may require 
further refinement. 

 
Effectiveness is 
well-supported 
with evidence, 
though some 

assumptions may 
need validation. 

Challenges 
acknowledged, 

offering 
reasonable 
mitigation 
strategies. 

The solution is 
well-developed 
and practical, 

though it may too 
heavily draw on 
existing ideas 

rather than being 
highly original. 

 
Implementation is 

realistic, but 
significant 

modifications may 
be required for 

broader 
application. 

 
Effectiveness is 
supported with 
some data or 
reasoning, but 

additional 
validation is 

needed. 
 

The team identifies 
risks but may not 

fully address 
mitigation 
strategies. 

The solution is 
basic and lacks 

originality, closely 
resembling 

existing 
approaches 

without notable 
improvements. 

 
Implementation is 

uncertain or 
impractical. 

Effectiveness is 
questionable, with 

little to no 
supporting 
evidence. 

 
Challenges 

challenges are 
largely ignored, or 
solutions provided 

are superficial. 

The solution is 
underdeveloped, 

unrealistic, or 
entirely 

impractical. 
 

No clear 
implementation 
plan is provided, 
making execution 

infeasible. 
Scalability is not 
considered or is 

impossible. 
 

Effectiveness is 
unsupported, with 
no credible data, 

reasoning, or logic 
backing the 

solution. 
 

The team fails to 
recognise or 

address major 
risks, making the 
solution unviable. 

 

Criterion D: 
Answers to 
Questions 
 
How clear and 
knowledgeable 
are the answers 
given by the 
team to the 
juror’s 
questions?  
 
How does the 
team handle a 
range of 
questions with 
varying levels of 
difficulty? 
 
 

Answers are clear, 
directly address 

the question, and 
show both 

outstanding critical 
thinking and 
adaptability.   

 
The team remains 
highly composed 
and professional 
even in response 

to complex, 
unexpected, or 

more challenging 
questions.  

Responses are 
mostly 

well-articulated, 
relevant, and 
demonstrate 

strong knowledge. 
Some responses 
may lack depth. 

 
The team handles 

questions 
confidently and 

remains 
composed, though 
may occasionally 

struggle with 
unexpected or 
highly complex 

questions. 
 

 
 
 

Answers are 
mostly relevant, 
though they may 
occasionally lack 

precision or depth. 
 

Some engagement 
with 

counterarguments, 
but responses may 

be somewhat 
defensive or 

unclear. 
 

The team 
responds to 

questions with 
general 

competence but 
may struggle with 
more challenging 

or unexpected 
queries. 

Answers are 
partially relevant 

but may be vague, 
incomplete, or 

lacking in 
evidence. 

 
The team 

struggles with 
some questions, 

showing 
noticeable 

hesitation or 
uncertainty. 

Responses are 
evasive, incorrect, 

or lacking 
substance, 

showing little 
understanding of 

the topic. 
 

Team members 
appear 

overwhelmed or 
unprepared, 

unable to engage 
meaningfully with 

the jury. 
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