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ORADOR 2
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Expresion oral y
corporal
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15 a 30 puntos

Cumplimiento de
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argumentativa

5a 10 puntos
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30 a 50 puntos

Coherencia Idgica de los
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REFUTACION CONCLUSION
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Expresion oral y
corporal

15 a 30 puntos 25 2—2
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Sy [ e 4% P
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REFUTACION CONCLUSION REFUTACION CONCLUSION
Expresién oral y Expresién oral y
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