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Argumentation: Debate/Editorial/Op-ed 
Scenario #1: Consumerism
You are:  

The editorial board of the local newspaper or someone writing an op-ed to the local newspaper.

Your job: 
To write a well-reasoned editorial or op-ed about the local citizens’ groups objections to Channel Two’s offer of free technology. 

The issue:

Channel Two, a national company, has recently made the following offer to your school district: The company will provide free high-speed internet access and a laptop or iPad for every student in the school. In exchange, the school will agree to show a 15-minute news/entertainment broadcast every day in homeroom to every student in the school. The broadcast will not contain profanity or obscenity, will adhere to FCC decency standards, and will not advocate on behalf of any political cause. Otherwise, the content of the programming in entirely controlled by Channel Two. Experience in other districts has shown the programming to be about two-thirds news and entertainment programming and one-third advertising.
The background:

Your district is distinctly average. (NOT NEWTON!) You have recently completed a large-scale renovation of the elementary schools and middle schools, and you have enough money to fund basic services but little left over for other things. Paying for the technology offered by Channel Two would be difficult on your own, and would certainly mean cuts in other areas. Previous discussions amongst educators as well as the community as a whole confirm there is a consensus that the district needs new technology like that offered by Channel Two in order to offer a quality 21st-century education.
A local citizens group has objected to the Channel Two offer on the grounds that it would promote consumerism inside the school walls. 

The school board will vote on the proposal next Monday night. Your paper comes out Friday. What will you urge the school board to do?

Student Name: 





SCENARIO: 
CONSUMERISM










EDITORIAL or OP-ED

Argumentation Rubric

	Trait
	A
	B
	C
	D

	Ideas

· Clear argument

· Evidence


	Editorial has a persuasive argument supported by thorough evidence and logical argument. Displays a nuanced and in-depth knowledge of the topic. 


	Editorial has a clear argument supported by evidence and logical argument. Displays a solid knowledge of the topic.
	Main argument is somewhat vague; may have some logical holes,  not consider opposing views, or display an incomplete knowledge of the topic. 
	Argument difficult to ascertain; may have serious logical holes, completely ignore compelling opposing views, or have several misstatements of fact. 



	Organization

· Intro

· Body

· Conclusion


	Intro grabs reader’s attention and frames argument in a compelling way; points build logically on each other; conclusion sums up argument and ends in a memorable way. 


	Intro frames argument; points are clearly organized; conclusion sums up argument 
	Organization gets in the way of content in some places
	Organizational problems make editorial hard to read

	Word Choice

· Clarity

· Precision
	Word choices are precise, vivid, and clear
	Word choices generally clear, could be more precise or vivid
	Some vague word choices; writing needs to be more precise, vivid


	Word choices often make meaning difficult to discern

	Voice

· Personality


	Editorial establishes a compelling voice and sticks to it. 
	Editorial is clearly written without a strong voice
	Voice is somewhat inappropriate for an editorial

 
	Voice is completely inappropriate for an editorial 

	Sentence Structure

· Variety

· Complexity
· Clarity
	Sentence choices are clear, varied, and complex
	Sentences are clear, with room for either more variety or complexity


	Sentences are in need of more complexity or variety 
	Sentences need both much more variety and much more complexity

	Mechanics

· Usage
	Few if any basic usage errors
	A few errors in basic usage
	Errors in usage get in reader’s way
	Errors in usage make meaning hard to discern




COMMENTS:

