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 15 to 21 points 8 to 14 points 0 to 7 points 

Thesis,  

Organization  

and Logic  

Thesis responds to the prompt and 

makes a strong clear claim. All ideas 
flow logically; the argument is 

identifiable, reasonable, and sound. 

Presenters ably communicate the 
complexity of the question and 

make novel connections which 

illuminate the thesis.  

Thesis responds to the prompt and 

makes a clear claim. Well 
organized, logical, easy to follow 

argument. Presenters perceive the 

complexity of the questions, and 
occasionally make insightful 

connections to the evidence.  

Thesis is not clear or does not 

respond fully to the prompt. Logic 
may often fail, or the argument may 

often be unclear. Oversimplifies the 

questions. May also contain 
inconsistencies or contradictions.  

 15 to 21 points 8 to 14 points 0 to 7 points 
Depth of Understanding of 

the Issues  

Argument includes:  

 an exceptionally deep 
understanding of the 

complexity of the 
constitutional and ethical 

issues,  

 insightfully explores the 
conflicting rights (to free 

speech and to be free from 
intimidation, belittlement 

and/or violence) from a legal 

and ethical perspective, and  

 grapples insightfully with the 

potentially far reaching 

consequences of taking either 
position: shutting down or 

allowing hate speech on 

campus.  

Argument includes:  

 an understanding of the 
complexity of the 

constitutional and ethical 
issues,  

 explores the conflicting rights 

(to free speech and to be free 
from intimidation, belittlement 

and/or violence) from a legal 
and ethical perspective, and  

 identifies the potentially far 

reaching consequences of 
taking either position: shutting 

down or allowing hate speech 

on campus.  
 

Argument includes:  

 a simplistic understanding of 
the constitutional and ethical 

issues,  

 only describes the conflicting 

rights (to free speech and to be 

free from intimidation, 
belittlement and/or violence) 

from a legal or an ethical 
perspective, or does both, but 

simplistically, and  

 cursorily identifies the 
potentially far reaching 

consequences of taking either 

position: shutting down or 
allowing hate speech on 

campus.  

 

 15 to 21 points 8 to 14 points 0 to 7 points 
Analysis/  

Historical Precedent and 

Comparative Examples 

from Other Nations  

Choice and treatment of historical 

precedents and comparative 

examples from other nations:  

 powerfully illuminate the 
conflict,  

 provide insight into the 
potential consequences of 

allowing or prohibiting hate 

speech,  

 and strongly support the 

team’s argument. 

Choice and treatment of historical 

precedents and comparative 

examples from other nations:  

 relate to the conflict,  

 clearly address the potential 

consequences of allowing or 
prohibiting hate speech,  

 and support the team’s 

argument.  
 

Choice and treatment of historical 

precedents and comparative 

examples from other nations:  

 do not clearly relate to or 
clarify the conflict,  

 or clearly illuminate the 
potential consequences of 

allowing or prohibiting hate 

speech,  

 and effectively support the 

team’s argument.  

 12 to 17 points 6 to 11 points 0 to 5 points 
Originality/  

Creativity  
HIGH  MEDIUM  LOW  

 7 to 10 points 4 to 6 points 0 to 3 points 

Presentation  Facial expressions, body language, 

volume and voice inflection 
generate a strong interest and 

enthusiasm about the topic in others.  

Facial expressions, body language, 

volume and voice inflection 
generate an interest and enthusiasm 

about the topic in others.  

Facial expressions, body language, 

volume and voice inflection 
generate little interest and 

enthusiasm about the topic in others.  

 7 to 10 points 4 to 6 points 0 to 3 points 

Works Cited/  

Consulted  

- Proper format  

- Mix of primary and secondary 
sources  

- Use of expert primary sources, 

which enhanced the overall 
argument of the presenters  

- Mostly correct format/citations  

- Overreliance on secondary sources  
 

Limited and/or not included  

Total  71 to 100 points  38 to 65 points  0 to 32 points  



 


