Debates Rubric

	Criterion
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5

	Research
	Minimal search for information restricted to personal knowledge; largely support for one side of debate.
	Some information sought beyond the personal to that of other people; some consideration given to determining the arguments of the other side.
	Sufficient support sought from at least two types of sources, personal and documentary; support for both sides sought and considered.
	Careful and considerable support sought from personal, documentary and other general sources; balanced support for both sides sought and analyzed.
	Thorough and nuanced search through multiple, topic-specific sources of information: documentary, electronic, human; in-depth support for both sides sought, analyzed and evaluated.

	Position
	Position statement is missing or unclear and seems to include both sides or be irrelevant; arguments are illogical, irrelevant or off topic and confuse the audience; support for statements is not offered beyond personal assertion; position does not maintain audience interest.
	Position statement is very general and may include irrelevant details; position meanders and confuses; little appropriate support is given; analysis is absent or simplistic.
	Position statement is clear and begins to persuade; gives some support, though not all support is well-chosen; some analysis is attempted and examples are selected to support.
	Position statement is persuasive; arguments are solid and mostly well-chosen; analysis is clear and mostly correct; examples are appropriate.
	A clear position statement illuminates the essentials of the topic succinctly; arguments are valid, coherent and logical, showing sophisticated analysis of complex issues; critical support is given through examples and evidence that are thorough and insightful. In short, position is convincing and effective.

	Presentation
	Uses little of time allotment or ignores time limit until reminded; nervousness or bravado grate on audience; language is confused and confusing; arguments are irrelevant or poorly supported; is rude to opponents.
	Either uses little of allotted time or goes over time allotment; is clearly nervous which interferes somewhat with presentation; language is imprecise and in places confused; subordinate and main points are given equal weight; ignores or dismisses opponents.
	Does not go over time allotment; is generally well-spoken with only moments of nervousness visible; makes good arguments; stays on topic using clear language and gives main arguments; is polite to opponents.
	Almost all time is used, but does not go over; speaks with some confidence and makes persuasive arguments using clear and appropriate language; is able to think on the spot of relevant arguments; is careful with opponents.
	Complete time is used, but does not go over; speaks confidently and convincingly using clear, vivid and precise language; is able to make succinct and telling arguments on the spot; is respectful of opponents.
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