Ancient Rome Debate:

Dinner for Two #2

This debate is designed as a partner activity so that each person will argue one side of the debate.  In order to present a sound argument, both sides of the debate must be researched.  Debates will be presented in front of the class either in person or videotaped.

Your first step is to choose a debate topic.  Your debate must address how or why the Romans created, maintained or changed systems of power, authority and governance. Here are a few suggestions.  If you have an idea of your own, present it to the teacher for approval before you get started.

· Was the fall of the Roman Empire inevitable?
· Was the Republic an effective form of government?
· A topic of your choice with prior approval from instructor
This guide modified from http://olc.spsd.sk.ca/DE/PD/Instr/strats/debates/QandA.pdf will help you prepare for the debate and may answer some of the questions you have.

What are we trying to do?

Your task is to prepare to argue and support a position chosen by you and approved by the teacher. You will do the necessary research to support your ideas, prepare to both ask and answer questions and practice your presentation so that it’s well polished.

How do we win?

Your goal is not necessarily to win, but to prepare to defend your side as best you are able. You will be marked on the quality of your evidence, your ability to defeat your opponent’s arguments, adherence to rules and the confidence of your presentation. You will need to present a more coherent and forceful set of arguments in a polished manner to prevail over your opponent.

What is the format?

You must follow a strict set of guidelines that tell you when you may speak. 

1. Affirmative (3 minutes): The affirmative speaker presents his/her opinion.  He/She defines the situation, presents proposed alternatives, and explains why her/his position is correct.

2. Negative (3 minutes): Then negative speaker presents his/her position. He/She explains why his/her position is correct. Then he/she raises questions about the affirmative position.

3. Affirmative (3 minutes): The affirmative speaker summarizes the arguments on both sides noting where the positions conflict. The speaker will try to demonstrate the superiority of his/her reasoning. The speaker also has the task of answering any questions raised by the negative speaker. It’s important to address any particularly difficult questions. The answers should leave the audience satisfied.

4. Negative (3 minutes): The negative speaker restates the negative position. He/She will address important questions raised. The main task however is to attack the affirmative opinion. The goal of the speaker is to demonstrate that the affirmative opinion is wrong.

5. Rebuttal – Affirmative (1 minute): The affirmative speaker has 1 minute to refute the negative speaker’s opinion.

6. Rebuttal – Affirmative (1 minute): The negative speaker has 1 minute to refute the affirmative speaker’s opinion.

Points of Note

· Take care with the amount of time you have. Practice beforehand. Use note cards to record important notes.

· Appearance may be evaluated. Dress properly.

· Complete each speaking opportunity with a brief summary.

· Listen carefully to the opponent. He/She may make a significant point you had not thought of during your preparation. You will want to address them in your rebuttal. A strong point left unchallenged makes your side appear all the weaker.

· Back up your statements/assertions. Anybody can have an opinion but rationale wins the debate.
· Take notes during the debate.

How do we prepare?

Once you choose your side in the debate, it is your task to research the topic. You will gather evidence that will be used to support your position. Using this evidence as an aid, prepare a set of persuasive arguments designed to sway the judges to your side. Use the best of what you have found and house it in effective, confident delivery.

Practice makes perfect. It is the combination of solid evidence and polished delivery that leads to success. It is also critical to consider what the opposition will say. Think through all the possible arguments your opponents will make. Success in a debate hinges on the ability to show that the opposing team’s reasoning is weaker that yours

.DEBATE RUBRIC

	Criteria
	Mastery (5)
	Above Standard (4)
	Standard (3)
	Approaches Standard (2)
	Below Standard (1)

	Argumentation

	- Extremely thorough, well-organized presentation of arguments and evidence

- Opening statement engages the interest of audience; closing statement leaves no unanswered issues and resonates with the audience

- Responds to issues raised by opponents with concise, accurate, logical answers

- Effectively challenges the arguments made by opponents with argument and evidence
	- Well-organized and complete presentation of arguments and evidence

- Opening statement successfully frames the issues; closing statement summarizes many arguments made in the debate

- Responds to issues raised by opponents with accurate and generally concise answers

- Challenges the arguments made by opponents; challenges are generally effective
	-Organized and generally complete presentation of arguments and evidence

- Opening statement outlines or lists arguments and evidence but does not generate interest; closing statement does not reflect remarks made during debate.

- Responds to most of the issues raised by opponents with generally accurate answers

- Offers arguments, but no evidence, to counter the arguments made by opponents
	-Somewhat organized presentation of arguments and evidence

-Opening statement minimally outlines arguments; closing argument briefly restates the ideas offered in the opening statement

-Seems to be caught off-guard by opponents; offers tentative, somewhat accurate, but possibly vague or illogical responses

-Attempts to challenge arguments of opponents
	-Arguments are unorganized, incomplete, or completely lacking in evidence

-Opening statement and closing statements do little more than state the position of the team

-Is unable to respond to issues raised by opponents in a meaningful or accurate way

	Effective use of historical evidence / content knowledge
	-Demonstrates a sophisticated understanding of the issues, events and facts relevant to the topic

-Demonstrates thorough and accurate understanding of details as well as the ability to make original connections and interpretations
	- Demonstrates a sophisticated understanding of the issues, events and facts relevant to the topic

-Demonstrates thorough and accurate understanding of details as well as the ability to make original connections and interpretations
	-Demonstrates a basic and accurate understanding of the issues, events and facts relevant to the topic.

-Demonstrates the ability to make basic connections between facts and concepts
	-Demonstrates a generally accurate understanding of relevant issues, events and facts, but may exhibit minor confusion or misunderstandings

seem to understand general ideas, but do not support their ideas with relevant facts; OR, seem to understand facts but are unable to connect them into coherent arguments
	-Demonstrates an inadequate understanding of the history content relevant to the topic

-Supports statements with vague or irrelevant information, or no information at all

	Use of persuasive appeals


	Makes deliberate and effective use of logical, emotional and ethical appeals in order to persuade justices
	Uses logical, emotional and ethical appeals to enhance effectiveness of argument
	Uses some appeals to make argument more persuasive, but may not include a mix of logical, emotional and ethical appeals
	Makes minimal use of persuasive appeals
	Does not use persuasive rhetoric

	Performance


	Exhibits confidence, energy, and passion in the course of the hearing

- Maintains respectful tone

- Accesses preparation materials with ease
	- Exhibits confidence and energy in the course of the hearing

-Maintains respectful tone

- Uses preparation materials effectively
	- Appears nervous, yet somewhat confident, before the court

- Maintains respectful tone

- Use of preparation materials does not distract
	-Lacks confidence

-Maintains respectful tone

- Use of preparation materials distracts from quality of performance
	-Demonstrates little or no preparation

-Fails to maintain respectful tone


Rubric adopted from www.winona.edu/air/documents/DebateRubric.doc






Standard met by successful completion of this option: Standard 2—Understand how and why people create, maintain or change systems of power, authority and governance.
Created by Ashley Laber and Michelle Murray, North Scott High School, 2009


