
Debate	Project	Rubric	

 
 Less than 

Adequate 
C B A 

Research/ 
Evidence 

The team is 
poorly prepared 
with little 
evidence to back 
up arguments. 
There was not 
much research 
conducted. 
Evidence is not 
deployed well 
during the 
debate. 

The team 
researched a 
number of sources 
(10-20), but sources 
are of uneven 
quality. The team 
may have started 
research late and 
tried to play catch 
up. Sourcing is 
clearly documented. 
Evidence is used in 
the debate, but is 
not necessarily well 
linked to 
arguments. 

The team 
researched diligently 
throughout the 
course and 
consulted many 
sources (20+), but 
there are some gaps 
in the development 
of arguments or 
some poor choices 
of sources. Sourcing 
is clearly 
documented. 
Evidence is used 
well during the 
debate, but there are 
some missed 
opportunities. 

The team consulted 
multiple high quality 
sources (we would 
expect anywhere from 
20-50+) and 
developed evidence 
on multiple lines of 
argumentation. The 
team clearly worked 
throughout the course 
on its research. 
Sourcing is clearly 
documented. Evidence 
is well deployed during 
the debate, linked 
clearly to arguments. 

Argumentation Argumentation is 
poorly developed. 
Arguments are 
neither clear nor 
well analyzed. 
The arguments 
do not respond 
well to those of 
the opposing 
team. 

There is an 
argumentation 
strategy and 
preparation to 
respond to the 
opposing team, but 
there are clear gaps 
in the argument. At 
times the team 
does not appear to 
be responding to 
arguments of the 
opposing team or 
following its own 
strategy clearly. 

Arguments are clear 
and effective. They 
demonstrate 
preparation and the 
consideration of 
different potential 
strategies by the 
opposing team, but 
they may miss some 
important points. The 
arguments both build 
the team’s strategy 
throughout the 
debate and respond 
to arguments from 
the other team. 

The team prepared 
and deployed well- 
developed arguments 
during the debate that 
build an argumentation 
strategy. The team is 
prepared for multiple 
argumentation 
approaches from the 
opposing team and is 
able to respond to their 
differing strategies. 
The team clearly has 
more arguments 
developed than can be 
used in the debate, 
prepared as it is for 
multiple approaches. 
Arguments 
demonstrate effective 
analysis and are clear. 

Clash There is no clash 
between the two 
teams. 

The team responds 
in a limited way to 
the opposing team, 
but most of its 
arguments appear 
to be prepared in 
advance with 
limited attention to 
adapting in the 
debate. 

The team responds 
to the other team – 
both to the other 
team’s arguments 
and to the other 
team’s attacks on its 
own arguments. 
Some of these 
arguments and 
responses appear to 
have been 
anticipated in 
advance and 
prepared for, but 

The team is well 
prepared for potential 
arguments from the 
opposing team and 
deploys they in a way 
that makes clear the 
clash of ideas. It is 
responsive to the other 
team’s arguments and 
the other team’s 
attacks on its own 
arguments. It 
constructs its 
responses to answer 



some may take the 
team by surprise. 
The team at times 
fails to focus directly 
on the issues 
between the two 
teams, but then 
returns to those. 

those while still also 
pursuing its own direct 
line of argument. 

Course 
Concepts 

There is little or 
no mention of 
course concepts 
by the team. 

There is limited 
mention of course 
concepts, but they 
are not fully 
integrated into the 
arguments. 

Course concepts are 
explained during the 
debate, but not fully 
integrated into the 
arguments. 

Course concepts are 
integrated into the 
arguments. The logic 
behind regulation, the 
potential types of 
regulation and issues 
like environmental 
justice are considered. 

Note taking The student 
takes limited or 
no notes. 

The student takes 
notes both in their 
own debate and in 
the other debate, 
but either doesn’t 
use the flow chart 
method or uses it 
ineffectively. 

The student uses the 
flow chart method 
throughout both their 
own debate and the 
one they observe, 
but at times appears 
to lose track of an 
argument or have 
some difficulty 
keeping all 
arguments aligned 
throughout the 
debate. 

The student uses the 
flow chart method 
consistently and 
effectively both for 
their own debate and 
for observing the other 
debate. They are able 
to use information from 
the flow chart to 
ensure that arguments 
are not missed and are 
followed up in each 
part of the debate and 
to analyze arguments 
from beginning to end 
of the debate in their 
critique of the other 
debate. 

Team 
Evaluation 

The student fails 
to complete the 
evaluation. 

The evaluation is 
submitted but 
incomplete. 

The evaluation is 
complete and 
submitted by the 
deadline. It raises 
issues that the 
student should have 
raised earlier in the 
course. 

The evaluation is 
complete and 
submitted on time. It 
indicates that any 
issues were addressed 
at the appropriate 
time. 

Other Debate 
Critique 

The critique is 
minimal, 
incomplete or 
late. 

The critique 
basically responds 
to the questions 
posed, but 
responses are 
incomplete. 
Answers are brief 
and not in complete 
paragraphs. The 
student does not 
demonstrate that 
they followed the 
arguments 
throughout the 
debate and does 
not distinguish 
factual from opinion 
arguments. 

The critique covers 
the main issues in 
the debate and 
responds to each 
question with a full 
paragraph. There are 
either some issues 
with the language – 
clarity, grammar, 
paragraph structure. 
Or the response 
does not cover both 
the facts of the 
debate and the 
opinions under 
discussion. 

The critique is 
thoughtful and well 
written. It shows that 
the student followed 
the debate closely and 
took careful notes in 
flow-chart form. The 
student shows a 
strong command of 
both the factual issues 
involved in the debate 
and where one can 
bring in one’s own 
opinions. Each 
question has a full 
paragraph, well-crafted 
response. 

 


