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Logic and Expression class   no.   name 

Constructive speech for the next class (less than 150 words) PRO/CON 

Reason:What will happen? ( ) 

OR 

PS bad/good 

EF 

IM 

OR 

Possible Attack & Defense 



O Stated in one simple sentence. (1文で簡潔に述べられている) 1

R
One concrete benefit[harm] in a simle sentence. 

(具体的な益[害]理由が簡潔に述べられている)
1

Describes a bad[good] situation that requires[doesn't require] the policy.　 

(政策を必要とする[しない」悪い[良い]現状が述べられている）
2

Supported by at least one appropriate fact. 

(１つ以上の適切な事例で証明されている。)
2

Describes the process how the policy will benefit[harm] . 

 (益[害]が発生する過程が論理的に説明されている）
2

Supported by at least one appropriate evidence. 

 (１つ以上の適切な事例で証明されている。)
2

Describes who will get benefits[harms] from the policy and how significant it 

is.   (誰が益[害]を受けその影響がどれほど大きいか説明している）
2

Supported by at least one appropriate evidence. 

 (１つ以上の適切な事例で証明されている。)
2

Refuting against at least one part ot PS/EF/IM. 

 (PS/EF/IMに対して反駁している。）
2

Supported by at least one appropriate evidence. 

 (１つ以上の適切な事例で証明されている。)
2

Refuting agaist the attack by showing your superiority in possibility or value. 

(ATTに対して反駁して、自分の論の可能性や価値が高いことを述べている）
2

Supported by evidence or logical explanation. 

(事例もしくは論理的な説明で証明されている。)
2

Stated in a different expression from the 1st paragraph.　 

(第１段落と違う表現で述べられている）
2 2

The text flows consisitently and logically：No irrelevant information, No logic 

jump. (文章が一貫していて論理が飛ばない、余分な情報が混在しない。）

Point first and evidence＆explanation next.　(主張が先・事例や説明は後）

Appropreate use of connecting words.　(適切なつなぎ言葉）

No grammar errors [5 check points＋α]     

(文法チェック：①名詞の数 ②冠詞③動詞の時制・態④一致⑤つなぎ＋ｽﾍﾟﾙ・句読点)

Word choice：persuasive, not ambiguous, not too difficult 

(難しすぎない・あいまいでない・説得力のある語の使用）

Speech/Essay Evaluation Criteria

total

C
o

n
s
tr

u
c
ti

v
e

 S
p

e
e

c
h

Entire

ATT(譲歩）

DEF

　　OR

(Concluion）

4

4

4

4

36

Score

3

PS

EF

IM

4

3

6

2



Rublic for Debate Score

4 3 2 1 0

Reason

Concrete benefit 

[harm] (possible 

effect) is clearly 

stated in a simple 

sentence.

Benefit[harm] (possible 

effect) is stated, but it's 

not concrete,  too 

general,  or not clearly 

in a simple sentence.

Benefit[harm] 

(possible effect) is not 

stated or no reason is 

stated.

PS

The present 

bad[good] situation 

related to the reason 

is stated with 

appropriate evidence.

The present bad[good] 

situation related to 

the reason is stated, 

but the evidence is 

insufficient or  

inappropriate.

The present 

bad[good] situation 

related to the reason 

is stated, but no 

evidence. Or only 

evidence is stated.

The present situation 

is stated but not well-

connected to the 

reason.

The present situation 

is not stated or 

something iirrelevant 

to the reason is 

stated.

EF

The process of the 

benefit [harm] is well- 

explained step by 

step. Appropriate  

evidence supports all 

the process.

The process of the 

benefit [harm] is well- 

explained step by 

step but some 

evidence is lacking or 

inappropriate.

The process of the 

benefit [harm] is 

explained somehow. 

some appropriate 

evidence is used.

The process of the 

benefit [harm] is 

explained minimally. 

Evidence is lacking or 

inappropriate.

The process of the 

benefit [harm] is not 

stated or something 

iirrelevant is stated.

IM

The importance of the 

benefit[harm] is well-

explained and 

supported by 

appropriate evidence.

The importance of the 

benefit[harm] is well- 

explained but some 

evidence is lacking or 

inappropriate.

The importance of the 

benefit[harm] is 

explained somehow. 

some appropriate 

evidence is used

The importance of the 

benefit[harm] is 

explained minimally.  

Evidence is lacking or 

inappropriate.

The importance of the 

benefit[harm] is not 

stated or something 

irrelevant is stated.

-4 -3 -2 -1 0

Attack 1

Attacking the relevant 

part of the other 

side's speech using 

evidence and an 

explanation.

Attacking the relevant 

part of the other 

side's speech but 

some evidence and 

explanation is lacking.

Attacking the relevant 

part of the other 

side's speech but with 

minimal evidence and 

explanation.

Attacking the relevant 

part of the other 

side's speech but no 

evidence and 

explanation.

No attack or 

something irrelevant 

to the other side's 

speech is stated.

Attack 2

Attacking the relevant 

part of the other 

side's speech using 

evidence and an 

explanation.

Attacking the relevant 

part of the other 

side's speech but 

some evidence and 

explanation is lacking.

Attacking the relevant 

part of the other 

side's speech but with 

minimal evidence and 

explanation.

Attacking the relevant 

part of the other 

side's speech but no 

evidence and 

explanation.

No attack or 

something irrelevant 

to the other side's 

speech is stated.

4 3 2 1 0

Defense  

1

Attacking the relevant 

part of the attack 

speech using 

evidence and an 

explanation.

Attacking the relevant 

part of the attack 

speech but some 

evidence and 

explanation is lacking.

Attacking the relevant 

part of the attack 

speech but with 

minimal evidence and 

explanation.

Attacking the relevant 

part of the attack 

speech but no 

evidence and 

explanation.

No defense or 

something irrelevant 

to the attack speech 

is stated.

Defense    

2

Attacking the relevant 

part of the attack 

speech using 

evidence and an 

explanation.

Attacking the relevant 

part of the attack 

speech but some 

evidence and 

explanation is lacking.

Attacking the relevant 

part of the attack 

speech but with 

minimal evidence and 

explanation.

Attacking the relevant 

part of the attack 

speech but no 

evidence and 

explanation.

No defense or 

something irrelevant 

to the attack speech 

is stated.
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