	
	
	



Debate Assignment on Vaccination Mandates

Information for Instructors
Debate Assignment on Vaccination Mandates
Overview 
This assignment will address the Pathways outcome: Evaluate evidence and arguments critically or analytically.

Students will evaluate evidence and arguments related to public health policies on vaccination mandates through a global lens, considering multiple influences, such as, geographic, ethnic, religious, socioeconomic, cultural, and political factors. Students will also participate in a debate based on the written script they produced for this assignment. Evaluate evidence and arguments critically or analytically.


Information for Students
Debate Assignment on Vaccination Mandates
Overview 
In this assignment, you will prepare a written script to prepare you to engage in structured classroom debate on the topic of vaccination mandates. You will take a position either supporting or opposing vaccination mandates and defend your stance using research-based evidence. In doing so, you will consider how factors such as geography, ethnicity, religion, socioeconomic status, culture, and politics influence attitudes and policies toward vaccination. You will present your arguments in a written debate script and participate in an in-class debate using this script as a guide.

As you work to complete this assignment, you will: 
· Choose a side in the debate; 
· Vaccination mandates are essential for global public health or in opposition to global public health.
· Vaccination mandates infringe on personal freedoms and may worsen public trust.
· Conduct research to develop arguments for your position.
· Include at least four credible sources and cite them in text and in a reference list.
· Synthesize the sources to support your view on vaccination mandate in the form of a debate script.

Assignment Format & Guidelines
Your script will:
· Be 500-700 words.
· Clearly state your position on vaccine mandates.
· Include at least three key arguments.
· Cite at least three sources to support your argument.
· Mention at least one counterargument and rebut it.
· Integrate factors such as geographic, ethnic, political, religious, economic, or cultural beliefs.

Assessment Criteria
Your script will be graded on:
· [bookmark: _Int_82h1TkJG]The quality of argumentation and depth of critical analysis.
· The integration of global influences including geographic, ethnic, religious, socioeconomic, cultural, and political factors.
· Your use of credible evidence that is properly cited.

	Debate Assignment Grading Rubric

	Criteria
	Exceeds Expectations
	Meets Expectations
	Approaching Expectations
	Developing

	Critical Evaluation of Arguments 
(30 points)
	Demonstrates excellent, nuanced analysis of both sides and strong rebuttals.
(27–30 points)
	Demonstrates solid analysis of arguments and some critical insight.
(21–26 points)
	Arguments are presented with basic analysis.
(16–20 points)
	Arguments presented but there is little no clear evaluation.
(0–15 points)

	Use of Global Influences 
(25 points)
	Thoroughly integrates geographic, ethnic, religious, socioeconomic, cultural, and political factors.
(23–25 points)
	Includes some required global influences with some detail.
(18–22 points)
	Mentions a few global influences but they are incomplete or superficial.
(14–17 points)
	Includes one reference to global influences.
(0–13 points)

	Use of Evidence 
(25 points)
	Cites three or more credible sources; integrates evidence effectively to support claims and counterclaims.
(23–25 points)
	Cites at least three credible sources; evidence is generally well used.
(18–22 points)
	Cites two to three sources or uses evidence inconsistently.
(14–17 points)
	Cites mostly on source. Evidence is insufficient, poorly integrated.
(0–13 points)

	Organization and Clarity 
(10 points)
	Argument is well-organized and persuasive.
(9–10 points)
	Organization is generally clear and logical; transitions used effectively.
(6–8 points)
	Some organization is evident but clarity/flow is inconsistent.
(3–5 points)
	Organization is not clear; ideas are disjointed or confusing.
(0–2 points)

	Citation and Format 
(10 points)
	All sources properly cited in-text and in reference list.
(9–10 points)
	Most sources cited with few formatting errors.
(6–8 points)
	Some citations attempted but errors in style or completeness are frequent.
(3–5 points)
	Citations missing or incorrect.
(0–2 points)




Sample Student Submission

Gabriel Ike
HE: Global Health Issues
Debate Assignment

Title: Vaccination Mandates: A Moral and Global Imperative
Governments around the world are grappling with whether to mandate vaccinations to protect public health. I argue in favor of mandates because they are vital for achieving herd immunity, protecting vulnerable populations, and reducing global health disparities. While mandates may seem intrusive, they are a justified response to a global crisis.

First, geographic disparities in vaccination coverage are vast. According to the WHO (2022), high-income countries have 70%+ COVID-19 vaccine coverage, while some low-income countries remain below 25%. Mandates ensure consistency and equity in public health policy, especially in urban areas with high transmission rates.

Second, ethnic and religious factors play a role in vaccine hesitancy. In the U.S., for example, historical medical mistreatment of Black communities contributes to distrust (Bogart et al., 2021). Mandates must be accompanied by education and culturally sensitive outreach, but they are necessary to overcome widespread hesitancy and protect at-risk groups.

Third, socioeconomic and political structures influence health outcomes. Wealthier individuals can more easily access private healthcare or travel to countries with looser policies. Mandates level the playing field by making vaccinations a public good rather than a market commodity. Politically, nations like France and Italy have seen increased vaccination rates after mandates (Verger et al., 2021), demonstrating their effectiveness.

A common counterargument is that mandates violate personal freedoms. While autonomy is important, it must be balanced against collective safety. Just as seatbelt laws save lives, so too do vaccination mandates. Freedom should not come at the cost of preventable deaths.

In conclusion, vaccination mandates are a necessary tool to reduce inequality, increase public safety, and prevent global outbreaks. When implemented with respect for cultural and religious concerns, they are not oppressive—but lifesaving.
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