	
	
	



Oral Defense of Creative Work Assignment

Information for Instructors
Oral Defense of Creative Work Assignment
Overview
This assignment addresses the Pathways outcome: Produce well-reasoned written or oral arguments using evidence to support conclusions.

In this assignment, students will prepare and deliver an oral defense of their original fiction piece. They will explain their creative choices, connect their work to course readings or craft principles, and respond to audience questions. This assignment builds critical reflection, argumentation, and presentation skills.


Information for Students
Oral Defense of Creative Work Assignment
Overview
For this assignment, you will prepare and deliver a 3–5-minute oral defense of the original fiction piece you wrote this semester. In your defense, you will explain your creative choices, justify how they contribute to your intended meaning or effect, and connect your work to course readings and concepts using quotes or excerpts to support your choices. This assignment will help you practice using evidence to support your choices and presenting your ideas before an audience.

As you work on this assignment you will:
· Select one fiction piece you wrote this semester to defend.
· Prepare a 3–5-minute oral presentation explaining your creative choices.
· Use evidence from your text (quotations or excerpts) to support your analysis.
· Connect your choices to course readings, authors studied, or craft techniques.
· Prepare to respond thoughtfully to 1–2 audience or instructor questions.

Assignment Format & Guidelines
Your oral defense will:
· Be 3–5 minutes in length, presented in class or recorded.
· Include an introduction stating the title and genre of your piece and your thesis about its central aim or effect.
· Explain at least three creative choices you made (e.g. point of view, structure, diction, imagery, dialogue) and justify them with evidence from your text.
· [bookmark: _Int_VFu0XIUs]Connect your work to at least one course reading, author influence, or craft principle discussed in class.



Assessment Criteria
Your oral defense presentation will be graded on your:
· Introduction information including title, genre, and thesis about the piece’s aim or effect.
· Explanation of at least three creative choices with evidence from the text.
· The connections you make between your content and course readings, author influences, or craft principles.
· Explanation of arguments justifying creative choices.
· Deliver your presentation and response to questions. 

	Oral Defense of Creative Work Grading Rubric

	Criteria
	Exceeds Expectations
	Meets Expectations
	Approaches Expectations
	Developing

	Introduction & Thesis 
(20 points)
	Presents a clear, insightful introduction with a sophisticated thesis. 
(18–20 points)
	Presents a clear introduction with a general thesis. (14–17 points)
	Introduction is present but only partially clear, and thesis lacks strength. 
(6–13 points)
	Introduction is unclear or thesis is missing. 
(0–5 points)

	Explanation of Creative Choices (20 points)
	Explains three or more choices thoroughly with strong evidence. (18–20 points)
	Explains three choices clearly with some evidence. 
(14–17 points)
	Explains fewer than three choices with limited evidence or clarity.
(6–13 points)
	Explanation is minimal or unsupported. 
(0–5 points)

	Connection to Readings/Craft (20 points)
	Connects choices insightfully to readings, authors, or craft principles. (18–20 points)
	Connects choices generally to readings, authors, or craft principles. (14–17 points)
	Connections are incomplete, or lack details. 
(6–13 points)
	Provides minimal or no connections. (0–5 points)

	Oral Argument & Justification
 (20 points)
	Provides a sophisticated, well-reasoned oral argument. (18–20 points)
	Provides a clear, general oral argument. (14–17 points)
	Provides an oral argument with limited reasoning or detail. 
(6–13 points)
	Provides little to no oral argument. (0–5 points)

	Response to Questions 
(10 points)
	Responds thoughtfully with evidence-based answers. (9–10 points)
	Responds adequately with some evidence-based answers. (6–8 points)
	Responds briefly with limited evidence. 
(3–5 points)
	Response is minimal or lacks evidence. 
(0–2 points)

	Presentation Skills & Professionalism
(10 points)

	Presentation is exceptionally clear, organized, and engaging 
(9–10 points)
	Presentation is mostly clear and organized 
(6–8 points)
	Presentation is somewhat clear and mostly organized
	Presentation unclear and not well organized.
(0–5 points)



Sample Student Submission 

Maya Awiakta
ENG 215: Creative Writing 
Oral Defense of My Short Story

Oral Defense Script
“Hello everyone, my name is Maya, and I will be defending my short story titled The Salt Line, a work of literary fiction exploring generational trauma and food as cultural memory.

My thesis is that The Salt Line uses food imagery, fragmented structure, and second-person narration to immerse readers in the protagonist’s psychological dissociation and reconnect them to cultural identity.
[bookmark: _Int_AsXWf5fs]First, I chose second-person narration to place readers directly in the experience of the protagonist. For example, in the line, ‘You watch your mother’s hands shaking salt over the rice, precise as ritual,’ the ‘you’ immerses the reader in embodied memory. This choice was inspired by Claudia Rankine’s use of second-person in Citizen to evoke direct confrontation with systemic trauma.

[bookmark: _Int_E8doK1v1]Second, I used fragmented structure to mirror memory’s disjointed nature. Each paragraph is a sensory snapshot: salt, rice, sweat, ocean. This structure reflects what we discussed in class about form mirroring content in experimental fiction.

[bookmark: _Int_34AKdKMM]Third, I relied on food imagery as cultural connection, such as ‘The salted fish she lays out each morning smells of tides and loss.’ This ties to our reading of Ocean Vuong, whose sensory details evoke immigration and intergenerational grief.

Overall, these choices work together to center cultural embodiment while conveying psychological fragmentation. In revision, I plan to refine transitions between fragments to clarify emotional arc.
I welcome any questions.”

[bookmark: _Int_bgDw8qLg]Sample Audience Question:
“Why did you choose second-person instead of first-person?”

[bookmark: _Int_yAO0JE5t]Response:
“I chose second-person because it creates distance and immediacy at once. It allows readers to feel implicated while also conveying the narrator’s dissociation, aligning with the theme of fragmented selfhood under trauma.”
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