
Communication 2140 – Rhetoric & Argument – Spring 2010 
  

 

Instructor: Louie Petit, M.A.       E-Mail: louie.petit@unt.edu  

Instructor’s Office: GAB 326      Office Ph. (940) 565-2747  

Office Hours: T Th 3:30-5:00pm and by appointment 

 

Overview to the Course:  
This class focuses on the study of argument and rhetoric in order to help you become better 

listeners and presenters of argument.  Although we encounter argument every day, there is still 

much to discover about this rich area of human interaction.  Toward that goal, this class will 

cover several areas in the theory and practice of argument that are intended to help you analyze 

and present arguments of all kinds.   

 

Course Objectives: 

1) Investigate different definitions of rhetoric and argument.  

2) Understand the structure of argument by learning models of analyzing argumentation. 

3) Bolster critical thinking and analytical skills. You should be able to identify an issue, critically 

evaluate a situation, formulate a position and defend it against refutation. 

 

Arguments and student responsibility: 

Given that this course is designed to encourage people to argue, it is important to recognize that 

we all have strong opinions on the topics we discuss and we will frequently disagree on these.  

You should know that your opinions are valid, and that you are invited to share any relevant 

opinions during class discussion.  The key to having good discussions, and arguments, as we will 

find out, is to offer reasons for the opinions and views that you hold.  The class discussions may 

be very energetic, but all relevant views are valued.   

 

Texts Required: 

Ziegelmueller, G. and Kay, J. (1997).  Argumentation: Inquiry and Advocacy.  Third Edition. 

Boston: Allyn and Bacon.  

 

Keith, W. and Lundberg, C. (2008) Essential Guide to Rhetoric.  Boston: St. Marten’s Press. 

 

You should acquire the books as soon as possible, and keep in mind that the course discussions 

assume that you have completed the readings prior to the class period.   

 

Course Requirements and Grades: 

Course requirements include a short paper, three speeches, an argument brief, a debate and two 

exams. The oral presentations will require some research into arguments and the nature of 

argumentation.  These presentations will vary in length from approximately 5 to 8 minutes.  The 

presentations will be given from an outline, so a full "speech" should not be written out.  The 

subject of the presentations must be approved in advance.  Once the subject is approved, students 

should begin work on a full sentence outline that must also be approved prior to the speech day.  

Presentations must be done on the date assigned.   

 

My Rhetorical New Year (5%) 

 In the first paper, students apply definitions of rhetoric to their personal experiences over 

the recent school break.  
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Editorial Presentation: (10%)   

 In the first presentation, students analyze a newspaper editorial in order to examine its 

argumentative content.  This speech asks the student to break the editorial down and determine 

the way claims and evidence are organized. 3-5 minutes 

 

Response Speech (10%) 

 Students will use the same editorial they have analyzed using the tools of argument and 

formulate their own response to the editorial.  This is a speech of critique where students not 

only identify arguments in a public forum, but they use their research and opinions to refute 

them. As speeches of public argument, responses to a publicized editorial, these speeches will be 

“turned in” by being sent to the instructor of uploaded to Youtube.com 

 

Exam 1 (10%) 

 There will be a midterm exam covering the material up to that point in the semester.  It 

will cover material in the textbooks as well as material we have covered in class. 

 

Mapping Controversies Speech (15%) 

 In the third speech, students expand their analysis of argument to examine an entire 

debate or controversy and attempt to map the ways that different sides of a controversy use 

argument to their advantage or disadvantage. 

 

Brief:  (10%) 

 Each student will be responsible for constructing a 7-9 page argument brief.  In this brief, 

students will use their argumentation skills to argue in favor of or against a change in policy.  

The brief will serve as the raw material of the debates. 

 

Student Debate (15%) 

 Finally, the third presentation is a student-run debate in which you will propose or refute 

a change of policy.  Your own research will be integrated into your knowledge of the way that 

argument works for this final presentation.  

 

Exam 2:  (15%) 

 There will be an exam requiring mastery of course subject matter. It will cover material 

from the entire course. 

 

Attendance/Participation (10%) 

 Attendance is required.  Participation in class activities is expected. 

 

Course Policies 

1.  Class Participation 

Students are expected to attend each class session, to have read and synthesized the 

material to be covered that day, and to be prepared to participate actively and intelligently 

in class discussions.  It is impossible to participate intelligently if one has not completed 

the reading assignment for the day.   

 

Class participation is an important part of your grade.  Class participation includes 

attending class regularly, doing all assigned work outside of class as directed, and being 

prepared to take part in all in-class activities.  These will include informal writing and 



speaking exercises, as well as large and small group discussions.  Note that it is important 

to balance speaking and listening, to direct comments constructively to the subject at 

hand, and to show respect to all speakers.   

 

2. Attendance 

 Much of your success in this course depends on your active participation in the daily 

class discussions.  Not only is the material covered in class important to your success, but 

also your participation as an audience member and a participant in the daily activities of 

the class is crucial to achieving the course objectives.  Consequently, you are expected to 

attend every class session.  If you accumulate more than four class absences 

over the course of the semester your grade will be adversely impacted. 

The term absence used in this policy does not apply to “authorized absences” as defined 

in the UNT Undergraduate Catalog.  This policy is not negotiable.  It is not the 

responsibility of the instructor or the teaching assistants to keep you apprised of the 

number of absences you have accumulated.   

 

3. Assignments and Requirements 

All assignments are due on the date specified and must be submitted prior to or during 

class (not by the end of the day).  Late assignments are not accepted, and, excepting 

authorized absences, make-up assignments will not be scheduled.  If you miss a 

presentation, workshop, or other schedules or informal class activities and you have a 

University Excused Absence (i.e. an excused absence from the Dean of Students or a 

receipt from the UNT Health Center) or spoken to me in advance, you will not be 

allowed to reschedule the presentation, workshop, and/or deabte.  You should be 

prepared to perform whenever you are called upon, certainly the next time you come to 

class.  When a reading assignment is listed in the syllabus for a given day, you should 

complete the reading assignment by that day. 

 

4. Grading 

We assume that students in a 2000-level course have the ability to read and write 

cogently using correct style, and participate intelligently in class discussion.  Students are 

expected to produce written work that conforms to the “Writing Guide for Student 

Papers” in the “undergraduate program” section of the department website. 

 

You can find that information and more at, 

http://www.comm.unt.edu/writing_guide_for_student_papers.htm         and 

http://www.comm.unt.edu/faculty/gossett/writing_tips_for_comm_3010.htm  

 

If you feel that you need assistance with your writing, contact the writing lab in Aud 105 

or call the writing hotline at 565-4311 

 

The graded assignments are designed to allow the student to demonstrate proficiency in 

these areas.  The following scale will be used: 

 

A 90-100  Clearly Outstanding and exceptional work 

B 80-89  Above Average Work 

C 70-79  Average Work; Meets all the criteria for an assignment 

D 60-69  Below Average Work 

F Below 60 Fails to Meet Minimal Expectations 



 

5. Completing the Course 

Students are expected to complete all assignments for this course during the semester.  

Assigning a grade of “incomplete” is rare, and in order to request an “I,” the student must 

meet these requirements:  a) The student must have completed at least 75% of the course 

assignments; b) The student must be passing the course; c) There must be an unforeseen 

and compelling reason why the course cannot be completed on time; and d) The student 

must present a plan for completing the assignments within the time period specified in the 

catalog.  

 

6.  Disability Accommodation 

The University of North Texas is on record as being committed to both the spirit and 

letter of federal equal opportunity legislation; reference Public Law 92-112-The 

Rehabilitation Act of 1973 as amended. With the passage of new federal legislation, 

entitled Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) pursuant to section 504 of the 

Rehabilitation Act, there is renewed focus on providing this population with the same 

opportunities enjoyed by all citizens." We will cooperate fully with the University's 

Office of Disability Accommodation to provide reasonable accommodation to students 

who require help. Students who wish to self-identify should register with the ODA no 

later than the second day of class.  

 

7. Student Conduct and Academic Honesty 

All students shall adhere to the Code of Student Conduct regarding academic dishonesty, 

including acts of cheating and plagiarism.  Copies of the code are available in the Center 

for Student Rights and Responsibilities (Union 319). It defines cheating as, “the willful 

giving or receiving of information in an unauthorized manner during an examination, 

illicitly obtaining examination questions in advance, using someone else’s work or 

written assignments as if it were your own, or any other dishonest means of attempting to 

fulfill a requirement of this course.”  Plagiarism is “The use of an author’s words or ideas 

as if they were your own without giving proper credit to the source including but not 

limited to failure to acknowledge a direct quotation.” You should make yourself aware of 

the university’s policy on academic dishonesty and plagiarism, and you should know that 

any infractions of this policy will be dealt with seriously.  The minimum penalty for a 

cheating or plagiarism is a grade of “F” for the course and a report to the Dean of 

Students for disciplinary action. 

 

8.  Extra Credit Opportunities 

You can add up to 20 points to your final grade for the course by doing any combination 

of the following activities: 

Option 1: Attend any of the public debates held on campus.  Debates are scheduled 

throughout the semester. We will announce specific dates in class.  Write a one-page 

summary of the debate (5 points per debate).  

Option 2: Watch a political debate on TV or at a public venue.  Write a one-page 

summary of the debate and proclaim a winner (5 point per debate).  

Option 3: Participate in one of the studies going on in the Department of Communication 

Studies.  Write a brief summary of the study and what aspect of communication it is 

intended to investigate (5 point per study).  



The number of points will be awarded based on the quality of your work.  Completing an 

assignment does not automatically guarantee that you will receive all of the available 

points.  

 

9.  Crisis Contingency   

In the event of the university closing for weather-related reasons or illness outbreak, e.g. 

flu, please know you will be contacted through your school email and the eagle alert 

system.  

 

10. Dropping the Class 

If you stop attending this class but do not follow proper procedure for dropping the class, 

you will receive a failing grade and will also be financially obligated.  To drop a class 

anytime after the first week, you must turn in a drop slip at an authorized registration 

center (see 2009/2010 UNT Undergraduate Catalog). 

 

11.  Course Evaluations 

The Student Evaluation of Teaching Effectiveness (SETE) is a requirement for all 

organized classes at UNT. This short survey will be made available to you at the end of 

the semester, providing you a chance to comment on how this class is taught.  I am very 

interested in the feedback I get from students, as I work to continually improve my 

teaching. I consider the SETE to be an important part of your participation in this class. 

You can access SETE through myUNT during the week of finals. Students who complete 

SETE will have access to their grades earlier than students who do not complete the 

survey. The SETE will remain open through the week of finals. 

 

This syllabus is not a contract.  It is a guide and may be changed by the professor at any time 

without prior notice.  

 

 

 



 

Tentative Class Schedule 
 

This schedule indicates class meeting days, items which are due on those days, and items which 

should be read from the texts in advance of those meetings.  This schedule is subject to change. 

 

(T) 1/19 Syllabus Day – brief overview of the class 

   
(Th) 1/21 Intro to Argument and Rhetoric  Discuss Major Assignments. Finding an Editorial,  

 

(T) 1/26 Lecture: What is Argument?  What is rhetoric?  

 History of Rhetoric, Argumentation Ch. 1; Essential Guide Ch. 1 & 2 

 

(Th) 1/28 Lecture: Claims and why they are important Argumentation Ch. 2, Essential Guide 

Ch. 3 

  

 (T) 2/2 Recitation: Practicing Claims 

 Editorial Speech Workshop 1 (Bring copies of your Editorial with you to Class) 

 DUE: My Rhetorical New Year 

 

(TH) 2/4 Lecture: Evidence, and Values Argumentation Ch. 4,5 

 

(T) 2/9 Recitation: Editorial Analysis Practice 

 Editorial Speech, Workshop 2 

 DUE: Draft of First Speech and Copy of Editorial, 

 

 (Th) 2/11 Lecture: Persuasion Essential Guide  Ch. 4 and 5 

 APA Citation System 

 Introductions and Conclusions 

 

(T) 2/16 Recitation: DUE- Editorial Speech 

 

(TH) 2/18 Recitation: DUE- Editorial Speech 

 

(T) 2/23 Lecture: The Toulmin Model of Argument Argumentation Ch. 3, 6 

 Introduction to Induction and Deduction  

 

(TH) 2/25 Recitation: Response Speech Workshop 

 Toulmin Game 

 DUE: Draft of Response Speech 

 

(T) 3/2 Lecture: Induction and Deduction in Detail Argumentation Ch. 7 

 Review for Midterm 

 

(TH) 3/4 Recitation: Practice with Induction 

 Due: Response Speeches Must be turned in 
 

(T) 3/9 Recitation Deduction and Syllogisms in Detail  

 



 

(Th) 3/11 Exam 1 

 

(T) 3/16-3/18 Spring Break 

 

(T) 3/23 Recitation: Longer examples on Induction and Deduction 

 Controversies Speech Workshop 1 

 Organize Debate Groups  

 

(TH) 3/25 Recitation: Workshop 2: Controversies Speech 

 Due: First Draft of Controversies Speech 

 

(T) 3/30 Lecture: Fallacies Argumentation Ch. 8 

 

(TH) 4/1 Recitation: Working on Fallacies 

 

(T) 4/6  Recitation: Mapping Controversies Speeches 

 

(TH) 4/8 Recitation: Mapping Controversies Speeches 

 

(T) 4/13 Lecture: Visual Rhetoric 

 

(TH) 4/15 Recitation: Getting Ready for Debates Argumentation Ch. 10, 15 

 

(T) 4/20 Lecture: Refutation How to debate Argumentation Ch. 11, 16 

 Briefing Arguments 

 

(T) 4/21 Recitation: Discussing Debates 

 

(TH) 4/23 Recitation: In Class Debates 

 Due: Briefs 

 

(T) 4/27 Recitation: In Class Debates 

 

(TH) 4/29 Recitation: In Class Debates 

 

(T) 5/4  Recitation: In Class Debates 

  Final Exam Review 

 

(Th) 5/6 Recitation: In Class Debates 

 

(T) May 11 Final Exam  



 

First Assignment: My Rhetorical New Year 
 

For this assignment students are asked to reflect on recent events in their lives and how they have 

been related to rhetoric and argument.  You have argued and been exposed to public address all 

of your life.  In this semester, we are learning about speakers, audiences, persuasion, logic, 

evidence, and many other topics that you have no doubt some experience with already. 

 

In a short (2-3 page) double-spaced paper, relate some event that you participated in or observed 

recently to the definitions of rhetoric and argument used in this class.  What occurred in the 

situation?  Who were the major players?  What happened that was specifically rhetorical?  What 

definition of rhetoric best describes what occurred?  What possible advantage is there in viewing 

the event from a rhetorical perspective? 

 

Assignments should follow good writing standards and follow APA format for any citations that 

are necessary (though there should not be any).  The assignment will be graded 40% on writing 

standards and grammar, 40% on description of the event and definition of rhetoric used, 10% on 

writing the style, and 10% on the insight gained on the event from your application of rhetoric 

and argument.   

 

Goals for this assignment: developing a well-crafted, organized, and carefully revised essay that 

involves a balance between narration and analysis and applying the concepts from the beginning 

of the class to your everyday lives.. 

 



 

Comm 2140   Speech One : Argument Analysis 

 The primary goal for this assignment is to provide you with the opportunity to demonstrate your 

understanding of the elements of argument.  You will be asked to recognize the pieces of an argument circulating in 

public and to place that argument within a wider context of issues and values.  In order to successfully complete this 

assignment, you will need to draw upon the new vocabulary that you have been building this semester as a 

mechanism for explaining claims and evidence. 

 Select an editorial (not a letter to the editor) from The New York Times daily edition.  Be sure to choose an 

article with a clearly defined argument, but one with enough complexity to be an interesting object of analysis.  In a 

carefully crafted four to five minute speech, identify the central arguments presented in the editorial.  You should 

identify and explain the types of claims and support provided within the article and analyze the relationship between 

each claim and its support.  Be sure to identify the question or issue that the author is arguing over. 

 Your speech should be performed according to good oral communication standards.  Your speech should 

have an introduction with a clearly identifiable thesis, a body, and a conclusion.  It should also include statements 

that identify sources for cited material and transitional statements to signal a move from one point to another.  The 

speech should be delivered in an extemporaneous style, neither read from a page, totally memorized, nor totally off 

the cuff.  A typed, full-sentence outline of the speech must be provided (if you cite any sources, you must include a 

bibliography in a standard citation format).  Please attach a copy of the editorial you are working with. 

Grading Criteria:  Your speech will be graded on a 100 point scale. 

20 points for Editorial Selection:  Does the editorial make a clear argument?  Is the topic selected 

significant and interesting?  Does the speaker demonstrate the importance or relevance of the argument to the 

audience?  Are the requisite elements of an argument present and clearly described? 

20 points for Organization:  Does the introduction present a clear argumentative thesis?  Is there a clear 

relationship between the elements of the speech?  Does the organization reflect a strategic attempt to use 

communication for gaining assent?  Were the central arguments clearly communicated in the performance of the 

speech?  Did the conclusion attempt to summarize the central arguments and provide closure? 

40 points for Analysis:  Is the central issue or question identified?  Is the main claim identified?  Are sub-

claims identified and explained?  Is the evidence analyzed?  Is the relationship between claim and support 

explained? Does the speaker use enough examples from the text? 

10 points for the Outline:  Is the outline detailed enough to accurately illustrate all of the arguments of the 

speech?  Is it clearly labeled and does it follow a tight organizational scheme?  Is it typed and delivered on time?  Is 

proper citation format used for evidence internally and in the bibliography? 

10 points for Speech Standards:  Was the speech delivered extemporaneously?  Did the delivery of the 

speech enhance the argument?  Did vocal emphasis assist in presenting the central main points?  Did choices in 

language and style attempt to communicate to the audience's experience and interests?  Did physical delivery assist 

in advancing the argument?  Did the speaker provide enough material to meet the minimum time requirement?  Was 

the argument focused enough to fall within the maximum time limit? 



 

Speech Two: Response Speech 

After looking closely at a single instance of argument, this assignment asks students to move into building their own 

response and critique.  Utilize your same editorial from the The New York Times daily edition.  Construct your 

speech as a response to this editorial as if you were arguing in a letter to the editor.  In a carefully crafted four to five 

minute speech, identify your central argument and support it with three other sources.   Be sure to identify the 

question or issue that the author is arguing over. 

 Your speech should be performed according to good oral communication standards.  Your speech should 

have an introduction with a clearly identifiable thesis, a body, and a conclusion.  It should also include statements 

that identify sources for cited material and transitional statements to signal a move from one point to another.  The 

speech should be delivered in an extemporaneous style, neither read from a page, totally memorized, nor totally off 

the cuff.  A typed, full-sentence outline of the speech must be provided (sources cited must be on a bibliography in 

APA citation format).  Please attach a copy of the editorial you are working with. 

 

Grading Criteria:  Your speech will be graded on a 100 point scale. 

20 points for Organization:  Does the introduction present a clear argumentative thesis?  Is there a clear 

relationship between the elements of the speech?  Does the organization reflect a strategic attempt to use 

communication for gaining assent?  Were the central arguments clearly communicated in the performance of the 

speech?  Did the conclusion attempt to summarize the central arguments and provide closure? 

20 points for Research: Did the speech use at least three sources to build the argument?  Did the research 

come from reputable sources?  Did the research actually address the main point made in the argument?  Was the 

research cited properly? 

40 points for Critique: Is a main thesis identified which disagrees with the Editorial?  Are there between 3 

and 5 points of disagreement?  Is each point supported?  Is the support logical?  Is the critique compelling or 

persuasive?  Is the critique making points that are part of the larger public discussion? 

10 points for the Outline:  Is the outline detailed enough to accurately illustrate all of the arguments of the 

speech?  Is it clearly labeled and does it follow a tight organizational scheme?  Is it typed and delivered on time?  Is 

proper citation format used for evidence internally and in the bibliography? 

10 points for Speech Standards:  Was the speech delivered extemporaneously?  Did the delivery of the 

speech enhance the argument?  Did vocal emphasis assist in presenting the central main points?  Did choices in 

language and style attempt to communicate to the audience's experience and interests?  Did physical delivery assist 

in advancing the argument?  Did the speaker provide enough material to meet the minimum time requirement?  Was 

the argument focused enough to fall within the maximum time limit? 



 

Speech Three- Mapping Controversies Assignment-  

 All of the exercises in this class are designed to build upon one another.  In our first speech, your goal was 

to demonstrate your knowledge of the terms and concepts of argument by identifying and analyzing arguments in a 

single editorial.  For this speech, you will use these same skills, but in addition, you will begin to apply your 

learning about values, credibility, forms of reasoning, and case building to an even wider array of arguments. 

 Identify a matter of social controversy where two positions seem to be in dispute.  This could mean two 

litigants in a legal confrontation, two parties in a legislative debate, or two factions divided by a political 

controversy. Your controversy should not be so large that it cannot be addressed in detail in the time allowed or so 

minor that the consequences of either position are irrelevant to the class. It is crucially important that you choose a 

very specific confrontation between clearly identifiable positions.  Rather than taking on a large controversy with 

many positions (like pro choice or pro life), I suggest considering a smaller part of a larger controversy, whether or 

not Medicare should cover abortions, for example.  In a carefully crafted and well organized five to seven minute 

speech, analyze the two positions in dispute.  

For each side, you should describe and analyze the primary arguments of each position, examine what they 

use for data and what claims are being made, their form of reasoning, and the strategies that they use to make their 

case for a particular argument.  This will include an analysis of their claims, means of proof, warrants, forms of 

reasoning.  In short, you are analyzing not an individual argument  (like an editorial) but two instances of case 

building (probably a series of arguments linked together). It is important to remember that your job is not simply to 

identify a controversy, you should analyze the positions in the controversy in terms of the argumentative concepts 

that we have learned and illustrate both how and why the controversy happens as it does. 

 Your speech should be performed according to good oral communication standards.  It should also include 

statements that identify sources for cited material and transitional statements to signal a move from one point to 

another.  The speech should be delivered in an extemporaneous style, neither read from a page, totally memorized, 

nor totally off the cuff.  A typed full-sentence outline of your speech must be provided including a bibliography in a 

standard citation format. It will be very difficult without at least four sources, probably, you will need a lot more.  

On speech day, please bring a copy of the outline to turn in before your delivery. 

Grading Criteria:  Your speech will be graded on a 100 point scale. 

10 Points for Controversy Selection:  Was the controversy clearly defined?  Was each side clearly identified and 

explained? Were points of clash on facts, values, and policies identified and analyzed? Is it narrow enough? 

7 Points for Organization: Are the main points organized in a way that shows systematically the differences between 

positions?  Is there a clear relationship between all elements?  

8 points for the Introduction and Conclusion: Does the speech open with an attention getter? Does the introduction 

offer a clear argumentative thesis?  Does the conclusion provide summary and closure? 

10 Points for Outline and Bibliography:   Is the outline detailed enough to accurately illustrate all of the arguments 

of the speech? Is proper citation format used for evidence internally and in the bibliography? 



 

15 Points for Oral Communication Standards:   Was the speech delivered extemporaneously?  Did the delivery of 

the speech enhance the argument?  Did vocal emphasis assist in presenting the central main points? Did physical 

delivery assist in advancing the argument? 

50 points for Position Analysis:  For each side: Are all the claims identified/explained? Is the Data analyzed?  Is the 

form of reasoning identified/analyzed?  Are the values identified and analyzed?  Is the means by which the author 

establishes credibility taken into account?  Are texts (quotations) used to prove the points of analysis in the speech? 



 

Argument Brief Assignment  
 

 For the final speech for this class, students will be engaged in a debate over a question of 

policy.  This will be a test of cooperation as much as competition, so good team work is 

important.  This task will require all of the skills of argument that we have been discussing, but it 

will require attention to practices of case building and refutation in particular.  In order to assist 

you in the construction of your speeches, we will begin a brief that will help you to select and 

organize your research, recognize the important issues at stake in the debate, and organize them 

in an easily understandable fashion.  Each student will submit an argument brief. If the brief is 

well constructed, much of the work for the final speech will be completed. 

 

 For this element of the assignment, you and your partners will assemble a detailed brief 

(no less than 7-9 pages) on the proposition that you will debate. This brief will outline some of 

the crucial arguments that you will make for your speeches.  Each brief should include: 

 •  A correctly phrased and appropriately constructed proposition 

 •  Statements of potential issues, based on your side (affirmative or negative) 

 •  Statements of major claims, based on your side (affirmative or negative) 

 •  Appropriate citation for grounds or evidence to prove claims   

[Author, qualification (if given), date, periodical or book title, page #] 

 •  Statements of grounds or evidence to prove claims [quotations from research materials] 

While each brief will be unique, I would expect that no debate should have fewer than four or 

more than six potential issues. As with the previous speech assignment, balance is crucial to 

ensure relatively equal footing for the debate. 

 

Special Note: The brief is not a speech.  The brief contains organization, claims, and evidence 

for you to construct a speech.  The brief, however, is too long, too detailed, and not organized by 

refutation, thus it cannot serve as a speech.  It does, however, serve as the grounds or evidence 

from which you can construct your speech. You might use your strongest evidence for each 

point, for example, to put together the first speech in the debate.  Other speeches might use 

different pieces of support. 

 

Please make yourself a copy to use in the debates.  Please attach a copy of every source used in 

the brief and a copy of all other research materials. 



 

Debate Speech Assignment 

 

 Your work in class thus far has involved the investigation of arguments.  You have 

attempted to use the terms and concepts of argument theory to explain public arguments and to 

investigate social controversies.  In this final phase of the class, you are being asked to put these 

skills into practice in the construction of arguments.  Where previously you were giving speeches 

that were primarily about arguments, in this speech you will use what you have learned to make 

strong arguments. 

 For speech four, you will be asked to participate in a debate over a matter of social 

controversy, consisting of a five minute constructive argument and a three minute rebuttal for 

each side.  You and your partner serve as either the affirmative or the negative side for the 

debate.  It is the role of the affirmative to marshal support in favor of the proposition (to meet the 

burden of proof), while it is the negative's task to critique these arguments and to support 

arguments in favor of the status quo (to meet the burden of rejoinder).  In the constructive 

speech, each speaker will be asked to construct a speech that performs these tasks.  For this 

speech, you will certainly be expected to use the concepts of argument in the construction of 

your position, especially with regards to evidence, values, and credibility.  Still, you should keep 

in mind that your goal for this speech is persuasive advocacy more than it is informative 

analysis.  Each constructive argument should address the crucial issues identified by both sides 

on the brief and should use source materials from the brief in order to guarantee clash.  The first 

speech that each side gives may be prepared in advance.  All the other speeches are more 

spontaneous, based on what the other debaters argue.  These speeches should be based on 

response to the opponents arguments as stated in class and should not be constructed in 

advanced.  You will almost certainly want to consult your notes on refutation tactics in order to 

perform critiques of your opponents positions by revealing argumentative inadequacies and 

proposing counterarguments. 

 

 

 


