Deforestation Debate

Experiment Baclground: Our class has just finished reading the 6ook There's an OWl in the Shower. This
6ook clearly shows the controversial issue of deforestation. Tt is easy to see the issue from Goth points-

of-view. Vou will Ge working with a partner to prepare a debate on the issue of deforegtation. You will Ge

asgigned cither the Logger point-of-view or the endangered animal point-of-view. Using the 6ook There's an
Owl in the Shower and the other activities we have completed with the 6ook, prepare your deGate. Make

sure you read the criteria and rubric Gefore Geginning.

Project Ingtructions: 1. Develop your arguments 6ased on what point-of-view you have Geen

asgigned.
2. Mate sure that you also think of arguments the other point-of-view will
make, 80 you can counter argue well.
3. Use all of our readings and resources.

Criteria:

1. Teams should gshow regpect for other teams through 6ody Canguage and
responses.
2. Information presented in the debate should Ge clear, accurate and thorough.
3. AlC rebuttals should Ge accurate, relevant and strong.
4. ALl maijor points should Ge well-supported with facts.
5. Al teams should uge excellent presentation style.
6. Teams should degcriGe the environmental issue of deforegtation ag it
relates to their point-of-view.
7. The teams should descriGe how the endangered animals interact with their
environment and each othier in order to survive.
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Criteria Needg Jmprovement Satigfactory Good €xcollent
1 2 3 4
Regpect for Other Statoments, regponses | Some statements, 6ody Almogt all ALC gtatoments, 6ody
Team and/or 6ody Canguage language, and statoments, 6ody language, and
were congigtontly not regponges were Canguage, and regponges were
regpectful. regpectful and were regponges were regpectful and were
appropriate. regpoctful and appropriate.
were appropriate.

Information Information Aad Most information Mosgt information | Information pregsented
several inaccuraciog or | pregented in the debate |  pregented in the in the dobate was
was usually not clear. was cloar and debate wag clear, cloar, accurate and

acesnrate, 6ut wasg not acesrate and thAorongA.
ugually thorough. thorough.
Robuttal Counter-argumonts Most countor- Mosgt counter- ALl counter-arguments
were not aceurate argsunonts were argumoents were were accseate, relevant
and/or relovant. accsrate and rolovant, | accurate, relovant and gtrong.
Gut geveral were weak. and gtrong.
Use of €very point wasg not €very major point wag | €very major point | €very major point was
Factg/Statigtics supported. supported with facts, wasg adeguately well-gupported with
statigtics and/or supported with sovaral relovant facts,
examplog, But the relovant facts, statigtics and/or
relovance of some wag | statigticg and/or examples.
guegtionalble. examplas.
Pregentation Style One or more members Team sometimes uged Toam usually Team congigtently
of the team Aad a gestureg, aye contact, | uged gegtures, aya ugod gegtures, oye
pregontation style that tone of voice and a contact, tone of contact, tone of voice
did not feep the €evel of antAugiagm in | voice and a Covel and a bevel of
attention of the a way that §opt the of enthugiasm ina | onthugiasm in a way
audience. attention of the way that Qept the | that Gopt the attention




audience. attention of the of the audience.
asdionce.
Undarstanding of | The team did not show Tho team gcomed to Tho team clearly Tho team clearly
Topic an adeguate sndergtand the main sndergtood the undargtood the topic
sandergstanding of the | points of the topic and | topic in-depth and | in-depth and pregented
topic. pregented thoge with pregonted thoir thair information
ease. information with forcefully and
eage. convincingly.
Deforegtation i Deforegtation ig not Deforegtation ig Deforegtation i
dogeribed dogeribed degeribed. degeribed thoronghly.
Dageription of Aow Dageription ig not Dageription ig pregent Degeription ig Dagceription ig pregent
endangored pregont. Oy it Lacks dapth. presont and and thoroughty
animals intoract dotailed. pregentod.
with thoir
environment and
each other to
ssuvive.
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