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CERE R SR
2023 Study Guide
National High School Critical-Thinking-Based English Presentation Contest

“Should secondary school students be strongly discouraged from using Generative AI Tools
(for example, ChatGPT) for doing their homework?”

Since the release of ChatGPT on November 30, 2022, people have looked for ways to integrate this
artificial intelligence chatbot developed by OpenAl into many aspects of our lives. Almost immediately,
whether students should use generative Al tools when doing their coursework becomes a controversial
issue. While some view it as a tool to enhance students’ learning performance and better prepare them
to work alongside Al systems as adults, others see it as a potential threat to learning and even the

integrity of students, opening the door to more cheating and plagiarism.

What are some other arguments defending or opposing the use of Al by students? Do the benefits

outweigh its costs? This contest allows students to explore this trending issue more broadly and deeply.

By definition, generative artificial intelligence is a type of Al technology that uses large language
models and machine learning to create new content. Generative Al tools, such as OpenAl’s ChatGPT,
Midjourney, or Google’s Bard, can produce various types of text, imagery, audio, and code. The term
“strongly discourage” means that schools implement certain practices that restrict the use of Al tools,
which may include but are not limited to policing and enforcement. Secondary schools refer to junior

high schools and senior high schools in Taiwan.

As presenters, you should focus on proving and defending your reasons for or against the use of
Generative Al Tools to complete homework. Strive to defend your viewpoint by presenting your
arguments with strong reasons and sound evidence. You should also respond to one compelling reason
on the opposing side in your presentation and explain why or how that concern can be put to rest. When
making your case, you should arrange your content by following the organizational structure (see the
template for the prepared presentation) suggested by the organizers of the contest and abiding by the

principles governing a good slide presentation.

You are not required to create a concrete plan for how to ban or restrict the use of Al tools in secondary
schools in Taiwan. However, you are advised to ponder on and address it if needed as a response to

questioning from the judges that may take the opposing side’s viewpoint.

Following is a list of references that are meant to serve as a starting point for your research into the
issue. It is by no means comprehensive or flawless. Many of the links also contain information or
arguments that may not be directly relevant to the arguments you wish to make and thus warrant closer
examination. You, as presenters, can also clip information from two additional references for the

presentation but remember to cite the source when needed.
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Helpful Links

This article explores why to think twice before using ChatGPT for help with homework.

https://www.snexplores.org/article/chatgpt-homework-school-help-learning-ai-bot-mistakes

This article discusses the growing concern over students using Al to cheat on homework. It is basic
and easy to read. Written from the perspective of a student but written by AL

https://lhstoday.org/39127/news/growing-concern-over-students-using-ai-to-cheat-on-homework/

This article looks into how tools like ChatGPT could threaten critical thinking skills.

https://www.techbusinessnews.com.au/blog/chatgpt-may-lead-to-the-downfall-of-eduction-and-

critical-thinking/

Op-Ed: Don’t ban chatbots in classrooms — use them to change how we teach. Differentiates
between 'knowing' and 'thinking' and supports the use of Al in the classroom.
https://www.latimes.com/opinion/story/2023-01-19/chatgpt-ai-education-testing-teaching-changes

OpenAl scuttles Al-written text detector over ‘low rate of accuracy.” Reports on the failure of tools
designed to detect the use of Al in a submitted text. Nothing here is covered in other articles.

https://techcrunch.com/2023/07/25/openai-scuttles-ai-written-text-detector-over-low-rate-of-

accuracy/

General overview. Interview of Orange County Dept of Ed administrator. Suggestions for
implementation of Al in the classroom. General audience and not overly technical or difficult for
students.

https://newsroom.ocde.us/ga-exploring-the-pros-and-cons-of-chatgpt-and-other-a-i-generators-in-

education/

General overview with some pros and cons and quotes from teachers. It is very accessible to students
and targets K-12 teachers as the audience.

https://www.nea.org/advocating-for-change/new-from-nea/chatgpt-enters-classroom-teachers-weigh-

pros-and-cons

Basic overview. Not too long, more for a general audience, rather than an academic one. It should be
accessible to vocational HS students. Bullet points.

https://www.ie.edu/insights/articles/unpacking-chatept-the-pros-and-cons-of-ais-hottest-language-

model/



Questions for the Q& A Session After the Presentation

Below are some questions that might be asked during the Q&A session after your presentation,

but other questions could also be asked to clarify your point.
Questions for those who are FOR using generative Al tools for homework:

e How can you be sure that students learn to think for themselves if they use Al for all their
homework?

e When would be an appropriate time for students to learn to use Al resources to keep up with
developing technologies?

e Please explain more on why/how supports why secondary school

students should NOT be banned from using Al Tools for doing their homework.

Questions for those who are AGAINST using generative Al tools for homework:

e If students don’t learn to use Al now, won’t they fall behind all the people who do learn how
to use AI?
e What do you think might be lost from overusing Al tools in a person’s education/life?

e Please elaborate further on why/how supports why secondary school

students should be banned from using Al Tools for doing their homework.

Questions for both sides:

e What is your most significant reason for/against supporting students using Al technology on
schoolwork?
e Why did you choose that particular reason, out of many reasons, on the opposing side to

respond to?
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National High School Critical-Thinking-Based English Presentation Contest
Rubrics for Evaluation

Prepared Session|

Team Scores

Scoring Criteria Points Criteria Breakdown
O Identify issue at hand
o Excellent: 36%-40% D prawa logical conclusion
4 0 ° * 3204~350 .
Harsms (40%) Good: 3? o 035 % 0 O Support reasons/the conclusion
Arguments ®  Average: 28%~31% with concrete, dated and
®  Inadequate: 24%~27% trustworthy e\,/idence
O Offer clear definition for keywords
O Respond to the point
. 04~200
o o o ° Excel'lent(.) 18 /00 20% O Provide clear and logical answers
&§ 1% (20%) ® Good: 16%~17% O Handle tactfully and quick-
® Average: 14%~15% ; 1y and quic
Responses g wittedly questions to which the
®  Inadequate: 12%6~13% answers are not known
® Excellent: 9%~10% O Have a structure that includes the
i@.% =+ 34 (10%) ® Good: 8% introduction, body and conclusion
Organization ® Average: 7% O Employ appropriate transitions
® Inadequate: 6% O Use a clear numbering system
® Excellent: 18%~20% O Have correct pronunciation
#FI R (20%) ® Good: 16%~17% O Have correct grammar
Language ® Average: 14%~15% O Employ terminology pertaining to
® Inadequate: 12%~13% argumentation and critical-thinking
O Enounce words clearly
O Adopt an appropriate volume
LiE#7 (SR | @ Excellent 9%-10% O Employ sppropriats vocl
¢ %) (10%) ® Good: 8% O Use natural gestures
Delivery (including | ®  Average: 7% O Maintain good eye-contact
69
Teamwork) ®  Inadequate: 6% O Distribute the presentation evenly
among the presenters
O Demonstrate good teamwork
TOTAL

Individual Scores

Scoring Criteria

Language (30%b)

Delivery (30%0)

Poise (15%0)

Q&A (25%)

Excellent: 27%~30%
Good: 24%~26%
Average: 21%~23%
Inadequate:
18%~20%

Excellent: 27%~30%
Good: 24%~26%
Average: 21%~23%
Inadequate:
18%~20%

Excellent: 14%~15%
Good: 12%~13%
Average: 10%~11%
Inadequate: 9%

Excellent: 23%~25%
Good: 20%~22%
Average: 18%~19%
Inadequate:
15%~17%




National High School Critical-Thinking-Based English Presentation Contest
Rubrics for Evaluation

Impromptu Session|

T k2 Judgment of Information

Team Scores

Scoring Domain Points Criteria Breakdown
= 4y s O Understand the information
P 7}0.-;211 itk ind ® Excellent: 36%~40% correctly
(40%) ) ® Good: 32%~35% O Complete the assigned tasks
Co(;nprehenlflon and | o Average: 28%~31% evolving around the information
‘I]rlljfo%rrrr]lzrg[o% ® Inadequate; 24%~27% with answers that demonstrate
targeted critical thinking skills
ARG e fan ® Excellent: 36%-40% O Create clear slides that follow
. the template
(40%) ®  Good: 32%-~35% O Employ appropriate pace and
Presentation Slides | ®  Average: 28%~31% !
& Elaboration ® Inadequate: 24%~27% vocal emphasis
) O Demonstrate good teamwork
O Have a good command of

N . ® Excellent: 18%~20% pronunciation and grammar
FraAd 320%) ® Good: 16%~17% O Deliver with an appropriate
Biﬂgg?ge an ® Average: 14%~15% volume

y ® Inadequate: 12%~13% O Present with confidence and

poise
TOTAL

Individual Scores

Scoring Criteria

Content (30%)

Language (25%o)

Delivery (30%0)

Poise (15%)

Good: 24%~26%
Average: 21%~23%
Inadequate:
18%~20%

Excellent: 27%~30%

Excellent: 23%~25%
Good: 20%~22%
Average: 18%~19%
Inadequate:
15%~17%

Excellent: 27%~30%
Good: 24%~26%
Average: 21%~23%
Inadequate:
18%~20%

Excellent: 14%~15%
Good: 12%~13%
Average: 10%~11%
Inadequate: 9%
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2023 National High School Critical-Thinking-Based English Presentation Contest
Implementing Plan

Purposes

A. To encourage research and active learning, thereby sharpening students’ English speaking and
logical thinking skills.

B. To promote interscholastic debating events throughout Taiwan and bilingual critical-thinking
education across disciplines and programs.

Organizers & Hosting Schools

A. Supervised & sponsored by: K-12 Education Administration, Ministry of Education

B. Organized by: English Department of National Taiwan Normal University

C. Hosted by: Taichung Municipal Sha-Lu Industrial High School

Participating Teams

A. Only students from (1) vocational high schools and (2) vocational tracks/groups/programs in
general high schools or comprehensive high schools are eligible to participate in the contest. In
essence, the contest excludes student participation from non-vocational
tracks/groups/programs in general high schools or comprehensive high schools.

B. Each school can send only one team to compete. Each team consists of 3 official presenters and up
to 2 backup presenters. Teams consisting of students from applied English groups/programs will
compete separately from teams consisting of students from other groups/programs.

C. The maximum number of school teams in the contest is 16. When the cap is not met, the following
measures (in that order) will be taken:

1. The hosting school may send in one more team to participate.

2. When (1) fails, other schools registering in the contest can send in a second team. If more
than one school wants to do so, the contest organizer will resort to lot drawing to decide
which school can send in a second team.

3. When both (1) and (2) fail, the contest will proceed with the number of teams that have
completed the registration.

D. Each participating team is required to designate at least one teacher as the coach. All coaches are
required to attend a pre-contest meeting (dates to be announced later).

Format of Presentation

The presentation should be conducted in English, and it contains two parts — a presentation on the

“prepared topic” and a presentation on the “impromptu topic.”

A. Prepared Presentation:

The contest organizer will announce the topic for the prepared presentation 2 months before the
contest takes place. The topic involves a controversy that could be policy- or everyday-life-related.
The contest organizer will provide a study guide, containing both Chinese and English references,
for the prepared topic. Participating teams are encouraged to (1) present their contentions and (2)
respond to their opponents’ contentions in their presentations by making use of the references in
the study guide and 2 additional references if needed. See https://shorturl.at/vxRT4 for an example
of a topic for the prepared presentation. When constructing the slides for the prepared presentation,
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please utilize the references in the study guide and follow the instructions on the presentation
template given by the organizer. Following each team’s presentation, judges will bring up
questions concerning their contentions, during which participating teams will need to defend their
respective positions. The questions posed by the judges will primarily be based on the study guide
provided for the prepared topic. However, if necessary, the judges may also introduce impromptu
inquiries based on the responses given by the presenters. See the Appendix | for the study guide.
B. Impromptu Presentation:
On the day of the contest, all participating teams will proceed with an impromptu presentation
after completing the prepared presentation. All participating teams will interpret or analyze a
written text (in English) related to matters of everyday life. The contest organizer will provide a
word bank and presentation template to assist the teams in comprehending the text and
constructing presentation slides. The topic of the impromptu presentation could take the form of
one of the following two types:

1. Judgment of Information: Participating teams will conduct a critical analysis of the written
text (e.g., a product advertisement, a news report, or text of other genres), answer questions
from the contest organizer, and present their answers in their presentation slides in English.
See https://shorturl.at/vxRT4 for a sample topic of Judgment of Information and a
presentation template with answers. When constructing the slides, please follow the
instructions on the presentation template.

2. Evaluation of Evidence: Participating teams will (1) decide the stance taken by each piece of
evidence provided by the contest organizer, (2) select the most convincing pieces of evidence
in support of a particular stance, and (3) explain in English via their presentation slides why
those pieces of evidence were selected and why other pieces of evidence were not selected.
See https://shorturl.at/aptA5 for a sample topic of Evaluation of Evidence and a presentation
template with answers. When constructing the slides, please follow the instructions on the
presentation template.

The topic for the impromptu presentation of the 2023 contest will take the form of Judgment of
Information. Both applied-English and non-applied-English groups will be given the same topic
and the same genre of text and will be asked to respond to the same questions. However, there will
be a slight difference in the amount of information included in the text for the two groups, i.e.,
more information in the text for the applied-English group and less information in the text for the
non-applied-English group. There are also slightly more questions to be answered by the applied-
English group than by the non-applied-English group. Regarding the content and format of the
impromptu presentation, participants have the freedom to decide to utilize the presentation
template provided by the organizer or to come up with their own structure so long as they are able
to answer the questions posed in the topic for the impromptu presentation.
V. Rules & Regulations

A. Time: Sign-in at 8:30 AM, briefing on rules at 8:50 AM, and first presentation starting at 9:15 AM.
Late-coming teams are automatically disqualified.

B. Format:
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1. Presentation on the prepared topic:

(1) The length of the presentation should fall between five minutes thirty seconds and six
minutes. Timekeepers will ring a long bell ring when six minutes are up, subsequent short
rings for every 10 seconds over time, and a prolonged bell ring when it is 30 seconds over
time. Upon hearing the prolonged bell ring, presenters should stop and get off the stage
immediately. A point will be deducted for every 10 seconds over time. The three
presenters from each team will take turns presenting on stage. Each presenter can only
take the stage once. Speaking time should be distributed as evenly as possible among the
three presenters. After the presentation, there will be a Q&A session between judges and
presenters on the presented content for up to 4 minutes. The question may be directed to a
specific presenter or to the whole team. Whenever necessary, presenters should
supplement one another’s answers when responding to the judges. Participating teams can
bring on stage written notes related to the presentation, but those notes can only be used
in the Q&A session. During the presentation, presenters are prohibited from using the
notes.

(2) The order of participating teams will be decided by the organizer through lot drawing and
announced via email at 12 PM three days before the contest. Team orders will be shown
by English alphabet (i.e., “A” as the first team to present, “B” as the second team to
present, and so on). The order of speaking within each team follows the order on the
online registration form filled out by each participating team. Taking Team A as an
example, the first presenter on stage will wear the name tag that marks “A1”, the second
presenter will wear the name tag that marks “A2”, and so on.

2. Presentation on the impromptu topic:

(1) Each team will have one hour to prepare before giving their impromptu presentation,
either working from the template given by the contest organizer or any of the built-in
templates on the computer. The presenters should work on their own and are prohibited
from using electronic devices during their preparation. Their presentation on the
impromptu topic should last from three minutes to three minutes and thirty seconds. If the
time is less than three minutes, every ten seconds will result in a deduction of one point.
Timekeepers will ring a long bell ring when three minutes and thirty seconds are up,
subsequent short rings for every 10 seconds over time, and a prolonged bell ring after 30
seconds over time. Upon hearing the prolonged bell ring, presenters should stop and get
off the stage immediately. A point will be deducted for every 10 seconds over time. The
three presenters from each team will take turns presenting on stage. Each presenter can
only take the stage once. Speaking time should be distributed as evenly as possible among
the three presenters. There is no Q&A session after the presentation on the impromptu
topic. When needed, presenters can jot down key points from their presentation slides on
blank index cards provided by the hosting school and bring them onto the stage as
presentation notes.

(2) The order of speaking is decided by each team. Each team needs to inform the judges of
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VI.

VII.

their speaker order prior to their presentation. All presenters need to wear the same name
tags worn previously in the presentation on the prepared topic regardless of their speaking
order in the presentation on the impromptu topic. In other words, the number on the name
tags has nothing to do with the speaking order in the impromptu presentation; it is simply
for the identification and scoring of each presenter. (Assuming presenter A2 from the
prepared presentation now speaks first in the impromptu presentation, that speaker should
still wear the name tag that says “A2” instead of “A1.”) Switching name tags halfway
through the contest will result in scoring errors (i.e., scores mismatched with presenters)
and thus is strictly prohibited.

Judges

Judges in the contest are all invited by the contest organizer. For both prepared and impromptu topics,

the judging panel consists of three experts or scholars with professional backgrounds and knowledge

in critical thinking and English presentation.

Scoring System

This contest focuses on critical-thinking skills demonstrated by contestants in their presentations,

including constructing arguments, discerning the meaning of words, detecting assumptions,

pinpointing logical fallacies, evaluating evidence, and identifying missing information. The total score

in this contest is the sum of the scores for the prepared topic (60%) and impromptu topic (40%).

A. The evaluation of the presentation on the prepared topic focuses on the clarity and persuasiveness
of the arguments contained in the presentation and answers provided during the Q&A session. The
following table shows the scoring criteria and their respective percentages for the prepared
presentation. The raw score, on a scale of 100 points, will be multiplied by 0.6 to arrive at the final
score for the presentation on the prepared topic.

Deliver
Arguments*® Responses Organization Language . Y
(Including Teamwork)

40% 20% 10% 20% 10%

*Please construct arguments for the prepared topic based on the instructions in both the study
guide and the presentation template.

B. The evaluation of the presentation on the impromptu topic focuses on the presenters’
comprehension, analysis, and evaluation/judgment of the given evidence/information and the
delivery of their analysis and evaluation/judgment. The following table shows the scoring criteria
and their respective percentages for the impromptu presentation. The raw score, on a scale of 100
points, will be multiplied by 0.4 to arrive at the final score for the presentation on the impromptu
topic.

Comprehension and . '
) Presentation Slides* & .
Evaluation/Judgment of . Language and Delivery
] . Delivery
Evidence/Information
40% 40% 20%

* Please construct arguments for the impromptu topic based on the instructions on both the given
materials and the presentation template.
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VIIL.

XI.

XII.

XII.

XIV.

XV.

See the Appendix Il for detailed scoring rubrics and criteria.

Awards

The top one to two teams ranked by their total scores from the applied-English and non-applied-
English groups respectively, pending the number of participating teams, will be the Winning Teams;
the one to two teams ranked after that from each group will be given Judges’ Choice Award. The top
one to three presenters ranked by their individual total score from each group, pending the number of
participating teams, will receive the honor of “Best Presenter.”

Prepared Topic

To be announced.

Registration

Registration has to be completed on the website (https://shorturl.at/grS13) by 12:00 PM, October 18.
Any revision to the registration has to be completed on the above website before the registration
system is closed (12:00 PM, November 1).

Date and Venue

November 11, 2023, Taichung Municipal Sha-Lu Industrial High School

Notes on Registration Form and Certificate Issuance

Certificates of participation will be issued to all members on the registration form (i.e., official and

backup debaters). Team award certificates (i.e., certificates of excellence) will be issued to the

debaters who have presented on the day of the contest. However, coaches may request, within 3 days

after the tournament, the issue of a team award certificate for backup presenter(s) who did not present

on the day of the contest but have fulfilled all of the following criteria:

A. Completed at least three-fourths of the total training hours.

B. Participated in practice presentations.

C. Contributed to the research of topic and drafting of presentation contents.

D. Signed in to the contest punctually and attended the contest for the whole duration unless there are
valid reasons for absence.

Contact

For any further questions (excluding registration-related matters), please contact

Mr. Edward Chang of Taichung Municipal Sha-Lu Industrial High School at 04-26621795#211,

cedward@gs.slvs.tc.edu.tw.

Required items

A. Contestants must bring their Student or National ID cards for an identity check.

B. Participating teams must bring a USB drive containing their prepared presentation slides. All
teams will access their slides directly through their USB drives, which should only contain the
slides for the prepared presentation.

C. Printed copies of dictionaries are allowed during the preparation for the impromptu presentation,
but references and electronic devices are prohibited. Participating teams will need to save their
slides for the impromptu presentation to the same USB drive and access the file through it.

Prohibitions & Penalties

A. Individual drop-out:
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C.

There should be 3 presenters on each team. If, for some reason, a team has fewer than 3 presenters
showing up at the contest, it may still proceed with the available presenters, but the team will not
qualify to compete for team awards.

Team drop-out:

A team (school) that drops out of the contest with no legitimate reason will incur the penalty of
being banned by the organizer from participating in the contest for one to three years. The
organizer will also send an official missive to inform the school being banned of the penalty that is
incurred.

All teams/contestants must not behave disrespectfully toward others, or the adjudication committee
may take away their title, which will then be filled by the runner-up team/contestant.

XVI. Onsite Code of Conduct

A

There are microphones in the rooms where the presentations take place. Only computers and a
laser pointer will be provided.

A laptop with no internet connection will be provided in the preparation rooms for the presenters
to construct their impromptu presentations.

The laptops in the preparation rooms (one in each room) for the impromptu presentation are
downloaded with an English-Chinese electronic dictionary for presenters to look up definitions and
pronunciation of English words.

Stopwatch will be provided for timing. Presenters are prohibited from using their cellphones
during the contest.

Eating and drinking are prohibited in the rooms where the presentations take place.

Only team coaches, teacher chaperones, and backup presenters can enter the contest venue as the
audience.

Doors will be shut right after the contest begins. Any entry is forbidden except for staff members
of the contest.

In order not to disturb the presenter, the audience is not allowed to chat and walk around during the
presentation. One’s cellphone should be turned off or switched to vibration mode.

Clapping is not allowed during the presentation.

The audience is not allowed to talk to the presenters in the front, nor are they allowed to pass over
any information or materials in any form.

. All presentations and Q&A sessions will be recorded by the hosting school. Participating teams

can also record or photograph their own presentations, but should keep the flash off at all times.
Participating teams will be notified of the classrooms for their presentations once the information
is available.

. Access to observe the presentations is restricted to teachers and students from participating schools

and contest staffers only. Individuals who are not part of the contest are prohibited from attending
as the audience.

XVIl.Important Clauses

A

Revisions/Corrections to the registration form can only be made about contestants’ names (i.e.,
concerning the words or spelling of their names), the composition of teams, and orders of
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D.

XVIIL.

speaking, and have to be completed before the online registration system is closed.

Other than some uncontrollable factors, no changes can be made to the registration once the online
registration system is closed.

All the participation proofs and award certificates issued after the contest will be based on the
information on the registration form at the time when the online system is closed, which will be
taken as finalized by all participating schools, regardless of which individuals from the
participating schools are responsible for filling out the form. For errors appearing on the proofs or
award certificates that concern the participant’s names, when proven not a result of a mistake made
by the organizer, no proofs or certificates will be reissued.

Proofs or certificates, when lost due to personal negligence, will not be reissued.

Dress Code and Identity Check

All participating teams will be referred to with a team code assigned by the organizer. Contestants
should be dressed in formal attire that is not their school uniforms and shall bring with them their
student or national ID cards when signing in.

XIX. Relevant Resources

For relevant resources on critical-thinking skills, please refer to https://reurl.cc/ WGOxDO.
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Appendix I: Study Guide for the Prepared Topic

2023 Study Guide
National High School Critical-Thinking-Based English Presentation Contest

“Should secondary school students be strongly discouraged from using Generative Al Tools
(for example, ChatGPT) for doing their homework?”

Since the release of ChatGPT on November 30, 2022, people have looked for ways to integrate this
artificial intelligence chatbot developed by OpenAl into many aspects of our lives. Almost immediately,
whether students should use generative Al tools when doing their coursework becomes a controversial
issue. While some view it as a tool to enhance students’ learning performance and better prepare them
to work alongside Al systems as adults, others see it as a potential threat to learning and even the

integrity of students, opening the door to more cheating and plagiarism.

What are some other arguments defending or opposing the use of Al by students? Do the benefits

outweigh its costs? This contest allows students to explore this trending issue more broadly and deeply.

By definition, generative artificial intelligence is a type of Al technology that uses large language
models and machine learning to create new content. Generative Al tools, such as OpenAl’s ChatGPT,
Midjourney, or Google’s Bard, can produce various types of text, imagery, audio, and code. The term
“strongly discourage” means that schools implement certain practices that restrict the use of Al tools,
which may include but are not limited to policing and enforcement. Secondary schools refer to junior

high schools and senior high schools in Taiwan.

As presenters, you should focus on proving and defending your reasons for or against the use of
Generative Al Tools to complete homework. Strive to defend your viewpoint by presenting your
arguments with strong reasons and sound evidence. You should also respond to one compelling reason
on the opposing side in your presentation and explain why or how that concern can be put to rest. When
making your case, you should arrange your content by following the organizational structure (see the
template for the prepared presentation) suggested by the organizers of the contest and abiding by the

principles governing a good slide presentation.

You are not required to create a concrete plan for how to ban or restrict the use of Al tools in secondary
schools in Taiwan. However, you are advised to ponder on and address it if needed as a response to

questioning from the judges that may take the opposing side’s viewpoint.

Following is a list of references that are meant to serve as a starting point for your research into the
issue. It is by no means comprehensive or flawless. Many of the links also contain information or
arguments that may not be directly relevant to the arguments you wish to make and thus warrant closer
examination. You, as presenters, can also clip information from two additional references for the

presentation but remember to cite the source when needed.
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Helpful Links

This article explores why to think twice before using ChatGPT for help with homework.

https://www.snexplores.org/article/chatgpt-homework-school-help-learning-ai-bot-mistakes

This article discusses the growing concern over students using Al to cheat on homework. It is basic
and easy to read. Written from the perspective of a student but written by AL

https://lhstoday.org/39127/news/growing-concern-over-students-using-ai-to-cheat-on-homework/

This article looks into how tools like ChatGPT could threaten critical thinking skills.

https://www.techbusinessnews.com.au/blog/chatgpt-may-lead-to-the-downfall-of-eduction-and-

critical-thinking/

Op-Ed: Don’t ban chatbots in classrooms — use them to change how we teach. Differentiates
between 'knowing' and 'thinking' and supports the use of Al in the classroom.
https://www.latimes.com/opinion/story/2023-01-19/chatgpt-ai-education-testing-teaching-changes

OpenAl scuttles Al-written text detector over ‘low rate of accuracy.” Reports on the failure of tools
designed to detect the use of Al in a submitted text. Nothing here is covered in other articles.

https://techcrunch.com/2023/07/25/openai-scuttles-ai-written-text-detector-over-low-rate-of-

accuracy/

General overview. Interview of Orange County Dept of Ed administrator. Suggestions for
implementation of Al in the classroom. General audience and not overly technical or difficult for
students.

https://newsroom.ocde.us/ga-exploring-the-pros-and-cons-of-chatgpt-and-other-a-i-generators-in-

education/

General overview with some pros and cons and quotes from teachers. It is very accessible to students
and targets K-12 teachers as the audience.

https://www.nea.org/advocating-for-change/new-from-nea/chatgpt-enters-classroom-teachers-weigh-

pros-and-cons

Basic overview. Not too long, more for a general audience, rather than an academic one. It should be
accessible to vocational HS students. Bullet points.

https://www.ie.edu/insights/articles/unpacking-chatept-the-pros-and-cons-of-ais-hottest-language-

model/
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Questions for the Q& A Session After the Presentation

Below are some questions that might be asked during the Q&A session after your presentation,

but other questions could also be asked to clarify your point.
Questions for those who are FOR using generative Al tools for homework:

e How can you be sure that students learn to think for themselves if they use Al for all their
homework?

e When would be an appropriate time for students to learn to use Al resources to keep up with
developing technologies?

e Please explain more on why/how supports why secondary school

students should NOT be banned from using Al Tools for doing their homework.

Questions for those who are AGAINST using generative Al tools for homework:

e If students don’t learn to use Al now, won’t they fall behind all the people who do learn how
to use AI?
e What do you think might be lost from overusing Al tools in a person’s education/life?

e Please elaborate further on why/how supports why secondary school

students should be banned from using Al Tools for doing their homework.

Questions for both sides:

e What is your most significant reason for/against supporting students using Al technology on
schoolwork?
e Why did you choose that particular reason, out of many reasons, on the opposing side to

respond to?
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Appendix II: Scoring Rubrics and Criteria

National High School Critical-Thinking-Based English Presentation Contest
Rubrics for Evaluation

Prepared Session|

Team Scores

Scoring Criteria Points Criteria Breakdown
O Identify issue at hand
® Excellent: 36%-40% E DraV\I/ a logical conclusion
®  Good: 32%-35% Employ strong reasons _
Arguments (40%0) ® Average: 28%~31% O Support reasons/the conclusion
ge. , with concrete, dated and
® Inadequate: 24%~27% .
trustworthy evidence
O Offer clear definition for keywords
®  Excellent: 18%~20% O Respond to the point
i O Provide clear and logical answers
® Good: 16%~17% .
Responses (20%o) ®  Average: 14%-~15% O Handle tactfully and quick-
® Inadequate: 12%~13% wittedly questions to which the
answers are not known
® Excellent: 9%~10% O Have a structure that includes the
N ® Good: 8% introduction, body and conclusion
0 H
Organization (10%) ® Average: 7% O Employ appropriate transitions
® Inadequate: 6% O Use a clear numbering system
® Excellent: 18%~20% O Have correct pronunciation
Language (20%) ® Good: 16%~17% O Have correct grammar
guag ) ® Average: 14%~15% O Employ terminology pertaining to
® Inadequate: 12%~13% argumentation and critical-thinking
O Enounce words clearly
O Adopt an appropriate volume
® Excellent: 9%~10% - Emprllgzisppmprlate vocal
Delivery (including | ® Good: 8% P
, O Use natural gestures
Teamwork) (10%0) ® Average: 7% O Maintai q
e Inadequate: 6% aintain good eye-contact
' O Distribute the presentation evenly
among the presenters
O Demonstrate good teamwork
TOTAL

Individual Scores

Scoring Criteria

Language (30%b)

Delivery (30%0)

Poise (15%0)

Q&A (25%)

Good: 24%~26%
Average: 21%~23%
Inadequate:
18%~20%

Excellent: 27%~30%

Excellent: 27%~30%
Good: 24%~26%
Average: 21%~23%
Inadequate:
18%~20%

Excellent: 14%~15%
Good: 12%~13%
Average: 10%~11%
Inadequate: 9%

Excellent: 23%~25%
Good: 20%~22%
Average: 18%~19%
Inadequate:
15%~17%
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National High School Critical-Thinking-Based English Presentation Contest
Rubrics for Evaluation

Impromptu Session|

Judgment of Information

Team Scores

Scoring Domain Points Criteria Breakdown
O Understand the information
Combprehension and ® Excellent: 36%~40% correctly
P ® Good: 32%~35% O Complete the assigned tasks
Judgment of ° - 500 0 Vi d the inf .
Information (40%) Average: 28%~31% evolving aroun the information
® Inadequate: 24%~27% with answers that demonstrate
targeted critical thinking skills
O Create clear slides that follow
. 04~400
Presentation Slides * Excel.lent. 36%-~40% the template
) ® Good: 32%~35% .
& Elaboration _ O Employ appropriate pace and
® Average: 28%~31% .
(40%) ® Inadequate: 24%~27% vocal emphasis
quate. 2476 0 O Demonstrate good teamwork
O Have a good command of
® Excellent: 18%~20% pronunciation and grammar
Language and ® Good: 16%~17% O Deliver with an appropriate
Delivery (20%) ® Average: 14%~15% volume
® Inadequate: 12%~13% O Present with confidence and
poise
TOTAL

Individual Scores

Scoring Criteria

Content (30%)

Language (25%0)

Delivery (30%o)

Poise (15%)

Excellent: 27%~30%
Good: 24%~26%
Average: 21%~23%
Inadequate:
18%~20%

Excellent: 23%~25%
Good: 20%~22%
Average: 18%~19%
Inadequate:
15%~17%

Excellent: 27%~30%
Good: 24%~26%
Average: 21%~23%
Inadequate:
18%~20%

Excellent: 14%~15%
Good: 12%~13%
Average: 10%~11%
Inadequate: 9%
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