TENACITY CHALLENGE HISTORY/SOCIAL SCIENCE PROMPTS ARCHIVE

2011-2012
Which Civil Rights strategy and political philosophy from the 1950s to 1070s do you think was most effective?
2012-2013
TENACITY CHALLENGE HISTORY/SOCIAL SCIENCE EVENT 

Teams will develop a five-minute argument based on the prompt listed below. Arguments will be recorded on iPads on the day of the competition.  Teams may bring any information that they pre-research to the one-hour preparation and recording session on the day of the event.
 
Has post-apartheid South Africa fulfilled the promise of the democratic revolution that overthrew its historic system of legalized segregation and oppression? How or how not? 

Include an analysis of the goals of the change movements, an examination of the pre- and post- apartheid constitutions, and an evaluation of the country’s progress towards those goals.  Include a secondary thesis that argues why or why hasn’t sufficient progress been made to date.

All teams will be required to submit a list of sources used in the development of the argument.  Please refer to event guidelines for specific requirements.  If list of sources are not included, deduct 15 points from final score.  If list of sources is submitted but does not contain either primary source evidence or interviews, deduct, 10 points from final score.  


2013-2014

History Argument Guidelines

Two or more team members will prepare the history argument and will present it on the Challenge Day before a panel of judges.  The argument, which should address the prompt below, should be 3 to 5 minutes in length.  Visual aids, like Powerpoints, are not allowed.  Your argument must include primary source evidence and interviews. On the day of the event, you will submit a list of sources used in the development of your argument. If the list of sources is not included, 15 points will be deducted from the final score.  If the list of sources is submitted but does not contain either primary source evidence or interviews, 10 points will be deducted from final score.  See scoring rubric.

Social Studies Prompt

Background.  In 1965, the Civil Rights movement achieved a major victory when Congress passed the 1965 Voting Rights Act barring voter discrimination based upon race.  It prohibits any state or local government from imposing any "voting qualification or prerequisite to voting, or standard, practice, or procedure ... to deny or abridge the right of any citizen of the United States to vote on account of race or color."[

Recently, in its controversial five to four, 2012 decision, Shelby County v. Holder, the Supreme Court struck down Section 4 (a) of the 1965 Voting Rights Act that provided guidelines for which states would be subject to preclearance requirements.  The preclearance requirement holds that any changes to voting rights rules in southern or southwestern states have to be approved by the federal government in order to ensure that no racial discrimination would occur. While the Supreme Court ruling did not find the preclearance provision (Section 5) to be unconstitutional, it did rule as unconstitutional the formula that determines to which jurisdictions it shall apply. While the Supreme Court ruled that Congress could develop a new formula, in effect the preclearance provision has been nullified since it is unlikely that Congress will create new guidelines for determining which states are subject to preclearance in today’s political environment.

Task: Develop a 3 to 5 minute argument for or against the recent Supreme Court decision to strike down this section of the Voting Rights Act.  Your argument should include both a constitutional and historical basis for your position. Furthermore, if there is a conflict between the two, explain how they can be reconciled.  Your argument must also include primary source evidence and interviews.  

All teams will be required to submit a list of sources used in the development of the argument.  Please refer to event guidelines for specific requirements, including your interviewing a minimum of two “experts”, e.g., professors, government officials, activists.
If list of sources are not included, deduct 15 points from final score.  If list of sources is submitted but does not contain either primary source evidence or interviews, deduct, 10 points from final score.  

2014-2015
Tenacity Challenge 2015 History Prompt
Is public policy an effective tool for bringing about educational equity?
In 1974, Judge Arthur Garrity ruled that Boston school children would be bused to schools outside of their neighborhoods in order to integrate the then largely segregated public schools as a means to bring about educational equity.
After researching the reasons for this decision, the politics surrounding the decision, and the short and long term impact of this decision, you will argue one of the three following conclusions:
· This public policy decision was an effective means for bringing about educational equality in Boston, and therefore, public policy holds promise for achieving educational equity generally.
· Public policy is an effective means for bringing about social equity, but this particular policy was ineffective.  Describe the reasons that the policy was ineffective and provide an example of another public policy that has proved effective in bringing about social equity.
· The Boston busing case proves that public policy or public policy alone is not an effective means of bringing about educational equity.  Provide examples and describe some other forms of action that have proved more effective in bringing about social equity.
· In each case, you must demonstrate an understanding of the historical context in which this decision was made, and the impact that it had on public education in Boston and on its neighborhoods.  You must include evidence of at least two interviews with people who lived through the busing crisis.
All teams will be required to submit a list of sources used in the development of the argument.  Please refer to event guidelines for specific requirements.  You must include in your research interviews with a minimum of two “experts”, e.g., professors, government officials, activists.

If list of sources are not included, deduct 15 points from final score.  If list of sources is submitted but does not contain either primary source evidence or interviews, deduct, 10 points from final score.  


2015-2016
Introduction
The news is filled with discussion about Latin America, with presidential candidates putting forth opinions about undocumented workers, with Latinos becoming the fastest growing voting group in the United States, and with the first Cuban-American presidential candidate in the running.  All of these issues are connected to the increase of Latino immigration, both legal and illegal, during the second half of the 20th century and first part of the 21st.  Germane to any discussion of immigration, although rarely discussed in the news, is an analysis of its causes.  
Question: To what degree to you think that American foreign policy and economic practices are responsible for the rise of Latin American immigration into the United States during the second half of the 20th, and the beginning of the 21st, centuries?  Please answer the question by comparing the US political and economic relationship with two Latin American countries* and the United States government’s immigration policies and practices regarding the citizens of those countries.  Teams should incorporate historical evidence from the period 1945 to the present.
Guiding Questions
· Is Latin American immigration, legal and/or illegal, a product of political or economic conditions in their home countries?
· To what extent has US foreign and/or economic policies and practices contributed to or mitigated those conditions?
· To what extent does the US bare a responsibility for the people of these countries?
· Has US immigration policy pertained equally to all countries, to “friends” and “foes”?
· On what basis have we determined who are friends and who are foes?
· On what basis have we determined which countries, including our own, are guilty of human rights abuses?
· Are United States and Latin American countries contrasting levels of wealth and poverty incidentally or causally related?

Directions
1. The argument must develop from well-researched evidence.  
2. Contestants must conduct a minimum of two interviews with any of the following people:
· Immigration attorneys
· Presidential campaign workers
· University professors
· Legal or Illegal immigrants from Latin American countries
3. Choose one country from each of the two columns:
Island Nations				Mainland Nations
Cuba						Guatemala
Haiti						El Salvador
Domincan Republic				Chile
							Nicaragua
							Mexico
							Brazil

*Excluding Puerto Rico, which is a commonwealth nation with the United States

2016-2017
The Prompt: Black Lives Matter
One hundred years ago, the NAACP fought unsuccessfully to convince the federal government to pass an anti-lynching law.  Fifty years ago, the Black Panthers followed the police of Oakland around daily to prevent the abuse of African-American residents.  Today, the Black Lives Matter Movement is fighting to stop the murder of unarmed African-Americans by the police and vigilante civilians.  Its efforts coincide with growing protests against the discriminatory treatment of young African-American males by our criminal justice system.  At the same time, historically, civil rights and African-American liberation organizations/movements have differed with each other over whether their focus should be on abuses and inequities for which the state or other institutions are responsible or on self-help efforts aimed at their own community.  In some cases, organizations have combined elements of both.

One of the criticisms of the Black Lives Matter Movement, is that it focuses on state and vigilante violence but not on the gang violence that is alleged to take more young African-American lives.  Is this criticism a product of prejudice, similar to the view espoused by some critics that "all lives matter", or is it a legitimate criticism that should be taken to heart by the movement?

Guidelines:
1. Your argument should include:
a. statistical data and an evaluation of its relevance to the issues
b. your assessment of the root causes of the persistence, in the 21st Century, of police and vigilante killings of unarmed African-American citizens
c. your assessment of the root causes of Black on Black murder and how that issue is or is not addressed by the broader society
d. historical analogies from the African-American civil rights and liberation movements' contrasting perspectives, strategies and tactics that illuminate this issue 
e. a critique of opposing arguments
f. A minimum of two face to face, Skype or phone interviews with:
i. Present day political activists
ii. Political activists from preceding periods
iii. Professors of African-American history
iv. Police officers or other government officials


2017-2018
Major Thesis Question: Should hate speech be considered free speech, and should it be allowed on college campuses?

Related Question: How would you compare advocacy for football players' First Amendment right to kneel during the National Anthem to protest vigilante and police killings of African-American citizens to advocacy for the First Amendment right of White supremacists to speak on college campuses?

Your thesis argument should be supported by: 
· A clear presentation of the legal/Constitutional and ethical issues raised by this question
· A review of the contrasting positions regarding whether White supremacist speakers should or should not be allowed to speak on college campuses.
· Historical precedents involving free speech issues (e.g., prohibitions on free speech during World War I, the 1960's Free Speech Movement on college campuses, some Radica Reconstruction state constitution prohibitions against racial epithets), 
· Comparisons to other nation's laws regarding hate speech and free speech (e.g., Germany, South Africa, England), 
· And your own analysis, values and perspective.
Please refer to the specific requirements below:

1. Presentation length 5-7 minutes
2. Visual aids may be used
3. Face to face, telephone or Skype interviews with at least two of the following:
· Campus activists opposed to free speech for White supremacists
· Campus activists who protest, but allow, White supremacists to speak
· Activist proponents of free speech for White supremacists
· Professors (History, Constitutional Law, e.g)
· Professional athletes 
· Members of American Civil Liberties Union, Antifa, Black Lives Matters, liberal or conservative politicians


2018-2019
History/Social Science Argument: The "Politics" of Hip Hop

History Argument Guidelines
 Two or more team members will prepare the history argument and will present it on the Challenge Day before a panel of judges. The argument, which should address the prompt below, should be 6 to 10 minutes in length. Visual aids, like PowerPoint, are allowed. Your argument must include primary source evidence and interviews that the team members have conducted. On the day of the event, you will submit a list of sources used in the development of your argument. If the list of sources is not included, 15 points will be deducted from the final score. If the list of sources is submitted but does not contain either primary source evidence or interviews, 10 points will be deducted from final score. See scoring rubric.
​
Major Thesis Question:  Art (art/music/dance/video/spoken word) reflects or challenges a society's mainstream culture and it may also help to shape it.  Hip Hop is a complex art form that is made up of different currents-  one that is deliberately anti-establishment and political, and one that embraces society’s materialist and, to varying degrees, misogynist culture.  With regard to society’s persistent inequities, systemic racism and its reflections in the dominant culture, is Hip Hop primarily a positive or a negative force? 

Secondary Questions: 
1. What conditions gave rise to, and what ideas, feelings and values are expressed by, hip hop (art/music/dance/spoken word), and what are its social and political impacts?  
2. Illuminate your thesis by comparing/contrasting it to the political actions (e.g., civil rights, Black Power, Young Lords) and different cultural expressions (e.g., African clothing or hair styles, Motown) of the 1960’s and 70’s African-American and Latino/a generation.

Your thesis argument should be supported by: 
· An examination of the common experiences of African-American and Latino youth that gave rise to, and led to the widespread embrace of, hip hop culture.
· An examination of how similar or different experiences resulted in political action in the 50's, 60's and 70's, and different kinds of cultural expressions during those times.
· Examples of Hip Hop serving as supportive evidence.
· Consideration of contrasting views on the subject.
· And your own analysis, values and perspective reflecting the significance of your thesis.
 
Please refer to the specific requirements below:
1. Presentation length 6-10 minutes
2. Visual aids may be used
3. Face to face, telephone or Skype interviews with at least one each of the following:
· Hip Hop artists
· Professors or Writers of African-American History and Culture, Youth Studies, Sociology, Popular Culture
 
2019-2020 (COVID Year)

Prepare an argument to present before a panel of judges. You may use visual aids, and you must be prepared to defend your argument. 

Thesis Question 
Should the issue of United States government reparations to the descendants of African-Americans who were enslaved in the US be a focus of the 2020 presidential elections? 

The Criteria 
6-8 minutes 
May use visuals Primary sources required (such as face-to-face, 
telephone, or Skype interviews)

2020-2021 (COVID Year)

History/Social Science Argument: Systemic Racism, Covid-19 and African-American and Latinx Communities

History Argument Guidelines
Two or more team members will prepare the history argument and will present it on the Challenge Day before a panel of judges. The argument, which should address the prompt below, should be 6 to 10 minutes in length. Visual aids, like PowerPoint, are allowed. Your argument must include primary source evidence and interviews that the team members have conducted. On the day of the event, you will submit a list of sources used in the development of your argument. If the list of sources is not included, 15 points will be deducted from the final score. If the list of sources is submitted but does not contain either primary source evidence or interviews, 10 points will be deducted from final score. See scoring rubric.
​
Major Thesis Question:  The media has repeatedly claimed that COVID-19 is having a disproportionate impact on African-American and Latina/o communities.  Unfortunately, the media does not provide a deeper analysis of why this is so.  Accordingly, uninformed people, particularly those who are not from communities of color, do not understand the causes for this, and may blame the communities themselves.  Minimally, this is a missed opportunity for helping people understand systemic racism.
Your challenge is to craft a comprehensive and compelling argument for how this disproportionate impact is a consequence of systemic racism.  Your audience is that large group of people who believe that racial inequities are only due to people's prejudices, and who do not understand systemic racism.  Please conclude with a few proposals for addressing two or three of the areas of systemic racism that you will have identified as contributing to the disproportionate impact of COVID-19.

Your thesis argument should be supported by: 
· Quantitative and qualitative data that demonstrate inequities in public health and other areas/domains (e.g., housing, wealth, employment, politics, education, criminal justice).
· Examples and explanations of laws, policies and practices that contribute to systemic racism.
· Historical information that demonstrates systemic racism over time.  
· Your own analysis and explanation that helps people pull your evidence together into a clear understanding of systemic racism, including how and why it exists and persists.
· Two or three proposals for addressing/dismantling systemic racism.

The following definitions may be helpful as you do your research and analysis.
Individual/Interpersonal racism: Intentional or unintentional actions or use of language that expresses bias, prejudice or hate. 
Institutional racism: Institutional racism refers to the policies and practices within and across institutions that, intentionally or not, produce outcomes that chronically favor, or put a racial group at a disadvantage. An example of institutional racism can be found in school disciplinary policies in which students of color are punished at much higher rates that their white counterparts.
Structural/systemic racism: A system in which public policies, institutional practices, cultural representations, and other norms work in various, often reinforcing ways to perpetuate racial group inequity. It identifies dimensions of our history and culture that have promoted or allowed privileges associated with “whiteness” and disadvantages associated with “color” to endure and adapt over time. Structural racism is not something that a few people or institutions choose to practice. Instead it is a feature of the social, economic and political systems in which we all exist. (adapted from Living Cities)
Please refer to the specific requirements below:
1. Be sure to review the rubric before you begin your research
2. Presentation length 6-10 minutes 
3. Visual aids may be used
4. Minimum of two face to face, telephone or Skype interviews with people from the following categories:
· Anti-racism academics/professors/writers
· Health experts and/or activists
· Experts in other systemic racism domains
 
2021-2022

History/Social Science Argument: Voting Safeguards or Voter Suppression?

History Argument Guidelines
Two or more team members will prepare the history argument and will present it on the Challenge Day before a panel of judges. The argument, which should address the prompt below, should be 6 to 10 minutes in length. Please see below for specific requirements.

Context
Prior to this year’s presidential election, but greatly accelerated since, many states have enacted new voting laws.  Their supporters argue that they are necessary to prevent voter fraud, while their opponents argue that they are intended to suppress the vote of African-American and Latinx citizens.  Both claim that the future of democracy itself is at stake.
​
Major Thesis Question:  Are the new voting laws (e.g., in Texas and Georgia) intended to prevent voter fraud, as their supporters allege, or impede African-American and Latinx voting, as their opponents allege?

Part I:  Citing the specific provisions of one or two of these recently passed voting laws, how will you determine their intent?  Your analysis should include an examination of:
· The lawmakers’ rationales and their opponents’ arguments
· historical comparisons
· likely impact 
· qualitative and quantitative data where useful, and 
· political context  

Part II (Approximately 10% to 15% of your argument) If you take the first position, what do you recommend to further address your concerns about voter fraud.  If you take the second position, what do you recommend needs to be done in order to address the voter suppression? 

Requirements
Please refer to the specific requirements below:
5. Be sure to review the rubric before you begin your research
6. Presentation length 6-10 minutes 
7. Visual aids may be used
8. Minimum of two face to face, telephone or Skype interviews with people from the following categories:
· Republican and/or Democratic State Representatives from the states where these laws are being or have been passed
· Voting Rights organizations
· Political activists who believe that the presidential election was stolen
· Political activists who believe that the presidential election was legitimate

On the day of the event, you will submit a list of sources used in the development of your argument. If the list of sources is not included, 15 points will be deducted from the final score. If the list of sources is submitted but does not contain your interviews, 10 points will be deducted from final score. See scoring rubric.

2022-2023
History/Social Science Argument
The Controversy over Racism and Education

The History/Social Science Competition
Each team will compete against approximately 5 other teams during the first heat.  The score that your team receives from the panel of judges will be applied to your total score for the day (the scholarship competition).  However, the top scoring/ranking team from each group of 5 in the first heat will go onto the History/Social Science final competition.  These top teams will compete for first, second and third place for the History/Social Science award/trophy.  Therefore, it is possible that a top ranking team from one heat could have a lower score than a second or third ranking team from another heat, and will not move onto the final round.  However, their higher score will still place them in an advantage for the overall score for the day (the scholarship competition).

History/Social Science Argument Guidelines
Two or more team members will prepare the history argument and will present it on the Challenge Day before a panel of judges. The argument, which should address the prompt below, should be 6 to 10 minutes in length. Visual aids, like PowerPoint, are allowed. Your argument must include primary source evidence and interviews that the team members have conducted. On the day of the event, you will submit a list of sources used in the development of your argument. If the list of sources is not included, 15 points will be deducted from the final score. If the list of sources is submitted but does not contain either primary source evidence or interviews, 10 points will be deducted from final score. See scoring rubric.
​
Thesis Argument Background
While many BIPOC* activists, students, parents and educators have long felt a sense of urgency to address racism in education, more recently many white educators have begun to commit to making these changes, particularly after the "awakening" that the George Floyd murder sparked.   At the same time, there has been tremendous push back against these changes.  Some states have banned any discussions of race.  Here in Massachusetts, school committee meetings and social media have erupted into angry public conflicts.

At the center of the growing controversy is the question of how racism in schools should be taught and addressed.  

Proponents of teaching about systemic racism argue that systemic racism and systems of power and advantage/disadvantage need to be fundamentally changed.  
· Opponents of teaching about racism argue that racism is more a problem of individual bias and discrimination, and that teaching that racism is systemic and built-into American society promotes division, anger, blame and intolerance.

Prompt: Should our public schools teach all students:
A. That systemic racism is embedded in US laws, culture, economy, politics and education and that achieving equity requires that institutional racism in schools be dismantled?
                                                                                 OR
B. That racism is solely a matter individual acts of prejudice and discrimination and that, rather than teaching about racism, schools need to make sure that African American and Latino/a students have equal opportunity.
                                    
Your argument must include:
1. Your reasoning for why you support A. or B., and why you do not support the other choice.
2. Whether you agree with the critics of "Position A"  (e.g., that anti-racism education is "indoctrination" rather than "education").
3. Whether you agree with the critics of "Position B" (e.g., that this approach will neither change racial inequities in schools or in society).
3. Your understanding of the national and local political controversies surrounding these changes. 
4. Historical and present-day evidence that supports your argument. 
5. Your ideas about "how" this material should be taught.
Please refer to the specific requirements below:
9. Be sure to review the rubric before you begin your research
10. Presentation length 6-10 minutes 
11. Visual aids may be used
12. Minimum of two face to face, telephone or Skype interviews with people from the following categories:
· Anti-racism academics/professors/writers
· Health experts and/or activists
· Experts in other systemic racism domains

*BIPOC: Black, Indigenous and People of Color 
** David Wellman and Others


2023-2024

History and Social Science Argument
THE FUTURE OF DIVERSITY ON COLLEGE CAMPUSES
The History/Social Science Competition

Each team will compete against approximately 5 other teams during the first heat. The score that your team receives from the panel of judges will be applied to your total score for the day (the scholarship competition). However, the top scoring/ranking team from each group of 5 in the first heat will go onto the History/Social Science final competition. These top teams will compete for first, second and third place for the History/Social Science award/trophy. Therefore, it is possible that a top ranking team from one heat could have a lower score than a second or third ranking team from another heat, and will not move onto the final round. However, their higher score will still place them in an advantage for the overall score for the day (the scholarship competition). 

History/Social Science Argument Guidelines 
Two or more team members will prepare the history argument and will present it on the Challenge Day before a panel of judges. The argument, which should address the prompt below, should be 6 to 10 minutes in length. Visual aids, like PowerPoint, are allowed. Your argument must include primary source evidence and interviews that the team members have conducted. On the day of the event, you will submit a list of sources used in the development of your argument. If the list of sources is not included, 15 points will be deducted from the final score. If the list of sources is submitted but does not contain either primary source evidence or interviews, 10 points will be deducted from the final score. See scoring rubric. 


Thesis Argument Background 
On June 29, 2023, the Supreme Court ruled that the race conscious admissions policies at Harvard University and the University of North Carolina violate the Constitution, thereby effectively overturning approximately 40 years of affirmative action as well as its own 2003 ruling that reaffirmed the right of colleges/universities to use race as one factor among many in an attempt to increase their campuses’ diversity. 

In response this summer the Biden Administration held a National Summit on Equal Opportunity in Postsecondary Education and published guidance for colleges/universities. The American Civil Liberties Union published a list of actions that colleges/universities could take. And in a paper published last year, Richard Kalenberg argues that colleges/universities should use class instead of race as a way to increase racial diversity and class diversity (A Better Affirmative Action). 

In advocating for Texas’s 10% Plan AND socio-economic affirmative action in place of race-base affirmative action, Kalenberg, et. al are arguing not only that these will produce better college admission results for African-American and Latino/a students, but that they will be more likely to succeed politically. Meanwhile, Edward Blum, who initiated cases challenging race based affirmative action in college since 2012, has made it very clear that he will challenge any attempt to circumvent these decisions. 

Prompt: 
Is racial diversity on college campuses a national interest? Why or why not? 

A. If yes, what policies would you argue for to increase racial diversity on campuses, while abiding by the most recent Supreme Court decision? For example, are the 10% plan and class based admissions effective strategies to promote diversity and address racial disproportionality on college campuses? 
B. If not, why not, and what would be your legal, political, economic, and/or social argument against it?

Your argument must include: 
1. Your point of view of what constitutes the “national interest” 
2. Your reasoning for why you support A. or B., and why you do not support the other choice. - Ethical, social, political, economic and/or legal (at least two) 
- Historical and/or contemporary data 
2. Creative and insightful solutions (A) or arguments (B) 
3. Your understanding of the national controversy and arguments surrounding affirmative action in admissions and its alternatives 
Please refer to the specific requirements below: 
1. Be sure to review the rubric before you begin your research 
2. Presentation length 6-10 minutes 
3. Visual aids may be used 
4. Minimum of two face to face, telephone or Skype interviews with people from the following categories: 
● Professors 
● College Admissions Officers 
● Civil Rights Organization Activists 
● Government representatives, judges or officials

2024-2025

History/Social Science Argument

The History/Social Science Competition
Each team will compete against approximately 5 other teams during the first heat.  The score that your team receives from the panel of judges will be applied to your total score for the day (the scholarship competition).  However, the top scoring/ranking team from each group of 5 in the first heat will go onto the History/Social Science final competition.  These top teams will compete for first, second and third place for the History/Social Science award/trophy.  Therefore, it is possible that a top ranking team from one heat could have a lower score than a second or third ranking team from another heat, and will not move onto the final round.  However, their higher score will still place them in an advantage for the overall score for the day (the scholarship competition).

History/Social Science Argument Guidelines
Two or more team members will prepare the history/social science argument and will present it on the Challenge Day before a panel of judges. The argument, which should address the prompt below, should be 6 to 10 minutes in length. Visual aids, like PowerPoint, are allowed. Your argument must include primary source evidence and interviews that the team members have conducted. On the day of the event, you will submit a list of sources used in the development of your argument. If the list of sources is not included, 15 points will be deducted from the final score. If the list of sources is submitted but does not contain either primary source evidence or interviews, 10 points will be deducted from final score. See scoring rubric.
​
Prompt
Media plays a major role in US politics and elections, and in today’s digital age, social media (for example YouTube, Tik Tok, Instagram, X), has become the main source of political information for teenagers and young adults.  By political information, we mean:
· Information and opinions about political candidates
· Information and opinions about public policies
· Information and opinions about social issues, the state of the economy, international issues, etc. as they influence the thinking of voters as they go to the polls
Given its impact and the degree of unreliable or intentionally distorted information on social media, do you think that it should or should not be regulated?
a. If yes, why, and how should this be done, and how should society address the tension between widespread inaccuracies, accountability and the First Amendment?
b. If no, why, and what do you recommend should be done to address the influence that mis- and dis-information have on the electoral/democratic process?
As you formulate your response, please address the following:
· Support or critique at least one example of social media regulation and argue why it should or should not be applicable in the U.S., e.g., 
· proposed laws or policies in the US 
· proposed or actual laws or policies in other countries
· Is social media more or less reliable, accountable, accessible and/or beneficial than print, television or radio news when it comes to political and election-related news? How so/why?
· How impactful is social media on political beliefs and discourse in the US?
As you formulate your response, we recommend that you draw your information or data from the following kinds of sources:
· a review of the literature (library, online, etc.) that addresses this issue
· archived congressional hearings with social media CEO’s
· your own surveying or field research with teenagers and/or young adults
· interviews with academics (professors), political analysts, actual campaign organizers, and/or media specialists (this last category is a requirement- at least two individuals)
Please refer to the specific requirements below:
13. Be sure to review the rubric before you begin your research
14. Presentation length 6-10 minutes 
15. Visual aids may be used
16. Minimum of two face to face, telephone or videoconference interviews with people from the following any of the categories:
· Public Policy, Media or Constitutional Law professors or authors
· Political campaign organizers or candidates/former candidates
· News media personnel or analysts
· Media specialists



