The Presidential Tournament Task
The History Channel is going to conduct a special comparing various presidents over the years.  The special will be styled as a bracket-style tournament trying to answer the question “Which person has best served the office of President formally and informally?”  As a presidential expert, they are asking you to weigh in on the debate.  Your task is as follows:

PART I – Choose any 8 presidents from the list below and match them up head to head in a bracket.  One has been provided for you on the back of this sheet.

PART II – For each match up, compare the two presidents in 5 areas:  Foreign Policy, Domestic Policy, Commander In Chief, Representative of the Nation, Chief Executive.  You MUST choose one of the two in each category.  Analyze and select the one you feel better performed that role.  The one who wins at least 3 of the roles wins the match.
PART III – For each “match” (the matches are numbered), explain your choice in each of the 5 criteria.  You MUST include factual events, not simply opinions!
PART IV – Finally, write a paragraph that describes your ideal president.  Use some examples from some of the candidates you’ve chosen as a guide.  Think about characteristics like popularity with the media, use of Article II (or should they ignore Article II?), use of military.  Include personal characteristics you would like to see and why these characteristics are useful for a President.
Possible selections:
ANY modern president (minus Obama), T. Roosevelt, A. Lincoln, G. Washington, J. Adams, T. Jefferson, A. Jackson, W. Wilson.

	Criteria
	1
	2
	3
	Weight

	Part II:  For each match, the “winner” in each criteria is clearly marked
	· Winner of each criteria is unclear in some areas

· Winner of some matches does not match the winners of the criteria
	· 
	· ALL criteria is clearly marked with a winner and the winner of each match aligns with the criteria
	X1

	Part III:  Explanations of matches use factual evidence in analysis of winner
	· Some matches not explained
· Opinion is relied on more often than factual evidence

· Little or wrong factual evidence provided

· Some matches incompletely analyzed
	· Factual evidence is prevalent, but loosely related to victory.

· Most criteria have a clear explanation of winner

	· Factual examples directly linked to victory in ALL cases
· Clear explanation of why each candidate wins in each criteria
	X5

	Part IV: Evaluates an “ideal” president
	· Lists characteristics without explanation
· Vague connection of characteristics to the presidency (i.e. “A president should look good because they are on TV a lot”

· Provides incorrect information or assumptions
	· Explains multiple characteristics of an ideal president
· Explains in general terms why EACH characteristic is useful to be a successful president
	· In addition to “2”, also provides several historical examples AND categorizes the personal characteristics into the roles of the President.  (i.e. To be a good commander in chief you need to be…for example…)
	X4

	Overall appearance is professional and neat
	· Parts unidentified or hard to follow

· Significant grammar mistakes
	· Minor grammar/spelling mistakes


	· All parts labeled, easy to find

· Grammar/spelling is accurate
	X1
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