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	Grade: 7
Unit Title: The Tragedy of Diplomacy
Formative Due date: Apr 30 (AB) Apr 29 (CD)
Summative Due date: May 16 (AB) May 23 (CD)
	Summative Assessment Title: 
The Tragedy of Diplomacy Debate



	Task Description and Relationship to Statement of Inquiry:                                             

	Goal: To argue that either peace or diplomacy is the fastest way to solve an on-going conflict.
Role: You are a lawyer in the International Court of Justice
Audience: G7 students.
Scenario: You will be assigned to a team to argue whether or not war or diplomacy should be used to solve the conflict either between Ukraine and Russia, the Democratic Republic of Congo and Rwanda, or Venezuela and Guyana.
Performance: Debate.
Relationship to Statement of Inquiry: The statement of inquiry, "The power to facilitate war and peace is influenced by boundaries that enforce global interactions," connects directly to the summative debate task by encouraging students to explore how political, geographical, and ideological boundaries shape the decisions nations make in conflict situations. Through the simulation of the International Court of Justice, students critically examine how states justify war or diplomacy, reflecting on the global implications of these choices. The debates require students to consider how international laws, national interests, and territorial boundaries influence whether a country pursues peace or engages in conflict, aligning with the inquiry’s focus on the forces that guide global interactions and outcomes.

Instructions for students: There will be three debates. You will take a survey to choose which debate and which side you want to be on. These debates will simulate the ‘International Court of Justice’. This official United Nations court deals with disputes between UN Member States. Although you will be put into teams, all grades will be individual. Please see the rubric at the bottom to understand                              how you will be graded. There is a template for you to use  Below you will find a summary of each argument and resources to learn more. We will support you during each lesson how to formulate your arguments, prepare for rebuttals, and how to properly follow a debate procedure.
During each debate, one country will advocate in favour of war to solve the conflict and the other will advocate diplomacy to solve the conflict. Please keep in mind that in every country there are a variety of opinions of how to solve conflicts that include both war and diplomacy. In order to organize this summative, one side will be advocating for one method. This does not mean that 100% of all people in that country support this method. 
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	Option 1A: 
Ukraine
	Thesis: 
“War is the best way to solve the conflict between Ukraine and Russia”.

	Summary of Main Arguments:
1. Russia only wants diplomacy because they want to keep control of Ukrainian land. Appeasing Russia will only delay a future war.
2. Russia promised to respect Ukraine’s territorial sovereignty in exchange for Ukraine giving up its nuclear weapons in the 1994 Budapest Memorandum. Russia broke this promise which means any diplomatic agreements with Russia in the future will probably be broken.
3. Russia started this war and should suffer the consequences through war. Not fighting back will show weakness. Putin only understands strength. 

	Option 1B: 
Russia
	Thesis: 
“Diplomacy is the best way to solve the conflict between Ukraine and Russia”.

	Summary of Main Arguments:
1. This war has killed so many people, we should try to use diplomacy to prevent future deaths.
2. If Ukraine promises not to join NATO or the European Union, then this war can end.
3. If Ukraine does not discriminate against ethnic Russians, then this war can end.

	Resources for Main Arguments and OPVLs:
Video 1, Video 2, Video 3, Video 4 



	Option 2A: 
Rwanda
	Thesis: 
“War is the best way to solve the conflict between Rwanda and Congo”.

	Summary of Main Arguments:
1. War is needed to support M23 so that they protect the Tutsis from being attacked by the same people who murdered Tutsis during the Rwandan Genocide.
2. War is needed to support M23 so that they protect the Tutsis from being attacked by ISIS terrorists.
3. Eastern DRC is so chaotic that Tutsis need to be supported with soldiers.

	Option 2B: 
Congo
	Thesis: 
“Diplomacy is the best way to solve the conflict between Rwanda and Congo”.

	Summary of Main Arguments:
1. M23 is supplied by Rwanda. If Rwanda simply stopped arming them, then there could be peace.
2. The US supplies Rwanda with weapons. If the US stops arming Rwanda, then there could be peace.
3. Rwanda only uses war in eastern Congo to gain access to minerals, it has nothing to do with discrimination against Tutsis. 

	Resources for Main Arguments and OPVLs:
Video 1, Video 2, Video 3, Video 4




	Option 3A: 
Venezuela
	Thesis: 
“War is the best way to solve the conflict between Venezuela and Guyana”.

	Summary of Main Arguments:
1. Western Guyana should belong to Venezuela because it was the British Empire that drew these borders unfairly using violence. Violence should be used to correct this British mistake.
2. Almost no people live in Western Guyana, so if there is a war, there will be very few civilian casualties.
3. The majority of people in Venezuela support using force to take western Guyana

	Option 3B: 
Guyana
	Thesis: 
“Diplomacy is the best way to solve the conflict between Venezuela & Guyana”.

	Summary of Main Arguments:
1. Venezuela only wants western Guyana because we discovered oil there. We should not fight a war over oil.
2. Venezuela only wants war to distract their citizens from terrible economic decisions made by their government.
3. Most people live in poverty in Venezuela and Guyana. War will make life so much worse for people who are already suffering.

	Resources for Main Arguments and OPVLs:
Video 1, Video 2, Video 3, Video 4
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Criterion D: Thinking cr

i.analyse concepts,
issues, models, visual
representation and/or
theories

information to make
valid, well-supported
arguments

The student does not
reach a standard
described by any of the
descriptors.

The student does not
reach a standard
described by any of the
descriptors.

12

The student begins to.
analyse concepts,
issues, models, visual
representation and/or
theories in a limited

way

The student begins to.
identify connections
between information to
make simple
arguments

34

The student completes
2 simple analysis of
concepts, issues,
models, visual
representation and/or
theories and uses at
least 1 of the following.
terms: Global
Interaction, Power,
Boundaries,
Appeasement, Proxy
war, Hard/Soft Power,
Territory, Hardliner,
Idealist, Pragmatist,
WWI, WWI, oCold War

The student
information to make
some adequate
arguments by being a
respectful
debate/audience
member.

56

The student completes
2 suitable analysis of
concepts, issues,
‘models, visual
representation and/or
theories and uses at
least 2 of the following
terms: Global
Interaction, Power,
Boundaries,
Appeasement, Proxy
war, Hard/Soft Power,
Territory, Hardliner,
Idealist, Pragmatis,
WWI, WWII, Cold War

The student
information in order to
‘make usually valid
arguments by being a
respectful
debate/audience

member and

rebuttal,

78

The student completes
2 detailed analysis of
concepts, issues,
models, visual
representation and/or
theories and uses at
least 3 of the following
terms: Global
Interaction, Power,
Boundaries,
Appeasement, Proxy
war, Hard/Soft Power,
Territory, Hardliner,
Idealist, Pragmatist,
WWI, WWII, Cold War

The student
information to make
consistent, wel
supported arguments.
by being a respectful
debate/audience

member, participating
ina rebuttal, and
quickfire rebuttal.
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ii. analyse a range of
Sources/ data in terms
in and purpose,
ing value and
limitations

iv. recognize different
perspectives and
explain their
implications.

The student does not
reach a standard
described by any of the
descriptors.

The student does not
reach a standard
described by any of the
descriptors.

The student recognizes.
the origin and purpose
of fow sources/data as
well as nominal value
and limitations of
sources/data

‘The student identifies
different perspectives in
the audience
participation sheet

‘The student analyses
Sources/data in terms of
origin and purpose,
recognizing some value
and limitations.

The student recognizes
different perspectives
and suggests some of
their implications in the
audience participation
sheet

The student analyses.

Sources/data in terms of
origin and purpose,
usually recognizing
value and limitations

The student clearly
recognizes different
perspectives and
describes most of their
implications in the
audience participation
sheet

The student effectively
analyses 2 range of
sources/data in terms of
origin and purpose,
consistently
recognizing value and
limitations

The student clearly
recognizes different
perspectives and
consistently explains
their implications in the
audience participation
sheet
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Criterion B: Investigating

i formulate/choose a
clear and focused
research question,
explaining it relevance

formulate and follow
an action plan to
investigate a research
question

collect and record
relevant information

iv. valuste the process
and results of the.
investigation, with
guidance.

The student does not
reach a standard
described by any of the
descriptors

The student does not
reach a standard
described by any of the
descriptors

The student does not
reach a standard
described by any of the
descriptors

The student does not
reach a standard
described by any of the
descriptors

12

The student identifies 2
research question thatis
clear,focused and
relevant

The student formulates
ited action plan or

does not follow a plan

The student collects
and records limited or
sometimes irrelevant
information n the
debate slides that are
paraphrased and cited
inMLA

The student with
guidance, reflects on
the ressarch pracess
and results in a limited

way

The student
formulates/chooses 2
research question thatis
clear and focused and
describes it relevance

The student formulates
and occasionally
follows 3 partial action
plan ta investigate a
research question

The student uses s
method(s)to collect and
record some relevant
information n the
debate slides that are
paraphrased and cited
inMLA

The student with
guidance, reflects on
the research process

and resuls

56

The student
formulates/chooses a
clear and focused
research question and
describes ts relevance.
in detail

The student formulates
and mostly follows 2
sufficiently developed
action plan to.
investigate a research
question

The student uses
methods to collect and

record appropriate
relevant information in

the debate sides that

are paraphrased and
citedin MLA

The student with
guidance, evaluates on
the research process

and results

78

The student
formulates/chooses a
dear and focused

research question and.
explains s relevance.

The student formulates
and effectively follows
3 consistent action plan
to investigate a research
question

The student uses
methods to collect and

record appropriate and
varied relevant

information n the
dabate slides that are
paraphrased and cited
inMLA

The student with
guidance, provides a
detailed evaluation of
the research process

and results




