Persuasive Speech Outline to Complete
Audience:

General Purpose: 
  
ATTENTION STEP 
I. Opening Statement of Interest 
A. Reason (s) to Listen- you can start with a startling statement or rhetorical question.
        B. Who are you and why is the CFE issue important to you? 

        C. Thesis Statement 

NEED STEP In this step it is important to evaluate how much your audience knows about CFE and what new information you can give them.
II. Statement of Need 
A. Illustration-Give one or more incidents that show why CFE is important.
       
 B. Ramifications-Use facts and examples to impress the urgency of the topic.
                1. 
                2. 
 3.
4.

C. Pointing- how does CFE directly affect your audience?
SATISFACTION STEP 
III. Statement of Solution 
A.  Explanation of Solution-How would you like the audience to help? 
B. Theoretical Demonstration-Show (step by step) how this action will help to achieve the desired result of equal funding. 
                1. 
                2. 

    3.  

VISUALIZATION STEP 
IV. Restatement of Proposed Solution 
A. Negative Visualization-What will happen if people do not act and New York City is not given equal funding for education?
C. Positive Visualization -What will happen if people act and New York City is given equal funding for education?
ACTION STEP 
V. Restatement and Summary 
        A. Statement of Specific Action or Attitude Change 
        B. Statement of Personal Interest-Assure your audience that you will also be doing something to promote the cause. 
        C. Reason to Remember 
  
SOURCES: 
  
1. 
2. 
3. 
PERSUASIVE SPEECH RUBRIC
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	Introduction


	The first few lines of the

speech really got my

attention and made me want

to learn more about CFE.


	The first few lines of the

speech got my attention and

I was curious to hear what the speaker had to say.


	The first few lines didn't

really get my attention and I

wasn't sure if I wanted to

hear more.


	The first few lines of the

speech did not get my

attention and I did not want

to hear more.



	Content
	The speech focused on CFE and described those issues thoroughly.
	The speech focused on CFE, but did

not fully explain the issues.


	The speech was not focused on CFE and I was a bit confused about the issues.


	The speech was unclear and

did not explain any of CFE’s issues thoroughly.

	Delivery


	The speaker spoke in a loud,

clear voice and was expressive.


	The speaker was loud and

clear, but not very expressive.


	The speaker was hard to

hear at times and not

expressive.


	I could not hear or understand the speaker.



	Conclusion


	The end of the speech was

exciting and lively.


	The end of the speech was

somewhat exciting and

lively.


	The end of the speech was

not very exciting or lively.


	The end of the speech was

not exciting or lively at all.



	Overall


	The speech was exciting and

informative and really made me want to take action.


	The speech was informative

and somewhat exciting and

I might take action.


	The speech was not very

informative or exciting and I

probably wouldn't take action.
	The speech made me not

want to take action.



	A Short History of CFE v. State
In 1978, a group of property-poor Long Island school districts, joined by New York City and the other four large urban New York districts, filed Levittown v. Nyquist, a lawsuit challenging the state’s education finance system. In its 1982 decision, the Court of Appeals ruled that while substantial inequities in funding did exist, the New York State constitution does not require equal funding for education. The court did note, however, that the state constitution entitles students to a "sound basic education," even though no one in the Levittown case had alleged that students were being denied this right.

This right to a sound basic education is at the center of CFE v. State of New York. While this lawsuit again seeks to reform the state funding system, it is based on different legal arguments than those used in Levittown. In this new case, CFE asserts that New York State is failing in its constitutional obligation to provide a sound basic education to thousands of its schoolchildren.

In a landmark June 1995 decision, the Court of Appeals -- New York State’s highest court -- distinguished its Levittown ruling and upheld CFE's right to pursue a constitutional challenge to the state's education finance system. Writing for a four-person majority, Judge Carmen B. Ciparick concluded that CFE had grounds for a legal claim under Article XI, the Education Article of the New York State Constitution. Judge Howard Levine concurred with the majority but wrote a separate opinion, arguing for a narrow definition of a sound basic education. Judge Richard Simons dissented, and Chief Judge Judith Kaye took no part in the decision.

The Court indicated that if CFE were able to prove that a substantial number of New York City students are being denied the opportunity to obtain a sound basic education, it would act to remedy the situation. Together with Simpson Thacher & Bartlett, the law firm serving as co-counsel in the case on a pro-bono basis, CFE engaged in the extensive research, analysis and other legal "discovery" necessary to prepare this case for the trial. 

The trial of CFE v. State of New York began on October 12, 1999 in New York Supreme Court, and concluded on July 27, 2000. On January 10, 2001, Judge Leland DeGrasse, the presiding judge, rendered a ruling favoring CFE on both of its Adequacy and Title VI claims. [Full text of decision] The judge also gave a remedial order, setting guiding parameters to help the state reform the current school funding system by September 15, 2001. The State of New York appealed the decision. The case reached the Court of Appeals on May 8, 2003, where the court ruled in favor of CFE. 
The Court of Appeals gave the State of New York until July 30, 2004 to comply with its order. Because the state failed to meet this deadline, 3 court-appointed referees were given until November 30, 2004 to submit a compliance plan to Justice Leland DeGrasse of the State Supreme Court. Justice DeGrasse agreed with the referee's recommendations and on February 14, 2005, ruled that New York City schools need nearly $15 billion to provide students with their constitutional right to the opportunity to receive a sound basic education. Unfortunately for the children of New York, the state still has not complied with the court's decision. 
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