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Editorial
Writing
An article that states the
newspaper’s stance on a particular
issue. Basically, it’s a persuasive
essay that offers a solution to a
problem. 



Look for the
dates.

What’s the
central issue?

Who supports the
pro and the con?

What difference
can you make?

Who is the
audience?

When will a decision
be made? What is the

future event?

What is the main
concern for your

readers? 

Think about who is
supporting which

side. Which side do
you think is right?

What should happen
next?

What will they care
about the most?
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When you get the prompt ...
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The
Prompt



The
Prompt



The highly capable
and hardworking
human



No quotes!



The head
The lead Girls sports teams could have an adjustment to

their mascot if the school board approves a
petition by senior Nicole Moutry to drop the
word “Lady” from the Lady Leopards team
name at its March 27 meeting.

Don’t be afraid to drop your opinion in the
lead. Be creative. Get the time element in
the head or neck. 



The neck
Take a stand

The school board should vote to change the
names of girls sports teams so that all
school teams are known as the “Leopards.”

Be clear and concise. Set the stance apart
in its own paragraph.



The body
The word “lady” diminishes the power
of female athletes. 
It’s common for teams to experience
mascot changes. 
They have a fundraising plan.

Give three reasons why you’re taking this
stand. 

TIP: Include thoughts that aren’t given to
you in the prompt. 



The arms
Support your argument with evidence and
examples.

If huge organizations with large fan bases can
make such changes to their names to be more
respectful of marginalized communities, the
school can make the effort to consolidate the
boys and girls teams into one mascot.

While it may take time, fundraising and hard
work, changing the names of the girls sports
teams is possible. Moutry has even suggested
reaching out to local businesses to sponsor
jersey replacements as an option.

Refute the opposition and tell us why the other
side is wrong. (Can be its own paragraph)



The legs
 Every girl on the volleyball, basketball,
and soccer team has signed the petition. It
is imperative for the school board to listen
to its athletes and how they want to be
represented in their community. Teams
should drop the “Lady” and all be
Leopards together. 
 

TIP: Propose your own solution from
outside the prompt. 

TIP: ROAST





ROAST
There’s nothing wrong with being a lady.
The school board should reject this
proposal and keep the traditional name
the way it is — the way it has been since
1972.

Make it memorable.
 



Sound advice:
Get the time element in there. 
No whining “it’s not fair.”
Don’t over-stretch.
Keep it third person or first person plural.
Double check spelling and grammar.
Use active voice. 
Offer a good solution or call to action. 
Develop your own recipe for a salty, spicy ROAST.







1A Champion - Arianna Perez, San Isidro HS

 Five students have written formal appeal to the National Honor Society sponsor and faculty advisory committee in
an effort to be reinstated after being appealed for cheating and plagiarizing. The NHS faculty advisory committee
will issue a response to their formal request for appeal at its next closed session meeting on Wednesday.

 The National Honor Society should accept the students’ appeal to be reinstated. Using an artificial intelligence tool
is not the same thing as plagiarism. It can help a writer generate words, but the writer must still come out with
innovative ideas Students who completed the assignment using AI still had to do research and learn the material,
which was the whole point of the assignment to begin with. 

 One of the students who used AI for their assignment was a junior. According to her, she did all her own research
about the Soviet arms race and created an outline for the paper. The artificial intelligence’s role in her assignment
was to make her writing become clearer and concise, which sparks no form of negative use of the program. In the
end, she still learned about the Cold War and lost no value of its information in the process. 

 People, especially teachers and administrators, do not understand how ChatGPT and other AI programs work.
These programs cannot simply draft good essays. Students put a lot of their own work to generate papers and
assignments they create. Saying that students used it to cheat and plagiarize is insane and misunderstanding. 



Continued: 1A Champion - Arianna Perez, San Isidro HS

Those who oppose the proposal believe the five students plagiarized in their assignment. However, this was not the
case as the students only used it as a form of assistance. This is recent technology that many administrators still do
not understand. The students should not be punished because a teacher and the school do not yet comprehend the
newest tool at students’ disposal.

 As a solution, students who use any form of AI should let teachers know in their assignments to avoid any sort of
consequence. 

Forms of artificial intelligence are popping up faster than ever today. It is a valuable tool that is not going anywhere,
and everyone should embrace it. The National Honor Society should approve the students’ appeal to be reinstated
in the organization this Wednesday. 



Tops in Texas (6A Champion) - Kavya Nandagirl, Shadow Creek HS

After using AI on their AP U.S. History final, five students are appealing their removal from the National Honor
Society. On May 24, the faculty advisory committee will decide whether or not to reinstate the students. 

The committee should not reinstate the students and spend little time debating this issue.

When the students joined NHS they knew that academic dishonesty would lead to removal, yet chose to use
ChatGPT to write their papers anyway. The students signed a code of conduct at the beginning of the year and not
allowing them to face the consequences of their actions undermines the validity of every rule in that code.

Furthermore, not punishing the offending students is unfair to the others who completed the assignment honestly.
Placing students who used Al and students who organically wrote their essays on the same level could frustrate
honest students and cause them to use AI tools on future assignments. The standards of behavior for NHS students
should not be compromised by reinstating these students. 

Even though the students didn't plagiarize in the typical way their actions were still dishonest. None of the students
approached their teacher about using Al, they were deliberately secretive about their plans. The fact that they did
not copy their essay from another person doesn’t change that they passed off ChatGPT’s words as their own. 



Continued: Tops in Texas - Kavya Nandagirl, Shadow Creek HS

While some of the students argue that they still had to put work in to create a good essay with ChatGPT, their
teacher was able to recognize the Al generated work easily. Despite having to provide ChatGPT with good
parameters and doing research, the students were unable to develop their argument effectively evident by the poor
quality of the essays. The process of writing out an essay increases the familiarity a student has with the material,
hence why the assignment was to write a full paper not just an outline. 

Minimizing consequences for using Al tools will lead to a decline in authentic writing. Even if Al will be used for
mundane writing in the future, the skills students learn through writing essays are invaluable to their futures in
college and careers. If the board does not punish students for using Al, they are putting the future success of
students at risk.

The advisory committee must deny the appeal for reinstatement to NHS at the meeting on May 24. The community
should voice their opinions and fight for the protection of authentic writing for the skills students gain from it. 



What could go wrong?
You didn’t take a stand or it wasn’t clear enough. 
Your argument was too general. Be specific to this situation. 
You asked too many rhetorical questions without stating an opinion.
You used quotes. Don’t do that. 
You turned into a preacher. 
You got off-topic. 
You lacked credibility or didn’t use evidence. 
You used stereotypes or made personal attacks. 



On contest day...

Read the entire prompt
Decide on a stance
Using the prompt, write three supportive statements
Highlight the evidence in the prompt
Think about a roast, reasoned solution or call-to-action.
Write it



Happy writing!
Contact me any time.
aboehringer@uiltexas.org


