
Essay Contest- CASH PRIZE!

The Heritage Foundation
Presents:

The Abram Maury Writing Award
225th Anniversary of Franklin, TN

Who should apply?
We will have two categories of entries: Middle School, 6th-8th grade students, and High
School, 9th-12th grade students. Students should apply independently as we welcome

entries from public, private, independent and home school students.

Prize: The Abram Maury Writing Award

Middle School Essay Contest Winner: $150
High School Contest Winner: $200
Local press, photography, and naming honor at The Moore-Morris History and Culture
Center
Reception for all finalists on Thursday March 20th, 2025

About:
In honor of the founding of Franklin, Tennessee 225 years ago, we are presenting the first

annual Abram Maury Writing Award to hear from local students like YOU.
This award honors, Mr. Abram Maury, who is considered the “Founder of Franklin.” 

Why is Franklin special to you? What differentiates it from just a “town you live in” to your
“hometown.” This is considered an argumentative style of writing. Please see rubric on

page two.

SUBMISSIONS DUE: Friday, February 28th, 2025

Argumentative Writing: Franklin, A Unique Place to Call Home



Revised: May 2017 
Score Focus & Organization Development Language Conventions
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In response to the task and the stimuli, the writing: 
•contains an effective and relevant introduction.
•states a claim and maintains a sophisticated argument.
•utilizes effective organizational strategies to logically order

reasons and evidence1 to create a unified whole.
•effectively clarifies relationships among claim(s), reasons, 

evidence, and counterclaim(s) to create cohesion. 
•contains an effective and relevant concluding statement

or section.

In response to the task and the stimuli, the writing: 
•contains a relevant introduction.
•states a claim and maintains a clear argument.
•utilizes adequate organizational strategies to logically

order reasons and evidence1 to create a mostly unified
whole. 

•clarifies most relationships among claim(s), reasons,
evidence, and counterclaim(s), but there may be some gaps
in cohesion. 

•contains a relevant concluding statement or section.

In response to the task and the stimuli, the writing: 
•contains a limited introduction.
•states a weak argument.
•demonstrates an attempt to use organizational strategies
to order some reasons and evidence,1 but ideas may be
hard to follow at times.
•clarifies some relationships among claim(s), reasons, 

evidence, and counterclaim(s), but there are lapses in 
focus. 

•contains a limited concluding statement or section.

In response to the task and the stimuli, the writing: 
•contains no or an irrelevant introduction.
•states an unclear argument. 
•demonstrates an unclear organizational structure; ideas

are hard to follow most of the time.
•fails to clarify relationships among claim(s), reasons, 

evidence,1 and counterclaim(s); concepts are
unclear and/or there is a lack of focus.

•contains no or an irrelevant concluding statement or
section.

1 Evidence includes facts, definitions, concrete details, quotations, or other information appropriate to the task and stimuli. 
2 Acknowledgement of counterclaim(s) is expected in grades 6–8. Refutation of counterclaim(s) is expected at grade 8. 
3 Domain-specific vocabulary refers to the terminology used in the stimuli and/or associated with the topic. 
4 Conventions of standard written English include sentence structure, grammar, usage, spelling, capitalization, and punctuation. 

In response to the task and the stimuli, the writing: 
• utilizes well-chosen, relevant, and sufficient 

evidence from the stimuli to thoroughly and
insightfully support logical claim(s), while
acknowledging and effectively refuting2
counterclaim(s). 

•thoroughly and accurately explains and elaborates
on the evidence provided, connecting the evidence
to claim(s) and counterclaim(s) and demonstrating
a clear, insightful understanding of the topic, task, 
and stimuli.

In response to the task and the stimuli, the writing: 
•utilizes relevant and sufficient evidence from the

stimuli to adequately support logical claim(s), 
while acknowledging and refuting2 
counterclaim(s).

•adequately and accurately explains and elaborates
on the evidence provided, connecting the evidence
to claim(s) and counterclaim(s) and demonstrating
a sufficient understanding of the topic, task, and
stimuli.

In response to the task and the stimuli, the writing: 
•utilizes mostly relevant but insufficient evidence

from the stimuli to partially support claim(s) and
counterclaim(s). Some evidence may be inaccurate
or repetitive. 

•explains some of the evidence provided,
connecting some of the evidence to claim(s) and
counterclaim(s) and demonstrating only a partial
understanding of the topic, task, and stimuli. There
may be some level of inaccuracy in the explanation.

In response to the task and the stimuli, the writing: 
•utilizes mostly irrelevant or no evidence from the

stimuli, or mostly/only personal knowledge to
inadequately support claim(s) and counterclaim(s). 
Evidence is inaccurate or repetitive. 

•inadequately or inaccurately explains the
evidence provided; evidence, claim(s), and
counterclaim(s) appear disconnected, 
demonstrating little understanding of the topic,
task, and stimuli.

The writing: 
•illustrates consistent and sophisticated

command of precise language and
domain-specific vocabulary3
appropriate to the task.

•illustrates sophisticated command of
syntactic variety for meaning and reader
interest.

•utilizes sophisticated and varied
transitional words and phrases.

•effectively establishes and maintains a
formal style and an objective tone.

The writing: 
•illustrates consistent command of

precise language and domain-specific
vocabulary3 appropriate to the task.

•illustrates consistent command of
syntactic variety for meaning and
reader interest.

•utilizes appropriate and varied
transitional words and phrases.

•establishes and maintains a formal
style and an objective tone.

The writing: 
•illustrates inconsistent command of

precise language and domain-specific
vocabulary.3

•illustrates inconsistent command of
syntactic variety. 

•utilizes basic or repetitive transitional
words and phrases.

•establishes but inconsistently maintains
a formal style and an objective tone.

The writing: 
•illustrates little to no use of precise

language and domain-specific 
vocabulary.3

•illustrates little to no syntactic variety.
•utilizes no or few transitional words

and phrases. 
•does not establish or maintain a formal

style and an objective tone.

The writing: 
•demonstrates consistent

and sophisticated
command of grade-level
conventions of standard
written English.4 

•may contain a few minor
errors that do not
interfere with meaning.

The writing: 
•demonstrates
consistent
command of grade-level
conventions of standard
written English.4 •contains occasional minor
and/or major errors, but
the errors do not
significantly interfere with
m ean i ng.

The writing: 
•demonstrates inconsistent
command of grade-level
conventions of standard
written English.4 
•contains frequent errors

that may significantly
interfere with meaning.

The writing: 
•demonstrates limited

command of grade-level
conventions of standard
written English.4 

•contains numerous and
repeated errors that
seriously impede meaning.
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In response to the task and the stimuli, the writing: 
• contains an effective and relevant introduction. •
states a precise claim and maintains a
sophisticated argument. 

• utilizes effective organizational strategies to logically 
sequence claim(s), counterclaim(s), reasons, and 
evidence1 to create a unified whole. 

• effectively clarifies relationships among claim(s), reasons, 
evidence, and counterclaim(s) to create cohesion. 

• contains an effective and relevant concluding statement 
or section. 

In response to the task and the stimuli, the writing: 
• contains a relevant introduction.
• states a precise claim and maintains a clear argument.
• utilizes adequate organizational strategies to logically 

sequence claim(s), counterclaim(s), reasons, and 
evidence1 to create a mostly unified whole. 

• clarifies most relationships among claim(s), reasons, 
evidence, and counterclaim(s), but there may be some gaps 
in cohesion. 

• contains a relevant concluding statement or section. 

In response to the task and the stimuli, the writing: 
• utilizes relevant and sufficient evidence from the 

stimuli to adequately support claim(s) and 
counterclaim(s), while acknowledging strengths 
and limitations of both. 

• adequately and accurately explains and elaborates 
on the evidence provided, connecting the evidence to
claim(s) and counterclaim(s) and demonstrating a
sufficient understanding of the topic, task, and stimuli. 

In response to the task and the stimuli, the writing: In response to the task and the stimuli, the writing: 

2 • contains a limited introduction. 
• states a weak argument.
• demonstrates an attempt to use organizational strategies 

• utilizes mostly relevant but insufficient evidence 
from the stimuli to partially support claim(s) and
counterclaim(s). Some evidence may be inaccurate 
or repetitive. 

to sequence claim(s), counterclaim(s), reasons, and 
evidence,1 but ideas may be hard to follow at times. • explains some of the evidence provided, 

• clarifies some relationships among claim(s), reasons, connecting some of the evidence to claim(s) and
counterclaim(s) and demonstrating only a partial 
understanding of the topic, task, and stimuli. There 
may be some level of inaccuracy in the explanation. 

evidence, and counterclaim(s), but there are lapses in 
focus. 

• contains a limited concluding statement or section. 

In response to the task and the stimuli, the writing: In response to the task and the stimuli, the writing: 

1 • contains no or an irrelevant introduction. 
• demonstrates an unclear organizational structure; ideas 

• utilizes mostly irrelevant or no evidence from the 
stimuli, or mostly/only personal knowledge to 
ina dequately support claim(s) and counterclaim(s). 
Evidence is inaccurate or repetitive. are hard to follow most of the time. 

• fails to clarify relationships among claim(s), reasons, • inadequately or inaccurately explains the 
evidence,1 and counterclaim(s); concepts are unclear 
and/or there is a lack of focus. 

evidence provided; evidence, claim(s), and 
counterclaim(s) appear disconnected, 
demonstrating little understanding of the topic, 
task, and stimuli. 

• contains no or an irrelevant concluding statement or 
section. 

1 Evidence includes facts, definitions, concrete details, quotations, or other information appropriate to the task and stimuli. 
2 Domain-specific vocabulary refers to the terminology used in the stimuli and/or associated with the topic. 
3Conventions of standard written English include sentence structure, grammar, usage, spelling, capitalization, and punctuation. 

 
In response to the task and the stimuli, the writing: 

utilizes well-chosen, relevant, and sufficient 
evidence from the stimuli to thoroughly and 
insightfully support logical claim(s) and 
counterclaim(s), while acknowledging strengths and 
limitations of both. 

• thoroughly and accurately explains and elaborates 
on the evidence provided, connecting the evidence 
to claim(s) and counterclaim(s) and demonstrating 
a clear, insightful understanding of the topic, task, 
and stimuli. 

 
The writing: 

• illustrates consistent and sophisticated 
command of precise language and 
domain-specific vocabulary2 
appropriate to the task. 

• illustrates sophisticated command of 
syntactic variety for meaning and reader 
interest. 

• utilizes sophisticated and varied 
transitional words and phrases. 

• effectively establishes and maintains a 
formal style and an objective tone. 

The writing: 
• illustrates consistent command of 

precise language and domain-specific 
vocabulary2 appropriate to the task. 

• illustrates consistent command of 
syntactic variety for meaning and 
reader interest. 

• utilizes appropriate and varied 
transitional words and phrases. 

• establishes and maintains a formal 
style and an objective tone. 

The writing: 
• illustrates inconsistent command of 

precise language and domain-specific 
vocabulary.2 

• illustrates inconsistent command of 
syntactic variety. 

• utilizes basic or repetitive transitional 
words and phrases. 

• establishes but inconsistently maintains 
a formal style and an objective tone. 

The writing: 
• illustrates little to no use of precise 

language and domain-specific 
vocabulary.2 

• illustrates little to no syntactic variety. 
• utilizes no or few transitional words 

and phrases. 
• does not establish or maintain a formal 

style and an objective tone. 

The writing: 
• demonstrates limited 

command of grade-level 
conventions of standard 
written English.3 

• contains numerous and 
repeated errors that
seriously impede
meaning. 

The writing: 
• demonstrates 

inconsistent command 
of grade-level 
conventions of standard 
written English.3 

• contains frequent errors 
that may significantly
interfere with meaning. 

The writing: 
• demonstrates
consistent 
command of grade-level
conventions of standard
written English.3 • contains occasional 
minor and/or major 
errors, but the errors do 
not significantly 
interfere with meaning. 

 
The writing: 
• demonstrates consistent 

and sophisticated 
command of grade-level 
conventions of standard 
written English.3 

• may contain a few minor 
errors that do not
interfere with meaning. 
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Essay Contest- CASH PRIZE!

The Heritage Foundation
Presents:

The Abram Maury Writing Award
225th Anniversary of Franklin, TN

Application:
Scan the QR Code Below

or Click Here

https://www.surveymonkey.com/r/MG6VSNY

