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Due Wednesday, September 20, 2017 
 

    Assignment #1 
• Students must read the book required for the grade which they will enter in the fall. 
• Students must also read at least one of the other books from the appropriate grade list. 

Assignment #2 
For each book, students must 

1. Complete a one paragraph summary of what each book is about. 
2. Write the “Lost” chapter of the book – What would the next chapter be? (3 – 5 

paragraphs)  

Grade 8 
Students will read one required book and one book from the list.  
 
Required: Chasing Lincoln’s Killer  The Search for John Wilkes Booth  by James L. Swanson  
 
Choose 1:  Fallen Angels by  Walter Dean Myers 
  Hush  by Jacqueline Woodson 
  Other Side of Truth  by Beverly Naidoo  

             Son of the Mob  by Gordon Korman  
 The Book Thief  by Markus Zusak  
 The Color of Water: A Black Man’s Tribute to His White Mother  by James McBride 
 Romiette and Julio by Sharon Draper                           

  

 
Assignment #3 
 

1. Read the articles that are assigned for your grade/topic. 
 

2. CENTRAL QUESTION:  
8th grade- Should student athletes get paid for playing college sports? 
Pick one side of the argument in this debate. Cite textual evidence from both articles 
to support the position of your choice.  You must use the graphic organizer to plan 
your essay and turn it in with your assignment. 
 

3. Persuasive Essay:  You must compose a 4-5 paragraph persuasive essay explaining 
your position. 
a. In your essay you must include an introduction, 2-3 body paragraphs, and a 

conclusion.  
b. Your essay must answer the central question.  



Article 1: 
NCAA: Why Student Athletes Should Be Paid for Achievements in 
College 
By  Joye Pruitt (Senior Analyst) on March 31, 2011 

on ESPN that has proved to be ever going as the popularity of the college game skyrockets. 
Players are beginning to feel taken advantage of because, to be frank, everyone else is 
getting paid. The announcers are getting paid and the coaches are being tossed tremendous 
amounts of money to guide these young men to their ultimate athletic achievements. 

Why shouldn’t they be paid? 

We, sports lovers or not, are so intrigued with the thought of these young men putting their 
hearts into every stride in a game due to their love for it. There is such a focus on 
prohibiting them from being rewarded too much for their successes that it blinds everyone 
to how much they actually deserve. When some of these players make their debuts onto 
campus courts and perform beyond what analysts and fans expected of them, universities 
benefit from their efforts. Athletes like Terrelle Pryor, who were penalized for trying to use 
their “celebrity” to assist their families, should not have to make the choice to either pursue 
their dreams or help their relatives survive.  

As much as the one-and-done trend may bother former players and coaches, the great 
achievers of college sports do not always make an exit right after their freshman year. 
Some evaluate their lives at and away from school to make the ultimate decision of whether 
they would like to continue their college careers or not. 

I do believe we all would see a dramatic drop in the freshman exit and an increase in the 
seasoned talent pool if there was some type of assistance and/or incentive to remain. 
Jemele Hill, a respected ESPN columnist, suggested on Twitter that the student athletes 
should be compensated by the NCAA setting up an escrow account with money they 
generate via licensing. That way, instead of having to decide between the board on who 
gets what, the market will decide the proper distribution of monies for each student athlete, 
just as it is done in the professional league. 

The NCAA could also pay the players based on their merit and performance in the game. 
This way the financial situation would not turn into a popularity contest. However, harder 
work ethic would be rewarded and student athletes who are maybe riding off of their 
stardom that preceded them in high school would be motivated to provide a better 
showcase of their contribution to the craft. Another stipulation that could be placed on 
paying students; this way, it could be that their grade point average stays above a 2.7 -
3.0—whichever the NCAA feels most appropriate. This would promote more academic 
excellence whereas most schools reward athletes for their athletic standing and turn the 
cheek when observing and evaluating how they are doing in classes. 

It provides an atmosphere of achievement in both fields which should be the goal of the 
NCAA in the first place. Many critics may say that paying students active in college sports 
would take away the value of the professional league, or take away the true meaning of the 
term student athlete. But, with so many people complaining about the quality of the game 
and kid’s lack of consideration for their education, these are a couple of solutions that can 
be explored in order to improve upon some very ancient NCAA rules. 

The nature of the game is changing and so are the stars being catapulted forward by it. If 
the NCAA does not find a way to keep up and stay in control of the crowd, there will be a 
complete obliteration of university level sports competition. Complete. 

 

http://bleacherreport.com/users/459362-joye-pruitt


Article 2: 
College athletes already have advantages and 
shouldn't be paid     by- Paul Daugherty 
 
For three years at the University of Cincinnati, I taught a class in Advanced Reporting to juniors 
and seniors interested in writing about sports for a living. We met late in the morning, plenty of 
time for 20-year-olds to shake the cobwebs from their brains and show up ready to learn. So it 
was disconcerting to see a few of them every semester arrive in my classroom and nod off. 
 
"Don't you like what I'm teaching?'' I'd ask. "Am I boring you? How can I help?'' Adjunct 
professors actually care about such things. 
"No, the class is good,'' is what I'd hear. "I had to work late last night.'' 
They'd be stocking supermarket shelves until 4 in the morning. They'd be tending bar. One 
worked as a security guard at an apartment building. They'd fall into bed six hours before they 
had to be in my class. 
I think about these kids now, whenever the siren sounds for college athletes to be paid. What 
about my students? What does it say to them? 
 
These were not people who asked to be paid to attend college. These were folks who paid for the 
privilege. And let's be clear: College is a privilege. It is earned, not bestowed. 
Some, in fact, are still paying. It's one thing to go to school for free and to leave free of debt. It's 
quite another to work your way through and depart with a five-figure yoke around your neck. 
Should college athletes be paid? Why? 
 
At the highest levels, here is what they endure. Here's some of the hardship involved if you are 
an athlete, attending a university for free: 
A four-year audition for prospective employers. Or three years, or two. Or basically, whenever 
you and your pro league of choice agree you've passed the audition. I don't know about you, but 
when I was a college junior, schlepping to town council meetings on Tuesday nights for my 
Journalism 301 class, no newspaper editor was there to praise my fascinating reporting on zoning 
changes in a residential subdivision. 
When you agree to a full, free ride at a university and you are a football or basketball player, you 
do so knowing that if you're good enough at what you do, you will get noticed. It's not as if you'll 
need to spend any time assembling a resume. Your game is your resume. 
You will burnish your resume while flying to away games, often in chartered jets, and staying in 
first-class hotels. If you play basketball, it's likely you will visit a tropical island at least once in 
your four, free years. If you play football, you could spend a week at a bowl site, where you will 
get nice gifts from the game's sponsors. 
Meantime, if scholarship is among your goals, there will be no shortage of attendants at your 
beck and call. You will have tutors and study tables. You will have coaches who assign 
managers to act as human alarm clocks, in the off chance you accidentally sleep late. In some 
places, you will be enrolled in classes designed to keep you eligible. You will have compliant 
and complicit professors, interested in the same thing. 
 
I was not a college athlete. I did not have tutors or study tables or anyone to make sure I went to 
class. If I earned an F, I got one. Scholarship was expected. It was, after all, what I was there for. 
Did I mention costs? 
 
It costs $57,180 to go to Duke. It's $31,946 to attend Butler. The University of Cincinnati, a 
public, urban place with lots of commuters, costs $24,942 if you're from out of state, which 



describes the bulk of football and basketball players. If you want to go to the University of 
Texas, and you're not a Texan, it's $35,776 a year. Many people who work full-time jobs don't 
make $35,776 a year. Some even have college degrees. 
 
This is a lot of money. It's the sort of outlay that keeps parents awake at 3 a.m. Unless, of course, 
you're the parent of an athlete on full scholarship, in which case you want to know why he or she 
isn't getting paid. 
So many advantages. If you are, say, a member of the men's basketball team at the University of 
Kentucky, you will have a job waiting for you after you graduate, assuming you do, even if you 
never get off of John Calipari's bench. Athletes have built-in connections non-athletes can only 
dream of. 
 
Athletes are not starving their way through four years of indentured servitude. They are not, god 
help us, "slaves.'' On most campuses, they're among the privileged classes. 
Solutions are everywhere lately, for the tragedy of having to play a sport to attend college. A few 
months ago, Sports Illustrated suggested that one way to pay football and basketball players is to 
bust down to club status other sports, men's sports mostly. That is: A swimmer is not as worthy 
to the school as a basketball player is. Even if he works as hard in the pool as the basketball 
player does in the gym. 
Swimmers routinely practice at 5 or 6 in the morning. John Chaney used to hold basketball 
practice at Temple at 6. He was regarded universally as an Old School martinet. 
 
SI's stance suggests college sports should be viewed entirely in an economic light: If you don't 
pay for yourself, you have to come up with money to finance the program. That devalues the 
effort of a non-revenue athlete. It also assumes football and basketball are universally profitable. 
That's not the case, especially with football. Not every school is Texas or Michigan or Ohio 
State. 
It also cuts against the grain of what we like to think college is about: Opportunity. We will give 
you the opportunity to play a sport. Unless it's football or basketball, that opportunity's going to 
cost you. 
Bob Knight once said the best argument against paying players is that it diminishes the value of 
an education. That's as true now as it has ever been. For every athlete demanding a paycheck, 
there are 10 deserving non-athletes who can't afford to walk in the door. To whom a college 
degree would mean more than a direct deposit every couple of weeks. 
Of course, things are out of whack now. Coaches' salaries are ridiculous. The hours athletes put 
in eliminate any semblance of college life. Parents should be able to take plane tickets and hotel 
rooms to see their kids play, without fear of NCAA blowback. 
Players should be able to afford the proverbial Friday night pizza. I'm not suggesting being a big-
time athlete should be any more of a challenge than being a big-time student. In some, very 
tangible ways, it's less of a challenge already. Just ask those kids in my class, trying to stay 
awake after working all night. 
 
 
Read More: http://sportsillustrated.cnn.com/2012/writers/paul_daugherty/01/20/no.pay/index.html#ixzz2U8quKHRs 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

http://sportsillustrated.cnn.com/2012/writers/paul_daugherty/01/20/no.pay/index.html#ixzz2U8quKHRs


Argumentative Essay Graphic Organizer 
 

Introductory Paragraph 
Hook the audience: 
 
Give a little background on the issue: 
 
Main Idea Sentence: 
 
 
 
 

Body Paragraph #1 
Reason #1 
 
List out your Evidence of Support 
 
 
 
 
 

Body Paragraph #2 
Reason #2 
 
List out your Evidence of Support 
 
 
 
 
 

Body Paragraph #3 
Counterclaim 
 
List out your Evidence of Support 
 
 
 
 
 

Conclusion Paragraph 
Restate Your Main Idea 
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