[bookmark: _GoBack]JOUR 345 Evaluation of Final Story Pkg
Solutions Journalism
Due: Monday, Dec. 4
Points: 150 possible

Instructions:
You will turn in your work in a single Google doc. Please share editing access with your instructor and name that Google doc with your last name and the number of the story. For example, I would name my Google doc Smithstorypkg6. Please share this with my Elizabeth.smith@pepperdine.edu
Overview:
For this assignment, you have been partnered up with a colleague from JOUR 330. Together you will report on a topic that will demonstrate a Solutions Journalism approach. Although you will research and report on your topic together, each team member will turn in their own final story package.
Deliverables:
1. Long-form reporting: You will turn in a 2,000 words article (you can go a little under or a little over). You will be graded on the overall team reporting from a Solutions Journalism lens as well as the organization and writing style of your package
2. Photos: at least five still photos (inserted into the Google doc; together we will turn these into a slide show)
3.Infographs: Three infographs that focus on different solutions presented.
Remember an info graphic is a visual display of information, such as the Fusion tables or you can check some other free (and easy) tools such as these.
4.Video: You should have at least three video clips that should be concise soundbites from your reporting partner’s video package. Keep in mind these should be appropriate to use on social media and, therefore, should make sense on their own. Your partner will provide you with the edited clips but you should select these from what has been gathered.
5.Hyperlinks/Resources: Please include appropriate hyperlinks and embed any appropriate video (in addition to what has been shot and edited by your reporting partner)
6.Social Media: For this story package, you will use each of our social media platforms that we will have worked on this semester: Facebook, Twitter, Instagram and Snapchat.
a. Facebook: Three posts promoting your story (at least two of them with video)
b. Twitter: Demonstrate that you used Twitter in your reporting
c. Instagram: One in-depth post (summary post)
d. Snapchat: A video series
 



Teams and Topics
	Team Members
	Topic

	Allison Lee
Kayiu Wong
	Diversity GE Course

	Mikaela Bisson
Kelly Rodriguez
	Financial Literacy

	Julianna Lauro
Marisa Martin
	Over-committed students

	Kristin Vartan
Nicola Wenz
	Positive media (selfie doc)

	Duncan Hilby
Jennevieve Fong
	Drowsy Driving

	Alexa Garza Valencia
Mary Cate Long
	Loneliness at Pepp

	Gabby Gonta
Sofia Telch
	Shelter Animals

	Hansol Hwang
Logan Hall
	Parking at Pepp


 
 








Solutions Journalism Reporting Rubric (this is the common rubric used for both partners):
	 
	Unacceptable/Missing
(0-9 points)
	Developing
(10-12 points)
	Exemplary
(13-15 points)
	Comments

	Solutions Journalism Angle
 	/10
	The story only focuses on an issue or concern. It does not get to the solutions journalism level of reporting of problem-solving or a response or responses to an issue or concern. Story does not include the “how.”
	While the story offers appropriate and compelling responses to a problem, it doesn’t give greater attention to the responses and how the responses are being implemented. The actual problem or the leader/innovator responsible for the solutions carry more weight in the story. Limitations of the results are not fully presented.
	Problem-solving is at the center of the story. The story identifies and defines: 1) an issue or question of concern, 2) focuses in on an associated rigorous and compelling response or responses to it, 3) how the response is being implemented 4) and limitations of the results. The story in no way advocates for a particular response or over-states by offering THE solution to the issue/concern. The story conveys insight and or teachable lessons.
	 

	Depth of Reporting
  	/10
	Story doesn't scratch the surface. The problem is poorly defined and it fails to capture possible responses to it. The story blows solutions out of proportion and gives the audience no sense of context.
	The story fully defines an issue or question of concern but primarily offers obvious and commonly known responses to it. The story is missing one or more critical voice and some claims are overblown.
	Story digs beyond the surface-level to analyze a response or response(s) to an issue or question not commonly known. The story contains all sides of a response and provides space for voices on all sides to speak. (Or at least shows evidence all were offered that opportunity). Story includes angles that may not have been acknowledged before. Story offers insights as to how solutions can apply in other contexts; it is not overblown.
	 

	Sources
	Story has multiple problems with sources and use of quotes/SOTs. Sources are missing, sources are poor choices, sources do not add to the story. The reporters did not ask relevant questions or dig beyond surface- level questions.
	In more than one area the story is weak on sources, or uses boring quotes/SOTs that fail to capture any color, emotion or opinion. Sources may be second hand or poorly chosen. Students are missing a ground-level voice on the problem and the response(s).
 
	Story shows a breadth of knowledge and quotes multiple sources. Quotes/SOTs are colorful, telling, express emotion or capture an important opinion on the topic. Sources are first hand. Rather than only using far-away experts, the story draws on sources with ground-level understanding
Information on source credibility is included in the story.
	 

	Evidence of Results
	Story offers no evidence of results and/or effectiveness of responses or evidence is poorly analyzed or not accurate.  
	Addresses only the effectiveness of the possible solutions and does not thoroughly address limitations of missing evidence.
	Story presents compelling and verified evidence of results and/or effectiveness of responses. Story does not over-claim. When evidence is not available, it is acknowledged as a limitation of the story.
	 

	Narrative Quality
	The story does not develop any characters involved in working on responses to solve a problem.
	Although characters involved in the problem-solving effort are developed in the story, they do not drive it.
	Story builds tension and engagement
through a“howdunnit” narrative and/or focus on characters and their efforts to solve a problem.
	 


 
 

