University of Oregon School of Journalism and Communication 
Instructor Kathryn Thier
J462: Solutions Journalism – Final Story rubric

You will receive two scores for this assignment: one for your content and one for your writing mechanics. Each is out of a possible 4.0. Stories submitted without source lists will not be graded.

The content score will be created by averaging the total scores for the content. It will count for 50 percent of your overall grade on this assignment. The writing mechanics score is worth 50 percent, too. (Proofread carefully several times. Run spell check. Proofread again. Have someone else read it. Read it out loud. Walk away from your computer and re-read it later. Print it out and read it.)


	
	Exceptional
	Experienced
	Capable
	Developing
	Beginner/Emerging
	Not Yet

	Lede
	Narrative/soft lede is appropriate to story topic, well-developed and gives reader sense of where story is headed/defines story
	Narrative/soft lede is mostly appropriate to story topic, well-developed and gives reader sense of where story is headed/defines story
	Narrative/soft lede is somewhat appropriate to story topic, partially developed and somewhat gives reader sense of where story is headed
	Disorganized lede and/or not relevant to story.
	






Partial success at Score 2.0 content, but major errors or omissions of score 3.0 content OR with help, partial success at 2.0 content and 3.0 content




















Partial success at Score 2.0 content, but major errors or omissions of score 3.0 content OR with help, partial success at 2.0 content and 3.0 content
	








Even with help, no success





















Even with help, no success

	Nut graf
	Nut Graf explains what the story is about (big picture) and why readers should care in a logical fashion – Focus is on the Why and the solution
	Content mostly explains what the story is about (big picture) and why readers should care in a logical fashion – Focus in on the Why and solution
	Content somewhat explains what the story is about (big picture) and why readers should care; organizational logic could be improved; solution included but not emphasized
	Nut graf is disorganized; explains more What and How rather than the Why; solution not included
	
	

	How solution works/response
	Story focuses on response, instead of a single person or group; response segments focus on the HOW; solution is plot-centric
	Story mostly focuses on response, instead of a single person or group; response segments mostly focus on the HOW; solution is mostly plot-centric
	Story somewhat focuses on response, instead of a single person or group; response segments somewhat focus on the HOW; solution is somewhat plot-centric
	Story is more about people responsible for solution rather than solution itself; reader doesn’t get sense of HOW solution actually works; solution bunched up in text
	
	

	Problem overview
	Explains problem at least briefly, sources cited
	Mostly explains problem at least briefly, sources cited
	Somewhat explains problem at least briefly, sources cited
	Explanation is disorganized AND sources not cited
	
	

	Evidence
	Lists known evidence for solution to date; includes quantitative and qualitative evidence as appropriate to solution
	Mostly lists known evidence to date; mostly includes quantitative and qualitative evidence as appropriate to solution
	Somewhat lists known evidence to date; somewhat includes quantitative and qualitative evidence as appropriate to solution
	Evidence is limited
	
	

	Insight
	Explains why this solution is different/what makes it work
	Mostly explains why this solution is different/what makes it work
	Somewhat explains why this solution is different/what makes it work
	[bookmark: _GoBack]Insight is not included
	
	

	Limitations
	Limitations are fact-based, specific, transparent and woven throughout text
	Limitations are mostly fact-based, specific, transparent and woven throughout text
	Limitations are somewhat fact-based, specific, transparent and woven throughout text
	Limitations are minimal or not present AND/OR bunched up in text
	
	

	Sourcing
	Sources “speak” to the Four Qualities; people affected by response are included; sources bring different perspectives; no source dominates; reporting from other news outlets attributed
	Sources mostly “speak” to the Four Qualities; people affected by response are included; sources bring different perspectives; no source dominates; reporting from other news outlets attributed
	Sources somewhat “speak” to the Four Qualities; people affected by response are included; sources bring different perspectives; no source dominates; reporting from other news outlets attributed
	Fewer than three sources AND/OR no * AND/OR no real person AND/OR reporting from other news outlets not attributed
	
	

	Structure 
	Story flows logically with each paragraph advancing the story; writing explains links between topic and sources/subjects; end provides closure/brings story full circle 
	Story mostly flows logically with each paragraph advancing the story; writing mostly explains links between topic and sources/subjects; end provides closure/brings story full circle
	Story somewhat flows logically with each paragraph advancing the story; writing somewhat explains links between topic and sources/subjects; end may provide closure/brings story full circle
	Story flow is illogical or disorganized AND/OR writing doesn’t explain links between topic and sources AND/OR end doesn’t provide closure
	
	

	Lack of advocacy
	Language is objective and doesn’t glorify subjects
	Language is mostly objective and doesn’t glorify subjects
	Language is somewhat objective and doesn’t glorify subjects
	Language consistently advocates for solutions
	
	



Scored Translation

	LEVEL
	SCORE TRANSLATION

	Exceptional
	Score 4.0

	Experienced
	Score 3.5

	Capable
	Score 3.0

	Developing
	Score 2.5

	Beginner/Emerging
	Score 2.0

	
	Score 1.0

	Not Yet
	Score 0.0




	Writing Mechanics Criteria

Basic Edit Examples
Spelling error, fragment, missing period, factual error, poor content

A (4.0): Exceptional 
You can make between zero and three advanced edits
B (3.0): Experienced
You can make four to seven advanced edits. Your work does not have basic errors. 
C (2.0): Developing
You can make eight to 11 edits (basic, advanced or both). If the work has a basic edit, it starts at a C. 

	

Advanced Edit Examples
Wordiness, weak verbs, passive voice, AP style, lack of strategic thinking, poor framing, organizational problems, comma placement, not following class format, lack of parallel structure 
(I will accept passive voice when the object is the emphasis of the sentence.) 

D (1.0): Emerging
You would need to make 12-15 edits (basic, advanced or both). If the work has at least two basic edits, it starts at a D. 
F (0.0): Not Yet
You need to make at least 16 edits (basic, advanced or both). 
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