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Pre-production: ___/20%
	
	Excellent
	Good
	Fair
	Needs Improvement

	Written Proposal (5)
	-well researched

-original ideas

-clear target audience

-conceptually solid (significance of topic clear)
(5)
	-some research

-creative ideas

-good concept (significance explained)

-general allusion to audience (4)
	-ideas from personal view only

-good presentation though topic lacks originality

-significance of topic generalized. Needs depth.
(3)
	-no research

-concepts vague or extremely cliché

-lacks information 
(1-2)

	Written Narrative (15)
	-(3-4 paragraphs) objective narrative/commentary

-topic well-researched (3-4 scholarly references provided)

-broken down into logical chapters/ concepts (3-4) that allow story to build up    

-original perspective

-relevance of canadiana strong.

(15)
	- (1-2 paragraphs) objective narrative/commentary

-good research (2-3 scholarly references provided)

-broken down into chapters/concepts (1-2)

-compelling story with some originality

-canadiana understood
(12-14)
	-narrative/commentary prepared

-story shows some development though it could use more refinement

-more research required (references not necessarily scholarly)

-story is somewhat cliché –-significance of contribution to Canada unclear
(10-12)
	-narrative & commentary need key improvements

-story lacks depth and/or refinement

-research subjective or not referenced

-contributions to Canada not clearly portrayed or important details omitted.
(1-10)

	TOTAL
	
	
	
	


Production: ___/30%

	
	Excellent
	Good
	Fair
	Needs Improvement

	A-roll & B-roll visuals / media
(15)
	-Excellent variety of A-roll (10+ per chapter)

-excellent variety of B-roll (10+ per chapter)

- acquired video footage

-quality of all media excellent (i.e., sharp images / clear video)

-All a-roll & b-roll media acquired is relevant to the narrative.

-excellent titles/credits produced
-excellent use of various sources (e.g., Internet, books, etc)

(15)
	-good variety of A-roll footage (7-9 per chapter)

-good variety of B

roll material (7-9 per chapter)

-effort made to acquire video footage

-quality/resolution of media generally good (85%+)

-significant majority of a-roll/b-roll media relevant to the narrative

-good quality of titles/credits (12-14)
	-little variety of A-roll (5-7 per chapter)

-little variety of B-roll (5-7 per chapter)

-70-85% of a-roll/b-roll media is of good quality

-70-85% of a-roll/b-roll visuals relevant to the narrative (i.e., does not detract).

-titles and credits produced, though too simple.
(10-12)
	-very little a-roll visuals acquired (less than 4)

-very little b-roll footage acquired (less than 4) 

- the quality of the images acquire is poor (i.e., low resolution/ pixilated)

-35% or more of the images used are not clearly relevant and detract from the professionalism of the documentary.

-titles/credits poor, too simple, or non-existant. (1-10)

	Audio
(10)
	-quality of audio narrative is clear

-levels according to audio meters between -6 and -12

-no static or echo in audio

-clear reading: appropriate emphasis and inflection, no stuttering or hesitation. Evidence of numerous takes. 

-tempo of read is perfect

 (10)
	-quality of audio narrative is good

-levels according to audio meters between -6 and -12

-no static or echo in audio

-good reading: some emphasis/inflection in voice used. Generally, seamless read. 

-evidence of multiple takes, improvements needed. 
-tempo slightly off (8-9)
	-quality of audio narrative is fair: 

· Levels not always in ideal range

· Some impedance evident (static, tunnel echo, etc)

· reading clear though may be monotone or demonstrate breaks/hesitiations
-tempo too fast

(7)
	-quality of audio is poor: voice is unclear, peaks with distortion or is scratchy 

-monotone read, stutters prevalent, needs to be re-recorded
-tempo extremely fast. No breaks.

(1-6)

	Music
(5)
	-excellent composition with a wide variety of movement that matches transition in storyline
(5)
	-good use of music. Composition is rich, though variety could improve (doesn’t necessarily flow with video at all times) (4)
	-musical composition is fair. The music adds to the presentation, though variety is somewhat limited and tone is frequently not relevant. (3)
	-musical composition is limited. Repetitive loop of short composition introduces too much repetition.
(1-2)

	TOTAL
	


Post-production: ___/25%

	
	Excellent
	Good
	Fair
	Needs Improvement

	Video editing
(10)
	-flawless editing

-transitions effectively used in a consistent manner

-zoom movement applied on all pictures with consistent timing

-alignment, timing and relevance of media sources excellent

(10)
	-good editing

-transitions generally used in a consistent manner

-zoom movement applied on most slides with fairly consistent timing

-alignment, timing and relevance of media sources was generally good. (8-9)
	-fair editing

-transitions used and some zooming effects, though movement could be improved

-alignment of media assets fair (some jump cuts)
-relevance of assets fair, though numerous improvements (40%+) could be made. (7)
	Poorly edited. Timing inconsistent, transitions inconsistent. Very few zooms used. Looks like a rushed job or a lack of editing knowledge.
(1-6)

	Audio editing
(10)
	-excellent fade outs of music as audio narrative fades in.

-music and voice clear at appropriate moments and perfectly relevant throughout
(10)
	-good fade outs of music as audio narrative fades in (and vice-versa).

-music and voice generally clear at appropriate moments and generally relevant throughout (8-9)
	-fading in and out of audio narrative and music attempted. Narrative is somewhat clear, though adjustments still required. 

-some jump cuts evident
-use of audio assets used in a relevant manner most of the time (7)
	Poorly edited. 

Timing inconsistent, transitions inconsistent. Sounds like a rushed job.
(1-6)

	Software fluency
(5)
	-refined techniques produced using advanced editing techniques (rubber bands, multiple tracks, locking, transitions, effects, etc.) -expert use of various software tools

(e.g., quality of editing evidenced in use of audacity, garageband, Final Cut, etc.) 

(5)
	-good knowledge of essential editing components (rubber bands, multiple tracks, locking, transitions, effects, etc.)

-good knowledge of various software tools reflected in combined use of assets (4)
	-fair knowledge exhibited through the use of some techniques (rubber bands, multiple tracks, locking, transitions, effects, etc.)

-use of most software tools good, though one or two tools could use improvement
(3)
	-knowledge of  editing techniques requires major improvements

-use of various software tools exhibits limited knowledge. Improvements in basics required in at least a couple of tools.
(1-2)

	TOTAL
	


Final Production: ___/10%

	
	Excellent
	Good
	Fair
	Needs Improvement

	Aesthetics
(5)
	The final production is presented in a compelling and unique manner. Creativity is professional and well suited to the desired audience. Good pace. (5)
	The final production is presented in a generally  professional, compelling manner. Pace good, though improvements needed. (4)
	The final production is presented in a semi-professional manner. At times it is somewhat bland. Pace varies too much (3)
	The final production looks and feels amateurish. 
(1-2)

	Content
(5)
	From pre-production to post-production, the story line is compelling and demonstrates advanced critical thinking and task commitment.
(5)
	From pre-production to post-production, the story line is compelling and demonstrates good critical thinking and hard work in pursuit of the final story. (4)
	From pre-production to post-production, the story line is interesting, though it may be a topic that is common. The depth of the story could have been improved. (3)
	From pre-production to post-production, the story lacked originality and conviction. There was little information and the flow lacked consistency and depth. (1-2)

	TOTAL
	


Effort/collaboration/organization: ___ /15%
	
	Excellent – (90-100%)
	Good (80-90%)
	Fair (70-80%)
	Needs Improvement (60-70%)

	Effort (5)
	Invested additional time to perfect work (i.e., after school, break. Sought advice and made changes) (5)
	Consistently put in the time required to produce quality work (4)
	Basic effort invested to complete work, though improvements needed). Did not always use class-time productively (3)
	Did not invest any significant effort to complete or produce a quality assignment. Frequently off task. (1-2)

	Collaboration (5)
	Communicated well with partner and took on additional load to support group project. Provided help to other groups. (5)
	Communicated well with partner and shared workload evenly. (4)
	Overall, contributed a fair amount to the groups’ project, though slightly less than their partner. (3)
	Allowed partner to essentially do the bulk of the work. Did not complete their assigned chapters. (1-2)

	Organization (5)
	-met all pertinent deadlines 

-always used classtime effectively

-pre-production work: essay is well-organized according to Styleguide conventions. Ideas flow well.

-production: files organized in logical folders (chapters, type of media, etc.). Folders/ files not on server.

-post-production: completed rough draft ahead of schedule so that final draft could be polished on time. (5)
	-met most pertinent deadlines

-generally on task during class

-pre-production: essay organized. Generally follows Styleguide. Ideas flow well.

-production: files organized in logical folders (chapters, type, etc). though some files on network.

-post-production: completed rough draft and final draft, though additional time could be used to improve work. (4)
	-met most pertinent deadlines, though some minor lags evident

-generally focused, though did not always use class time productively

-pre-production: essay somewhat organized, though styleguide conventions not always observed

-production: some organizational structure in folders, though numerous files located in different places

-post-production: final product looks like draft. (3)
	-missed deadlines

-non-effective use of time/frequently distracted 

-pre-production: essay lacks structure/depth

-production: files/folders not well organized

-post-production: final draft looks like incomplete rough draft.

(1-2)



	TOTAL
	


