Case studies illustrating the usefulness of the quality
monitoring framework set out in chapter one of The Future
of Quality News Journalism: a cross-continental analysis

The material that is produced below is still under development and may be modified
when the final draft is produced shortly.

a) Introduction
This set of case studies has two main purposes.

First, to provide examples of how the quality monitoring framework outlined in
chapter one might be applied to online news stories of quality mainstream news
providers.

Second, to provide some representative sample evidence of the quality of the hard
news provision of some of the best of the mainstream news providers. This is
intended to back up the case for their continuing importance that is made within the
bonus chapter (available only online at: HTTP://CLOK.UCLAN.AC.UK/7824)

There are several things that it is important to emphasise.

First, as chapter one makes clear, the preferred means of quality assessment would be
via the kind of expert/professional panels outlined and suggested there. This should
enhance the rigour of the evaluative process in so far as several pairs of expert eyes
are likely to pick up inconsistencies in the application of that process in a way that
would not be possible for one. Given that such panels do not yet exist to apply it and
that the purpose here is mainly illustrative, the evaluations have been made by the
author alone. That means that they should be treated with greater caution than had
they been panel produced, but providing that is remembered it does not detract from
their illustrative value.

For the purposes of transparency and the need to provide readers with enough
information to help them cross-check the judgments for themselves if they so wish,
concise sample reasons are provided at the end of each piece as to why the individual
quality ratings have been arrived at. It has to be emphasised that they are for
illustrative purposes only and it would be expected that panel evaluations would be
more detailed, given the greater level of human resources available for the exercise.

It is of course important to remember that where online news is concerned and various
bits of key explanation, context, etc. have been provided in earlier reports or
commentaries relating to an on-running story, then it is quite legitimate for journalists
to avoid unnecessary and possibly wearing repetition (for those who have read the
stories before) by not recapping on such content. The advantage of online is that they
can instead provide links to the reports/commentaries in which such content was
covered for the benefit of those who have joined a story at a mid point in its coverage.




As pointed out in chapter one, where such content has been provided earlier then the
quality ratings applied to later stories can take into account the quality of the previous
coverage as well, indicating that this is the case by placing the relevant ratings in
brackets. However, it is important that the later coverage includes links to the earlier
coverage, otherwise readers joining an on-running story part way through its cycle
will not be aware of it. For this reason, evaluations of the sample pieces do not take
into account earlier coverage that readers are not made aware of via appropriate links
when rating the quality of material included within the various analytical categories
that are applied to the content.

It would of course be possible to use the quality evaluation framework to arrive at
overall quality ratings for each story by simply adding up each individual category
rating and dividing the result by six. While the author has no objection to this being
done, it is not the approach that is adopted in the case studies for the simple reason
that the author believes that it is more useful to look at the individual category ratings
to identify more precisely the areas of weakness that need to be addressed. It should
also be remembered that different types of story, commentary etc. will require
different amounts of context, explanation, etc. This should automatically be taken into
account when deciding on ratings for each category area and this is the case in the
case studies that follow.

Finally, in order to provide readers with a quick recap on how the framework is
actually applied to produce the colour coded case studies that follow, the relevant
section from chapter one is reproduced below in edited form.

b) An edited summary of the quality monitoring framework outlined
in chapter one

The framework is based on five C’s and one A. The A is accuracy. Accuracy
requires proper sourcing and verification and arguably the range of sources used
should not be decided purely on a numerical basis, but wherever possible should
reflect the range of voices on an issue, or at the very least those which are
representative of the key arguments and concerns.

The first of the five Cs is comprehensibility. The writing and/or audio/visual
story construction must be of a high enough quality in terms of logical structure and
the clarity of exposition for the news report to be readily comprehensible to
readers/listeners/viewers of the average to high level of intelligence or education
(bearing in mind that many people can be of a high level of intelligence, but
disadvantaged in things like the tradition of news accessing as a result of
social/educational deprivation) that would be the range of the expected audience for
quality news journalism.

The second is context. There must be sufficient context, either within the
report itself, or across the range of related running reports/backgrounders, to enable
the audience to see the issues that are raised in the story within the key contexts —
whether these be economic, political, historical, cultural, or whatever — that are
necessary for their understanding.



The third is causality. The story must convey to the reader, in a well explained
manner, the key and most likely causal factors at work within the events and/or issues
reported, insofar as they can reasonably be known at the time of the report being filed.

The fourth is comparativeness. Key issues are poorly covered if they are
reported within only one ‘ideological prism’ when others of a practical, logical and
well-constructed nature are available which could offer the reader alternative ways of
viewing the matters at the heart of the report for comparative purposes. The example
of judging the US and UK economies within the German vision of free market
economics and not only the Anglo-Saxon model, is appropriate.

The fifth is comprehensiveness. A useful evaluation of the range of questions
monitored across a story’s life and development can be made by relevant specialist
correspondents, and professionally or academically qualified members of the
audience. They can assess the extent to which the key questions and issues relating to
a topic in the news have been covered across the range of its coverage. It would be
worth exploring whether retired correspondents, together with interested academics,
etc. would be interested in helping set up and participate in web panels dedicated to
the monitoring of representative samples of stories from quality news producers,
covering such issues as comprehensiveness. Our initial soundings suggest that there
would be interest in this idea.

Checking for the five C’s and one A — colour coded content analysis

The colour coded content analysis system explained below is an approach borrowed
from the matrix mentioned in chapter one and simplified for the more modest human
and financial resource scale envisaged here. It is in essence a system of colour
highlighting, plus simple scoring, which allows those using it to see quickly and
easily the approximate amount of each of the five above criteria that are present in
any ongoing story that is being monitored.

Some examples (in colour) of how it would work are provided shortly. As will be
seen from these examples, the colour coding system would work hand in hand with a
simple numerical coding system. In the case of these sample case studies, the amount
of context within each story would be shaded in turquoise to give a crude but
nevertheless usefully indicative and highly visual picture of the extent of its presence,
using the simple word/sentence shading facility available on MS Word programmes.
The extent to which adequate context was provided for the average audience member
(as judged via existing audience research for the news provider concerned) would be
indicated by a scoring of 1 to 6, with 1 denoting an unacceptably low provision of
context and 6 an excellent provision. The scoring would be marked in turquoise bold
large superscript at the end of each individual piece. Where adequate context had been
provided by an earlier report in a continuing story the score would be raised to reflect
that, but put in brackets to alert the reader to the fact that this is a judgment that
relates to quality across the range of the coverage and not just within the individual
report. A scoring for comprehensibility using the same sliding scale of 1 to 6, with 1
representing an unacceptably poor performance and 6 an excellent one, would also be
made in bold large superscript at the end of each report, this time in blue.



Similarly, sentences including explanations of relevant causal factors would be
highlighted in green. The adequacy of the quality of the causal explanations, in terms
of coverage of an adequate number of possible causes in a well explained manner,
would be indicated again by the use of the 1-6 scale in large superscript bold, this
time obviously in green, at the end of the story.

The same approach would be used for the remaining Cs. With regard to
comparativeness, the 1-6 scale would be used to indicate the extent to which the
alternative key ideological prisms through which a story might be viewed have been
included across the range of a topic’s coverage. In this case the colour coding would
be in yellow, with the content containing alternative prisms being highlighted in this
colour, as well as the overall rating at the end. Finally, in relation to
comprehensiveness, the same scale would be used to assess the extent to which key
questions and issues relating to a topic in the news have been raised across the range
of a story’s coverage and the colour used in this case would be purple. Again each key
question would be highlighted in this colour at the point where it appears in the story.

As with context, where adequate degrees of any of the above have been
provided across the range of on-running coverage of a story, then, in instances where
their presence in an individual story is limited, the overall quality reading could be
inserted at the end of the piece, but again in brackets to make it absolutely clear that
the judgment is based on the coverage as a whole, not the single item.

As far as accuracy, is concerned any inaccuracies should be both underlined
and highlighted in red. The quality assessment of the sourcing should, wherever the
nature of the issue makes it appropriate in quality terms, include a rating for the extent
of the representative range of the sourcing which should be provided in the usual way
(a scoring on the basis of 1-6) at the end of the report and highlighted in orange.

To revisit briefly the issue raised above as to who would be best placed to
make the judgments in each of the above cases, if the resources of relevant news
producers were available in-house to do a number of random samples across the range
of their coverage on a monthly basis, for example, then this would at least give an
indicative picture of the quality of coverage being provided that would be useful both
for the self-monitoring of quality standards and for using in response to criticisms of
the news producers’ quality levels from outside. However, unless the range of staff
willing and able to do this job effectively is reasonably large, as is the case generally
at the BBC, there would be problems with the credibility of the results. In smaller
organisations, and most have been ‘downsizing’ in the face of the economic
challenges of recent years, there would be a strong likelihood of the producers of the
reports having a significant role in judging themselves and not spotting things that
they had left out or done poorly for the same reasons that they didn’t see them or
cover them adequately in the first place. For this reason ideally the judging would be
done by the kind of independent web panels suggested above, comprised of retired
leading correspondents, academics etc. working in conjunction with the industry,
either on a voluntary independent basis, or on a funded basis that avoids any
dependent or interest based link with individual news producers. Another possible
model would be an organisation such as fullfact, funded by charities such as the
Rowntree Trust, overseen by a cross party body of people experienced in making
relevant professional judgments and with a small but effective staff to do the ‘donkey



work”’ (fullfact.org a 2013). To give the exercises some attractiveness in terms of
traditional media industry ways of doing things, the latter two models could be tied in
to an awards scheme, the ‘news Oscars perhaps, that is specifically linked to the
judgments that they produce. The question of who should fund such a scheme is a
matter of debate, but the prestige accruing to those who might fund it as a result of
their name being publicly attached to the awards may well be tempting for some.

There is no way of producing absolutely ‘objective’ judgments regarding the
one A and the five Cs, for all the reasons that have been exhaustively rehearsed within
the literature relating to the inevitable presence of subjectivity within qualitative
judgments (see Bogart 2004, for example). However, what can be done is to ensure
that those judgments are as rigorously and as transparently arrived at as possible.
Those providing the quality ratings would need to make available the rationale behind
their judgments so that those with the expertise and interest necessary for the
provision of cross-checking would be able to interrogate and independently evaluate
the data and its quality.

¢) The sample case studies — 9,446 words of news stories and concise
summary analysis

David Cameron needs more than a
clique of four to succeed

Andrew Rawnsley

The Tory leader promises to restore cabinet government. There's no evidence he will
do so from the way he runs things now

o The Observer, Sunday 15 March 2009

Eight members of the shadow cabinet sat down for a private breakfast the other day
with three former heads of the civil service. Over the orange juice, Lords Butler,
Wilson and Turnbull, successive cabinet secretaries between 1988 and 2005, offered a
tutorial on power to the hungry Tories. Having little experience of government in
some cases, and none at all in most, the Conservatives were keen to learn.

Thethree wise men of Whitehall wanted to impress on the neophyte Tories the
imperative to restore proper systems of government after years in which Tony Blair
ruled from his sofa followed by the equally centralised habits of the even more
controlling Gordon Brown. "You need to respect the organogram of the civil service,"
Robin Butler told them. "You also need to respect the organogram of politics.” By this
he meant that he hoped that the cabinet, so often treated as a redundant item of
furniture under Blair and Brown, would once more become the forum for decision-
making when the Conservatives got their hands B’ pOWer:

The Blair cabinet had no influence over either the bad decisions of his years - such as
the Millennium Dome - or the good ones - such as independence for the Bank of
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His instincts,
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Sample reasons for the above ratings: The quality of explanation is rated as
five on the grounds that the journalist constructs a solid, well argued case using
well marshalled arguments and evidence. Within the parameters set by the
article’s title and agenda, the range of questions and issues covered is tightly
focussed but appropriately so and is rated as five. There is a degree of coverage
of alternative ideological perspectives regarding the core concerns of the article
and it is of sufficient quality and quantity to merit an adequate but not
outstanding rating of four. The context is rated as five because it is detailed and
based obviously on first hand insider experience. Accuracy is rated as four
because while there is sufficient high quality sourcing for an adequate analysis of
the situation at the heart of the piece, it would have to extend notably beyond it
for a more representative picture to be presented. Finally, the comprehensibility
of the piece merits a rating of six because it is written with a high degree of
clarity.

It's the Tory party ... but not as we knew
them

Voters will recognise the pledge to cut welfare, but the opposition to big retail and the
green agenda are new. With a Cameron government now a real possibility, Nick
Mathiason reports on Conservatives' changing attitudes

o Nick Mathiason
The Observer, Sunday 10 May 2009



http://www.theguardian.com/profile/nickmathiason
http://www.theguardian.com/profile/nickmathiason
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Though generously funded by hedge fund financiers, spread betting tycoons and a
Belize-connected billionaire, David Cameron has devoted a large part of his four
years as leader of the Conservatives to distancing the party from big business. Now,
as Gordon Brown's administration limps towards an election that must be held by
June 2010, business wants to get closer to the Tories again.

With the party's coffers awash with City cash, major consultancies are enthusiastically
supplying secondments to key Conservative figures. Heading the queue is the Boston
Consulting Group, where shadow climate change and energy minister Greg Clark
used to work.

Boston has supplied staff to Francis Maude, head of the Tories' implementation unit,
as well as to shadow chancellor George Osborne and schools minister Michael Gove.
Other advisers making a beeline to the Tories include PricewaterhouseCoopers and
Grant Thornton.

In the past month, business leaders have recognised that the toxic combination of
Damian McBride's leaked emails, the row over the Gurkhas, and public alarm at the
size of the UK's debt following the budget means a Tory victory in the next election is

all but certain.

Now business wants to know what the Conservatives will do with power.

Dominating the next government will be the massive deficits that have to be
narrowed. "If you look at the yawning chasm in the public finances, people want to
know: Will the Conservatives face up to it?" said a senior business figure very close
to the party. "The national emergency in public funding will be a catalyst for a rethink
of what people see as untouchable. It will be time for a structural rethink about the
cost
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Speculation is mounting that even if the Tories win the general election, George
Osborne would not be chancellor and Cameron would give the job to the more
experienced William Hague.

The fate of Ken Clarke is unclear. The former chancellor, currently shadowing
business secretary Peter Mandelson, will turn 70 in July 2010 and has not committed
to being a front-line minister, but his potential earnings in the private sector if the
Conservatives win the next election would rocket. A case of a Tory cosying up to big
business - just like the old days.



The blues' money team: from big beast to small firms
George Osbourne, shadow chancellor

As the long-time friend and confidant of David Cameron, Osborne was given his pick
of shadow cabinet posts in 2005 and chose the Treasury. Back then, when the
economy was boring, it looked as though his biggest challenge would be deciding
how soon a new Conservative government would have squeezed enough from public
spending to afford tax cuts. These days, the economy is where the action is - and if
Osborne does end up as chancellor, he will face a titantic battle to bring the public
finances back under control.

In his thirties and the son of a baronet, Osborne suffers from the criticism that he is
privileged and inexperienced, and, unlike his LibDem counterpart Vince Cable, an
economist, lacks specialist expertise for the job. However, he is given ballast by a
solid team of advisers, including economists from the Bank of England and Institute
for Fiscal Studies and has grown into the role. He makes shrewd moves such as the
decision to announce that a Tory government would tax high-earning "non-
domiciles", a decision quickly aped by Alistair Darling. Labour's alarm at Osborne's
growing credibility was evident from the fact that he was a target in the smear
campaign being plotted by No 10 adviser Damian McBride, before he was forced to
resign.

Kenneth Clarke, shadow business secretary

Wheeled out to face the newly rehabilitated Lord Mandelson on the business beat in
January, the affable Clarke, who will be 70 next year, is the epitome of a Tory "big
beast". He was the last Conservative chancellor, but also had serious ministerial
experience at education, health and the home office, something few current Tory
frontbenchers can claim. David Cameron has decided he's willing to trade off the
advantages of having a heavyweight on the front line against the vocal euro-
enthusiasm that helped to lose Clarke three bids to lead his party.

He dismayed colleagues when he dropped a heavy hint that George Osborne's
populist pledge to raise the inheritance tax threshold to £1m might have to be
abandoned in the face of the recession. Clarke was forced to recant and has since toed
the party line more strictly.

Insiders shrug their shoulders and say "Ken's Ken" - though they admit that when
bright sparks at central office come up with a whizzy new scheme for cutting
government spending or tackling recession, Clarke harrumphs: "We tried that in 1993,
and it didn't work!". He has said a new Conservative government would pursue an
"extremely pro-business agenda".

Philip Hammond, shadow chief secretary to the Treasury
Hammond's job traditionally deals with tax and spending and fits neatly with his

diligent manner. But with a background in business, he has taken a growing role in a
broader range of industrial and economic policies during the crisis.
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Last week alone, for example, he noisily condemned City minister Lord Myners for
trying to wash his hands of the fiasco over Sir Fred Goodwin's pension, refused to
confirm whether the Conservatives would back the crucial Crossrail infrastructure
project in London if they were elected, and clashed with Yvette Cooper over the
details of last month's budget.

He is widely expected to be given a cabinet post if the Tories win the election. In an
age of government austerity, he would join Osborne in combing through public
expenditure plans in search of cuts, helping to take some of the heat from the young
chancellor. MP for Runnymede and Weybridge since 1997, Hammond is a low-key
parliamentarian, but has begun to score points against Labour's floundering ministers
as the economic outlook has deteriorated.

Mark Prisk, small business spokesman

Prisk ran his own business - a marketing consultancy - for a decade, before being
elected as MP for Hertford and Stortford in 2001. His job is to focus on small
business, and he's keen to project a less hard-nosed image than the devil-take-the-
hindmost stereotype of "nasty party” Conservatives. He talks about nurturing
manufacturers, encouraging apprenticeships and creating the right environment for
business success - though is less forthcoming on detail.

He recently returned from a trip to Silicon Valley and is an evangelist for free-and-
easy American-style entrepreneurial capitalism. He also spends time delving into the
minutiae of government policy on business, monitoring where new regulations are
costing firms money, for example.

As a student, Prisk campaigned against nuclear disarmament and chaired the youth
wing of the cross-party group Peace Through Nato.
Heather Stewart

Tories and big business: a brief history

* Margaret Thatcher arrived in Downing Street determined to shrink the size of the
state. In 1982, Amersham - maker of radioactive substances for use in medicine and
industry - became her first privatisation. Many more followed, including British
Telecom, British Gas and BP.

* In 1984, Thatcher took on striking mineworkers in a bitter, year-long industrial
dispute - and won.

« Banks and City investment firms were set free of many controls in a frenzy of
deregulation, culminating in the so-called Big Bang, in 1986 - and arguably, laying
the groundwork for the financial services mega-boom that eventually led to the credit
crunch.

* Top rates of income tax were slashed, from 83% in 1979 to 40% by 1997, to
encourage "wealth creators".



* Struggling nationalised carmaker British Leyland was propped up with government
funds for almost a decade until Thatcher finally sold it to BAE in 1988.

* John Major's contribution to the flood of privatisations was to carve up Britain's rail
system, creating Railtrack, which lurched from one crisis to another, before being
renationalised by Labour in 2001.

* Occasionally, the relationship with business got too close for comfort - as in the
"cash-for-questions™ affair, when several MPs, including Neil Hamilton, were accused

. . . 4665
of accepting money to influence parliamentary debate. °

Sample reasons underlying the above ratings: the context provided within
this piece is excellent in terms of its breadth and depth of detail and relevance
and is given a rating of six. The quality of explanation within the piece is not up

to the same standard and is rated as an adequate but not outstanding four. There
is a reasonable amount of explanatory detail across the piece, but some of it is of
a rather basic nature. In terms of the nature of the piece and what is and is not
relevant to it, the comprehensiveness of the questions and issues raised is of a
high standard and is given a rating of six. It is also very clearly written and merits
a six for comprehensibility also, although had the quality of explanation been just
a little weaker this would have downgraded the rating to five. Accuracy is rated as
four. It is unclear precisely where the sourcing is coming from in parts of this
piece and the reader has to rely on the journalist’s reputation for being well
sourced rather more often than might be regarded as desirable. Given that the
piece is simply and declaredly focussing on what the Conservatives at the time
might do if they got into power, competing ideological perspectives are irrelevant
in this case and it is for this reason that no rating is given.

Why do Trident submarines have to be replaced?
WHO, WHAT, WHY?
The Magazine answers...

The government plans to spend up to £20bn designing and building a new class of submarines to
carry the Trident missile system in a process that will take 17 years.

In the US, there are plans for the equivalent submarine, the Ohio class, to extend its life from 30
years to over 40 years.

For

possible.
Risky

The officials
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low cost."

Story from BBC NEWS:
http://news.bbc.co.uk/go/pr/fr/-/1/hi/magazine/6454273.stm

Published: 2007/03/15 13:06:31 GMT

© BBC 2013

Sample reasons for the above ratings: context is rated at four on the grounds
that the material that is provided is of an adequate standard within the defined
parameters of the article, but it would have needed a little bit on the wider
context of the relevant debate outside of those parameters if it was to be rated as
six. Explanatory quality is rated as 5 because the level of explanation for the
most part is very good, but the piece would have benefited from a little bit more
explanatory detail with regard to some of the technical arguments to make them
more easily understandable to the lay reader. The overall quality in terms of
comprehensibility is rated at 5 for the same overlapping reason. The quality in
terms of the comprehensiveness of the coverage of key relevant questions and
issues is rated as four because, while the defined parameters of the piece
necessarily confine its discourse to a narrow field within the main body of the
discussion, it would have benefited from a very brief summary of why the Trident
replacement issue is so controversial for those who are not fully up to speed with
the debate. Accuracy is rated as four on the basis of an adequate range of
sources which would have needed to be broader if excellence was to be achieved.
Competing ideological perspectives are rated as zero because they are absent
when it could be argued that they need to be at least briefly mentioned in the
opening paragraphs if readers who are not fully up to speed with the debate over
Trident are to understand what is meant by the content of paragraph one.

Story from BBC NEWS:
http://news.bbc.co.uk/go/pr/fr/-/1/hi/magazine/6454273.stm

Published: 2007/03/15 13:06:31 GMT

© BBC 2013



Is the voting system fair?
Feature

By Brian Wheeler

BBC News political reporter

1

Confidence

“ It is hard not to feel a little
self-conscious when you are
standing next to the mayor of
London in your stocking feet %%

A tale of two constituencies
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http://news.bbc.co.uk/1/hi/uk_politics/vote_2005/have_your_say/4489295.stm

Sample reasons underlying the above ratings: the amount of context is adequate for a general piece on this
topic and is rated as four, but it lacks the extra detail that would be necessary for an excellent rating. This is due,
among other things to the deficiencies identified below with regard to the quality of the explanation and the
provision of competing ideological perspectives. The quality of explanation again is adequate for the nature of the
piece, but lacks the thoroughness that would be necessary for an outstanding result. For example, no

real explanation is offered for why pollsters find it difficult to say what is happening in marginal constituencies
when they do national polls. The lay reader therefore is left puzzled as to why this is the case. The
comprehensiveness of the issues and questions raised merits a high rating of five, given the range of relevant
factors concisely raised. However, as far as mention of competing ideological viewpoints is concerned only a three
star rating can be given. This is due to the limited amount of space and analysis devoted to proportional
representation. Accuracy is rated as four on the basis of an adequate but not outstanding use and number of
sources. The piece is clearly written and merits a rating of five for comprehensibility. The deficiencies identified
in some of the explanatory detail prevent it from being six.

Cameron's Britain: Defence policy

By Caroline Wyatt
Defence correspondent, BBC News

The Conservatives claim the "military
covenant" is broken
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Carry out strategic defence review

Look after armed forces "better"

Make changes to equipment procurement



European defence

Falklands veteran Simon Weston has
advised the Tories
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Is America now the Weary Titan?

The world is changing for America, and thereby for Anglo-American relations, just as
it did when Britain was top dog in the late Victorian era

Follow Politics blog by email®**

As Gordon Brown polishes his shoes and his prose ahead of today's big speech in

Washington and his session with Barack Obama the London papers are full of it —as
the US papers will not be. It's the same when any foreign leader passes through the
Oval Office for the photo-op: big at home, small in DC.
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Sample reasons for the above quality rankings: the quality of explanation is
rated as four on the basis of its variable levels. In parts of the piece it is of a
reasonable level, based on historical examples, for instance, while in others the
explanations offered are of a rather flimsy nature, the most obvious example
being the reference to Penélope Cruz. The context is reasonably broad and
detailed within the necessary confines of the piece, but does not rise above a
rating of 4 for the same overlapping reasons of explanatory quality mentioned
above. The comprehensiveness of the range of issues and questions raised merits



a four star rating for being adequate within the context of the piece, but not
excellent for the simple reason that, for example, the downsides of the special
relationship are not really mentioned, whereas they could be judged to be
relevant to this piece, even if only mentioned in brief summary form. The
comprehensibility rating is five on the grounds of the article being very clearly
written, but less than completely perfect in its communication of key points
because of the explanatory weaknesses referred to above. The accuracy rating is
four on the basis of the relatively small number of sources directly quoted.
Historical sources are stated to have been used, but no indication is given as to
their reputation and reliability. With regard to competing ideological perspectives,
the relevant ideological perspectives associated with globalisation and the
competing focus of Europe are mentioned, but not delved into in any significant
detail, meriting a rating of 3, which is possibly a little generous.
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The'Gleneagies G8 summit was unusual in requiring leaders
to sign up to a series of specific measures.

British Prime Minister Tony Blair wanted to put the seal on
his "year for Africa", not with vague offers of goodwill, but
concrete measures.

When he launched his Commission for Africa report earlier
that year he said that the radical and costly package of
measures in it would now be British government policy.

A year on Britain remains committed, and even publishes a
monthly account of "milestones" achieved, but much more
remains
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Sample reasons underlying the quality rankings: the
explanatory quality of the piece is given a barely adequate

rating of 3 on the grounds of the lack of explanation of some
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key factors that are necessary if readers who are not fully
familiar with the issues are to understand why, for example,
the key wealthy states have found it so difficult to agree on
the various proposals for helping the poorer economies — the
fact that the US Congress and Angela Merkel’s German
government have been ‘diluting’ or ‘blocking factors’ for
some of the proposals is mentioned, but the reader is not
given any information as to why this is the case. There is
quite a lot of useful, relevant context, but this is given an
adequate but not outstanding rating of four because again of
the lack of the extra explanatory context referred to above.
Equally, while the number of key questions and issues raised
within the piece is adequate, meriting a rating of 4 for the
comprehensiveness of coverage of such matters, had a little
more explanatory context been provided more issues and
questions would have been identified. A rating of four is
given for the comprehensibility of the piece because it is very
well written with a high level of clarity, but the
communication of key points is undermined in places by the
above mentioned weaknesses. As far as the accuracy rating
is concerned, a barely adequate grade of 3 is given simply
because of the small number of sources used and the
skewing of too much focus on celebrity voices, without
guotes from some of the relevant political big hitters, or,
alternatively, their key officials or spokespeople. Finally, the
qguestions raised can be viewed very differently from the
point of view of competing ideological perspectives and as
these are not mentioned even briefly the rating in this regard

is zero.
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