
Knight COM 472 

COM 472 Digital Storytelling - Critical Analysis of Data Story – 20% course grade due during scheduled exam time 
 
How do we tell meaningful stories with data? Describe how your group designed an interactive narrative experience that tells a story featuring 
data. Use at least three scholarly resources from class to examine how your story engages your audience effectively. Use MLA formatting. You may 
use the key concepts of aesthetic engagement in your analysis to focus on how you designed an immersive experience for your audience. 
(Approximately 500 words). Some questions for consideration: 
 

• What is an effective interactive storytelling experience? 
• How can one design effectively to create an immersive experience for the user? 
• How can knowledge of aesthetic meaning-making inform design practices? 
• How can media be designed to be more meaningful to users/audiences? 
• How do audiences create sensory-based meaning through their experience? 
• What kinds of meaning can be made in the game/story? Why is this important? 
• Can we identify/describe/know/count the types of meaning? 
• Can people’s experience be different? The same? 

 
Response to Topic 
100-90% Sets up and responds fully to topic. Develops 
argument that takes account of complexities within and/or 
multiple perspectives on the problem, issue or question. 
Conveys sense of significance regarding issue—why it 
matters, for whom.  
89-80%Responds fully to the topic. Uses specifics to 
develop an argument that takes into account complexities 
and/or perspectives on the topic. Provides a broad sense 
of the significance regarding the issue.  
79-70%Responds generally to the topic. Demonstrates 
only minor development of argument that takes into 
account few complexities and/or perspectives on the issue. 
Sense of significance is trite or simplistic.  
69-0% Responds generally to the topic; demonstrates 
limited development of argument, which does not take into 
account perspectives other than the author’s. Sense of 
significance is trivial or missing. 
 
 Knowledge of Subject 
100-90% Demonstrates a detailed knowledge of course 
materials. Draws on variety of relevant texts (readings, 
videos). Brings support from these materials to develop 
arguments or illustrate points. Use of materials 
demonstrates writer has read carefully, thoughtfully, 
and with attention to interconnections 
89-80% Demonstrates knowledge of course materials. 
Draws on relevant materials to adequately 
support/develop points. Use of materials demonstrates 
writer has engaged documents but connections between 
documents are not fully articulated or explored. 
79-70% Demonstrates a general knowledge of the course 
materials. Relies almost exclusively on 
one, possibly two, textual supports. Use of materials 
demonstrates only a cursory reading of texts, making few 
connections between relevant ideas, events and 
documents. 
69-0% Demonstrates little knowledge of course materials. 
Makes generalizations that have minimal support within the 
texts, suggesting a superficial reading and providing limited 
development of connections. 
 
  
 
 

Analysis and Interpretation  
100-90% Analyzes, interprets and draws conclusions from 
course materials. Writer demonstrates critical engagement 
in the analysis as s/he considers implications, speculates, 
poses questions, examines assumptions. Well-selected 
quotations (and other uses of course materials) are 
explained and analyzed to show how these support the 
point the author is making 
89-80% Analyzes, interprets and draws conclusions from 
course materials. Writer demonstrates 
critical engagement in the analysis in which s/he considers 
implications, poses questions. Attempts to examine 
assumptions. Relevant quotations are not always explained 
fully, forcing the reader to fill in gaps. 
79-70% Analysis and interpretation are limited. Essay 
supplies minimal and/or sporadic critical 
engagement with course materials. Limited examination of 
assumptions and consideration of broader implications. 
Related quotations are dropped into essay, with little 
explanation and/or connection to points. 
69-0% Contains more summary than analysis. Conclusions 
may not be related to course materials. Avoids addressing 
broader implications. Quotations are dropped into essay 
with little or no explanation of relation to points. Or, much of 
the writing consists of quotations (excessive quotes). 
 
 Clarity, Organization, Style  
100-90% Thesis argues a specific position. Develops 
logically from point to point (flows). Language conveys 
meaning with precision and clarity. Provides appropriate 
documentation for sources. 
89-80% Thesis argues a clear position. Essay maintains 
focus and points flow logically from one to the next. 
Language may lapse, providing occasionally vague or 
imprecise meanings. 
79-70% Thesis argues a general position. Essay shifts 
focus and may contain gaps between points (awkward 
flow), assuming the reader will fill in any blanks. Language 
provides only a general sense of meaning.  
69-0% Thesis is either confusing or weak. Essay lacks 
clear focus and makes few points plainly. It contains few 
connections between points.  
 


