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Why Study in Alberta

Video Contest
Judging Criteria
	Evaluation Questions
	Level 1
	Level 2
	Level 3
	Level 4

	1. How well was the

script developed? 

	No evidence of 
script.

Disconnected series

of scenes with no 

unifying story. No 

style or mood.
	Able to depict a script.

The video shows a

connected story but

style and mood do 

not suit the content.
	The video tells a 
story in a mood or

style which suits 

the content to pay

attention.
	Script is easily depicted
which suits the mood

and style of the content.

Story clear from

beginning to end.

	2. Was the use of 

actors/presenters/

animation appropriate?
	People are not doing

anything or did not

add to the value of

the video.
	Actors/presenters/

animation were 

necessary in

understanding the

video.
	Actors/presenters/
animation were 

active and assisted

in explaining the

video.
	Actors/presenters/

animation were 
appropriately used to

fully understand the 

message.

	3. Was the camera work
effective?
	Camera shots were 
shaky. Excessive

panning/zooming

that distracted the

viewer. 
	No shaky footage
(unless used as an

arts feel).  Pans, 
zooms appropriate but limited.  Subject in 
clear vision of the 
screen.
	Good shots, video 
steady. Close shots

appropriately used

to focus attention.

Good evidence of

composition (ratio

of image, line of 
gaze pans/tilts,

movements. 
	Excellent understanding
of camera work 

elements.  Story 

enhanced with 

appropriate creative

camera work and 

composition.

	4. Was the lighting 

appropriate? 


	Too dark or too bright.
Shadows/glares very 

evident. Lighting

overshadowed the

story.
	Good lighting choices.
Some shadows or 

glares but did not take

too much away from

the story. 
	Additional lighting 
used to focus 

attention.  Almost no
shadows/glares.
	Special lighting used
to enhance/create 

focus.  No glares or

shadows are present.

	5. Was the editing

seamless?
	Careless editing. 
Entire video appeared

to be a collection of 

unrelated cuts.
	Few jumps or double
exposure.  Most shots 

did not flow into each

other or fit into a 

sequential set of 

events.   
	Accurate editing 
techniques. Some 

shots seemed out

of place or did not

add to sequence.   
	Excellent understanding
of editing techniques.

Shots flowed smoothly

together to tell the story.

	6. Was sound/music 
appropriate?
	Unable to hear spoken
work or too loud.

Careless choice of 

music.
	Audio is clear and 
appropriate with 

limited sound level

problems.  
	Accurate sound 
levels.  Techniques

and music choices 

appropriate. 
	Excellent understanding
of sound recording.  

Music enhanced the 

story line. 

	7. Did the script support the 

Top 5 reasons to Study in 

Alberta?

	Sketchy or no 

coverage of topic.
	Topic presented with

basics covered.
	Topic presented

with good insight

into the issues.
	Topic thoroughly 

explored with interesting

supporting information 

or unique point of view.

	8. Does the overall video 
show creativity?


	Leaves the impression

that it was seen 

before. 
	Video follows basic
format but attempts 
are made to increase 
creativity.
	Shows some ideas
that are original and
surprising

	Shows several unique, 

new, surprising and/or 
original ideas.

	9. Is the video engaging the
viewers? 
	Video states the fact 
without really 
increasing the viewer’s
enthusiasm about
studying in Alberta
	Video outlines well 
the reasons to study in
Alberta and piques 
viewer’s curiosity
	Video is quite 
engaging and 
encourages viewers
to study in Alberta
	Video completely 
engages the viewers
and makes them
want to study in Alberta
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