PEDAGOGICAL CARD - EMI SESSION

Info Score — Article analysis

Article: CIITA BBenu HOBBEIE CAHKIIMHY B OTHOIIeHUU MpaHa Level: Seconde / Premiere
https://radiosputnik.ru/20260501/sanktsii-1985634402.html Duration: 55 min
Rules: v0.1.0

Info Score verdict

Low reliability

weighted overall score : 0.439 - type : information - language : fr

Neutral summary : KopoTkass uHGopMallioHHasI 3aMeTKa CO00IaeT 0 BBEIeHUHU
CoepuHeHHBIMU IIITaTaMu BTOPOTO 3a HEOEJo ITakKeTa CaHKIIMY ITPOTUB MpaHa,
BKJTIOYAIOIIETO IIECTh PU3NYECKUX JIUII 1 21 KOMIaHUI. TEKCT COOEepPKUT
KOHKpPETHBIE JaThl U ITU(PHI, HO HE MPEI0CTaBJIIeT HUKAKOT0 aJlbTEePHATUBHOTO
MHEHUS WU peaKIu UPAHCKOM CTOPOHEI. MHpOpMAaIns HOCUT CyTry0o0
MHQOPMUPYIOIINYA XapaKTep, OOHAKO UCTOYHUK He YTOYHSETCS OeTallbHO.
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Session schedule — 55 minutes

@ Setting the stage (5 min)

Project the article to students, without showing the Info Score verdict. Hook question:
« Without yet knowing the analysis, what impression does this article leave on you?
Why? »

@ Guided analysis (15 min)

Presentation of the six Info Score criteria. Verdict restitution: D. Discussion of the sub-
scores:

Criterion Weight Score Bar Munich
Fact / commentary separation 0.20 0.45 ] art. 1
Source traceability 0.20 0.25 I art. 3
Plurality of viewpoints 0.18 0.18 [ art. 7
Expression of uncertainty 0.14 0.45 ] art. 5
Tone and lexicon 0.14 1.00 | art. 8
Contextualisation 0.14 0.45 I art. 1

® Group work (20 min)

Students, in groups of 3 or 4, apply the same grid to an article of their choice (local
newspaper, French press, English-language press). Each group assigns a sub-score and
cites a literal extract that justifies it.

@ Pooling (10 min)

Each group presents its analysis. Debate on the differences between groups for the
same article.

® Synthesis and written record (5 min)

The teacher formalises on the board the two or three criteria that proved most
discriminating for the articles studied. Students write down the formula: « A reliable
piece of information is not one that pleases; it is one whose source can be traced,
whose uncertainty is acknowledged, and whose facts are distinguished from
commentary. »
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Illustrative quotes from the analysed article

«[»

«"»
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Methodological notes

TekcTt npencTaBnsieT coO00M KpaTKyo HHGOPMalMOHHYIO 3aMeTKy 0e3 yKa3aHHS aBTopa.
Hctounuk napopmanuu — MunuctepcTBo puHancoB CIIIA, ogHaKO He Ha3BaHO
KOHKpPETHOE OOJIKHOCTHOE JIMIO, ITpUciaBiiee coobuenue. TepMuH «s1ko0Ob» (allegedly)
signalise une allégation non prouvée, mais le texte ne fournit pas de preuves pour la
vérifier. KOHTEKCT orpaHU4YeH — OTCYTCTByeT WH(pOPMAIKs O IPUUYNHAX CAHKIIUHA UITU
peakuuu MpaHa.
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Appendix — Student self-assessment grid

To be detached and filled in for the article studied in group.

Analysed article :

Source : Date:

Sources are named and verifiable

Opinions are distinguished from facts
Several viewpoints are represented

The text acknowledges what it does not know
The tone remains measured and professional

Context (historical, geographical) is provided

Overall grade proposed by thegroup: A [1 B [l c D [ E [

Justification in one sentence :

yes
yes
yes
yes
yes

yes

O 0Oo0oo0odao
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