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INSTRUCTIONS:
• Write your script using any 
word processing program you 
choose.

• Next, convert the file to a PDF 
for submission.

• Entries must be uploaded by 6 
p.m. CDT March 15, 2021.

DO NOT INCLUDE YOUR 
SCHOOL NAME ON YOUR 
ENTRY. 

What judges 
look for

• Broadcast news style

• Well-written leads, original 
angle, focus

• Use of news judgment

• Use of facts rather than 
generalizations

• Use of colorful detail, strong 
descriptions, story-telling 
quotations and attribution

• Appropriate order of intros, 
stories and closings; good 
transitions

• Correct grammar and overall 
structure

• Accuracy, completeness and 
elimination of extraneous material

ASSIGNMENT:
You are being given six different articles.

Write a 90-second television news script that a news anchor 
would read without video or as a voice-over while viewers would 
see the shots of the event in progress. The news story must be 
based only on the materials provided.

Read through all the articles and write the script. Read the script 
to yourself to time it. The story should run at 90 seconds. Timing 
is critical.

GUIDELINES:

• Select information from the articles. Do not add information and 
do not make up additional facts or quotations.  

• Use at least three of the stories in your script; you do not need 
to use all of the provided stories. Prioritize stories according to 
news value. 

• Accurately paraphrase any quotes you use, but quotes are not 
necessary.
 
• Judges will read the scripts aloud at a normal pace as they 
judge and time your script.

• Begin with an introduction, such as, “I’m Lauren Green, and this 
is your morning news update.” Finish with some sort of closing, 
such as, “That’s a brief look at news. I’m Lauren Green reporting.” 
(Contestants may use whatever sign off they feel best fits the 
piece).

• Imagine that this piece is airing on FEBRUARY 12.
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By Brian Fung Feb. 11, 2021 

Twitter CFO says Trump’s ban is permanent, even if he runs for 
office again

(CNN) Former President Donald Trump will not be 
permitted back on Twitter even if he runs again for office 
and wins, according to the company’s chief financial 
officer.

Asked during an interview on CNBC Wednesday whether 
Trump’s tweeting privileges could be restored if he wins 
the presidency again, CFO Ned Segal clarified that Trump’s 
ban is permanent.

“The way our policies work, when you’re removed from 
the platform, you’re removed from the platform,” he said, 
“whether you’re a commentator, you’re a CFO, or you are 
a former or current public official. Remember, our policies 
are designed to make sure that people are not inciting 
violence, and if anybody does that, we have to remove 

them from the service and our policies don’t allow people 
to come back.”

The statement comes amid Trump’s impeachment trial in 
Congress. If he is acquitted, Trump would not be barred 
from seeking the presidency or another federal office.

Twitter took the unprecedented step of banning Trump 
last month after some of Trump’s supporters stormed the 
US Capitol. At the time, Twitter said it was permanently 
suspending Trump “due to the risk of further incitement of 
violence.”

By the time of the crackdown, Twitter had already 
temporarily locked Trump’s account over several tweets 
that it said contributed to an elevated risk of violence.

The Senate chamber went quiet Wednesday as the first 
pieces of never-before-seen video footage were shown 
on the second day of the impeachment trial of former 
President Donald Trump.

All turned their heads, almost in one motion, as the first 
radio transmissions and video footage played loudly 
on a pair of TVs in the chamber. Nearly every senator 
sat attentively, and some, including Sen. Cory Booker, 
D-N.J., readjusted their chairs to get a better view. Several 
senators in the back row of the chamber, including  
Democrat Mark Warner of Virginia, stood for several 
minutes to see the screens.

House impeachment managers, who are acting as 
prosecutors in the trial, played video of rioters brawling 
with police outside the Capitol, smashing windows to 
climb inside and rampaging through the halls with bats and 
poles, saying they were looking for Vice President Mike 
Pence and House Speaker Nancy Pelosi.

But by Thursday, the tone of the chamber had turned. 

Several Republican senators seemed less engaged than 
in the previous two days. As impeachment manager Rep. 
David Cicilline, D-R.I., spoke about the trauma faced by 
congressional staffers, more than a dozen Republican 

senators opted to view the trial from a room beside the 
Senate chamber.

Senators pensively tapped their feet on the ground, and 
only a few Republicans, including Sens. Bill Cassidy and 
Mike Lee, were taking notes. Tom Cotton, R-Ark., flipped 
a stack of papers back and forth, reading through his 
materials rather than watching Cicilline. Rick Scott, R-Fla., 
had a blank map of Asia on his desk and was writing on 
it. Rand Paul, R-Ky., had sketched a model of the U.S. 
Capitol on a white legal notepad on his desk. 

While some senators seemed to be losing interest at times, 
their attention returned at a few key moments, including 
when managers played video of rioters screaming “fight 
for Trump.” Sen. Mitt Romney, R-Utah, looked pensive as 
video of a rioter saying "we were invited here" played.

Video showed gallows built outside the Capitol as rioters 
chanted “Hang Mike Pence” and “Bring out Pence.” As 
they swarmed throughout the building, rioters shouted that 
they were looking for Pelosi, calling her "crazy Nancy."

The impeachment managers also showed security footage 
of staffers rushing to safety, locking themselves in rooms 
just minutes before rioters entered Pelosi's offices.

'A lot of emotion': Violent footage at impeachment trial shakes 
Democrats and Republicans alike
By Christal Hayes and Nicholas Wu, USA TODAY, Feb. 11, 2021
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Stacey Plaskett, a House impeachment manager and 
Democratic delegate from the Virgin Islands, played 
audio Wednesday from one of Pelosi's aides pleading in 
a whisper for help in a phone call after staffers barricaded 
themselves in a conference room.

"They're pounding on the doors trying to find her," the 
staffer whispered into the phone.

Senators mostly remained motionless. Some jotted notes, 
others leaned in toward the screens, and many whispered 
to one another as videos were shown.

Susan Collins, R-Maine, held her head between her hands 
several times as the clips played. She at times took notes.

Kyrsten Sinema, D-Ariz., shook her head several times. 
During one clip that showed rioters banging on the doors 
of the Capitol, she held her hands on her stomach and to 
her chest for several moments, appearing to take a deep 
breath.

Raphael Warnock, D-Ga., who was sworn in after the 
attack, stared at the screen even when it turned black 
after several clips played. He bowed his head for several 
moments and had his hands clasped.

Tammy Duckworth, D-Ill., crossed her arms and shook her 
head at footage of a man who stormed Pelosi’s office. But 
not everyone was convinced. 

After the day had wrapped up, Sen. Lindsey Graham, 
R-S.C., tweeted, "The 'Not Guilty' vote is growing after 
today. I think most Republicans found the presentation by 
the House Managers offensive and absurd."

Scott, the Republican from Florida, called the trial "a 
complete waste of time," saying that he was "disgusted" 
by what happened Jan. 6 but that Trump never said rioters 
should break into the Capitol and that Trump had asked 
people to be peaceful. 

And before House impeachment managers had even 
finished their presentation, John Boozman, R-Ark., said 
he'd already made up his mind to acquit Trump. "I have 
decided," he said, explaining that "impeachment is not the 
process that we need to be going through." 

James Lankford, R-Okla., who got emotional at one 
point while the footage aired, said seeing the videos 

brought back the memories of that day. He said it wasn’t 
a particular clip or moment that led to him getting upset 
but a person’s escape from the building when it was being 
attacked.

“There's a lot of emotion,” he said. “It's tough to be able 
to walk through that. That was a horrible day for the entire 
country.” Lankford said.

 Collins said the presentations were "riveting" and 
"compelling." “That just reinforces my belief that it was a 
terrible day for our country," she said.

Romney said it was "very troubling to see the great 
violence that our Capitol Police and others are subjected 
to. It tears at your heart," Romney said.

Rob Portman, R-Ohio, said he went to talk to staff and 
aides after watching the footage, explaining “it was reliving 
a horrible day.”

“I talked to some of the staff afterwards and, you know, for 
them they were worse position than we were,” he said. “I 
talked to some leadership staff and they were, you know, 
in their offices and people were banging on the doors. And 
that was a lot more frightening.”

Portman, who had voted that the trial was unconstitutional, 
said he was still keeping his mind open. “I'm impressed 
with the presenters,” he said. But, he said, “I think it's a 
bad precedent to be convicting former presidents, private 
citizens.”

Jim Inhofe, R-Okla, told reporters Thursday that the 
Democratic case was becoming redundant. “To me, the 
more you hear it, the less credibility there is.”

But Richard Blumenthal, D-Conn., took issue with 
Republican complaints, explaining everyone needs to 
confront what happened.

“My Republican colleagues don't want to hear or see 
what they're having to face,” he said. “That's really 
reprehensible, because all of the nation should be facing 
it, and they should be facing it by holding Donald Trump 
accountable, not wishing it away.”

Impeachment Footage continued
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(CNN) People who have been fully vaccinated against 
coronavirus -- right now that means with two doses of 
either the Pfizer/BioNTech or Moderna vaccine -- can 
skip quarantine if they are exposed to someone infected 
with the virus, the US Centers for Disease Control and 
Prevention said Wednesday.

That doesn’t mean they should stop taking precautions, 
the CDC noted in updated guidance. It’s just not necessary 
for them to quarantine.

“Fully vaccinated persons who meet criteria will no 
longer be required to quarantine following an exposure to 
someone with COVID-19,” the CDC said in updates to its 
web page with guidance on vaccination.

“Vaccinated persons with an exposure to someone with 
suspected or confirmed COVID-19 are not required to 
quarantine if they meet all of the following criteria,” the 
CDC added.

The criteria: They must be fully vaccinated -- having had 
both shots with at least two weeks having passed since 
the second shot. That’s because it takes two weeks to 
build full immunity after the second dose of vaccine.

But the CDC says it’s not known how long protection lasts, 
so people who had their last shot three months ago or 
more should still quarantine if they are exposed. They also 
should quarantine if they show symptoms, the CDC said.

“This recommendation to waive quarantine for people 
with vaccine-derived immunity aligns with quarantine 
recommendations for those with natural immunity, which 
eases implementation,” the CDC said. The agency will 
update guidance as more is learned.

People who have been vaccinated should still watch for 
symptoms for 14 days after they have been exposed to 
someone who is infected, the CDC said.

And everyone, vaccinated or not, needs to follow all 
other precautions to prevent the spread of the virus, the 
CDC said. This is not least because it’s possible even 
vaccinated people could harbor the virus in their noses 
and throats, and pass it to others.

“At this time, vaccinated persons should continue to 
follow current guidance to protect themselves and others, 
including wearing a mask, staying at least 6 feet away 
from others, avoiding crowds, avoiding poorly ventilated 
spaces, covering coughs and sneezes, washing hands 
often, following CDC travel guidance, and following any 
applicable workplace or school guidance, including 
guidance related to personal protective equipment use or 
SARS-CoV-2 testing,” the agency said.

Vaccines prevent symptomatic illness but they have not 
yet been shown to prevent asymptomatic illness, the 
CDC noted. While people with no symptoms can spread 
coronavirus, the CDC said, “symptomatic and pre-
symptomatic transmission is thought to have a greater role 
in transmission than purely asymptomatic transmission.”

Plus, the benefits of not unnecessarily forcing people 
into lockdown for two weeks may outweigh the risks of 
transmission in these cases, the CDC said.

“These criteria could also be applied when considering 
work restrictions for fully vaccinated healthcare personnel 
with higher-risk exposures, as a strategy to alleviate 
staffing shortages. Of note, exposed healthcare personnel 
would not be required to quarantine outside of work, the 
CDC said.

“As an exception to the above guidance no longer 
requiring quarantine for fully vaccinated persons, 
vaccinated inpatients and residents in healthcare settings 
should continue to quarantine following an exposure 
to someone with suspected or confirmed COVID-19; 
outpatients should be cared for using appropriate 
Transmission-Based Precautions,” the CDC added.

That’s because it’s not clear how effective the vaccine is in 
people who are hospitalized.

“Although not preferred, healthcare facilities could 
consider waiving quarantine for vaccinated patients and 
residents as a strategy to mitigate critical issues (e.g., 
lack of space, staff, or PPE to safely care for exposed 
patients or residents) when other options are unsuccessful 
or unavailable. These decisions could be made in 
consultation with public health officials and infection 
control experts.

Fully vaccinated people can skip Covid quarantines, CDC says
By Maggie Fox,  February 11, 2021
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By Daphne Psaledakis, Humeyra Pamuk, Reuters, Feb. 11, 2021

WASHINGTON (Reuters) - The United States on Thursday 
imposed sanctions on Myanmar’s acting president and 
several other military officers and warned the generals 
there could be more economic punishment as Washington 
responds to the military coup.

The U.S. Treasury Department said it targeted eight 
people, including the defense minister, three companies 
in the jade and gems sector, and updated sanctions on 
the top two military officials, accusing them of playing a 
leading role in overthrowing Myanmar’s democratically-
elected government.

But Washington stopped short of including the entire 
Myanmar Economic Holdings Limited (MEHL) and 
Myanmar Economic Corporation (MEC), the military’s 
conglomerates that are prevalent throughout Myanmar’s 
economy.

President Joe Biden on Wednesday approved an executive 
order for new sanctions on those responsible for the coup 
in Myanmar, also known as Burma, that ousted the civilian-
led government and detained elected leader and Nobel 
laureate Aung San Suu Kyi.

“The February 1 coup was a direct assault on Burma’s 
transition to democracy and the rule of law,” Treasury 
Secretary Janet Yellen said in a statement.

“We are also prepared to take additional action should 
Burma’s military not change course. If there is more 
violence against peaceful protesters, the Burmese military 
will find that today’s sanctions are just the first,” Yellen 
added.

Thursday’s action designated Commander-in-Chief 
of the Myanmar military Min Aung Hlaing and Deputy 
Commander-in-Chief Soe Win under Biden’s executive 
order. Both were previously hit with sanctions in 2019 over 
allegations of abuses against Rohingya Muslims and other 
minorities.

Others listed were six members of the National Defense 
and Security Council and four military officials announced 
as members of the State Administration Council, including 
Defense Minister Mya Tun Oo.

The three companies named by Washington - Myanmar 
Ruby Enterprise, Myanmar Imperial Jade Co, LTD, and 
Cancri (Gems and Jewellery) Co, LTD - were identified by 

a U.N. mission on Myanmar in 2019 as part of the MEHL 
conglomerate.

The White House said the sanctions do not need to be 
permanent, urging Myanmar’s military to “immediately 
restore power to the democratically elected government, 
end the state of emergency, release all those unjustly 
detained, and ensure peaceful protesters are not met with 
violence.”

The Biden administration has been working to form an 
international response to the crisis.

John Lichtefeld, vice president at Washington-based 
strategic consultancy The Asia Group, said Thursday’s 
announcements were an “opening salvo putting the 
military on notice,” adding that sanctions against the 
MEHL and MEC conglomerates may still occur.

“I think this is a signal to the military that the United 
States is serious and has a very wide range of tools at its 
disposal. The range of actors potentially implicated by this 
order is exceptionally broad, even though the order itself 
does not directly sanction any individual or entities,” he 
said.

Suu Kyi’s party won a 2015 election but the transition to 
democracy was brought to a halt by the coup that ousted 
her government as it was preparing to begin its second 
term after her National League for Democracy (NLD) swept 
a Nov. 8 election.

The military cited election fraud as justification for its 
takeover. The electoral commission dismissed accusations 
of fraud.

Also on Thursday, the U.S. Agency for International 
Development (USAID) said it was immediately redirecting 
$42.2 million of assistance away from work that would 
have benefited Myanmar’s government.

The aid agency said it would continue to support the 
people of Myanmar with approximately $69 million in 
bilateral programs.

Protesters have taken to the streets in cities and towns 
in the largest demonstrations in Myanmar for more than 
a decade, reviving memories of almost half a century of 
direct army rule, punctuated with bloody crackdowns, until 
the military began relinquishing some power in 2011.



JEA NATIONAL STUDENT MEDIA CONTESTS • SPRING 2021

Contest 45: Broadcast Newswriting

Duchess Meghan of Sussex scored a major victory Thursday 
in London, winning a summary judgment in her contentious 
lawsuit against a tabloid for invading her privacy when it 
published parts of a letter she wrote to her estranged father.

After more than a year of hearings and briefs, High Court 
Justice Mark Warby ruled that a trial on the case, set for 
the fall, was unnecessary, granting the summary judgment 
Meghan sought and thus ending the case in Meghan’s favor. 

In a statement, Meghan called out the tabloid Mail on Sunday 
for “illegal and dehumanizing practices.”

“For these outlets, it’s a game,” her statement said. “For me 
and so many others, it’s real life, real relationships, and very 
real sadness. The damage they have done and continue to do 
runs deep.”

“The claimant had a reasonable expectation that the contents 
of the letter would remain private. The Mail articles interfered 
with that reasonable expectation,” Warby said in his written 
ruling. “Taken as a whole the disclosures were manifestly 
excessive and hence unlawful. There is no prospect that a 
different judgment would be reached after a trial.”

Meghan’s lawyers argued that the Mail on Sunday and its 
publisher, Associated Newspapers, could not defend against 
her claims that the tabloid invaded her privacy and infringed 
on her copyright by publishing excerpts of her letter. 

She is seeking damages for her claims, but that issue is 
still pending. She has said she will donate any money she 
receives to an anti-bullying charity.

It was another win for the Duke and Duchess of Sussex in 
their ongoing efforts to push back in civil courts against media 
coverage in Britain and in California (where they now live) that 
they consider invasive or abusive.

If the case had gone to trial, there was a strong possibility that 
Meghan, 39, would have to take the stand to testify, which 
could have been embarrassing for her and for the royal family, 
who rarely if ever testify in court.

Moreover, her father, some of her friends and some former 
members of the Sussex staff in London were expected to be 
called to testify by the Mail on Sunday.

Meghan issued a statement expressing gratitude to the 
courts for holding the tabloid “to account for their illegal and 
dehumanizing practices.” She said such tactics are not new 
and the world needs reliable, fact-checked news. 

“What The Mail on Sunday and its partner publications do is 
the opposite. We all lose when misinformation sells more than 
truth, when moral exploitation sells more than decency, and 
when companies create their business model to profit from 
people’s pain,” she said.

“We now know, and hope it creates legal precedent, that you 
cannot take somebody’s privacy and exploit it in a privacy 
case, as the defendant has blatantly done over the past 
two years,” she said. “I share this victory with each of you – 
because we all deserve justice and truth, and we all deserve 
better.”

Associated Newspapers said it was surprised and 
disappointed by the ruling and is considering whether to 
appeal, according to the Associated Press. 

A lawyer for the tabloid, Antony White, argued in January 
at a hearing that Meghan had no reasonable expectation of 
privacy for her letter because “it’s to be inferred that the letter 
was written and sent by the claimant with a view to it being 
disclosed to third parties and read by the public.” 

Meghan’s lawyer, Justin Rushbrooke, argued that the 
publisher had “no real prospect” of winning because “it’s a 
very straightforward case about the unlawful publication of a 
private letter” meant as a “message of peace” for her father 
alone. 

The former American actress Meghan Markle married Prince 
Harry in May 2018 at Windsor Castle, a wedding watched by 
millions but not attended by her father, Thomas Markle, who 
said he was hospitalized for heart problems in California.

After the wedding, Meghan, now the Duchess of Sussex, 
wrote to her father about their estrangement. This letter came 
to light when anonymous friends of the duchess mentioned 
it in a People magazine interview, and eventually the Mail 
obtained a copy from Thomas Markle and published parts of 
it in several stories in February 2019.

She filed her lawsuit in October 2019, arguing among other 
legal issues that publishing the letter without her permission 
violated long-established copyright law, which holds that the 
contents of a private letter belong to the writer, not to the 
recipient.

As the case moved through the British civil court, Meghan 
won some rulings and lost others. In May 2020, parts of her 
lawsuit were deleted in a ruling, leaving her the loser in an 
opening legal bout but keeping alive her core complaints of 
copyright and privacy infringement. 

The issue of damages – who pays what to which team of 
lawyers and how much – will be resolved later.

Although a trial is now off, revelations in case documents 
were eye-opening, including copies of messages between 
Harry and Thomas Markle prior to the wedding in which Harry 
urged Markle not to talk to the media. Other documents 
showed Meghan felt “unprotected” by the British monarchy 
during her pregnancy with baby Archie, born in May 2019. 

Duchess Meghan wins privacy lawsuit against British tabloid
Maria Puente, USA TODAY Feb. 11, 2021
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Tennessee Gov. Bill Lee said Wednesday allowing transgender 
female athletes to participate in school sports under their 
gender identity would “destroy women's sports.”

Lee’s comment came after a bill, which would require middle 
and high school student athletes to participate in school 
sports under their gender assigned at birth, advanced in the 
House on Tuesday night.

The legislation deems it unfair for student athletes to compete 
with each other if they do not share the same biological sex. 
The bill, which argues boys can be physically stronger than 
girls and can therefore cause injuries to girl players, would 
effectively ban student participation in school sports under 
their chosen gender identity.

Tennessee Governor Bill Lee speaks during his third State 
of the State address held at War Memorial Auditorium on 
Monday, Feb. 8, 2021 in Nashville, Tennessee. 

Similar legislation triggered controversy last year and failed to 
advance in either legislative chamber. While proponents say 
the bill is one of fairness and gender equality, the bill spurred 
criticism that it discriminates against transgender children.

“The bill is discriminatory in and of itself, but it's also 
misleading,”said Tennessee Equality Project Executive 
Director Chris Sanders. “They are not providing a path for 
everyone to play, they are picking a group of people and 
trying to find a way to sit them out.”

Debate over the legislation comes in the wake of an executive 
order from President Joe Biden’s administration, which bars 
gender discrimination, including denying students access to 
school sports based on their gender identity. 

“Children should be able to learn without worrying about 
whether they will be denied access to the restroom, the locker 
room, or school sports,” the order reads.

Lee categorized the order as a “tremendous overreach” of the 
federal government. Signaling support for the state legislation, 
Lee argued transgender athletes’ participation in school 
sports would deprive women athletes of opportunities.

“Transgenders participating in women's sports will destroy 
women's sports,” he said. “It will ruin the opportunity for 
girls to earn scholarships. It will put a glass ceiling back over 
women that hasn't been there.”

Lee’s comments referred to the transgender community in a 
“demeaning” way, Sanders said.

"How a small group of transgender students are going to 

destroy women's sports is baffling," he said. "The governor 
needs to learn more about transgender people and engage 
directly with the community.”

Despite opposition, bill advances in House subcommittee
During a House K-12 subcommittee hearing Tuesday night, 
Tennessee Rep. Scott Cepicky argued his bill would assure 
fairness between male and female athletes. He compared 
his legislation to safeguarding one's right to a fair trial, 
guaranteeing fair treatment to children with disabilities and 
providing children with learning difficulties.

“The competitive balance, the safety for our girls and the 
opportunity for advancements in their careers,” he said 
Tuesday night. “That's what this bill does. That’s all this bill 
does.”

Tennessee Rep. Glen Casada said the bill is “based in 
science.”

“It’s a scientific fact males are much stronger (in their) upper 
body and in the big muscles of the body than the females 
are,” he said. “What we are doing here is attempting to 
protect the females who would compete as males in field 
hockey and wrestling and these other sports.”

But Aly Chapman, the mother of a transgender child, spoke 
against the legislation Tuesday night.

Questioning the intent of the bill, Chapman said it was 
discriminatory against transgender, gender-diverse and 
intersex children whose gender identities are not defined 
by their biological sex. The bill would almost certainly lead 
to litigation and cost tens of thousands of taxpayer dollars, 
she said, pointing to a similar bill passed out of the Idaho 
legislature last year. A federal judge ruled in August the state 
cannot ban transgender girls from playing on women’s sports 
teams.  

“Legislating the segregation of our diverse children’s sports 
participation by their sex assigned at birth could be a harmful 
precedent for all minority children,” she said. “Not only does 
this discriminatory bill undermine their ability to safely belong 
to their community, it essentially excludes them from schools 
and sports participation.”

There are lots of ways to address gender inequality, such as 
increasing the number of women players and coaches and 
funding more facilities for female athletes, Sanders said. But 
the bill does not address the real problem, he said.

“If people are really concerned about what a top threat to 
women's and girls’ sports (is), then they really should be 
looking at some other issues,” he said.

Governor of Tennessee Bill Lee: Transgender student athlete 
participation will 'destroy women's sports'
By Yue Stella Yu, Nashville Tennessean, Feb. 11, 2021


