Evaluator Rubric for 

HCDE493 Professional Portfolio Program 

Student Name:  ___________________________________________

Date:  _____________

Evaluator Name:  _________________________________________

This is an assessment guide for evaluating portfolios.  As an evaluator, your judgment remains paramount.  The following rubric is broken into two main parts: individual portfolio elements (professional statement, artifacts, and annotations) and the overall impression of the portfolio (writing, navigation, etc.).  

The HCDE493 course coordinator will assign final grades based on these evaluations.

The following assessments deal with the portfolio’s design and writing.

	 Overall Portfolio, Communication 
	Marginal 
	Acceptable 
	Professional 

	Writing Quality (10%): Does the writing contain grammatical errors?  Is the tone appropriate and consistent?  Is the sentence construction appropriate to the audience?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Excessive grammar errors, Inconsistent/inappropriate  tone, sentence length and/or construction makes for difficult reading 


	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Few grammatical errors, Tone is slightly inconsistent or inappropriate in minor cases, sentences are audience-appropriate with minor exceptions
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No grammatical errors, Appropriate and consistent tone, Sentences encourage reading and convey skill

	Quality of Navigation (10%): Is the user able to easily deduce where he or she is within your portfolio?  Is moving to a different part of the portfolio difficult or easy?  
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 It is difficult to discern location, Difficult to find destination, few clues as to how to navigate 
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 User is able to discern current place in portfolio and move to new section(s) without difficult 
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Intuitive and usable method to discern both present place and to move to new place in portfolio 



	Quality of Visual Design (10%): How legible, consistent and appropriate are the graphical elements of the portfolio?  Do they also demonstrate knowledge of professional standards and contribute to the message of the portfolio?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Illegible or inconsistent graphics, visual elements provide little/ no contribution, limited knowledge of professional standards conveyed 
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Visual elements are mostly consistent and legible, visual elements provide some contribution but also some distraction, mostly consistent with professional standards
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Enticing and consistent elements, visual elements demonstrate knowledge of professional standards and contribute to the portfolio message 


Comments:

These assessments deal with how well the portfolio can sway its audience. (These categories are more heavily weighted in grading.)

	Overall Portfolio – Persuasiveness 
	Marginal 
	Acceptable
	Professional

	Content, Professional Statement(s) (15%): Does the content of the professional statement(s) convince the reader of the professional abilities of the portfolio creator (e.g., speaks to ability to identify and formulate HCDE solutions, commitment to learning, ethical professionalism, understanding of contemporary HCDE issues in global and/or societal context).  
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Statement does not effectively identify HCDE skills and a strong sense of HCDE
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 HCDE abilities shown but not always clearly.  Statement suggests a strong but limited sense of HCDE
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Statement clearly explains HCDE abilities and a strong, coherent, and broad sense of the HCDE profession. 

	Content, Artifacts (15%):   Do the artifacts represent solutions that meet user needs and reflect best practice in technical communication?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Solutions represented by artifacts fail to meet user needs or represent best practice in serious ways 
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Solutions fail to meet user needs or represent best practice in minor ways 
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Solutions clearly meet user needs and reflect best practice 

	Content, Annotations (15%): Do the annotations help a reader to make sense of the artifact?  Do the annotations showcase an ability to analyze and interpret?  Do annotations link the artifact to one’s growth/expertise as an HCDE practitioner.  
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Annotations are weak, They fail to effectively address audience questions about artifact, or to showcase an ability to analyze, interpret, and/or grow  
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Annotations, while strong, could more effectively address audience questions about artifact, showcase an ability to analyze, interpret, and/or grow  
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Annotations address audience questions about artifact, Showcase one’s ability to analyze, interpret, and/or grow 

	Internal Consistency (25%): Are the overall messages/themes of the portfolio easy to identify?  Are these messages addressed consistently across the professional statement, artifacts, and overall design?  Are all claims supported by evidence (i.e., artifacts)?  Are the relationships of each artifact/annotation to the overall messages clear? 
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Themes and/or messages of portfolio are not cohesive or consistent 
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Messages/ themes are discernable for the most part, Minor  inconsistencies between claims and evidence 
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Obvious consistency of messages, all elements contribute to  thematic consistency 


Comments:



Evaluator Comments:











Optional: What grade would you give this portfolio (on the 4.0 scale)?  _______








