
Evaluation Rubric
Micro-credential Reflection

Rubric for Questions 1-2 of each Micro-Credential

Excellent
(3 points)

The response shows an in-depth understanding of the topic. Response is consistent with provided
descriptions, provides clarity, is factually based, addresses the complexity of the concept, avoids
over-simplifying when making connections, and is directly supported by examples.

Satisfactory
(2 points)

The response shows a solid understanding of the topic. Response provides clarity, is factually based,
is relevant, attempts to address the complexity of the concept, slightly over-simplifies when making
connections, and/or is generally supported by examples.

Approaching
(1 points)

The response shows a partial understanding of the topic. Response provides little clarity, is
somewhat factually based, is not particularly relevant, makes minor attempts to address the
complexity of the concept, over-simplifies when making connections, and/or is not well supported
by examples.

Needs
Improvement

(0 points)

The response shows limited to no understanding of the topic. Response provides little clarity, is not
factually based, is not relevant, does not attempt to address the complexity of the concept,
over-simplifies when making connections, and/or is not supported by examples.

Adapted from the Holistic Rubric for Brief Constructed Response to Open-Ended Questions1

Claims*, Evidence, and Reasoning Rubric for Remaining Questions
Each question, after questions one and two, will be graded on a 10-point scale using the rubric below.

Evidence
Artifacts that support the

claim. The artifacts need to
be appropriate and

sufficient to support the
claim.

6 Points† 3 Points 0 Points

Provides appropriate and
sufficient evidence to support

the claim.

Provides appropriate, but
insufficient evidence. May include

some inappropriate evidence.

Does not provide
relevant evidence.

Reasoning
A justification that links the

claim to the evidence. It
shows why the artifact(s)

count as evidence by using
appropriate rational and

connections.

4 Points 2 Points 0 Points

Reasoning is accurate and
complete, links evidence to

the claim; clearly explains how
the artifact(s) count as

evidence; shows full depth of
content understanding.

Reasoning links evidence to the
claim; makes loose connections
to how the artifact(s) count as
evidence; and/or shows partial

depth of content understanding.

Reasoning is not
appropriate; does not
link the claim to the

evidence; and/or shows
minimal depth of

content understanding.

*The reflection questions, aside from questions one and two, require you to upload evidence and justify how the
evidence aligns to the central claim that you can create learning experiences through which students gain
components of the Essential Skill at focus. Therefore, you will not be evaluated on your ability to state the claim
because the claim is an understood component of validating the alignment of your instructional design to the
STEM Education Framework.
†Emphasis is placed on Evidence because micro-credentials are evidence-based proof of mastery.

Adapted from CER Rubric from
NSTA

1 Lantz, H. B. (2004). Rubrics for assessing student achievement in science grades K-12. Corwin Press. (p. 100)
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