
Digital Teaching Portfolio Rubric 

This rubric has been revised and adapted by Julie Lindsay to evaluate a digital teaching portfolio.  The original rubric was 
developed by ISTE’s HyperSIG and revised by Multimedia Mania Team at North Caroline State University to evaluate 

Multimedia Mania 2002 and can be downloaded from MidLink Magazine: http://www.ncsu.edu/midlink/mm2002.rubric.htm 

    Criteria 0 .5 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5 3.0 3.5 4.0 Scores 
         Raw Weight Total 

1 Use of 
Technology 

Portfolio does not run 
satisfactorily. There are 
too many technical 
problems to view the 
portfolio. Monotonous 
presentation 

Portfolio runs 
minimally. There are 
many technical 
problems when 
viewing. Some 
creative use of 
sounds and graphics 

Portfolio runs 
adequately with minor 
technical problems. 
Several creative 
sounds, graphics or 
links used. Keeps 
reader’s attention 

Portfolio runs 
perfectly with no 
technical problems. 
For example, there 
are no error 
messages, all 
sound, video, or 
other files are 
found. Innovative 
use of multimedia: 
superior 
presentation 
 

 x 2  
   

2 Navigation 

Buttons or navigational 
tools are absent or 
confusing. No buttons 
and navigational tools 
work. 

Minimal difficulty 
experienced while 
navigating through 
project.  

Few difficulties 
experienced while 
navigating through 
project.  

Users can progress 
intuitively 
throughout entire 
project in a logical 
path to find 
information. All 
buttons and 
navigational tools 
work. 
 

 
  

x 1 
  
  

 

3 Spelling & 
Grammar 

Portfolio has multiple 
errors in spelling and/or 
grammar.  

Portfolio minimally 
honors rules of 
spelling and/or 
grammar. Errors are 
evident 

Portfolio adequately 
honors most rules of 
spelling and/or 
grammar. Errors are 
minor and few. 
 

There are no 
spelling and/or 
grammar errors. 
Punctuation is 
accurate. 

 x 1  

 

4 Completion 

Portfolio is incomplete 
and contains many 
unfinished elements. No 
page update information 
is evident. 

Portfolio is 
incomplete and 
contains some 
unfinished elements. 
Update information 
only on some pages.  

Portfolio is incomplete 
and contains several 
unfinished 
elements. Not all 
pages have update 
information. 

Portfolio is 
completely 
finished. Page 
update information 
is provided on all 
pages. 
 

 x 1  

 

5 Layout and 
Design  

The pages are 
unattractive. Text is 
difficult to read. The 
backgrounds are 
distracting. There are no 
graphics or emphasis on 
graphics and special 
effects detracts from the 
content focus. 

The pages appear 
busy or boring. Text 
may be difficult to 
read. There is no 
attention to visual 
design criteria such 
as contrast, 
repetition, alignment 
and proximity. The 
backgrounds and 
graphics may not 
reinforce the focus. 
 

The pages are eye-
catching and 
attractive. Text is easy 
to read. The 
backgrounds and 
graphics are well 
chosen and there is 
some evidence of 
adherence to 
appropriate design 
criteria.  

The pages are well 
organised. Text 
spacing and 
alignment make 
reading easy. The 
backgrounds and 
graphics enhance 
the page and there 
is obvious evidence 
of effective use of 
design criteria. 

 x 2  

 6 Organization 

The sequence of 
information is not 
logical. Menus and 
paths to information are 
not evident. There is no 
clear table of contents. 

The sequence of 
information is 
somewhat logical. 
Menus and paths are 
confusing and 
flawed. An attempt at 
a table of contents is 
evident. 

The sequence of 
information is logical. 
Menus and paths to 
most information are 
clear and direct. 
Contains a clear table 
of contents. 

The sequence of 
information is 
logical and intuitive. 
Menus and paths to 
all information are 
clear and direct.  x 2  

 7 
Permissions 
Obtained for 
Resources 

No permissions to use 
text, graphics, audio, 
video, etc. are available. 

Few permissions to 
use text, graphics, 
audio, video, etc. are 
available. 

Most permissions to 
use text, graphics, 
audio, video, etc. are 
available. 

All permissions to 
use text, graphics, 
audio, video, etc. 
are available.  x 1  



8 Resume 

Resume is not present. Resume is present 
but incomplete.  

Resume is present 
and complete but is 
not well organised and 
difficult to read. 

Resume is 
complete, well 
organised, 
comprehensive and 
fluent.  x 2  

9 Reflections 

Reflections are absent 
or illustrate a minimal 
ability to critique work. 

Reflections illustrate 
an attempt to critique 
work but generally 
show superficial 
consideration of 
strengths and 
weaknesses. 

Reflections illustrate 
the ability to critique 
work and generally 
show accurate 
consideration of 
strengths and 
weaknesses.  

Reflections 
illustrate the ability 
to effectively 
critique work and 
show an excellent 
evaluation of 
strengths and 
weaknesses. 

 x 3  

10 
Depth & 

Breadth of 
Portfolio 
Content 

No evidence that higher 
level thinking skills were 
used in the creation of 
this portfolio. 

Little evidence that 
higher level thinking 
skills were used in 
the creation of this 
portfolio. 

Some evidence that 
higher level thinking 
skills were used in the 
creation of this 
portfolio. 

Clear evidence that 
higher level thinking 
skills were used in 
the creation of this 
portfolio. 
 

 x 2  

 

11 
Content related 
to Focus and 
Framework 

Focus and framework 
not stated or no 
evidence that portfolio 
content supports stated 
focus and framework. 
Artefacts do not support 
the content. 

There is little 
evidence that 
portfolio content 
supports stated 
objectives. Target 
audience is not clear. 
Artefacts do not 
always reflect the 
content. 

Some evidence that 
the portfolio content 
supports the stated 
objectives. Information 
and artefacts are 
mostly well written and 
interesting to read. 

Clear evidence that 
portfolio content 
supports stated 
objectives. 
Audience is clearly 
defined. Information 
and artefacts 
support the focus 
and framework of 
the portfolio. 
Information is 
creatively written 
and cleverly 
presented. 
 

 x 3  

  
 
 
 

Rubric Explanation 
General Criteria Criteria Category Total points available 
Design Mechanical 20 
Design Layout and Design 8 
Design Organization 8 
Design Documentation 4 
Content Quality of Content 40 

 
 
 
For each specific criterion a total of 4 points may be awarded.  There are 11 criteria.  The weightings 
for each criterion differ as shown in the main table.   
 
The summary table above shows that a total of 40 points is available for general design criteria and a 
total of 40 points is available for content criteria. 
 
Julie Lindsay 
April 2002  


