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IMAGES OF DISABILITY PORTFOLIO

Evaluation Rubric 

Please complete as a self-evaluation and turn in with your completed project.
Title for your portfolio and/or display:

Name of student submitting rubric/assignment:

Names of group members:

Each assessment category will be given one of the following ratings:

3 Target: All required elements are addressed and meet the requirements as indicated in the assignment description and presented in class. In addition, the elements are presented coherently, creatively, thoughtfully, and professionally. A clear grasp of the purpose of each element of the task is demonstrated. This is A work.
2 Acceptable: All required elements are addressed but there may be errors in how they were addressed, and/or one or two elements that are somewhat weak. A clear grasp of the purpose of all but one or two elements of the task is demonstrated. This is B to C work.
1 Unacceptable: Performance is below expectations.  One or more required elements are missing, and/or significantly weak. This is D or F work.
1. Organization of portfolio (worth 30% of grade for project)  




· Table of contents provided

· All items are numbered, ordered, and clearly labeled

· Attractiveness and readability of the portfolio as a whole 
· Includes all required submission items/parts

· Individual portfolios include: 
· analysis of film 
· analysis of a visual image of disability

· analysis of one or more personal interactions, 
· your family/personal inquiry/history of disability, and 
· Your cultural inquiry. Please list the choice you selected: _____________________________ 

· This self-evaluation of your portfolio and your final individual reflective summary in a sealed envelope.
· Group portfolio includes:

·  meeting log, 
· documentation of each group discussion, 
· list of submissions and tasks accomplished for each group member.

· Complete and accurate reference provided for each artifact used in portfolio.
Rating for Individual portfolio:

Rating for Group portfolio:
2. Diversity and quality of cultural artifacts examined (10%)
· Draws on a wide variety of cultural artifacts and experiences

· Includes a range of portrayals of individuals with disabilities 

· Choices for portfolio show thoughtfulness, advance planning, range of resources and multiple sources used to locate those resources.
Rating for Individual portfolio:

Rating for Group portfolio:

3. Quality of written reflections/analyses (35%)
· Reflections evidence the ability to synthesize and critically analyze the information being responded to

· Reflections demonstrate clarity and depth of thinking

· Reflections are comprehensive in nature and of adequate length to fully respond to the artifact or experience
Rating for Individual portfolio:

Rating for Group portfolio:

4. Writing quality and mechanics (15%)

· Writing mechanics: few spelling, punctuation or grammatical errors. Good sentence and paragraph construction.

· Writing quality: clearly and logically presented. 

· All entries are word processed and neatly formatted
Rating for Individual portfolio:

Rating for Group portfolio:

5. Poster presentation (10%)
· Attractiveness of visual display

· Portrayed central ideas clearly

· Organized and well-thought out

· Used original thinking in the development of themes

· Used creative strategies to portray ideas

Rating for individual input and participation:

Rating for group product:

Total points/percentage and Grade for Project: 




Overall reaction and response to Portfolio:
