MYP Technology 
Grade 8: Digital Portfolio Rubric and Assessment Criteria
	Student Name:
	Class: 
	Date:

	Level
	Investigate
	Design
	Plan
	Create
	Evaluate
	Att*

	0
	The student does not reach a standard described by any of the descriptors given below.

	1-2
	The student states the problem. The student investigates the problem, collecting information from sources. The student lists some specifications.


	There is some evidence of investigation of what a digital portfolio is.
Some sources are listed and specifications are listed for the design of the portfolio.
	The student generates one design, and makes some attempt to justify this against the design specification.
	One digital portfolio design is generated. There is some discussion as to whether it meets the design specification.
	The student produces a plan that contains some details of the steps and/or the resources required.
	A basic plan is evident with some idea of time frame and resources needed

A partial list of resources needed to complete the portfolio is evident.

	The student considers the plan and creates at least part of a product or solution.
	The digital portfolio contains some artifacts and reflections. Some ability to use multimedia software tools is demonstrated.
The process journal provides evidence that the plan has been considered.
	The student evaluates the product/solution or his or her own performance. The student makes some attempt to test the product/solution.


	An attempt has been made to test the digital portfolio.
The digital portfolio has been evaluated OR the students performance has been evaluated

Some mention of the Homo Faber focus may have been made.
	The student occasionally displays a satisfactory standard in one of the aspects listed below

	3-4
	The student describes the problem, mentioning its relevance. The student investigates the problem, selecting and analyzing information from some acknowledged sources. The student describes a test to evaluate the product/solution against the design specification.


	The problem has been fully stated, digital portfolios researched and resources listed and analyzed. An evaluation test for the portfolio is described.
	The student generates a few designs, justifying the choice of one design and fully evaluating this against the design specification.
	At least two digital portfolio designs have been generated.

One design is chosen and justified. 

The chosen design is discussed in terms of its strengths and weaknesses against the design specification.


	The student produces a plan that contains a number of logical steps that include resources and time. The student makes some attempt to evaluate the plan.
	The plan for creating and evaluating the digital portfolio consists of a number of logical steps.

It partially considers the design specification and describes the use of time.

The plan is reasonably well presented and some attempt has been made to evaluate it.
	The student uses appropriate techniques and equipment. The student follows the plan and mentions any modifications made, resulting in a product and or solution of good quality.
	The digital portfolio is of a good quality, covers most required content and contains appropriate artifacts. The student demonstrates some ability in the use of multimedia software tools.
The process journal provides some evidence that the plan has been regularly followed and mentions any changes made to the plan and/or design if applicable.
	The student evaluates the product or solution and his or her own performance and suggests ways in which these could be improved. The student tests the product and or solution to evaluate it against the design specification.
	The digital portfolio has been tested against the design specification and evaluated and improvements have been suggested.

The students’ performance has been evaluated and improvements have been suggested.

A description and outline of the Homo Faber focus has been made.


	The student frequently displays satisfactory standard in both of the aspects listed below.

	5-6
	The student explains the problem, discussing its relevance. The student critically investigates the problem, evaluating information from a broad range of appropriate, acknowledged sources. The student describes detailed methods for appropriate testing to evaluate the product/solution against the design specification.
	The digital portfolio problem is fully explained in context with the task of preparing material to design and create a personal portfolio. Information is evaluated and approaches discussed fully. Detailed descriptions are given for the testing and evaluation of the final digital portfolio.
	The student generates a range of feasible designs, each evaluated against the design specification. The student justifies the chosen design and evaluates it fully and critically against the design specification.
	A few digital portfolio designs that are possible have been generated.

Each is discussed in terms of strengths and weaknesses against the design specification.

A justification is done for the final choice with a more extensive and critical discussion (strengths and weaknesses) against the design specification.


	The student produces a plan that contains a number of detailed, logical steps that describe the use of resources and time. The student critically evaluates the plan and justifies any modifications to the design.
	The plan for creating and evaluating the digital portfolio consists of a number of detailed, logical steps. It considers the use of artifacts including multimedia as well as reflection material and clearly describes the use of time and resources.
The plan is clearly and effectively presented and has been critically evaluated (strengths and weaknesses)

Reasons are given for any modifications to the design if applicable
	The student competently uses appropriate techniques and equipment. The student follows the plan and justifies any modifications made, resulting in a product/solution of appropriate quality using the resources available.
	The digital portfolio competently includes material from all required areas and contains high quality artifacts. The student demonstrates competent use of multimedia software tools

The process journal provides clear evidence that the plan has been consistently followed and gives reasons for any changes to the plan and/or design if applicable


	The student evaluates the success of the product or solution in an objective manner based on the results of testing, and the views of the intended users. The student provides an evaluation of his or her own performance at each stage of the design cycle and suggests improvements. The student provides an appropriate evaluation of the impact of the product and or solution on life, society and or the environment.
	The digital portfolio has been evaluated (strengths and weaknesses) based on the results of testing planned during the investigation stage.

It has been evaluated (strengths and weaknesses) based on the impact on viewers and improvements have been suggested.

The students performance at each stage of the design cycle has been evaluated (strengths and weaknesses) and improvements have been suggested

A description and evaluation of the Homo Faber focus has been made.
	The student consistently displays a satisfactory standard in both of the aspects listed below.
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* Attitudes in Technology: This criterion refers to students’ attitudes when working in technology. It focuses on an overall assessment of two aspects:

- personal engagement (motivation, independence, general positive attitude), -  attitudes towards safety, cooperation and respect for others.

	Grade Summary:
	Final Comments:
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	Investigation
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