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Appendix D – Multimedia (Exhibit), Assessment Rubric 
 

Criteria 0-2 3-5 6-8 9-10 Weighting Score 

Design  Screens are either 
barren and stark or 
confusing and cluttered. 
Exaggerated emphasis 
on graphics and special 
effects weakens the 

message and interferes 
with the communication 

of content and ideas. 

Multimedia elements 
accompany content but 
there is little sign of 
mutual reinforcement. Use 
of graphics do not 
reinforce content 

Multimedia elements and 
content combine to 
adequately deliver high 
impact content with the 
elements and words 
reinforcing each other. 

The combination of 
multimedia elements and 
content takes 
communication to a 
superior level. There is 
clear attention given to 

balance, proportion, 
harmony, and restraint. 

The synergy reaches the 
intended audience  

10%  

Use of 
Enhancements 

No graphics, video, 
audio, 3-D, or other 
enhancements are 
present or use of these 

tools is inappropriate. 

Limited graphics, video, 
audio, 3-D, or other 
enhancements are present 
but do not always enrich 

the learning experience.  

Most graphics, video, 
audio, 3-D, or other 
enhancements are used 
appropriately to enrich the 

experience. 

All graphics, video, audio, 
3-D, or other 
enhancements are used 
effectively to enrich the 

learning experience. 
Enhancements contribute 
significantly to the 
audience’s understanding 
of the material presented 

10%  

Branching Project contains few 
choices. The design is 
linear. 

Project contains few well-
designed branching of 
information. The design is 
primarily linear. 

Project contains some 
well-designed branching of 
information while some 
content is displayed in a 

linear fashion. 

Project is truly 
multimedia, rather than 
linear and contains a 
significant number of 

well-designed elements 
to present the 
information 

10%  

Originality The work is a minimal 
collection/rehash of 
other people's ideas, 
products, images and 

inventions. There is no 

evidence of new 
thought. 

 

The work is an extensive 
collection/rehash of other 
people's ideas, products, 
images and inventions. 

There is little evidence of 

new thought or 
inventiveness. 

The project shows some 
evidence of originality and 
inventiveness. While based 
on an extensive collection 

of other people's ideas, 

products, images and 
inventions, the work 
extends beyond that 
collection to offer new 
insights. 

The project shows 
significant evidence of 
originality and 
inventiveness. The 

majority of the content 

and many of the ideas 
are fresh, original, and 
inventive. 

20%  
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Criteria 0-2 3-5 6-8 9-10 Weighting Score 

Professional 
Relevance 

Impact on 
Practice 

Exhibit is not relevant to 
MRT practice and does 
not work toward 
advancing practice. 

Exhibit is only somewhat 
relevant and does not offer 
any valuable insights. 

Exhibit relates to MRT 
practice but does not offer 
a unique or insightful 
perspective 

Exhibit relates directly to 
MRT practice. It 
contributes a valuable 
perspective and/or 
advances the practice 

35%  

Overall Quality 
of Submission 

Subject knowledge is not 
evident. Information is 
confusing, incorrect, or 
flawed. 

The sequence of 
information is not logical 

Contents of product are 
not based in or 
supported by evidence. 

>5 instances where 

professional presentation 
may be lacking (writing 
mechanics, imagery, 
communication, etc.) 

Evidence of plagiarism or 

copyright infringement - 
submission 

automatically 
disqualified 

Some subject knowledge 
is evident. Some 
information is confusing, 
incorrect, or flawed. 

The sequence of 
information is somewhat 
logical. Pathways to 
information are confusing 
and flawed. 

Contents of product are 

weakly linked to evidence. 

3-4 instances where 
professional presentation 
may be lacking (writing 
mechanics, imagery, 

communication, etc.) 

Subject knowledge is 
evident in much of the 
project. Most information 
is clear, appropriate, and 

correct. 

The sequence of 
information is logical. 
Pathways to most 
information are clear and 
direct. 

Good use of evidence – for 
the most part, contents of 
product are based in 
and/or supported by 
relevant evidence 

Overall quality of 
submission is professional. 

1-2 instances where 
professional presentation 
may be lacking (writing 
mechanics, imagery, 
communication, etc.) 

Subject knowledge is 
evident throughout the 
project. All information is 
clear, appropriate, and 

correct. 

The sequence of 
information is logical and 
intuitive. Pathways to all 
information are clear and 
direct. 

Highly effective use of 
evidence – contents of 
product are clearly based 
in and/or supported by 
relevant evidence. 

Overall quality of 
submission is highly 

professional. Where 
applicable – no issues 
with writing mechanics, 
choice of imagery, 
communication, etc. 

15%  

     Total 
Score: 

 

 


