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Category

Does Not Meet
Criteria

Somewhat Meets
Criteria

Mostly Meets Criteria

Meets Criteria

Understanding
the Civic Issue

Issue is unclear or not
explained. Little
information is
included about why it

Issue is identified but the
explanation of why it
matters to the

Issue is clearly explained
and connected to the
community, but supporting

Issue is clearly explained
with strong understanding
of why it matters to the
community. Supporting

issue is unclear.

or purpose is limited.

(Criteria 3) tt community is limited.  |linformation is missing. information or examples
matters.
are included.
L L Project shows meaningful
Lt " Some action is Action is clearly connected || . . fion | )
. ; ittle or no action civic action (service,
Civic Action ] _ ||described, but the to the issue, but the
related to the issue is ] o ] . awareness, advocacy,
(Criteria 3) connection to the civic ||explanation of the impact .
shown. leadership, etc.) that clearly

addresses the issue.

Reflection of
Learning

(Criteria 4)

Reflection is missing
or very brief. Little
explanation of what
was learned.

Reflection describes the
experience but shows
limited learning about
civic responsibility or the
community.

Reflection explains what
was learned and how the
experience connects to civic
engagement, but more
detail could strengthen the
reflection.

Reflection clearly explains
what was learned about
civic responsibility, the
community, and the
student’s role in making a
difference.

Communication

Presentation is
unclear or
disorganized.

Presentation explains
parts of the project but

Presentation is organized
and explains the project

Presentation is clear,
organized, and effectively

of Learning o i explains the issue, the
Important parts of lacks organization, clearly, though some slides tion tak dth
o action taken, an e
(Criteria 3) the project are clarity, or helpful visuals. ||could be more detailed. ) )
o learning from the project.
missing.
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[1 Does Not Satisfy Criteria3 & 4
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