Personal Grading Plan

Scoring Criteria

“A” Level

· Project is complete; all major components are present
· Each component is appropriate length
· Each component is well reasoned, clearly written and labeled
· There is complete agreement across components
· The targets, philosophy, and grade demonstration all coincide 
· Targets are appropriate for grade level & 9 week period
· Sound & thorough personal grading philosophy
· Briefly stated, clear concept of your grading scheme
· All 5 grading factors are subtitled, discussed &  evaluated
· Method for final grade computation agrees with philosophy
· Fictitious student’s grade directly reflects your philosophy
· Tabular format – Like a grade book
· Name of student, assessments, scores
· Method for computation is demonstrated accurately
· Parent letter is optimistic
· Focus is before the school year begins

· Outlines grading philosophy directly

· Informative yet informal
· Professional yet friendly
· Contact Information provided
· List of Terms, Definitions, and Functions
· Definition is in your own words

· Clear & concise explanation 

· All terms are present

· Interpretation of ITBS Report

· Referral is to the appropriate level of intervention

· Combination of Test Interpretation and Class Results

· Consistent with the Grade Book above

· Plan-analysis is complete
· All of the 5 standards of quality assessment are addressed & subtitled
· Brief and to the point
· Clearly & insightfully written showing self-governance

 “B” Level
· A major component is missing or
· Inconsistent across the components
· Questionable Learning targets
· Grading Philosophy is unclear or incomplete
· Grade demo. is not reflective of your philosophy
· Misinterprets the some of the 5 standards of quality assessment

· Parent letter is confusing

· Misdefines a scoring term, Missing a Term

· Interpretation is incorrect in places

“C” Level
· Two major components missing 
· Disagreements across components are common
· Grading Philosophy is contradictory in places
· Grade demo. is contradictory to the stated philosophy
· Shows inadequate understanding for the 5 standards of quality assessment
· Parent letter poorly outlines your philosophy
· Defines scoring terms incorrectly
· Interpretation is about half on target
 “D” Level
· Three major components are missing
· Components that are present have almost nothing to do with one another
· Grading philosophy is not based on student performance
· Grade demo. is differs greatly from your philosophy
· Test-analysis demonstrates no insight or understanding of the 5 standards of quality assessment
· Letter home does not outline your philosophy 
