
Open Education Resources Evaluation Rubric 
 

Categories of Criteria 3 – Superior 2 - Limited 1 – Weak/NA 
Alignment to Course Objectives  

• Alignment to individual course objectives 
Course objective fully 
aligned and addressed 
comprehensively. 

Course objective partially 
aligned and addressed. 

Course objective neither 
aligned nor addressed. 

Explanation of the Subject Matter  
Is the 

• Content valid and appropriately current? 
• Content understandable by target audience? 
• Content authoritative and appropriate (age level, 

language, visuals, cultural sensitivity)? 
Does the  

• Content present main ideas clearly? 
• Content connect associated concepts? 

Content is valid, 
appropriately current, 
understandable by target 
audience, authoritative, and 
appropriate. Content 
presents main ideas clearly 
and connects to associated 
concepts. 

Content is partially valid, 
less than appropriately 
current, garners less than 
complete understanding 
by target audience, is 
incomplete in elements of 
authority and 
appropriateness. Content 
presents most main ideas 
clearly and connects to 
some associated concepts. 

Content is invalid, 
outdated, not 
understandable by target 
audience, deficient in 
authority and 
appropriateness. Content 
neither presents main 
ideas clearly nor connects 
associated concepts. 

Utility for Instruction 
• Are instructions for use provided? 
• Do the components of the OER function as intended? 
• Does functionality require specific software or 

hardware? 
• Is the OER licensed for open use? (CC license for reuse, 

remix, revise, redistribution) 
• Is content adaptable or revisable? 
• Is metadata available? 

Comprehensive instructions 
are provided; components 
function as intended; 
functionality does not 
require additional software 
or hardware; OER is 
licensed for open use; 
content is adaptable and 
revisable; and, metadata is 
available. 

Instructions are 
incomplete; some 
components do not 
function as intended; some 
functionality does require 
additional software or 
hardware; OER license is 
partially open; content is 
not easily adaptable 
and/or revisable; and, 
metadata is incomplete. 

Instructions are not 
provided; components do 
not function as intended; 
functionality requires 
additional software or 
hardware; OER is not 
licensed for open use; 
content is not adaptable 
and/or revisable; and, 
metadata is not available. 

Quality of Assessment  
• Is assessment aligned to the content? 
• Does the assessment measure and appropriately weight 

the major concepts of the content? 
• Does the structure of the assessment support an accurate 

measurement of proficiency? 

Assessment is aligned to the 
content; measures and 
appropriately weights the 
major concepts of the 
content; and, the 
assessment structure 
supports an accurate 
measurement of student 
proficiency. 

Assessment is moderately 
aligned to the content; 
inconsistently measures 
and weights the major 
concepts of the content; 
and, the assessment 
structure compromises an 
accurate measurement of 
student proficiency. 

Assessment is misaligned 
to the content; does not 
measure or appropriately 
weight the major concepts 
of the content; and, the 
assessment structure 
does not support an 
accurate measurement of 
student proficiency. 

  



Quality of Technological Interactivity  
• Does the OER functionality allow individualized learning 

by being flexible or adapting to individual control? 
• Is the OER functionality well designed and functions as 

expected on the intended platform? 
• Does the OER functionality invite student use or 

encourage learning? 

Functionality allows an 
individualized learning 
experience; is well-
designed; and, encourages 
student use or learning. 

Functionality moderately 
allows an individualized 
learning experience; the 
design is deficient in some 
areas; and, may not 
encourage student use or 
learning. 

Functionality does not 
allow an individualized 
learning experience; has 
design flaws; and, 
discourages student use 
or learning. 

Quality of Instructional and Practice Exercises 
• Does the OER offer more exercises than needed for the 

average student to master elementary content? 
• Does the OER offer one to two rich practice exercises for 

complex content? 
• Are exercises clearly written? 
• Are exercises keyed and scored with appropriate 

documentation? 
• Is there a variety of exercise types and formats 

appropriate for the intended content? 

OER offers appropriate 
number of exercises for 
mastery of elementary and 
complex content; offers 
clearly written, keyed, and 
scored exercises with 
documentation; and, 
provides a variety of types 
and formats of exercises. 

OER offers an insufficient 
number of exercises for 
mastery of elementary and 
complex content; question 
clarity or documentation 
for keying or scoring is 
insufficient; and, provides 
little variety in types and 
formats of exercises. 

OER lacks an appropriate 
number of exercises for 
mastery of elementary 
and complex content; 
does not offer clearly 
written, keyed, and scored 
exercises with 
documentation; and, 
provides no variety of 
types and formats of 
exercises. 

Opportunities for Deeper Learning  
• Does the OER offer opportunities for deeper learning by 

incorporating at least three of the following: 
1. Thinking critically and solving complex problems  
2. Working collaboratively 
3. Reasoning abstractly 
4. Constructing viable arguments and critiquing the 

reasoning of others 
5. Communicating effectively 
6. Applying discrete knowledge to real world 

situations  
7. Constructing, using, or analyzing models? 

• Does the OER offer a range of cognitive demand that is 
appropriate and supportive of content? 

• Does the OER provide appropriate scaffolding and 
direction? 

OER provides opportunity 
for deeper learning through 
at least three areas of 
higher level thinking skills; 
offers a range of cognitive 
demand commensurate 
with the content; and, 
provides appropriate 
direction and scaffolding. 

OER provides opportunity 
for deeper learning 
through fewer than three 
areas of higher level 
thinking skills; offers a 
range of cognitive 
inconsistently matched 
with the content; and, 
provides incomplete 
direction or scaffolding. 

OER does not provide 
opportunity for deeper 
learning through higher 
level thinking skills; does 
not offer a range of 
cognitive demand 
commensurate with the 
content; and, does not 
provide appropriate 
direction or scaffolding. 

Accessibility  
• Does the OER comply with current ADA accessibility 

standards? 
http://aim.cast.org/learn/e-resources/accessibility_resources 

Components and 
functionality of OER comply 
with current ADA 
accessibility standards. 

Parts of OER components 
or functionality comply 
with current ADA 
accessibility standards. 

OER does not comply with 
current ADA accessibility 
standards. 

*Synthesized from Eight Rubrics developed by ACHIEVE, under the Creative Commons Attribution 3.0 License.  


