	Rubric for Writing Reflections

	Required components
	Some characteristic features of component (lowest level) (1-3)
	Some characteristic features of component (highest level) (8-10)

	The Personal “I” Voice
10%
	· The writer uses an objective or depersonalized voice throughout the reflection.
· The writer offers no or limited insight into their life.
· The writer avoids engagement with the reader by only offering generalizations without a personal voice.
· The writer provides few or no personal details or examples to
show or illustrate main points.
	· The writer maintains the personal “I” voice and a focus on personal experience throughout the reflection.
· The reflection demonstrates a willingness on the part of the writer to let others see into their life and see who they are, without being confessional in nature.
· The writer shows an awareness of readers and a desire to connect with them by using natural, engaging, and everyday language.
· The writer continually shows what she means (rather than
tells), by providing details, cases, and examples from her
personal experience.

	Supporting details, cases, and examples from personal experience

20%
	· The details, when offered, are from general experience and do not necessarily support the main topic or focus of the reflection.
· The writer makes generalizations about what he means, without giving supporting evidence through which readers can come to the same conclusions.
· The reader is unable to clearly understand or share the experiences of the writer due to limited or vague details and
explanations.
	· The experiences offered by the writer are relevant to the main topic or focus of the reflection and fully support it.
· The writer presents specific experiences that show what he means, rather than just telling or generalizing about it.
· The carefully selected details and examples open the readers’ understanding and allow them to share vicariously the writer’s experience.

	Affect or emotional register
10%
	· The reader is unable to perceive or understand what the writer’s emotional response to the experience might be.
· The writer offers little insight into his own personal growth or development.
· The writer loses personal focus and shifts to “we” and “us” pronouns to moralize about how others should be (or uses language designed to manipulate readers’ feelings).
· The writer’s experience is unexamined or interpreted in surface or superficial ways.
· The writer offers dispassionate, clinical observations or generalizations about their experiences.
	· The selected experiences, cases, and examples reveal the writer’s emotional response and communicate how the experiences and insight have influenced her.
· The writer demonstrates or reveals how he personally has been changed or has acquired deeper understanding through the experience.
· The writer reveals how she thinks and feels about her experiences and reveals her personal, emotional reaction to readers.
· The writer maintains the personal voice and uses the details of experience to convey the emotional response.

	Intellectual component
20%
	· The writer makes little or no connection between experiences and the ideas, concepts, and theories in his FA community coursework
· The writer simply drops the names of theories or concepts with little or no explanation or connection between concepts and experiences.
· The writer only evokes ideas or theories from other contexts, without connecting them to current FA coursework.
	· The writer makes concrete connections between his experiences and the ideas, concepts, and theories being presented in his FA learning community coursework.
· The writer demonstrates an understanding of the difference between deep and surface learning, as explained in class.
· The writer may also evoke ideas and theories from other contexts, such as earlier or independent reading and study, but again the relationship to the experiences and FA courses should be developed and made clear.
· Memories and experiences in one context trigger the writer to perceive or make connections in other areas.

	New questions and issues emerging from the experience
10%
	· The writer provides few or no questions to spark further thought or inquiry or provides an overabundance of questions.
· The questions are apparently tacked on and do not flow from the ideas presented in the reflection.
	· The questions and issues emerge naturally and logically from the experiences and insights represented in the reflection.
· The authenticity of the questions is revealed in what the writer says throughout the reflection.
· The reader senses that these are real questions which promote
deep learning and drive the writer to seek answers, wherever they may be found.

	Holistic qualities (The reflection as a whole)
30%
	· The reflection conveys the sense that the writer merely included each of the required elements without regard to creating a coherent whole.
· The writing and editing suggest haste, carelessness, and disengagement with the assignment.
· The reflection is written without full attention to the complete prompt.
	· The reflection conveys a sense of cohesiveness and unity throughout, with each part clearly related to what comes before and after.
· The reflection is quick and easy to read because the writer has exercised reasonable care in drafting and writing it and proofing for basic errors in grammar, syntax, usage, spelling, and punctuation.
· The reflection responds to the specifications of the prompt and reveals wholehearted engagement with the assignment.


