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 1 

Does Not Meet Expectations 

2 

Partially Meets Expectations 

3 

Meets Expectations 

4 

Exceeds Expectations 

Biblical & Theological Reflection Reflections are superficial 

and unrelated to the project. 

Biblical reflections are 

primarily proof-texting. 

Student fails to acknowledge 

complexities of project. 

Reflections are somewhat 

related to the project. 

Biblical reflections go beyond 

proof-texting. Student 

acknowledges complexity of 

project. 

Reflections are clearly related 

to the project. Student 

provides multiple biblical and 

theological reflections but 

may have areas of weakness 

in developing ideas fully. 

Reflections are clearly related 

to the project. Student 

describes strengths and 

limitations of the project. 

Reflections are sophisticated 

and fully developed. 

Practical Reflection Student fails to describe the 

need for the project or fails 

to demonstrate the 

contextual appropriateness 

of the project. Little to no 

outside literature consulted 

to support project. 

Student describes the need 

for the project but fails to 

demonstrate the contextual 

appropriateness of the 

project. Cites some pertinent 

outside literature to support 

project. 

Student describes the need 

for the project and 

demonstrates its contextual 

appropriateness. Cites 

pertinent outside literature in 

reflection to support project. 

Student describes the need for 

the project and describes its 

contextual appropriateness. 

Cites pertinent external 

literature extensively to 

support project. 

Methodology & Implementation Confusing outline or 

description of methodology 

and/or implementation. 

Project is clearly 

unrepeatable in a similar 

ministry context. 

Clear outline or clear 

description of methodology 

and implementation. Project 

is not likely repeatable in a 

similar ministry context. 

Clear outline and description 

of the methodology and 

implementation. Project may 

be repeatable in a similar 

ministry context. 

Clear outline and thorough 

description of the methodology 

and implementation of the 

project. The project is likely 

repeatable in a similar ministry 

context. 

Presentation of Project Data Student omits data or 

presents data in confusing 

ways. 

The majority of data are 

presented clearly but some 

data is confusing. 

All data is presented clearly. All data are presented clearly in 

a detailed manner with 

thorough descriptions. 

Assessment of Project Assessment misrepresents 

data or fails to offer evidence 

arising from the data. 

Assessment is primarily 

assertion and not 

argumentation. 

Assessment interprets most 

data correctly but contains 

multiple assertions. Most 

data represented accurately. 

Assessment argues all points 

based on accurate reading of 

the data. Student offers sound 

interpretations of evidence. 

Assesses all data effectively and 

presents multiple, 

sophisticated arguments to 

persuade the reader. 

Mechanics Project contains numerous 

errors syntactical or stylistic 

errors such that the overall 

understanding suffers. 

Project contains several 

errors but overall 

understanding does not 

suffer. 

Project contains some minor 

errors that do not affect 

understanding. 

Project is free of spelling, 

punctuation, and grammatical 

errors. 

 

 


