Standards-Based Grading

Directions: Use this template to grade and report student achievement in a standards-based form.

Grades Based on Product Criteria

These criteria focus on what students know and are able to do. Forms of assessment include final
examination or final products that serve as the culminating demonstrations of learning, such as
reports, projects, or exhibits.

Identify four to six clear, precisely worded, and rigorous reporting standards of the subject areas that
are expressed in audience-friendly language. This can be done through unpacking the curriculum
standards into homogeneous categories.

For example, specific standards-based categories for grading English and language arts may include
argumentative writing, informative writing, reading and analyzing complex texts, vocabulary devel-
opment, and speaking and listening (Tucker, 2015). A sample set of scores for these categories is
beginning (1), progressing (2), proficient (3), and exceptional (4).

Grades Based on Process Criteria

These criteria focus on how students learn. They may include students’ non-academic achievement such
as responsibility, effort, engagement, or work habits. Forms of assessment include classroom obser-
vation, quizzes, formative assessments, timeliness in completing assignments, attendance, or class
participation. For example, a set of criteria can include preparation, participation, homework, coop-
eration, and respect.

These process criteria can be rated with scale of: ++ for consistently, + for moderately, — for rarely,
and N/A for not assessed.

Grades Based on Progress Criteria

These criteria focus on how much achievement gains students have made over a period of learning.
Forms of assessment typically measure an individual student’s gain or improvement of learning over
time. A sample set of scores for these categories is making insufficient progress (1), making partial
progress (2), making full progress as expected (3), and making exceptional progress (4).

Narrative Comments

Finally, add narrative feedback for additional information on the strengths and weaknesses in student
performance.
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