
Rubric for video and storyboard 

 

Mark 30-45% 50-55 % 60-65% 70-100% 

Project design, 

focus and content 

 

Title fails to reflect content. 

No explanation of project 

focus. Video disorganised 

and/or poorly presented/no 

editing /or no audio. Little 

evidence of professional 

approach or self-direction. 

Title clear. Supports content of the 

elective.  Explanation of project 

focus present, but needs more 

clarity. Video largely well-

presented and organised but 

appears fragmented, choppy and in 

need of editing. Some evidence of 

professional approach and self-

direction. 

Title and focus clearly related to the 

chosen topic. Supports content of the 

elective.  Explanation of project focus with 

details. Video clearly presented and well 

thought out but may need minor editing. 

Clear evidence of professional approach.  

Project clearly represents self-direction.   

Title clear, supports content of elective.  Highly 

original, approach, provides insight. Educational, 

entertaining, well discussed. Highly professional 

approach. Clearly self-directed exhibiting passion and 

enthusiasm for chosen field of study.  Video completed 

and well edited /or moves smoothly from scene to 

scene. Audio and other enhancements used for 

maximum effect. 

Storyboard as a 
medium of 
planning and 
communication  

Fails to submit a storyboard Storyboard sketches are not in 
logical sequence and do not provide 
complete descriptions of the video 
context and/or audio/text 
background. Process of 
development of video and ideas 
communicated briefly. 

The storyboard includes logically 
sequenced sketches of each scene and 
includes details of voice over or text for 
each scene /photo and notes about 
included shots. Process of development of 
video explained and communicated but 
needs more detail. 

The storyboard illustrates the video presentation 
structure and context with sketches of each scene. 
Notes of any transitions, (e.g for special effects, sound 
and title tracks).  Process of development explained 
clearly and communicated in detail. Notes about 
narration or text are included. 

Quality of 

communication in 

the video 

Much of the supporting 

information is irrelevant to 

the overall message. The 

viewer is unsure what the 

message is because there is 

little persuasive/or irrelevant 

information and only one or 

two facts about the topic are 

articulated. Less than 

adequate evidence of student 

learning and efforts. 

Presents visual information in an 

organized manner that can be 

understood by the intended 

audience, but the overall message 

appears vague. Adequate evidence 

of student learning and efforts. 

Message reasonably clear. Good visuals, 

well organized and one or more of the 

following elements; reflects broad research 

around the area and application of critical 

thinking skills; shows insight or 

understanding of the topic. Good evidence 

of learning and efforts in project. 

Strong message clearly communicated.  Excellent well-

organized visuals creating a strong narrative and one or 

more of the following elements; reflects broad research 

around the area and application of critical thinking 

skills; shows notable insight or understanding of the 

topic. Excellent evidence of student learning and efforts 

in project. 



Reflection Does not move beyond 

description of learning 

experience. No attempt to 

connect past learning 

experience with current.  

Fails to reflect and show any 

awareness of self and 

understanding of others.  

Reflects on project but at a surface 

level with little or no explanations 

or examples. The reflections show 

minimal thought and effort. Most of 

the reflection is irrelevant to 

student and/or learning goals for 

the elective. Student makes 

attempts at applying the learning 

experience to understanding of self 

and others. Some attempt at self-

reflection but fails to demonstrate 

a new awareness of self and 

understanding of others.  

The reflections show thought and effort. 

Student makes attempts to demonstrate 

relevance, but the relevance appears 

unclear for learning outcomes. 

Demonstrates connections between 

previous learning experiences and current 

and the application of learning to a broader 

context of personal and professional life. 

Student makes good attempts to analyse 

the experience by giving examples and to 

understanding of self and others. Illustrates 

the ability to reflect on personal limitations 

and capabilities.  New modes of thinking 

not evident.  

The reflections show extensive thought and effort. The 

learning experience being reflected upon is relevant and 

meaningful both to the student and learning outcomes 

for the elective. Student gives detailed examples and 

explanations, moving beyond simple description of the 

experience to an analysis of how the experience 

contributed to understanding of self, others, and/or the 

healthcare/research context.  Insightfully connects 

current learning experience to previous experiences, 

demonstrating exploration of the learning process, 

showing what learning occurred. Ability to question own 

biases, stereotypes, preconceptions, and/or 

assumptions, defining new modes of thinking as a result.  

Factors impacting 

oral health/oral 

health behaviours 

and/or oral health 

research 

Fails to attempt any 

description of the physical 

and social environment of the 

population/clinical or 

research setting. Tone of 

work demonstrates a lack of 

acceptance of diverse 

populations. Or fails to place 

research within a wider 

context of potential benefit 

for population. 

Describes the physical and social 

environment of the population. 

Describes more than one different 

form of diversity within the 

population (e.g., language, 

race/ethnicity, religion, disability, 

gender and so on). Or 

clinical/research setting (economy, 

culture, government, policy).  

Considers potential future 

application of benefit of research 

for population. 

Describes the physical and social 

environment of the population. Describes 

more than one different form of diversity 

within the population (language, 

race/ethnicity, religion, disability, gender, 

etc.) Provides a description of how external 

factors impact on oral health behaviours 

and/or research. Or considers the impact 

of potential future benefits of research for 

population. 

Describes the physical and social environment of the 

population. Analyses historical impact on current 

circumstances (politics, war, famine, disease etc).   

Considers the impact of a range of social determinants 

on oral health; (policy, poverty, housing, work etc.) for 

the population. Identifies multiple ways diversity 

impacts on oral health care experiences. Highly original 

approach and/or further suggestions for research that 

may potentially benefit the population long-term. 

Healthcare 
systems, 
environments and 
research 
institutions 
 

Fails to attempt any contrast 
or comparison of healthcare 
delivery/environment/ 
research setting in country of 
choice to UK (or relevant 
area). Does not consider the 
ways the different systems 
may be financed or value of 
networks 

Contrasts and compares the 
different healthcare systems 
between the chosen country in the 
elective and the UK (or relevant 
area).  Some mention of financial 
implications: access, policy etc. 
affecting service or research, 
acknowledges value of networks 

Compares and contrasts the different 
healthcare systems/environments/research 
between the chosen country in the elective 
and the UK (or relevant area).  Describes 
most financial and policy/governing bodies 
affecting service or research provision. 
Discusses value of developing networks. 

Detailed Comparing and contrasting of the different 
healthcare systems/environments/research between the 
chosen country in the elective and the UK (or relevant 
area). Describes and analyses the advantages and 
disadvantages of different financial and 
policy/governing bodies affecting service or research 
provision. Discusses and reflects on value of developing 
networks 



Clinical 
Governance 
and/or ethics 

Shows little awareness of 
clinical governance and/or 
ethical implications of study 

Describes clinical governance 
and/or ethical implications of 
study.  Some main areas for 
discussion omitted. 

Describes and reflects on clinical 
governance and/or ethical implications of 
study, some minor omissions. 

Comprehensively describes and reflects on clinical 
governance and/or ethical implications of study. 

 


