Pride of Extension Award Assessment Rubric 

	Assessment Criteria
	1-2 points
	3-4 points
	5-6 points
	7 points

	Demonstrates measurable impacts in programming, marketing, and/or fiscal support and leadership
	Nomination merely states that nominee demonstrates measurable impacts in programming, marketing, and/or fiscal support and leadership, but provides no examples or indication of how the guidelines or standards are followed. 
	Nomination states that the nominee demonstrates measurable impacts in programming, marketing, and/or fiscal support and leadership. One or more examples are given, but not fully developed.
	Nomination clearly connects how the nominee demonstrates measurable impacts in programming, marketing, and/or fiscal support and leadership, providing explicit examples of how nominee has done this.  Examples are clear and relevant with at least two examples.
	Nomination articulates evidence of how the nominee demonstrates measurable impacts in programming, marketing, and/or fiscal support and leadership and its impact is clearly articulated and is integrated into the everyday fabric of nominee’s work. All three assessment criteria are addressed with illustrative examples.

	Displays significant teamwork and builds partnerships on behalf of ISU Extension and Outreach
	Evidence of displaying significant teamwork and building partnerships on behalf of ISU Extension and Outreach is merely stated and not illustrated by examples.    
	Evidence of displaying significant teamwork and building partnerships on behalf of ISU Extension and Outreach is demonstrated, but sometimes using simplistic examples. One or more examples are given, but not fully developed.
	Evidence of displaying significant teamwork and building partnerships on behalf of ISU Extension and Outreach is strongly argued with at least two relevant examples. 
	Evidence of displaying significant teamwork and building partnerships on behalf of ISU Extension and Outreach and their impact is clearly articulated. Multiple illustrative examples are given.

	Exhibits a commitment to client-centered customer service
	Nomination merely states that nominee exhibits a commitment to client-centered customer service but provides no examples or indication of how this has been done.
	Nomination states that the nominee exhibits a commitment to client-centered customer service but in a superficial way. One or more examples are given, but not fully developed.
	Nomination clearly connects how the nominee exhibits a commitment to client-centered customer service, providing explicit examples of how nominee has done this. Examples are clear and relevant with at least two examples.
	Nomination articulates evidence of how the nominee exhibits a commitment to client-centered customer service and its impact is clearly articulated. Multiple illustrative examples are given.


