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CSMF Rubric - AUDIO - Podcasting

Technical Expertise:
Technical Expertise (Recording,
Editing, Mixing, Sound Design)

Content Story/Concept:
(Clear premise, structure, research,
listener impact)

Creative/Innovative (Format,
voice, originality, creative risk-taking)

Media Literacy:
(Ethics, sourcing/credits,
accessibility/transcripts, medium-message
reflection)

LINK TO CITATION TIPS

Audio quality is professional-level:
clean capture, consistent levels,
smooth editing, ambient/sound
effects/music used purposefully
and enhance the narrative.

The podcast presents a compelling
and well-structured story or concept,
backed by credible research or
interviews; the listener is engaged,
learns something meaningful or is
moved intellectually/emotionally.

The format or voice is bold, fresh,
distinctive; the structure or style
takes real creative risks and
succeeds; the project stands out
from typical podcasts.

Full and clear credits for
music/SFX/interviews; transcript or show-
notes provided; the creators demonstrate
awareness of how medium shapes
message and reflect on
ethical/accessible production choices.

Recording/editing/mixing is very
good with minor flaws (e.g., some
inconsistencies in levels, slight
rough transitions). Music/SFX
support the content though may
not always enhance it fully.

The story or concept is strong and
clear; structure generally holds;
research or sources are present; the
listener is engaged though the
emotional/intellectual impact may be
slightly less than exceptional.

The project shows
creative/innovative elements (voice,
format, structure) though perhaps
still somewhat conventional; some
risk-taking present.

Most sourcing and credits are correctly
handled; transcript or detailed show-
notes included; some
reflection/awareness of ethics or
accessibility but not fully developed.

Audio quality is acceptable but
has noticeable issues (e.g.,
uneven levels, some background
noise, transitions are rough).
Music/SFX used but
inconsistently or without full
effect.

The story/concept is present and
understandable; structure is coherent,
research is present but may be
limited; listener engagement is
moderate but lacks depth or
distinctiveness.

Some creative choices are evident,
but the overall format, voice or
structure remain fairly typical;
innovation is limited.

Some credits/sourcing provided;
transcript or show-notes may be
incomplete; basic awareness of ethical or
medium issues but minimal reflection.

Audio production has significant
issues (e.g., hard to hear parts,
distracting noise, poor
edits/transitions). Music/SFX may
distract or feel tacked on.

The story/concept is unclear or
weakly developed; structure is uneven
or confusing; research or sources are
minimal or unreliable; listener may
lose interest or not grasp purpose.

Little creative risk-taking;
format/voice are conventional and
may feel passive or uninspired; the
project doesn’t stand out in style.

Credits or sourcing are missing or
inconsistent; transcript/show-notes may
be absent; limited recognition of
ethical/medium issues or accessibility.

Audio quality impedes
understanding (very noisy,
inconsistent levels, poor editing,
unclear voice). Music/SFX may
interfere with clarity or message.

No clear story or concept; structure is
chaotic or absent; research or credible
sources are missing; listener is
confused or disengaged.

No originality: the podcast feels
derivative, doesn't try anything new,
or lacks thoughtful format/voice.

No or very poor sourcing/credits; no
transcript or show-notes; no evidence of
ethical/medium reflection or accessibility
considerations.
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