
1 
 

Comparison of OER Repositories & Resources 

with Evaluation Criteria 

 
 
 

OER Repository Name Content Evaluation 
Criteria (where known) 

Commentary 

Achieve  
https://www.achieve.org
/achieve-oer-rubrics-
training-materials  

1. Quality of 
explanation of the 
Subject Matter 

2. Utility of materials 
designed to support 
teaching  

3. Quality of 
Assessments  

4. Quality of 
technological 
interactivity  

5. Quality of 
instructional and 
practice exercises  

6. Opportunities for 
deeper learning 

Offers different rubrics 
for each of the 6 main 
evaluation criteria; has 
an online evaluation 
tool available to those 
wishing to upload an 
OER. Does focus on 
alignment with 
common core; may be 
more relevant to grade-
school levels?  

Affordable Learning 
Georgia  
https://www.affordablel
earninggeorgia.org/help/
finding-7  

1. Clarity, 
Comprehensibility, 
& Readability  

2. Content accuracy 
and Technical 
accuracy  

3. Adaptability and 
Modularity  

Offered as a sort of 
checklist; no real peer 
review process 
mentioned 

https://www.achieve.org/achieve-oer-rubrics-training-materials
https://www.achieve.org/achieve-oer-rubrics-training-materials
https://www.achieve.org/achieve-oer-rubrics-training-materials
https://www.affordablelearninggeorgia.org/help/finding-7
https://www.affordablelearninggeorgia.org/help/finding-7
https://www.affordablelearninggeorgia.org/help/finding-7
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4. Appropriateness  
5. Accessibility  
6. Supplementary 

Resources  

Bundled Books  
https://www.insidehighe
red.com/news/2018/01/
26/report-asserts-
bundled-textbooks-cost-
students-too-much-
publishers-dispute-
findings#.Wm_Bf4mgSh9
.link  

  

CCU Libguide  
https://libguides.coastal.
edu/moodlefaculty/perm
alinks  

Includes reference to 
criteria 

Is simply a collection of 
recommendations, 
including division by 
subject/discipline 

CCU Library  
https://libguides.coastal.
edu/c.php?g=795791&p=
5691921  

1. Comprehensiveness 
2. Content Accuracy  
3. Relevance longevity  
4. Clarity  
5. Consistency  
6. Modularity  
7. Organization 

Structure flow  
8. Interface  
9. Grammatical errors  
10. Cultural Relevance 

  

No rating system given 
on the website; 
mentions that it’s a 
derivative of the 
Saylor.org and College 
Open Textbooks  
 
This was built from a 
standardized OER 
development template 
and shared among high 
ed libraries  

College Open Textbooks 
http://www.collegeopen
textbooks.org/  

1. Clarity and 
Comprehensibility  

2. Content Quality 
3. Appropriateness 
4. Editorial Accuracy  

Offers a score, 1-5, on 
each of the evaluation 
criteria. These 
evaluations come from 
peer reviews.  

https://www.insidehighered.com/news/2018/01/26/report-asserts-bundled-textbooks-cost-students-too-much-publishers-dispute-findings#.Wm_Bf4mgSh9.link
https://www.insidehighered.com/news/2018/01/26/report-asserts-bundled-textbooks-cost-students-too-much-publishers-dispute-findings#.Wm_Bf4mgSh9.link
https://www.insidehighered.com/news/2018/01/26/report-asserts-bundled-textbooks-cost-students-too-much-publishers-dispute-findings#.Wm_Bf4mgSh9.link
https://www.insidehighered.com/news/2018/01/26/report-asserts-bundled-textbooks-cost-students-too-much-publishers-dispute-findings#.Wm_Bf4mgSh9.link
https://www.insidehighered.com/news/2018/01/26/report-asserts-bundled-textbooks-cost-students-too-much-publishers-dispute-findings#.Wm_Bf4mgSh9.link
https://www.insidehighered.com/news/2018/01/26/report-asserts-bundled-textbooks-cost-students-too-much-publishers-dispute-findings#.Wm_Bf4mgSh9.link
https://www.insidehighered.com/news/2018/01/26/report-asserts-bundled-textbooks-cost-students-too-much-publishers-dispute-findings#.Wm_Bf4mgSh9.link
https://www.insidehighered.com/news/2018/01/26/report-asserts-bundled-textbooks-cost-students-too-much-publishers-dispute-findings#.Wm_Bf4mgSh9.link
https://libguides.coastal.edu/moodlefaculty/permalinks
https://libguides.coastal.edu/moodlefaculty/permalinks
https://libguides.coastal.edu/moodlefaculty/permalinks
https://libguides.coastal.edu/c.php?g=795791&p=5691921
https://libguides.coastal.edu/c.php?g=795791&p=5691921
https://libguides.coastal.edu/c.php?g=795791&p=5691921
http://www.collegeopentextbooks.org/
http://www.collegeopentextbooks.org/
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5. Cultural Breadth  

Congress Funding OER’s 
https://sparcopen.org/n
ews/2018/open-
textbooks-fy18/  

  

Digital Commons  
https://www.bepress.co
m/library_categories_dc/
open-educational-
resources/  

  

Hodges University  
https://handouts-
live.s3.amazonaws.com/f
7eb8bc95f0b4068a6458
461939837ce?sessionId=
201870722214470404&p
articipantId=800020  

  

John Mayfield Library 
http://nscc.libguides.co
m/oer  

  

Keeping OER’s Free Can 
Be Profitable 
https://www.edsurge.co
m/news/2018-04-12-
can-a-for-profit-venture-
backed-company-keep-
oer-free-and-be-
financially-sustainable  

  

Lumen Learning  
https://lumenlearning.co
m/  

  

MERLOT  1. Quality of Content  5 pt Likert Scale; 

https://sparcopen.org/news/2018/open-textbooks-fy18/
https://sparcopen.org/news/2018/open-textbooks-fy18/
https://sparcopen.org/news/2018/open-textbooks-fy18/
https://www.bepress.com/library_categories_dc/open-educational-resources/
https://www.bepress.com/library_categories_dc/open-educational-resources/
https://www.bepress.com/library_categories_dc/open-educational-resources/
https://www.bepress.com/library_categories_dc/open-educational-resources/
https://handouts-live.s3.amazonaws.com/f7eb8bc95f0b4068a6458461939837ce?sessionId=201870722214470404&participantId=800020
https://handouts-live.s3.amazonaws.com/f7eb8bc95f0b4068a6458461939837ce?sessionId=201870722214470404&participantId=800020
https://handouts-live.s3.amazonaws.com/f7eb8bc95f0b4068a6458461939837ce?sessionId=201870722214470404&participantId=800020
https://handouts-live.s3.amazonaws.com/f7eb8bc95f0b4068a6458461939837ce?sessionId=201870722214470404&participantId=800020
https://handouts-live.s3.amazonaws.com/f7eb8bc95f0b4068a6458461939837ce?sessionId=201870722214470404&participantId=800020
https://handouts-live.s3.amazonaws.com/f7eb8bc95f0b4068a6458461939837ce?sessionId=201870722214470404&participantId=800020
http://nscc.libguides.com/oer
http://nscc.libguides.com/oer
https://www.edsurge.com/news/2018-04-12-can-a-for-profit-venture-backed-company-keep-oer-free-and-be-financially-sustainable
https://www.edsurge.com/news/2018-04-12-can-a-for-profit-venture-backed-company-keep-oer-free-and-be-financially-sustainable
https://www.edsurge.com/news/2018-04-12-can-a-for-profit-venture-backed-company-keep-oer-free-and-be-financially-sustainable
https://www.edsurge.com/news/2018-04-12-can-a-for-profit-venture-backed-company-keep-oer-free-and-be-financially-sustainable
https://www.edsurge.com/news/2018-04-12-can-a-for-profit-venture-backed-company-keep-oer-free-and-be-financially-sustainable
https://www.edsurge.com/news/2018-04-12-can-a-for-profit-venture-backed-company-keep-oer-free-and-be-financially-sustainable
https://lumenlearning.com/
https://lumenlearning.com/
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http://info.merlot.org/m
erlothelp/documents/me
rlot_peer_reviewer_repo
rt_form_09-2016.pdf  

2. Potential 
effectiveness as a 
teaching tool  

3. Ease of Use 

“Strongly Agree” to 
“Strongly Disagree” as 
well as a N/A option.  
Breaks down each of 
the three evaluation 
criteria into more 
specific criteria. Then, 
an overall number is 
given to the course, and 
additional reviewer 
comments are given. 
Most intensive 
evaluation system for 
OERs to date; requires a 
minimum of 3 reviews 
by discipline-trained 
reviewers prior to 
posting of evaluation. 
Users may query by 
quality and other 
metrics.  

MIT OpenCourseWare 
(OCW) 

1. Access 
2. Use  
3. Impact 

No rating system given, 
but sources of 
evaluation are listed. 
Evaluations come from 
visitor surveys, MIT 
faculty, students, and 
alumni, and affiliate 
project data. 

Noba Project 
http://nobaproject.com/  

 Specific to the discipline 
of Psychology only to 
date.  

OER Commons 
https://www.oercommo
ns.org/  

1. Degree of 
Alignment to 

Offers a score, 1-5, on 
each of the evaluation 
criteria. Uses an 

http://info.merlot.org/merlothelp/documents/merlot_peer_reviewer_report_form_09-2016.pdf
http://info.merlot.org/merlothelp/documents/merlot_peer_reviewer_report_form_09-2016.pdf
http://info.merlot.org/merlothelp/documents/merlot_peer_reviewer_report_form_09-2016.pdf
http://info.merlot.org/merlothelp/documents/merlot_peer_reviewer_report_form_09-2016.pdf
http://nobaproject.com/
https://www.oercommons.org/
https://www.oercommons.org/
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Standards 
2. Quality of 

Explanation of 
Content 

3. Utility of Materials 
as Tools to Teach 
Others 

4. Quality of 
Assessment 

5. Degree of 
Interactivity 

6. Quality of Practice 
Exercises 

7. Opportunities for 
Deeper Learning 

organization called 
Achieve to evaluate. 

Open Course Library 
http://opencourselibrary
.org/  

1. Learning Outcomes 
2. Assessments 
3. Accessibility 
4. Cultural Awareness 

 

Peer reviewed by at 
least two outside 
instructors.  

Open Education 
Consortium 
http://www.oeconsortiu
m.org/   

  

Open Learning Initiative 
http://oli.cmu.edu/  

  

Open Michigan 
https://open.umich.edu/  

1. Perceivable 
2. Operable 
3. Understandable 
4. Robust 

No rating system 
mentioned; Only 
mentions that they are 
reviewed. 

Orange Grove 
https://www.floridashine
s.org/orange-grove  

  

http://opencourselibrary.org/
http://opencourselibrary.org/
http://www.oeconsortium.org/
http://www.oeconsortium.org/
http://oli.cmu.edu/
https://open.umich.edu/
https://www.floridashines.org/orange-grove
https://www.floridashines.org/orange-grove
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Open Stax 
https://cnx.org/  

1. Detailed Outline 
2. Core Content 
3. Art/Illustrations  
4. Features 
5. Features 
6. Assessments 
7. Cases (Full, Running, 

Mini) 
8. Ancillaries 

Textbook contents are 
not pre-screened; 
however, Lumen 
encourages the 
“remixing” of resources 
by those that use the 
textbook, and have a 
system to allow users to 
flag content they think 
is incorrect, or books 
that they find to be 
great. Lumen doesn’t 
seem to have a system 
within itself, though.  

Support OER’s 
https://www.youtube.co
m/watch?v=06JM7DnHflI
&feature=youtu.be  

  

The American Women’s 
College 
https://handouts-
live.s3.amazonaws.com/
ea7cb763854f4b0d9494e
7252477118b?sessionId=
201870722214470404&p
articipantId=800020  

  

Thomas Edison State 
University  
https://handouts-
live.s3.amazonaws.com/
c875b501a6314925afaee
d2740c52b35?sessionId=
201870722214470404&p
articipantId=800020  

  

https://cnx.org/
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=06JM7DnHflI&feature=youtu.be
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=06JM7DnHflI&feature=youtu.be
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=06JM7DnHflI&feature=youtu.be
https://handouts-live.s3.amazonaws.com/ea7cb763854f4b0d9494e7252477118b?sessionId=201870722214470404&participantId=800020
https://handouts-live.s3.amazonaws.com/ea7cb763854f4b0d9494e7252477118b?sessionId=201870722214470404&participantId=800020
https://handouts-live.s3.amazonaws.com/ea7cb763854f4b0d9494e7252477118b?sessionId=201870722214470404&participantId=800020
https://handouts-live.s3.amazonaws.com/ea7cb763854f4b0d9494e7252477118b?sessionId=201870722214470404&participantId=800020
https://handouts-live.s3.amazonaws.com/ea7cb763854f4b0d9494e7252477118b?sessionId=201870722214470404&participantId=800020
https://handouts-live.s3.amazonaws.com/ea7cb763854f4b0d9494e7252477118b?sessionId=201870722214470404&participantId=800020
https://handouts-live.s3.amazonaws.com/c875b501a6314925afaeed2740c52b35?sessionId=201870722214470404&participantId=800020
https://handouts-live.s3.amazonaws.com/c875b501a6314925afaeed2740c52b35?sessionId=201870722214470404&participantId=800020
https://handouts-live.s3.amazonaws.com/c875b501a6314925afaeed2740c52b35?sessionId=201870722214470404&participantId=800020
https://handouts-live.s3.amazonaws.com/c875b501a6314925afaeed2740c52b35?sessionId=201870722214470404&participantId=800020
https://handouts-live.s3.amazonaws.com/c875b501a6314925afaeed2740c52b35?sessionId=201870722214470404&participantId=800020
https://handouts-live.s3.amazonaws.com/c875b501a6314925afaeed2740c52b35?sessionId=201870722214470404&participantId=800020
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Top Hat  
https://tophat.com/  

 TH is an OER support 
tool which allows for 
the further 
development & 
modification of select 
OERs; this is a service 
provider 

WCET  
https://wcet.wiche.edu/i
nitiatives  

  

SCALE: South Carolina 
Affordable Learning  

1. Comprehensiveness
text covers 
information 
appropriately (also 
must include an 
index or glossary)  

2. Content Accuracy 
3. Relevance 

Longevity: text is up 
to date, but not so 
that it will lose 
relevance quickly  

4. Clarity  
5. Consistency: uses 

consistent 
vocabulary/framew
ork  

6. Modularity 
7. Organization 

Structure Flow  
8. Interface: there are 

no image distortions 
or navigation errors  

9. Grammatical Errors  
10. Cultural Relevance  

No outright rating 
system that I could find, 
but their evaluation 
criteria was adapted 
from the Peer Review 
Criteria of Saylor.org 
(which was derived 
from the review rubric 
used by College Open 
Textbooks); some URLs 
outdated 

https://tophat.com/
https://wcet.wiche.edu/initiatives
https://wcet.wiche.edu/initiatives
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“Strengthening 
Democracy through 
Open Education”  

  

DAISYConsortium   

Open Textbook Library  1. All content must be 
openly licensed.  

2. Must be a complete 
textbook w/ a 
portable file  

3. Must be in use @ 
multiple higher 
education 
institutions  

4. Must be an original 
textbook  

The website says that 
around 60% of 
textbooks have been 
reviewed, but they 
leave that process up to 
the “expert faculty”.  

Ubiquity Press 1. Anti-Plagiarism 
Checking: Similarity 
Check system from 
Crossref  

2. Rigorous Peer 
Review  

3. Open Licenses  
4. Research Data  
5. Indexing  
6. Archiving  
7. Professional 

Affiliations  
8. No Lock-In  

Journals: Ubiquity press 
is a member of COPE 
(Committee on 
Publication Ethics); all 
of their “journals 
adhere to the COPE 
guidelines for best 
practices”. 
The process: Starts with 
an editor, who decides 
if there should be 
further review. From 
there, sent to 
“individual experts” 
who assess the article 
on three things: clarity, 
validity, and sound 
methodology.  The 
overall responsibility 
rests with the journal’s 

http://www.universityworldnews.com/article.php?story=20170502124125567
http://www.universityworldnews.com/article.php?story=20170502124125567
http://www.universityworldnews.com/article.php?story=20170502124125567
http://www.daisy.org/daisypedia/making-publications-accessible-all
http://open.umn.edu/opentextbooks/
https://www.ubiquitypress.com/
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Editor-in-Chief, and 
support from an 
international editorial 
board.  
There are blind, double-
blind, and open peer-
review processes.  
Books: reviewed by 
their “internal editorial 
team”; focuses on the 
academic nature, 
structure and style of 
the book, and the 
intended audience. 
Anything with “research 
output” are reviewed 
by the peer review 
process.  
Streamlined review: 
these are items that 
have already been 
through a peer review 
process, and the 
existing feedback may 
be used to evaluate 
whether a full review is 
required. 
Although rare, there are 
some things that are 
reviewed differently 
than the processes 
outlined, and those 
cases are clearly 
outlined for the 
readers.  

BCCampus  1. Comprehensiveness  Criterion are rated on a 

https://open.bccampus.ca/
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2. Content Accuracy 
3. Relevance/Longevit

y 
4. Clarity  
5. Consistency 
6. Modularity (text is 

easily/readily 
divisible into smaller 
reading sections)  

7. Organization/Struct
ure/Flow  

8. Interface 
9. Grammatical/Spellin

g Errors  
10. Diversity and 

Inclusion 
11. Recommendation  

scale of 1-5, where 1= 
very poor and 5= 
excellent 
 
The reviewers are also 
encouraged to make 
comments on each 
criterion.  

Mason OER Metafinder 
(MOM)  

MOM is basically a 
search engine for OERs; 
website itself doesn’t 
have an evaluation 
process. Instead, it 
takes on the review 
process of the 
repositories that it 
searches. 

The metafinder 
searches the following 
OER repositories: 
 

• American 
Memory Project 
(Library of 
Congress)  

• AMSER (Applied 
Math and Science 
Education 
Repository)  

• BC Campus: Open 
Ed 

• College Open 
Textbooks  

• Digital Public 
Library of 
America 

https://publishing.gmu.edu/
https://publishing.gmu.edu/
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• Directory of Open 
Access Books 
(DOAB) 

• Hathi-Trust  
• MERLOT 
• MIT 

OpenCourseware 
• New York Public 

Library Digital 
Collections 

• OER Commons 
• OERs at Internet 

Archive  
• Open Textbook 

Library 
• OpenStax CNX 
• Project 

Gutenberg 
• World Digital 

Library 
 

American Memory 
Project (Library of 
Congress)  

  

AMSER (Applied Math 
and Science Education 
Repository)  

  

Digital Public Library of 
America  

  

Directory of Open Access 
Books (DOAB) 

  

Hathi-Trust    

https://www.loc.gov/legal/
https://www.loc.gov/legal/
https://www.loc.gov/legal/
https://amser.org/index.php?P=Home
https://amser.org/index.php?P=Home
https://amser.org/index.php?P=Home
https://dp.la/
https://dp.la/
https://www.doabooks.org/doab?uiLanguage=en
https://www.doabooks.org/doab?uiLanguage=en
https://www.hathitrust.org/
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New York Public Library 
Digital Collections 

  

Project Gutenberg   

World Digital Library   

   

   

   

 
 
 
 
Highlighted in YELLOW means that evaluation criteria or use of a rating system 
was undeterminable. 
 
 
Highlighted in GREEN means that they are just supportive OER documents or 
resources, but are not actual OER’s 
 
 

https://digitalcollections.nypl.org/
https://digitalcollections.nypl.org/
https://www.gutenberg.org/
https://www.wdl.org/en/

