THE CRITICAL THINKING RUBRIC

1) IDENTIFYING AND ENGAGING WITH THE ISSUE

Limited:

A Has difficulty identifying or summarizing the A

issue;

A May confuse the issue or wrongly identify the A
issue;

A Fails to communicate the significance of the A
issue

A Describes the issue
disengaged manner.

in a perfunctory and

Accomplished:

Clearly identifies the mainissue and its
subsidiary, embedded, or implicit aspects
Clearly recognizes the importance of the issue
and why it needs to be addressed;

Exhibits energy and engagentein addressing
the issue.

2) ARTICULATING A VIABLE HYPOTHESIS WITHIN THE SCHOLARLY CONVERSATION

Limited:

A 1ra RAFFAOdZ Ge&
perspective toward the issue;

A Relies too heavily ona single source or
perspective o the issue and fails teecognize or
respond to other viable perspectives; A

Accomplished:
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on the issuedrawing support from experience

and information not available from assigned

sources

Engages with diverse perspective and
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ideas and the structure of their thinking

3) IDENTIFYING AND ASSESSING ASSUMPTIONS, INCLUDING WORLDVIEW IMPLICATIONS

Limited:
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worldview in relationii 2 2y SQa

the issue;

A Has difficulty offering more than a superficial A
expression of the assumptions (includieitpical
religious, social, intellectual, aesthetic
assumptionsjhat underlie the issue. A

A Does not recognizéne importance of ha one
frames the context of the issue.
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Accomplished:

2y

under investigation;

Clearly identifies and questions the validity of
the assumptions and worldviews that influence
thinking an the issue.
Carefully frames the
contexts

issue in appropriate



4) ANALYZING THE DATA AND DRAWING APPROPRIATE CONCLUSIONS FROM THE EVIDENCE
IDENTIFIES AND ASSESSES THE QUALITY OF SUPPORTING DATA/EVIDENCE AND PROVIDES

ADDITIONAL DATA/EVIDENCE RELATED TO THE ISSUE

Limited:

A

Has difficulty distinguishing claim from evidence
or warrant and fact from opinion or value
judgment;

Does not evaluate the arguments or claims of
sources.

Tends torepeatinformation, presumingts truth
rather than asessing its validity;

Tends to dismiss opposingvidence without
adequate justification

Confuses associations and correlations with
cause and effect

Demonstrates lack of awareness of basic
methods of logical reasoning or statistical
analysis;

Fails toarticulate valid conclusions, implications
or consequences of the study.

5) RESPONDING WITH INSIGHT AND MATURITY

Accomplished:

A

A

Clearly distinguishes fact from opinion and claim
from evidence or warrant;

Examines both the evidence and its sources,
guestions their accuracy, precision, relevance,
completenessand logical coherence;
Effectively evaluates claims,
evidence, and value judgments;
Clearly distinguishes correlation and cause
effect and addresses the consequences of
causeeffect relationships.

Demonstrates the ability to reason logigaind

to analyze quantitative data appropriately;

Infers coherent and warranted conclusions,
implications, and consequences from the study.

arguments,

Limited:

e Tends to versimpliff complex issueand to
insist of6 aofl Ol YR
when the evidence calls for nuance,
subtlety and heavikgualified judgments;

e Does not recognize the necessity of noetic
humility or can opt too hastily for a
relativistic inconclusiveness;

e Has difficulty accepting corréon or
adjusting the hypothesis when faced with
contrary evidence;

e Revisions are perfunctory, focusing
primarily on the correction of errors rather
than a reconceptualizing of the argument;
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intellectual discoveries
commitments.
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Accomplished:
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e Recognizes ambiguity and complexity
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qualifiedjudgments
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of ambiguity without relinquishing the
capacity to make informed judgments;

e Accepts corretion with grace and makes
adjustments to the argument as warranted
by the evidence or by feedback;

e Revisions are thorough and nuanced,
showing evidence that feedback has been
considered and assimilated;

e Demonstrates a willingness to grow and to
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studied the issue.
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