Verifying Examples of Critical Thinking Rubric (Master)
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(COMPETENT)

· Most key concepts, questions, issues, and definitions are identified, clarified, and focused

· Most purposes, perspectives, positions, and assumptions are considered          

· Most pertinent information is evaluated for quantity: breadth, depth, and detail

· Most pertinent information is evaluated for quality: credibility, conflict of interest, fact vs. opinion, logic

· Most pertinent information is evaluated for usefulness: essential information is sorted from trivial

· Solution, decision, or position is articulated

· Solution, decision, or position is based on sound reasoning and substantial evidence

· Solution, decision, or position addresses the problem, scenario, or argument at hand 

· Response is appropriate for intended audience

· Reasoning is thorough and systematic

· Any potential weaknesses in reasoning (contradictions, oversimplifications, distractions) are addressed

· Multiple viewpoints are considered

· Information is presented and used accurately and fairly 

· Personal assumptions, biases, and preferences do not skew reasoning
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(ADVANCED)

· All key concepts, questions, issues, and definitions are identified, clarified, and focused

· All purposes, perspectives, positions, and assumptions are considered    

· All pertinent information is evaluated for quantity

· All pertinent information is evaluated for quality: credibility, conflict of interest, fact vs. opinion, logic

· All pertinent information is evaluated for usefulness: essential information is sorted from trivial

· Solution, decision, or position is clearly articulated

· Solution, decision, or position is based on thoroughly sound reasoning and compelling evidence

· Solution, decision, or position effectively addresses the problem, scenario, or argument at hand

· Response is ideally appropriate for intended audience

· Reasoning is careful, thorough, systematic, and easy to follow

· Any potential weaknesses in reasoning (contradictions, oversimplifications, distractions) are fully addressed

· Multiple viewpoints are considered fairly

· Information is presented and used accurately and fairly 

· Personal assumptions, biases, and preferences are acknowledged and do not skew reasoning
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(DEFICIENT)

· Few key concepts, questions, issues, and definitions are identified, clarified, and focused

· Few purposes, perspectives, positions, and assumptions are considered   

· Little pertinent information is evaluated for quantity: breadth, depth, and detail

· Little pertinent information is evaluated for quality: credibility, conflict of interest, fact vs. opinion, logic

· Little pertinent information is evaluated for usefulness: essential information is sorted from trivial

· Solution, decision, or position is unclear or absent

· Solution, decision, or position shows little reasoning or supporting evidence

· Solution, decision, or position does not adequately address the problem, scenario, or argument at hand

· Response is inappropriate for intended audience

· Reasoning is unsystematic and hard to follow

· No multiple viewpoints are acknowledged

· Information is presented and used inaccurately and/or unfairly 

· Personal assumptions, biases, and preferences skew reasoning a great deal   
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(DEVELOPING)

· Some key concepts, questions, issues, and definitions are identified, clarified, and focused

· Some purposes, perspectives, positions, and assumptions are considered

· Some pertinent information is evaluated for quantity: breadth, depth, and detail

· Some pertinent information is evaluated for quality: credibility, conflict of interest, fact vs. opinion, logic

· Some pertinent information is evaluated for usefulness: essential information is sorted from trivial

·   Solution, decision, or position is evident

· Solution, decision, or position is based on reasoning and some evidence

· Solution, decision, or position somewhat addresses the problem, scenario, or argument at hand

· Response is partially adequate for intended audience

· Reasoning is somewhat systematic

· More than one viewpoint is acknowledged

· Information is presented and used fairly 

· Personal assumptions, biases, and preferences skew reasoning somewhat        


Verifying Examples of Critical Thinking Rubric (Worksheet)
	ARTIFACT:


	DEFICIENT
	DEVELOPING
	COMPETENT
	ADVANCED
	SCORE

	OUTCOMES
	
	
	
	
	

	QUESTIONING
	1

Central issues/ideas are not clarified and/or focused
	2

A few central issues/ideas are clarified and/or focused
	3

Several central issues/ideas are clarified and focused
	4

All central issues/ideas are clarified and focused
	

	EVALUATING
	1

Little or no analysis and evaluation of information
	2

Some analysis and evaluation of information
	3

Considerable analysis and evaluation of information
	4

Thorough and insightful analysis and evaluation of information
	

	RESPONDING
	1

Response is missing, unclear and/or unsound
	2

Response is partially clear and/or partially sound
	3

Response is clear and reasonably sound
	4

Response is articulate, thoughtful, and sound
	

	REFLECTING
	1

Reasoning is unsound and/or skewed by bias
	2

Reasoning is partially sound and/or partially biased
	3

Reasoning is sound and unbiased
	4

Reasoning is sound, unbiased, and acknowledges multiple viewpoints
	

	               0-4 = Deficient (1)     5-8 = Developing (2)    9-12 = Competent (3)   13-16 = Advanced (4)
	Total:

	COMMENTS:


	HOLISTIC
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	2

	
	3
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