CRITICAL THI

NKING SCORING RUBRIC
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Based on the scale from 1 (NOT YET) to 6 (WOW), use the following definitions to rate each student's critical thinking achievement for each criteria.

RATING

CRITERIA

SUMMARIZES
PROBLEM,
QUESTION, OR ISSUE

)
STRONG
Shows control and skill in this
trait; many sirengths present

Clearly identifies the challenge and subsidiary, embedded, or implict
aspec:s of the issue. dentifies integral relationships essential o
arayzirg the issue.

RATING SCALE
3
DEVELOPING

On balancs; the strengths Sirengths and need for revision
outweigh the weaknessas; a small | are about equal; about half-way

Summarizas issue, though some aspacts are incorrec: or confused.
Nuances and key deiails are missing or gossad over.

2
EMERGING
Nead for revision outweighs
sirangths, isolated moments hint
at what the wriler has in mind

Doas rot atlampt 9 or fais 0 identify and summarize accuraialy.

CONSIDERS
CONTEXT AND

6 5

Analyzes the issua with 2 clear sanze of scope and context, nchdirg
ar assessment of audienca. ldentifies influence of context. Questions
assumptions, addrassing ethical dmensions underlying the issue.

4 3

Presents and explores relevant contexts ard assumptions, akhough in

a Imiad way. Analysis indudes some outsida verification, but primarily
relies on authorities. Provides some corsideration of assumptiors and

thair implications

2 1

Approach to tha issue is in egocen¥ic and socio-centric larms. Does
not relate 0 other contexts. Analysis is groundad in absolutes, with
itde ackrowledgement of own biases. Doas rot recognize context and
urdaryirg ethical implications.

ASSUMPTIONS

6 5

4 3

2

COMMUNICATES
OWN PERSPECTIVE,
HYPOTHESIS, OR

Position demonsiralas ownership. Appropriaiely identifies own
position, drawing suppor: from experience and information not from
assigned scurces. Justifies own view while integrating conirary
intarpratatiors. Hypothasis demonsirates sophisticated thought.

Presents own position, which inciudes some original thinking, though
inconsisierty. Justifies own position without addrassing other views or
doas so suparficially. Position is gareraly clear, akhough gaps may
exst

Position & clearly adopted with Iitle consideration. Addresses a single
view of the argument, failing to clarify the position relative o one's own.
Fais to justify own opinion. Hypothesis is unclear or simplisic.

POSITION

ANALYZES
SUPPORTING DATA

6 5

Svidanca of source evaluation skills. Examines evidanca and
questions acouracy and ralevance. Recognizes bias. Sequenca of
praseniation raflacts clear organization of ideas, subordinating for
mportance and impact.

4 3

Damorstrates adaguate skil in s2lacting ard evaluating sources
meet nformation nead. Use of evidenca is salectve. Discerns act
from cpinior and may recognize bias. Appropriate evidenca is
provided akhough exploration is routing.

~kh
<l

2 1

No avidence of selection or sourca evaluation skils. Repeats
nfarmation without question or dismisses evidence without justification
Ooas not distirguish batween fact and opinion. Evidence is simplstc,
naporopriate or not related to topic

AND EVIDENCE

USES OTHER
PERSPECTIVES AND
POSITIONS

6 3

Addresses divarse parspectives fom a variety of sources 0 qualify
araysis. Any analoges are usad affeciively. Clearly jusifes own
view while respacting views of others. Analysis of othar positions is
accurate and raspeciful. Svidence of reflaction ard self-assessmanrt.

4 3

Begins to ralate alternative views. Rough infegration of multiple
viawpoinis. ldeas are invesigated in a limited way. May oversiate
conflict or dismiss tamative views hastily. Analyss of other views
mostly sccurata. Some evidarce of salt-assassment.

2

Deals with a single parspactiva and fails to discuss others' parspaciive.
Adopis a single idea with litde question. Alternatives are not integrated.
ldeas are obvious. Avords discomforting ideas. Treatls other positiors
superficially. No evidarce of sal-assessment

ASSESSES
CONCLUSIONS,
IMPLICATIONS, AND

dentifies and discusses condusions, implicatiors, ard corsequences
Considers context, assumptions, and eviderce. Qualifies own

6 | 5 4 | 3 2 | 1

Conclusions consider evidence of conseguanrces extendirg beyond &
single issua. Prasenis implications that may impact other paople or
issues. Prasents condusions as orly loosely related to corsequences
Implications may include vague rafarence o conclusions

Fais to identify condusions, implicatiors, ard consaguarces, or
conclusion iz a simplstic summary. Corclusions are abscluie, and may
attributa conclusion 1o extamal authority

CONSEQUENCES
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6

4 3

2




