CRITICAL THINKING VALUE RUBRIC
for more informapdease contact@aheel.org

The VALUE rubrics were developed by teams of faculty experts representing colleges and universities across the United States through a process thatrexaanmaesmamycsxisti
and related documents for each learning outcome and incorporated additional feedback from faculty. The rubrics articulate fundamental criteria for each learning outcome, with perform
success.

Definition
Critical thinking is a habit of mind characterized by the comprehensive exploration of issues, ideas, artifactef@edaeeeptinly or formulating an opinion or conclusion.

Framing Language
This rubric is designed to be transdisciplinary, reflecting the recognition that success in all disciplines requires habits of inquiry and analysis that share common attributes. Furth
suggests that successful critical thinkers froraciliies increasingly need to be able to apply those habits in various and changing situations encounteredfia all walks of |
This rubric is designed for use with many different types of assignments and the suggestions here are not an exhaustive list of possibilities. Critical thinking can be demonstrate
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Definition

Critical thinking is bhabit of mind characterized by the comprehensive exploration of issues, ideas, artifacts, and events before acdaptiggordpimon or conclusion.

Evaluators are encouraged to assign a zero to any work sample or collectiomeet beorkhivatrddeslhone) level performance.

Capstone
4

Milestones

3

2

Benchmark
1

Explanation of issues

Issue/problem to be considered critically
stated clearly and described
comprehensively, delivering all relevant
information necessary falf
understanding.

Issue/problento be considered critically
stated, describgand clarified so that
understanding is not seriously impeded
omissions.

lmndefined, mbiguities unexplored,

Issue/problento be considered critically
stated but description leaves some term

boundaries undetermined, and/or
backgrounds unknown.

stated without clarification or description.

Issue/problem to be considered critically

Evidence
Selecting and using information to inves
point of view or conclusion

Influence of context and assumptions

Information is taken from source(s) with
ggateyh interpretation/evaluatiem develog
a comprehensive analysis or synthesis.
Viewpoints of experts are questioned
thoroughly.

Thoroughly (systematically and
methodically) angles own and othérs

Information is taken from source(s) with
enough interpretation/evaluation to deve
a coherent analysis or synthesis.
Viewpoints of experts are subject to
questioning.

Information is taken from source(s) with
kipme interpretation/evaluation, but not

enough to develop a coherent analysis

synthesis.

Viewpoints of experts are taken astiynos
fact, with little questioning.

OYiewpoints of experts are taken as fact

Information is taken from source(s) with
any interpretation/evaluation.

without question.




