
AMH 2020              Critical Thinking Rubric 

Performance Criteria Novice - 1 Apprentice - 2 Practitioner - 3 Professional - 4 Exemplar - 5 
Define the 
problem/question 

No understanding of 
the problem/question 
posed. 

Simplistic 
understanding of the 
problem/question, 
with little clarification. 

Basic articulation of 
the problem/question 
with little 
understanding of its 
complexity. 

Effectively articulates 
the problem/question 
and acknowledges 
some of the 
complexities in the 
problem/question.  

Fully articulates and 
addresses the 
complexity and, 
nuances of the 
problem/question.  

Evaluate the 
text/evidence 

No evidence of having 
read the text/evidence 

Provides irrelevant 
examples with little 
discussion of 
text/evidence 

Includes some relevant 
examples, with basic 
discussion of the 
text/evidence. 

Incorporates multiple 
relevant examples 
with sound discussion 
of the text/evidence  

Integrates meaningful 
discussion of the 
text/evidence while 
evaluating possible 
bias.  

Contextualize  No recognition of 
historical or cultural 
significance or context 

Recognizes, but does 
not expand upon, the 
historical or cultural 
context 

Explains the basic 
historical or cultural 
context 

Establishes accurate 
connections to other 
perspectives and 
contexts 

Demonstrates  
connections between 
the problem and its 
contemporary 
implications 

Formulate a position No position is given Position is unclear or 
underdeveloped; lacks 
connection to 
evidence 

Position is developed 
and tied to some 
relevant evidence. 

Position is fully 
developed and 
logically tied to 
evidence. 

Takes a strong, 
committed, supported 
position which 
incorporates a sound 
historical perspective. 

 



ENC 1102 

Performance 
Criteria 

 (1)  (2)  (3)  (4)  (5) 

Introduction/Thesis 
Statement 

Just plot summary 
given and no thesis. 

Plot summary given 
and 
ambiguity/attempt at 
a thesis. 

Plot summary with 
some analysis and 
simplistically stated 
thesis. 

Analysis with some 
plot summary strong 
thesis. 

Cleary analysis of 
literature and 
articulate thesis. 

Analysis/Support No evidence of 
having understood 
the text.  Just a plot 
summary. 

Provides examples 
and/or little 
discussion or 
integration. 

Provides some 
relevant examples, 
with basic discussion 
and integration. 

Integrates multiple, 
relevant examples 
with meaningful 
discussion. 

Integrates significant, 
relevant evidence; 
addresses unique 
characteristic and 
meaningful 
discussion.  

Organization, 
Structure, & 
Mechanics 

No clear sentence 
structure.  
Unacceptable 
punctuation, 
grammar, and 
mechanics errors.  No 
attempt for clarity, 
style, and/or smooth 
flow or ideas. 

Awkward sentence 
structure.  Numerous 
punctuation, 
grammar, and 
mechanics errors.  
Limited attempt for 
clarity, style, and 
smooth flow of ideas. 

Some attempt at 
complex use of 
sentence structure. 
Few punctuation, 
grammar, and 
mechanics errors.  
Attempt for clarity, 
style, and smooth 
flow of ideas. 

Effective use of 
conventions, 
punctuation, 
grammar, and 
mechanics for clarity, 
style, and smooth 
flow of ideas that 
does not affect the 
flow of the paper. 

Mastery of 
conventions, 
punctuation, 
grammar, and 
mechanics for clarity, 
style and smooth  
flow of ideas . 

Conclusion No conclusion or 
thesis given. 

Conclusion is unclear 
or underdeveloped; 
lacks connection to 
thesis. 

Conclusion is tied to 
some relevant 
evidence and 
simplistically tied to 
thesis. 

Conclusion is logically 
tied to evidence and 
thesis. 

Conclusion clearly 
articulates the 
argument of the 
essay and thesis. 

MLA:  Formatting, in-
text, and works cited 

No correct format 
style, in-text citations 
or works cited. 

Poor format style, 
numerous errors with 
in-text citation and 
works cited. 

Some formatting style 
issues, in-text citation 
and works cited 
errors. 

No MLA style errors, 
few in-text citation 
errors and, no works 
cited errors. 

Mastery of all levels 
of MLA formatting 
and style. 

 



 

HUM 2230 

Performance Criteria Novice - 1 Apprentice - 2 Practitioner - 3 Professional - 4 Exemplar - 5 

Define the 
problem/question 

Fail to clarify or 
describe; no 
understanding of the 
problem or question 
posed; does not use 
discipline-specific 
language 

Simplistic restatement 
of the problem, 
without clarification or 
description; little 
discipline-specific 
language used 

Some ambiguity in 
statement of problem, 
which is defined but 
not expanded; 
adequate use of 
discipline-specific 
language 

Effectively articulated 
the problem; 
acknowledged some of 
the complexities in the 
problem/question; 
accurate use of 
discipline-specific 
language 

Fully develops, 
articulates, addresses 
complexity, 
understands nuance; 
integrates discipline-
specific terms and 
language in the 
articulation of the 
problem/question 

Evaluate the text or 
evidence 

No evidence of having 
read the text 

Provides irrelevant 
examples and/or little 
discussion or 
integration 

Provides some 
relevant examples, 
with basic discussion 
and integration 

Integrates multiple 
relevant examples 
with meaningful 
discussion; 
acknowledges 
ambiguities   

Integrates significant, 
relevant evidence and 
addresses complexities 
and/or ambiguities  

Contextualize  No recognition of 
historical or cultural 
significance or context 

Recognizes, but does 
not expand upon, the 
historical or cultural 
context 

Explains the basic 
historical or cultural 
context 

Establishes accurate 
connections to other 
texts, perspectives, or 
self 

Supports deep 
connections between 
the problem and other 
texts, perspectives, or 
self  

Formulate a 
conclusion 

No conclusion is given Conclusion is unclear 
or underdeveloped; 
lacks connection to 
evidence 

Conclusion is tied to 
some relevant 
evidence; 
acknowledges some 
limitations 

Conclusion is logically 
tied to evidence; 
recognizes limitations 
and some 
consequences 

Takes a strong, 
committed, supported 
position; evaluates the  
limitations and 
consequences 



Critical Thinking Analytic Rubric 

Critical thinking is the art of analyzing and evaluating thinking with a view point for improvement.  Critical thinking is self-directed, self-disciplined, self-
motivated, self-monitored, and self-corrective thinking.  It requires rigorous standards of excellence and mindful command of their use.  It entails effective 
communication and problem solving abilities. (Paul and Elder, 2006)  

 

Performance criteria Novices (1) Apprentices (2) Practitioners (3) Professionals (4) Exemplars (5) 

Formulates or 
reformulates a vital 
problem, question, or 
issue. 

No summary submitted. Incomplete 
summarization of 
problem, question, or 
issue. 

Summarizes the 
problem, question, or 
issue though some 
aspects are confused or 
incorrect.  Nuances and 
key details are missing 
or superficial and/or 
context is overlooked. 

Clearly and precisely 
formulates or 
reformulates the vital 
aspects of the problem, 
question, or issue as it 
relates to the context. 

Vital aspects of the 
problem, question or issue 
are clearly and precisely 
formulated or reformulated 
identifying integral 
relationships essential to 
analyzing the problem, 
question, or issue as it 
relates to the context. 

 

Gathers, assesses, and 
analyzes relevant 
information, data, or 
evidence. 

No data submitted. Information, data or 
evidence are, 
incomplete, 
inappropriate, or 
unrelated to the issue at 
hand.  

 

Appropriate information, 
data or evidence are 
provided, although 
treatment of such is 
routine and superficial. 

Information or data are 
selective but largely 
unexamined in terms of 
accuracy, relevance, and 
completeness. 

 

Appropriate information, 
data, or evidence are 
provided and are 
thorough, fully analyzed 
and reported. 

Information, data or 
evidence, and sources are 
questioned in terms of 
accuracy, relevance, and 
completeness. 

Information, data, or 
evidence are provide and 
extensive, furthering 
insight into the problem, 
question, or issue. 

Information data or 
evidence and sources are 
fully analyzed and 
evaluated as to accuracy, 
relevance, completeness, 
and point of view. 

 



Arrives at well-
reasoned conclusions, 
solutions, and 
implications. 

No solution submitted. Provides a simplistic 
solution and/or absolute 
conclusion attributed to 
an external authority 
with no consideration of 
implications. 

Demonstrates habits of 
mind that present 
conclusions as relative 
to each other, with 
simplistic and a cursory 
examination of 
implications. 

Exemplifies critical 
thinking by providing: 

• plausible solutions 
• a consideration of 

assumptions 
• reasoned judgment and 

conclusions based on 
evidence 

• consideration of 
implications that reach 
beyond the immediate 
situation. 

Exemplifies critical 
thinking by providing: 

• plausible, coherent 
evaluation of hypotheses 

• well-reasoned judgment 
and conclusions based 
on evidence with an 
examination of different 
viewpoints 

• analysis of assumptions 
• a discussion of how 

things might be other 
wise 

• a thorough examination 
of implications 

• a consideration of 
ambiguities. 

Integrates other 
disciplinary 
perspectives. 

No evidence of 
attending to differing 
disciplinary 
perspectives submitted. 

Incomplete evidence of 
attending to differing 
disciplinary 
perspectives. Ignores 
viewpoints from other 
disciplines and/or treats 
them superficially or 
misrepresents them. 

Acknowledges different 
disciplinary 
perspectives; however 
does not incorporate 
them into analysis.  

Analyzes a viewpoint 
from another discipline 
thoughtfully and mostly 
accurately. 

Provides interpretation, 
analysis and synthesis 
with limited integration 
of other disciplinary 
perspectives. 

Calls upon viewpoints 
from more than one other 
discipline to understand 
the problem, question or 
issue more fully. 

 

Provides powerful 
illuminating interpretation 
and judgment requiring the 
use of a variety of 
disciplinary perspectives. 

Calls upon viewpoints 
from a wide range of 
disciplines to fully 
understand the problem, 
question, or issue in deeply 
textured ways. 

 

Communicates 
effectively. 

Works alone to answer 
questions related to the 
topic under 
consideration. 

Partially shares with 
others, answers question 
related to the topic under 
consideration, minimal 
participation during data 
collection. 

Shares ideas with others 
related to the topic, 
building collective 
understanding of the 
topic, adequate 
participation during data 

Interacts with others in 
assessing complexities 
related to the ideas under 
consideration 

• discusses subject 
matter 

Engages in considerable, 
rigorous interaction with 
others in assessing 
complexities related to 
discipline subject matter 

• makes clear distinctions 



collection. • makes distinctions 
• applies ideas 
• forms and raises 

questions. 
Some leadership during 
data collection. 

• applies ideas 
• forms generalizations 
• raises questions  
• communicates 

effectively. 
The communication builds 
coherently on ideas 
promoting improved 
collective understanding of 
the topic. Demonstrable 
leadership during data 
collection. 
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