PAGE  
1

Critical Thinking Rubric

University of South Florida

Students will demonstrate the ability to analyze such variables as concepts, issues and beliefs, and make logical inferences based upon authoritative evidence. 

Specific components to be addressed:

· Maintain an argument or a thesis in written or oral communication

· Present claims that make inferences based upon justified claims and appropriate evidence

· Evaluate the credibility of claims and the logical strength of arguments 

· Analyze and explain relationships among concepts 
· Exhibit a logical progression of ideas which are supported with adequate, clear, and accurate evidence

Use the following to guide your evaluation of each of the components
Main Idea
Level 5 – A main idea (e.g. argument, thesis) is presented and rigorously maintained throughout.
Level 4 – A main idea is clear, although not rigorously maintained.
Level 3 – A main idea is presented, but extraneous material disrupts its development.
Level 2 – A main idea is not maintained or is unclear.
Level 1 – A main idea is not presented.
Inference

Level 5 – Claims are justified, appropriate, and clearly reasoned.
Level 4 – Claims are justified, appropriate and relatively well-reasoned. 
Level 3 – Claims are justified and appropriate, but the reasoning process may be unclear.
Level 2 – Claims are not clearly justified or appropriate. 
Level 1 – Claims are not justified or appropriate. 
Evaluation

Level 5 – Evidence and the source of evidence that contribute to the credibility of claims are clear and accurate, rely on qualified sources of authority, and the use of those authorities is sufficiently explained. 

Level 4 – Evidence and the source of evidence that contribute to the credibility of claims are clear and accurate, rely on qualified sources of authority, but the use of those authorities is insufficiently explained.

 Level 3 – Evidence and the source of evidence contributing to the credibility of claims rely on a combination of qualified and unqualified sources of authority. Some qualified sources may be used out of context or quoted excessively without explanation

Level 2 – Evidence and the source of evidence that contribute to the credibility of claims rely on opinion and unqualified sources of authority, but recognize the limitations of these sources.

Level 1 – Evidence and the source of evidence that contribute to the credibility of claims rely on unsupported opinion.

Analysis

Level 5 – Straightforward and implied relationships among points (i.e. concepts, beliefs, assumptions, issues) used in supporting the main idea are clearly and accurately explained.

Level 4 – Straightforward and implied relationships among points used in supporting the main idea are made but not clearly explained.
Level 3 – Straightforward relationships among points used in supporting the main idea are accurately explained, but implied relationships are not.

Level 2 – Straightforward relationships among points used in supporting the main idea are inaccurately or superficially explained.

Level 1 – No attempt is made to explain relationships among points used in supporting the main idea. 
Progression of Ideas
Level 5 – A logical progression of ideas gives clear and effective structure to the main idea. 
Level 4 – A logical progression of ideas gives structure to the main idea. 
Level 3 – A logical progression of ideas is interrupted by an occasional organizational or structural error.
Level 2 – The attempt at a logical progression of ideas is unsuccessful due to numerous structural errors.

Level 1 – The progression of ideas is illogical and appears to reflect the writer's "stream of consciousness.”
� A number of the definitions here have been appropriated, in modified form, from the American Philosophical Associations’ Delphi Report.





