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Score my answers to a course reading or text questions according to the following:

	Important

Criteria:
	Level 4: 

Excellent
	Level 3: 

Good
	Level 2:  

Satisfactory
	Level 1: 

Needs Improvement

	Clarity of 

Answers
	-very clear
	-reasonably

clear
	-somewhat clear
	-unclear



	Accuracy of

Answers
	-highly accurate
	-reasonably accurate
	-some degree 
	-limited degree 

(if any)

	Precision of 

Answers
	-highly precise
	-reasonably  precise 
	-some evidence of precision
	-limited evidence 

(if any)

	Relevance of 

Answers
	-highly relevant
	-relevant
	-somewhat relevant
	-limited relevance 

(if any)

	Depth of Analysis/Insight
	-high degree 
	-reasonable degree 
	-some degree
	-superficial

	Breadth of Analysis/Insight 
	-high degree 
	-reasonable degree 
	-some degree 
	-narrow

	Logic and

Reasoning
	-rigorously logical
	-reasonably logical
	-somewhat logical
	-illogical

	Comprehension and

Understanding
	-high degree

-highly original
	-reasonable degree

-original
	-some degree 

-some originality
	-limited degree 

(if any)

-no originality


Critical Thinking Answers Rubric: Terms of Reference

Clarity: Could you elaborate further on that point ? Could you express that point in another way ? Could you give me an illustration ? Could you give me an example ? If a statement is unclear, we cannot determine whether it is accurate or relevant. In fact we cannot tell anything about it because we don't yet know what it is saying. 

Accuracy: Is that really true ? How could we check that ? How could we find out if that is true?

Precision: Could you give me more details? Could you be more specific ?

Relevance: How is that connected to the question ? How does that bear on the issue ?

Depth: How does your answer address the complexities in the question ? How are you taking into account the problems in the question? Is that dealing with the most significant factors ?

Breadth: Do we need to consider another point of view ? Do we need to question our own assumptions ? Is there another way to look at this question ? What would this look like from a conservative standpoint? What would this look like from the point of view of ?

Logic and Reasoning: Doe this really make sense ? Does that follow from what you said ? How does that follow ? But before you implied this and now you are saying that:; how can both be true ? When we think, we bring a variety of thoughts together into some order. When the combination of thoughts are mutally supporting and make sense in combination, the thinking is "logical". When the combination is not mutually supporting, is contradictory in some sense, or does not 'make sense', the combination is not logical.

Comprehension and Understanding: Is this in my own words ? Am I relying on my own ideas ? Do I demonstrate that I know what I am talking about ? Can I discuss what I am talking about with some degree of authority ? Have I covered all the bases ?

