
MCC’S HYBRID CRITICAL THINKING VALUE RUBRIC 
Built from AAC&U’s Critical Thinking, Creative Thinking and Problem Solving VALUE rubrics 

 
 

 Capstone 

4 

Milestones 

3    2 
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1 

R1: Explanation of  issues Issue/problem to be considered critically is 
stated clearly and described 
comprehensively, delivering all relevant 
information necessary for full 
understanding. 

Issue/problem to be considered critically is 
stated, described, and clarified so that 
understanding is not seriously impeded by 
omissions. 

Issue/problem to be considered critically is 
stated but description leaves some terms 
undefined, ambiguities unexplored, 
boundaries undetermined, and/or 
backgrounds unknown. 

Issue/problem to be considered critically is 
stated without clarification or description. 

R2: Evidence 
Selecting and using information to investigate a 
point of  view or conclusion 

Information is taken from source(s) with 
enough interpretation/evaluation to develop 
a comprehensive analysis or synthesis.   
Viewpoints of  experts are questioned 
thoroughly. 

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

Information is taken from source(s) with 
some interpretation/evaluation, but not 
enough to develop a coherent analysis or 
synthesis. 
Viewpoints of  experts are taken as mostly 
fact, with little questioning. 

Information is taken from source(s) without 
any interpretation/evaluation. 
Viewpoints of  experts are taken as fact, 
without question. 

R3: Influence of  context and 
assumptions 

Thoroughly (systematically and 
methodically) analyzes own and others' 
assumptions and carefully evaluates the 
relevance of  contexts when presenting a 
position. 

Identifies own and others' assumptions and 
several relevant contexts when presenting a 
position. 

Questions some assumptions.  Identifies 
several relevant contexts when presenting a 
position. May be more aware of  others' 
assumptions than one's own (or vice versa). 

Shows an emerging awareness of  present 
assumptions (sometimes labels assertions as 
assumptions). Begins to identify some 
contexts when presenting a position. 

R4: Student's position (perspective, 
thesis/hypothesis) 

Specific position (perspective, 
thesis/hypothesis) is imaginative, taking into 
account the complexities of  an issue. 
Limits of  position (perspective, 
thesis/hypothesis) are acknowledged. 
Others' points of  view are synthesized 
within position (perspective, 
thesis/hypothesis). 

Specific position (perspective, 
thesis/hypothesis) takes into account the 
complexities of  an issue. 
Others' points of  view are acknowledged 
within position (perspective, 
thesis/hypothesis). 

Specific position (perspective, 
thesis/hypothesis) acknowledges different 
sides of  an issue. 

Specific position (perspective, 
thesis/hypothesis) is stated, but is simplistic 
and obvious. 

R5: Conclusions and related outcomes 
(implications and consequences) 

Conclusions and related outcomes 
(consequences and implications) are logical 
and reflect student’s informed evaluation 
and ability to place evidence and 
perspectives discussed in priority order. 

Conclusion is logically tied to a range of  
information, including opposing viewpoints; 
related outcomes (consequences and 
implications) are identified clearly. 

Conclusion is logically tied to information 
(because information is chosen to fit the 
desired conclusion); some related outcomes 
(consequences and implications) are 
identified clearly. 

Conclusion is inconsistently tied to some of  
the information discussed; related outcomes 
(consequences and implications) are 
oversimplified. 

R6: Acquiring Competencies 

This step refers to acquiring strategies and skills 
within a particular domain.  

Reflect:  Evaluates creative process and 
product using domain-appropriate criteria. 

Create:  Creates an entirely new object, 
solution or idea that is appropriate to the 
domain. 

Adapt:  Successfully adapts an appropriate 
exemplar to his/her own specifications. 

Model:  Successfully reproduces an 
appropriate exemplar. 



R7: Solving Problems Not only develops a logical, consistent plan 
to solve problem, but recognizes 
consequences of  solution and can articulate 
reason for choosing solution. 

Having selected from among alternatives, 
develops a logical, consistent plan to solve 
the problem. 

Considers and rejects less acceptable 
approaches to solving problem. 

Only a single approach is considered and is 
used to solve the problem. 

R8: Embracing Contradictions Integrates alternate, divergent, or 
contradictory perspectives or ideas fully. 

Incorporates alternate, divergent, or 
contradictory perspectives or ideas in a 
exploratory way. 

Includes (recognizes the value of) alternate, 
divergent, or contradictory perspectives or 
ideas in a small way. 

Acknowledges (mentions in passing) 
alternate, divergent, or contradictory 
perspectives or ideas. 

R9: Innovative Thinking 

Novelty or uniqueness (of  idea, claim, question, 
form, etc.) 

Extends a novel or unique idea, question, 
format, or product to create new knowledge 
or knowledge that crosses boundaries. 

Creates a novel or unique idea, question, 
format, or product. 

Experiments with creating a novel or unique 
idea, question, format, or product. 

Reformulates a collection of  available ideas. 

R10: Identify Strategies Identifies multiple approaches for solving 
the problem that apply within a specific 
context. 

Identifies multiple approaches for solving 
the problem, only some of  which apply 
within a specific context. 

Identifies only a single approach for solving 
the problem that does apply within a 
specific context. 

Identifies one or more approaches for 
solving the problem that do not apply 
within a specific context. 

R11: Propose Solutions/Hypotheses Proposes one or more solutions/hypotheses 
that indicates a deep comprehension of  the 
problem. Solution/hypotheses are sensitive 
to contextual factors as well as all of  the 
following: ethical, logical, and cultural 
dimensions of  the problem. 

Proposes one or more solutions/hypotheses 
that indicates comprehension of  the 
problem. Solutions/hypotheses are sensitive 
to contextual factors as well as the one of  
the following:  ethical, logical, or cultural 
dimensions of  the problem. 

Proposes one solution/hypothesis that is 
“off  the shelf ” rather than individually 
designed to address the specific contextual 
factors of  the problem. 

Proposes a solution/hypothesis that is 
difficult to evaluate because it is vague or 
only indirectly addresses the problem 
statement. 

R12: Evaluate Potential Solutions Evaluation of  solutions is deep and elegant 
(for example, contains thorough and 
insightful explanation) and includes, deeply 
and thoroughly, all of  the following: 
considers history of  problem, reviews 
logic/reasoning, examines feasibility of  
solution, and weighs impacts of  solution. 

Evaluation of  solutions is adequate (for 
example, contains thorough explanation) 
and includes the following: considers history 
of  problem, reviews logic/reasoning, 
examines feasibility of  solution, and weighs 
impacts of  solution. 

Evaluation of  solutions is brief  (for 
example, explanation lacks depth) and 
includes the following: considers history of  
problem, reviews logic/reasoning, examines 
feasibility of  solution, and weighs impacts 
of  solution. 

Evaluation of  solutions is superficial (for 
example, contains cursory, surface level 
explanation) and includes the following: 
considers history of  problem, reviews 
logic/reasoning, examines feasibility of  
solution, and weighs impacts of  solution. 

 


