
Critical thinking
	Performance criteria
	Exceeds expectations
	Meets expectations
	Below expectations

	Accurately
interprets
evidence and can evaluate
alternative
points of view
	A thorough analysis and/or synthesis developed from
source(s) that are effectively interpreted and evaluated.
Thorough questioning of expert views. 
Provides strong, relevant, and convincing evidence to support arguments or conclusions. Integrates a variety of sources effectively.
	A coherent analysis and/or synthesis developed from source(s) that are sufficiently interpretated and evaluated. 
Questioning of expert views. 
Presents solid evidence to support arguments or conclusions. Uses appropriate sources but may lack variety or depth.
	Information from
source(s) is interpreted and evaluated but not enough to develop a coherent analysis or
synthesis. 
Little questioning of expert views.
Some evidence to support arguments or conclusions, but it may be weak or insufficient. Limited use of sources.

	Draws well thought out
conclusions,
justifies results,
and explains
reasoning
	Demonstrates consistently logical and coherent reasoning throughout the analysis or discussion. 
Develops a logical, consistent plan to address challenges, and can identify the consequences of the solution and can justify the choice of solution.
Conclusions, consequences, and implications demonstrate informed evaluations and the ability to understand priorities in
evidence and perspectives.
	Selects from alternatives, to develop a logical, consistent plan to address challenges.
Conclusions are logically tied
to a range of information,
including opposing viewpoints. Consequences and implications are
identified clearly.
	Considers and rejects less
acceptable approaches to
addressing challenges.
Information that leads to conclusions may be selected to fit a desired conclusion. 
Some consequences and
implications are identified
clearly. 

	Considers multifaceted nature of an issue, engages in abstract
reasoning, and make decisions based on new learning.
	Identifies and addresses complex problems, offering effective and insightful solutions.
Integrates alternate,
divergent, or contradictory
perspectives or ideas. Contributes to the creation of new knowledge.
	Incorporates new directions
or approaches and explores alternate, divergent, or contradictory
perspectives or ideas. Adds a fresh perspective to the analysis or discussion.
	Considers limited new directions or
approaches.
Includes/recognises the
value of alternate,
divergent, or contradictory
perspectives or ideas in a
limited way. Ideas may be derivative or lack originality.

	Reflection and understanding of one’s own thought processes.
	Reflects deeply on the thinking process, recognizing biases and assumptions. Demonstrates strong meta-cognitive awareness.
	Reflects on the thinking process, acknowledging biases and assumptions. Shows some awareness of meta-cognition.
	Provides limited reflection on the thinking process. Awareness of biases and assumptions may be lacking.





