Critical Thinking Assessment

2003-2004

Summary and Recommendations

Activitity
Hundreds of students participated in critical thinking activities over the past year.  Critical Thinking Day in October engaged about 100 students in lively and varied problem solving games at Casino Critico.  Participants then focused their minds at a serious debate on the USA PATRIOT Act, an event which was open to the public and drew an audience of over 200.  In the fall and spring iterations of the course-embedded Critical Thinking Assignment, more than 450 students wrote papers in a common format, and 120 of those papers were scored in relation to the Capital Community College Critical Thinking Rubric.  Fifty of the students writing the assignment were included in an experimental focus group.  Their discussions of critical thinking and their problems with the assignment are recorded on video and in written transcripts.  In a final Artifact Collection project, faculty members identified student work that demonstrated critical thinking within the natural flow of classes. 
These projects are described in the attached materials, and each one generated data which are interpreted in the section entitled Critical Thinking Reports.  The three charts below introduce the types of illustration that are available in the full reports. 
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How Critical Thinking is Used (Processes at Work)
	
	Casino Critico
	Embedded Lakes
	Embedded Accidents
	Focus Group Lakes
	Focus Group Accidents
	Patriot Debate, Question 1


	Patriot Debate, Question 2



	Analyzing and problem solving
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	Debating, learning both sides
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Focusing, concentrating

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Planning, organizing


	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Relaxing


	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Self-questioning
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Recommendations

Emerging from the analysis of the data are several recommendations, which are detailed in the attached reports.  In abbreviated form, they are as follows:

1. Promulgate the Critical Thinking Rubric widely.

2. Support teachers in developing assignments that respond to the rubric.

3. Engage departments in clarification of critical thinking standards.

4. Discuss critical thinking explicitly with students.

5. Link ongoing class work to critical thinking skills.

6. Help students with elements of critical thinking when they first approach unfamiliar materials.

7. Pursue ancillary findings concerning student enrollment and placement data.

8. Watch for emergent common findings across different assessment projects.

Website
For the wider context of general education assessments at Capital Community College, please consult the Student Learning Assessment Team’s website:  ccc.commnet.edu/slat



With some variations between the two forms of the assignment (Accidents & Lakes), the predominant score was 2, essential, which also marked the midpoint of the score distribution.  Only 19 samples received a score of 3, proficient, or better.  








In the rubric’s four categories of critical thinking, the samples showed progressively lower scores as the tasks moved from observation/organization toward induction/inference.  The low performance in the last category may have been influenced by lack of time at the end of the session.





When asked what critical thinking means to them, students gave a wide range of responses.  Below is one of the charts presenting these qualitative data.






































