
Note:  This listing was developed through a multiyear dialogue with hundreds of colleges and universities about needed goals for stu-
dent learning; analysis of a long series of recommendations and reports from the business community; and analysis of the accredita-
tion requirements for engineering, business, nursing, and teacher education. The findings are documented in previous publications of 
the Association of American Colleges and Universities: Greater Expectations: A New Vision for Learning as a Nation Goes to College 
(2002), Taking Responsibility for the Quality of the Baccalaureate Degree (2004), and College Learning for the New Global Century (2007). 
For further information, see www.aacu.org/leap.

The Essential Learning Outcomes

Beginning in school, and continuing at successively higher levels across their college studies, 

students should prepare for twenty-first-century challenges by gaining:

Knowledge of Human Cultures and the Physical and Natural World
	 •  �Through study in the sciences and mathematics, social sciences, humanities, histories,  

languages, and the arts

Focused by engagement with big questions, both contemporary and enduring

Intellectual and Practical Skills, including
	 •  �Inquiry and analysis
	 •  �Critical and creative thinking
	 •  �Written and oral communication
	 •  �Quantitative literacy
	 •  �Information literacy
	 •  �Teamwork and problem solving

Practiced extensively, across the curriculum, in the context of progressively more challenging 
problems, projects, and standards for performance 

Personal and Social Responsibility, including
	 •  �Civic knowledge and engagement—local and global
	 •  �Intercultural knowledge and competence
	 •  Ethical reasoning and action
	 •  �Foundations and skills for lifelong learning

Anchored through active involvement with diverse communities and real-world challenges

Integrative and Applied Learning, including
	 •  �Synthesis and advanced accomplishment across general and specialized studies

Demonstrated through the application of knowledge, skills, and responsibilities to new settings 
and complex problems

http://www.aacu.org/leap
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Proposed Core Objectives* 

UEAC 4.16.10 

 

Critical thinking skills  

 to include creative thinking, innovation, inquiry, and analysis, evaluation and 

synthesis of information 

Communication skills  

 to include effective written, oral, and visual communication 

Empirical and Quantitative Skills  

 to include applications of scientific and mathematical concepts 

Teamwork  

 to include the ability to consider different points of view and to work effectively 

with others to support a shared purpose or goal 

Social responsibility 

 to include intercultural competency, civic knowledge, and the ability to engage 

effectively in regional, national and global communities  

Personal Responsibility  

 to include the ability to connect choices, actions and consequences to ethical 

decision-making  

 

 

 

 

* UEAC core curriculum revision recommendations are not official until approved by the 

Coordinating Board. Current core curriculum standards apply. 
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CRITICAL THINKING VALUE RUBRIC 
for more information, please contact value@aacu.org 

 
 
 The VALUE rubrics were developed by teams of  faculty experts representing colleges and universities across the United States through a process that examined many existing campus rubrics 
and related documents for each learning outcome and incorporated additional feedback from faculty. The rubrics articulate fundamental criteria for each learning outcome, with performance descriptors 
demonstrating progressively more sophisticated levels of  attainment. The rubrics are intended for institutional-level use in evaluating and discussing student learning, not for grading. The core 
expectations articulated in all 15 of  the VALUE rubrics can and should be translated into the language of  individual campuses, disciplines, and even courses.  The utility of  the VALUE rubrics is to 
position learning at all undergraduate levels within a basic framework of  expectations such that evidence of  learning can by shared nationally through a common dialog and understanding of  student 
success. 
 

Definition 
 Critical thinking is a habit of  mind characterized by the comprehensive exploration of  issues, ideas, artifacts, and events before accepting or formulating an opinion or conclusion. 
 

Framing Language 
 This rubric is designed to be transdisciplinary, reflecting the recognition that success in all disciplines requires habits of  inquiry and analysis that share common attributes.  Further, research 
suggests that successful critical thinkers from all disciplines increasingly need to be able to apply those habits in various and changing situations encountered in all walks of  life. 
 This rubric is designed for use with many different types of  assignments and the suggestions here are not an exhaustive list of  possibilities. Critical thinking can be demonstrated in assignments 
that require students to complete analyses of  text, data, or issues. Assignments that cut across presentation mode might be especially useful in some fields. If  insight into the process components of  
critical thinking (e.g., how information sources were evaluated regardless of  whether they were included in the product) is important, assignments focused on student reflection might be especially 
illuminating.  
 

Glossary 
The definitions that follow were developed to clarify terms and concepts used in this rubric only. 

• Ambiguity:  Information that may be interpreted in more than one way. 
• Assumptions:  Ideas, conditions, or beliefs (often implicit or unstated) that are "taken for granted or accepted as true without proof." (quoted from 

www.dictionary.reference.com/browse/assumptions) 
• Context:  The historical, ethical. political, cultural, environmental, or circumstantial settings or conditions that influence and complicate the consideration of  any issues, ideas, artifacts, and 

events. 
• Literal meaning:  Interpretation of  information exactly as stated.  For example, "she was green with envy" would be interpreted to mean that her skin was green. 
• Metaphor:  Information that is (intended to be) interpreted in a non-literal way.  For example, "she was green with envy" is intended to convey an intensity of  emotion, not a skin color. 

mailto:value@aacu.org
http://www.dictionary.reference.com/browse/assumptions


CRITICAL THINKING VALUE RUBRIC 
for more information, please contact value@aacu.org 

 
 

Definition 
 Critical thinking is a habit of  mind characterized by the comprehensive exploration of  issues, ideas, artifacts, and events before accepting or formulating an opinion or conclusion. 
 

Evaluators are encouraged to assign a zero to any work sample or collection of  work that does not meet benchmark (cell one) level performance. 
 

 Capstone 

4 

Milestones 

3    2 

Benchmark 

1 

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. 

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. 

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. 

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. 

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. 

 

mailto:value@aacu.org


Note:  This listing was developed through a multiyear dialogue with hundreds of colleges and universities about needed goals for stu-
dent learning; analysis of a long series of recommendations and reports from the business community; and analysis of the accredita-
tion requirements for engineering, business, nursing, and teacher education. The findings are documented in previous publications of 
the Association of American Colleges and Universities: Greater Expectations: A New Vision for Learning as a Nation Goes to College 
(2002), Taking Responsibility for the Quality of the Baccalaureate Degree (2004), and College Learning for the New Global Century (2007). 
For further information, see www.aacu.org/leap.

The Essential Learning Outcomes

Beginning in school, and continuing at successively higher levels across their college studies, 

students should prepare for twenty-first-century challenges by gaining:

Knowledge of Human Cultures and the Physical and Natural World
	 •  �Through study in the sciences and mathematics, social sciences, humanities, histories,  

languages, and the arts

Focused by engagement with big questions, both contemporary and enduring

Intellectual and Practical Skills, including
	 •  �Inquiry and analysis
	 •  �Critical and creative thinking
	 •  �Written and oral communication
	 •  �Quantitative literacy
	 •  �Information literacy
	 •  �Teamwork and problem solving

Practiced extensively, across the curriculum, in the context of progressively more challenging 
problems, projects, and standards for performance 

Personal and Social Responsibility, including
	 •  �Civic knowledge and engagement—local and global
	 •  �Intercultural knowledge and competence
	 •  Ethical reasoning and action
	 •  �Foundations and skills for lifelong learning

Anchored through active involvement with diverse communities and real-world challenges

Integrative and Applied Learning, including
	 •  �Synthesis and advanced accomplishment across general and specialized studies

Demonstrated through the application of knowledge, skills, and responsibilities to new settings 
and complex problems

http://www.aacu.org/leap














ETHICAL REASONING VALUE RUBRIC 
for more information, please contact value@aacu.org 

 
 
 The VALUE rubrics were developed by teams of  faculty experts representing colleges and universities across the United States through a process that examined many existing campus rubrics 
and related documents for each learning outcome and incorporated additional feedback from faculty. The rubrics articulate fundamental criteria for each learning outcome, with performance descriptors 
demonstrating progressively more sophisticated levels of  attainment. The rubrics are intended for institutional-level use in evaluating and discussing student learning, not for grading. The core 
expectations articulated in all 15 of  the VALUE rubrics can and should be translated into the language of  individual campuses, disciplines, and even courses.  The utility of  the VALUE rubrics is to 
position learning at all undergraduate levels within a basic framework of  expectations such that evidence of  learning can by shared nationally through a common dialog and understanding of  student 
success. 
 

Definition 
 Ethical Reasoning is reasoning about right and wrong human conduct.  It requires students to be able to assess their own ethical values and the social context of  problems, recognize ethical 
issues in a variety of  settings, think about how different ethical perspectives might be applied to ethical dilemmas and consider the ramifications of  alternative actions. Students’ ethical self  identity 
evolves as they practice ethical decision-making skills and learn how to describe and analyze positions on ethical issues. 
 

Framing Language 
 This rubric is intended to help faculty evaluate work samples and collections of  work that demonstrate student learning about ethics. Although the goal of  a liberal education should be to help 
students turn what they’ve learned in the classroom into action, pragmatically it would be difficult, if  not impossible, to judge whether or not students would act ethically when faced with real ethical 
situations. What can be evaluated using a rubric is whether students have the intellectual tools to make ethical choices. 
 The rubric focuses on five elements: Ethical Self  Awareness, Ethical Issue Recognition, Understanding Different Ethical Perspectives/Concepts, Application of  Ethical Principles, and 
Evaluation of  Different Ethical Perspectives/Concepts.  Students’ Ethical Self  Identity evolves as they practice ethical decision-making skills and learn how to describe and analyze positions on ethical 
issues. Presumably, they will choose ethical actions when faced with ethical issues. 
 

Glossary 
The definitions that follow were developed to clarify terms and concepts used in this rubric only. 

• Core Beliefs:  Those fundamental principles that consciously or unconsciously influence one's ethical conduct and ethical thinking.  Even when unacknowledged, core beliefs shape one's 
responses.  Core beliefs can reflect one's environment, religion, culture or training.  A person may or may not choose to act on their core beliefs. 
• Ethical Perspectives/concepts:  The different theoretical means through which ethical issues are analyzed, such as ethical theories (e.g., utilitarian, natural law, virtue) or ethical concepts (e.g., 
rights, justice, duty). 
• Complex, multi-layered (gray) context:  The sub-parts or situational conditions of  a scenario that bring two or more ethical dilemmas (issues) into the mix/problem/context/for student's 
identification.   
• Cross-relationships among the issues: Obvious or subtle connections between/among the sub-parts or situational conditions of  the issues present in a scenario (e.g., relationship of  production 
of  corn as part of  climate change issue).   

mailto:value@aacu.org


ETHICAL REASONING VALUE RUBRIC 
for more information, please contact value@aacu.org 

 
 

Definition 
 Ethical Reasoning is reasoning about right and wrong human conduct.  It requires students to be able to assess their own ethical values and the social context of  problems, recognize ethical issues in a variety of  settings, think about 
how different ethical perspectives might be applied to ethical dilemmas, and consider the ramifications of  alternative actions. Students’ ethical self-identity evolves as they practice ethical decision-making skills and learn how to describe and 
analyze positions on ethical issues. 

 
Evaluators are encouraged to assign a zero to any work sample or collection of  work that does not meet benchmark (cell one) level performance. 

 
 Capstone 

4 

Milestones 

3    2 

Benchmark 

1 

Ethical Self-Awareness Student discusses in detail/analyzes both core 
beliefs and the origins of  the core beliefs and 
discussion has greater depth and clarity. 

Student discusses in detail/analyzes both core 
beliefs and the origins of  the core beliefs. 

Student states both core beliefs and the origins 
of  the core beliefs. 

Student states either their core beliefs or 
articulates the origins of  the core beliefs but 
not both. 

Understanding Different Ethical 
Perspectives/Concepts 

Student names the theory or theories, can 
present the gist of  said theory or theories, and 
accurately explains the details of  the theory or 
theories used. 

Student can name the major theory or theories 
she/he uses, can present the gist of  said 
theory or theories, and attempts to explain the 
details of  the theory or theories used, but has 
some inaccuracies. 

Student can name the major theory she/he 
uses, and is only able to present the gist of  the 
named theory. 

Student only names the major theory she/he 
uses. 

Ethical Issue Recognition Student can recognize ethical issues when 
presented in a complex, multilayered (gray) 
context AND can recognize cross-
relationships among the issues. 

Student can recognize ethical issues when 
issues are presented in a complex, multilayered 
(gray) context OR  can grasp cross-
relationships among the issues. 

Student can recognize basic and obvious 
ethical issues and grasp (incompletely) the 
complexities or interrelationships among the 
issues. 

Student can recognize basic and obvious 
ethical issues but fails to grasp complexity or 
interrelationships. 

Application of  Ethical 
Perspectives/Concepts 

Student can independently apply ethical 
perspectives/concepts to an ethical question, 
accurately, and is able to consider full 
implications of  the application. 

Student can independently (to a new example) 
apply ethical perspectives/concepts to an 
ethical question, accurately, but does not 
consider the specific implications of  the 
application. 

Student can apply ethical 
perspectives/concepts to an ethical question, 
independently (to a new example) and the 
application is inaccurate. 

Student can apply ethical 
perspectives/concepts to an ethical question 
with support (using examples, in a class, in a 
group, or a fixed-choice setting) but is unable 
to apply ethical perspectives/concepts 
independently (to a new example.). 

Evaluation of  Different Ethical 
Perspectives/Concepts 

Student states a position and can state the 
objections to, assumptions and implications of  
and can reasonably defend against the 
objections to, assumptions and implications of  
different ethical perspectives/concepts, and 
the student's defense is adequate and effective. 

Student states a position and can state the 
objections to, assumptions and implications 
of, and respond to the objections to, 
assumptions and implications of  different 
ethical perspectives/concepts, but the 
student's response is inadequate. 

Student states a position and can state the 
objections to, assumptions and implications of  
different ethical perspectives/concepts but 
does not respond to them (and ultimately 
objections, assumptions, and implications are 
compartmentalized by student and do not 
affect student's position.) 

Student states a position but cannot state the 
objections to and assumptions and limitations 
of  the different perspectives/concepts. 

 

mailto:value@aacu.org
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FOUNDATIONS AND SKILLS FOR LIFELONG LEARNING VALUE RUBRIC 
for more information, please contact value@aacu.org 

 
 
 The VALUE rubrics were developed by teams of  faculty experts representing colleges and universities across the United States through a process that examined many existing campus rubrics 
and related documents for each learning outcome and incorporated additional feedback from faculty. The rubrics articulate fundamental criteria for each learning outcome, with performance descriptors 
demonstrating progressively more sophisticated levels of  attainment. The rubrics are intended for institutional-level use in evaluating and discussing student learning, not for grading. The core 
expectations articulated in all 15 of  the VALUE rubrics can and should be translated into the language of  individual campuses, disciplines, and even courses.  The utility of  the VALUE rubrics is to 
position learning at all undergraduate levels within a basic framework of  expectations such that evidence of  learning can by shared nationally through a common dialog and understanding of  student 
success. 
 

Definition 
 Lifelong learning is “all purposeful learning activity, undertaken on an ongoing basis with the aim of  improving knowledge, skills and competence”. An endeavor of  higher education is to 
prepare students to be this type of  learner by developing specific dispositions and skills described in this rubric while in school.   (From The European Commission. 2000. Commission staff  working 
paper: A memorandum on lifelong learning. Retrieved September 3, 2003,  www.see-educoop.net/education_in/pdf/lifelong-oth-enl-t02.pdf.) 
 

Framing Language 
 This rubric is designed to assess the skills and dispositions involved in lifelong learning, which are curiosity, transfer, independence, initiative, and reflection. Assignments that encourage students 
to reflect on how they incorporated their lifelong learning skills into their work samples or collections of  work by applying above skills and dispositions will provide the means for assessing those 
criteria.  Work samples or collections of  work tell what is known or can be done by students, while reflections tell what students think or feel or perceive. Reflection provides the evaluator with a much 
better understanding of  who students are because through reflection students share how they feel about or make sense of  their learning experiences. Reflection allows analysis and interpretation of  the 
work samples or collections of  work for the reader. Reflection also allows exploration of  alternatives, the consideration of  future plans, and provides evidence related to students' growth and 
development. Perhaps the best fit for this rubric are those assignments that prompt the integration of  experience beyond the classroom. 
 

mailto:value@aacu.org
http://www.see-educoop.net/education_in/pdf/


FOUNDATIONS AND SKILLS FOR LIFELONG LEARNING VALUE RUBRIC 
for more information, please contact value@aacu.org 

 
 

Definition 
 Lifelong learning is “all purposeful learning activity, undertaken on an ongoing basis with the aim of  improving knowledge, skills and competence”. An endeavor of  higher education is to prepare students to be 
this type of  learner by developing tspecific dispositions and skills (described in this rubric) while in school.   (From The European Commission. 2000. Commission staff  working paper: A memorandum on lifelong 
learning. Retrieved September 3, 2003, from www.see-educoop.net/education_in/pdf/lifelong-oth-enl-t02.pdf.) 

 
Evaluators are encouraged to assign a zero to any work sample or collection of  work that does not meet benchmark (cell one) level performance. 

 
 Capstone 

4 

Milestones 

3    2 

Benchmark 

1 

Curiosity Explores a topic in depth, yielding a rich 
awareness and/or little-known 
information indicating intense interest in 
the subject. 

Explores a topic in depth, yielding insight 
and/or information indicating interest in 
the subject. 

Explores a topic with some evidence of  
depth, providing occasional insight 
and/or information indicating mild 
interest in the subject. 

Explores a topic at a surface level, 
providing little insight and/or information 
beyond the very basic facts indicating low 
interest in the subject. 

Initiative Completes required work, generates and 
pursues opportunities to expand 
knowledge, skills, and abilities. 

Completes required work, identifies and 
pursues opportunities to expand 
knowledge, skills, and abilities. 

Completes required work and identifies 
opportunities to expand knowledge, skills, 
and abilities. 

Completes required work. 

Independence Educational interests and pursuits exist 
and flourish outside classroom 
requirements.  Knowledge and/or 
experiences are pursued independently. 

Beyond classroom requirements, pursues 
substantial, additional knowledge and/or 
actively pursues independent educational 
experiences. 

Beyond classroom requirements, pursues 
additional knowledge and/or shows 
interest in pursuing independent 
educational experiences. 

Begins to look beyond classroom 
requirements, showing interest in pursuing 
knowledge independently. 

Transfer Makes explicit references to previous 
learning and applies in an innovative (new 
and creative) way that knowledge and 
those skills to demonstrate 
comprehension and performance in novel 
situations. 

Makes references to previous learning and 
shows evidence of  applying that 
knowledge and those skills to demonstrate 
comprehension and performance in novel 
situations. 

Makes references to previous learning and 
attempts to apply that knowledge and 
those skills to demonstrate 
comprehension and performance in novel 
situations. 

Makes vague references to previous 
learning but does not apply knowledge 
and skills to demonstrate comprehension 
and performance in novel situations. 

Reflection  Reviews prior learning (past experiences 
inside and outside of  the classroom) in 
depth to reveal significantly changed 
perspectives about educational and life 
experiences, which provide foundation for 
expanded knowledge, growth, and 
maturity over time. 

Reviews prior learning (past experiences 
inside and outside of  the classroom) in 
depth, revealing fully clarified meanings or 
indicating broader perspectives about 
educational or life events. 

Reviews prior learning (past experiences 
inside and outside of  the classroom) with 
some depth, revealing slightly clarified 
meanings or indicating a somewhat 
broader perspectives about educational or 
life events. 

Reviews prior learning (past experiences 
inside and outside of  the classroom) at a 
surface level, without revealing clarified 
meaning or indicating a broader 
perspective about educational or life 
events. 

 

mailto:value@aacu.org
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