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Introduction 
 

The Assessment toolkit [Lead: MMU] was produced by MMU with the contribution of ARES Scarl, but 

also with the collaboration of project partners. Its aim was twofold: a) to deliver tools for the 

evaluation of the change in behavior and knowledge of the project participants (i.e., students who 

took part to the pilots), and, b) to provide teachers with different evaluation instruments to be easily 

customized and adopted once the methodology will work at full stretch. 

After consulting with experts, and most importantly with the external evaluator of the Δ-project, the 

partnership agreed upon the methodological, ethical and logistical complexities of undertaking an 

experimental approach that involved control groups. In line with the recommendations of the external 

evaluator, and the conclusions from the discussion with other experts and stakeholders, we concluded 

with the use of a quasi-experimental approach focusing on the evaluation of the impact at pre and 

post intervention levels. We are delighted to present here (a) the design of a nuanced and mixed 

method approach that involved both “pre-post” evaluations and in some occasions the use of a control 

group (overall scheme – Part 1 of the current document), and (b) the resources that have been used 

from the partnership.  

The final approach ensured participation from students in HA and FA (adult learning) as well as the 

inclusion of students/ teacher from a range of disciplines including social sciences, economics and 

humanities.  
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Part 1: Overall Scheme 
 

Below, is the presentation of the overall scheme of assessment and evaluation of the Δ-project. 

The assessment process took into consideration the special, hybrid status of target competences, 

• that are, at the same time, cross (embedded in the target soft sciences) and meta-

disciplinary 

• (related to scientific reasoning in general), key competences (EU KC 2018 3-6 in particular), 

• transversal & soft skills (related to problem-solving), and related to active citizenship.  

Consequently, special attention was devoted to possible changes in attitudes, mental habits and 

behavior through: 

• pre-evaluation and post-intervention tests. 

• Before the release, the output will be reviewed by the Scientific Board, that will possibly 

suggest 

• improvement. The improved output will therefore be validated and officially released. 
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Part 2: Evaluation and Assessment Toolkit 
 

PRE-INTERVENTION TEST 

 

 
(A) "Not all the candidates are qualified to serve," expresses the same idea as: 

 

A= None of the candidates are qualified to serve. 

B= Some candidate is not qualified to serve. 

C= Someone qualified to serve is not a candidate. 

D= All candidates are not qualified to serve. 

 

 
 

(B) "Ezerinians tell lies," means the same thing as:  
 

A=  If anyone is Ezerinian, then that person is a liar.   

B=  If anyone is a liar, then that person is Ezerinian.   

C=  There is at least one person who is an Ezerinian who lies.   

D=  People don't lie unless they are Ezerinian.   

E=  All of the above mean the same thing.   

 
 

(C) "The cost of jet fuel has risen dramatically since the 1989 Exxon oil tanker 

disaster in Alaska and the 1991 war in the Middle East. In that same time, the 

costs of several petroleum derivatives have also gone up sharply. These two facts 

establish that jet fuel is a petroleum derivative."  
 

The best evaluation of the speaker's reasoning is: 
 
A= good thinking, because jet fuel is a petroleum derivative. 
B= good thinking, but not all the facts are stated accurately. 
C= bad thinking. The cost of food has gone up in the same time, but that does not 
prove that jet fuel is food. 
D= bad thinking. One can draw no conclusions about jet fuel, given facts about 

petroleum derivatives. 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The following texts contain "something particular": try to identify 
and describe it 
 
 
 

(A) The great scholar Vito Mancuso believes in god. Therefore, god 
exists. 

 
 
 

(B) A says: "In my opinion, we should oppose the excessive power of 
multinationals" B says: "Then why did you buy a pack of Coca-
Cola?" 

 
 
 
(D) If the vaccination works, what's the point of the green pass? and if 

the vaccination does not work, what's the point of the green pass? 
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POST-INTERVENTION TEST 

 
 

(A) 

Passage: "The microorganisms in this pond are of the kind which generally 

reproduce only in water with a temperature above the freezing point. Now it's winter 

time and this pond is solid ice. So, if there are any microorganisms of the kind we 

are researching in the pond, they aren't reproducing right now."  

 

Assuming all the supporting statements are true, the conclusion of this passage  

A=  could not be false.   

B=  is probably true, but may be false.   

C=  is probably false, but may be true.   

D=  could not be true.   

 
 

(B) 

Passage: "Terry, don't worry about it. You'll graduate someday. You're a college 
student. Right? And all college students graduate sooner or later."  

 

Assuming all the support statements are true, the conclusion 

A= could not be false. 
B= is probably true, but may be false. 

C= is probably false, but may be true. 

D= could not be true. 

 
(C) 

"There seem to be two popular arguments in favor of life after death. One is that 
each of us has an immortal soul which does not die just because our body dies. The 
other is that some kind of belief in life after death is found in the religious traditions of 
almost all cultures. But clearly, the second reason does not prove the belief is true. 
The fact that miIlions of people believe in it does not make it so! So, there is no such 
thing as Iife after death."  
 
The speaker's reasoning is best evaluated as 
A= good. It shows there probably is no life after death. 
B= good. But it is factually mistaken about life after death. 
C= poor. It did not consider the argument about souls not dying. 
D= poor. It did not show the relevance of cultural differences. 
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The following texts contain "something special": try to 
identify and describe it 
 
(D) 
It is necessary to limit the access to foreigners in Italy, because 
foreigners steal. Yesterday in fact a Moroccan committed a car 
theft and a few days ago an Albanian stole the purse of an old 
lady. 
 
 
(E) 
Angela Merkel accused me of having made mistakes in the 
reforms? But she's a skank! 
 
 

 
(G) I have noticed that all abortion supporters are already 
born. 
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Evaluation Form (for teachers) 

 

Question Answer 

What is your area of 

expertise? 

 

Institute/ Department  

What was the format of the 

Δ-pilot that you used? 

[Eg A limited number of 

sessions as part of one 

course, or a separate Δ-

course] 

a. A limited number of Δ-sessions as part of one course. 

b. A separate Δ-course. 

In case you taught Δ-curriculum as a part of an existent course (option 

a), what was the name of the course? 

……………………………………………………………………………. 

What was the total duration 

of Δ-sessions (classroom 

learning, or/and 

synchronous e-learning)? 

a. 10-16 hours 

b. More than 16 hours 

c. Less than 16 hours 

What was the structure of 

the Δ-sessions? 

[Eg one hour lecture, one 

hour workshop activities, 

or online exercises etc.] 

 

What means of assessment 

did you use?  

[You may choose more 

than one answers] 

a) Test 

b) Assessment of the participation in classroom 

c) Essay 

d) Project 

e) Other (please define): ……………………………………. 

Which individual 

characteristics of the 

learners correlate with a 

positive change of attitudes 

toward critical thinking? 

[Eg age, educational and 

cultural background, 

gender, discipline, 

participation in extra-

academic activities and 

social networks, personal 

traits] 
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Which part(s) of the Δ-pilot 

was (were) more debatable 

from the learners’ side?  

[Please give concrete 

examples from slides, 

topics of discussion, 

referred web sites and other 

online resources]. 

 

How many students 

participated in Δ-pilot? 

 

How many students have 

been selected as control 

group members? 

 

Average score for the 

participants    

 

Average score for non-

participants (control group)  

 

How many teachers 

involved? 

 

How many PhD students 

involved (if any)? 

 

What is the feedback from 

the student side? Has been 

observed any change of 

attitudes towards 

knowledge? Has been 

observed any change in 

what regards the career 

prospects of those 

attending such programs? 

Is there any room for 

improvement? 
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How possible would you 

find it to continue teaching 

one (or more) of the 

modules offered? 

a. Highly probable  

b. Not very probable    

c. Highly improbable 
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Evaluation Form (for learners) 
 

Organization of the course 

 

1) The course was well organised and ran smoothly    

꙱ strongly agree  

꙱ agree 

꙱ neither agree not disagree 

꙱ disagree 

꙱ strongly disagree 

 

2) The course was taught well 

꙱ strongly agree  

꙱ agree 

꙱ neither agree not disagree 

꙱ disagree 

꙱ strongly disagree 

 

 

3) The organizers-trainers responded well to trainees feedback/queries during the course ? 

꙱ strongly agree  

꙱ agree 

꙱ neither agree not disagree 

꙱ disagree 

꙱ strongly disagree 

 

4) The course enabled me to share my thoughts and participate in discussions?  

꙱ strongly agree  

꙱ agree 

꙱ neither agree not disagree 

꙱ disagree 

꙱ strongly disagree 
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Intellectual challenge 

 

5) The course has helped to clarify my notion/ideas about critical thinking? 

꙱ strongly agree  

꙱ agree 

꙱ neither agree not disagree 

꙱ disagree 

꙱ strongly disagree 

 

6) The course provided concrete examples of critical thinking application?  

꙱ strongly agree  

꙱ agree 

꙱ neither agree not disagree 

꙱ disagree 

꙱ strongly disagree 

 

7) The course has helped to intellectually challenge my previous ideas/notions about 

critical thinking?  

꙱ strongly agree  

꙱ agree 

꙱ neither agree not disagree 

꙱ disagree 

꙱ strongly disagree 

 

8) The course has helped me develop confidence in critical thinking skills? 

꙱ strongly agree  

꙱ agree 

꙱ neither agree not disagree 

꙱ disagree 

꙱ strongly disagree 
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9) I am more confident to apply critical thinking to theoretical-practice problems?  

꙱ strongly agree  

꙱ agree 

꙱ neither agree not disagree 

꙱ disagree 

꙱ strongly disagree 

 

 

Practical Implementation 

 

10) I am more aware of potential false information issues when reading 

media/reports/articles. 

꙱ strongly agree  

꙱ agree 

꙱ neither agree not disagree 

꙱ disagree 

꙱ strongly disagree 

 

 

11) I am more likely to check the information/knowledge I receive using the tools given 

during the training ?  

꙱ strongly agree  

꙱ agree 

꙱ neither agree not disagree 

꙱ disagree 

꙱ strongly disagree 

 

12) I feel more confident in designing a course underpinned by critical thinking theory and 

methodology?  

꙱ strongly agree  

꙱ agree 

꙱ neither agree not disagree 

꙱ disagree 

꙱ strongly disagree 
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13) I feel more confident in delivering a course underpinned by critical thinking theory and 

methodology?  

꙱ strongly agree  

꙱ agree 

꙱ neither agree not disagree 

꙱ disagree 

꙱ strongly disagree 

 

14) I feel more confident in engaging students-learners in critical thinking? 

꙱ strongly agree  

꙱ agree 

꙱ neither agree not disagree 

꙱ disagree 

꙱ strongly disagree 

 

 

15) Overall I am satisfied with the quality of the course 

꙱ strongly agree  

꙱ agree 

꙱ neither agree not disagree 

꙱ disagree 

꙱ strongly disagree 

 

 

 

16) Is there is any element/aspect of critical thinking that needs to be emphasized-discussed 
more?  

꙱ strongly agree  

꙱ agree 

꙱ neither agree not disagree 

꙱ disagree 

꙱ strongly disagree 
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17) Are there any general suggestions that you would like to make in order to improve the 
quality of the course?  

꙱ strongly agree  

꙱ agree 

꙱ neither agree not disagree 

꙱ disagree 

꙱ strongly disagree 

 

18) What aspects of the course could be improved? 

꙱ strongly agree  

꙱ agree 

꙱ neither agree not disagree 

꙱ disagree 

꙱ strongly disagree 

 

 

 

 

 


