
Rubric for Christian Theology in Dialogue (CTD) Assessment 

 

Intended Learning Outcomes Sufficient Insufficient 

ILO 1: Identify the central concerns of the 

dialogue partners. 

Name the dialogue partners (Christian 

and non-Christian), describe which 

concern is being addressed and central.  

Names the dialogue partners but is 

unable to describe the central concern (or 

sort central from peripheral), or both 

partners reflect Christian perspectives, or 

Christian perspectives are overly 

simplified. 

ILO 2: Identify the contexts of the 

dialogue. 

Describe a specific example of how a 

central concern stems from historical 

context or fits into the life of the larger 

community to reveal how the 

community’s core beliefs or values need 

clarification or rethinking. 

Talks about the dialogue in vague, 

sweeping, imprecise ways that don’t 

reference specific dimensions of the 

context or life of the larger community. 

ILO 3: Formulate theological claims in 

response to the dialogue. 

State new (or restated) theological 

claim(s) and how the claim is a response 

to engaging in dialogue. 

Simple restatement of original 

(pre-dialogue) claims made by each party 

without connection to dialogue. 

ILO 4: Evaluate the consequences for the 

communities involved in the dialogue. 

Analyze the relationship between 

examples and how they impact and 

influence the communities’ on-going life. 

Examples may include: historical 

evidence, student’s own perspective as an 

observer. 

Overly general, vague, and imprecise 

attention to how the dialogue impacts 

dialogue partners, without attention to 

specific evidence. 
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