
 

Critical Thinking: Constructing Logical Support 

 Exemplary Proficient Developing Novice 

Make a Claim  Writer communicates arguable 

main claim requiring support; 

claim is specific and sufficiently 

narrowed. 

Writer communicates a main 

claim requiring support; claim 

may be overly generalized or 

predictable 

Writer communicates an 

over-generalized main 

claim that lacks need for 

support. 

Writer does not 

communicate a clear 

claim. 

Provide Evidence Writer provides adequate 

(sufficient, appropriate, 

developed) evidence to support 

essay’s main claim. 

Writer provides evidence to 

support the essay’s main 

claim; additional or more 

appropriate evidence is 

needed 

Writer provides uneven or 

insufficient evidence; 

evidence may be 

disconnected from main 

claim. 

Writer provides little or 

no evidence to support 

essay’s main claim. 

Use of persuasive 

writing techniques 

Primary appeal is “Reason;” The 

well-reasoned argument is 

enhanced by the consistent use 

of thoughtful rhetoric and the 

occasional use of personality 

and the reference to “accepted 

beliefs” 

Primary appeal is “Reason;” 

Reason is complemented by 

the use of “Rhetoric,” 

“personality” and/or 

“accepted beliefs.”  

Persuasive writing appeals 

are used in the essay but 

not in a consistent or fluid 

manner; writer may rely too 

heavily on appeals other 

than reason 

Writer uses little to no 

formal techniques  of 

persuasion in the paper; 

or techniques are used 

in an episodic or erratic 

manner 

Valid Inferences Writer applies logical thought to 

produce arguments with valid 

inferences and organized 

reasoning. Writer accurately 

explains situations where the 

claim does, and does not apply. 

Writer applies logical thought 

to produce arguments, but 

some inferences may be 

invalid; reasoning may not 

always be easy to follow. 

Writer attempts to apply 

logical thought to produce 

arguments, but inferences 

may be inaccurate or 

fallacious. 

Writer does not attempt 

to draw inferences or 

use logical thought; 

restating a claim is not 

reasoning.   
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The Four Appeals of Persuasion 

Reason:  An appeal to reason is an appeal to logic.  The speaker makes claims and systematically provides evidence for that claim. 

 Evidence:  Information that leads to a claim.  For example, “last night five crimes were committed within two blocks of one 
another.” 

 Claim:  The assertion that something is true.  For example, “The crime rate in our city is escalating dramatically.” 
 Elaboration:  Examples of or explanations for the claim.  For example, “The dramatic increase can be seen by examining the crime 

rates in the downtown area over the past twenty years.” 
 Qualifier:  A restriction on the claim or evidence counter to the claim.  For example, “The crime rate has stabilized in some areas 

however. 
 

Personality:   When a speaker or writer uses personality, she or he tries to get you to like them. To accomplish this, he might use many 

personal stories or act very interested in you.  Congeniality is another common element of this appeal. 

Tradition or Accepted Beliefs: The appeal of tradition or accepted beliefs might be boiled down to “do the right thing.”  The poser of the 

argument comes from the fact that there is a general acceptance of the beliefs or values alluded to.  For example, you are appealing to 

tradition or accepted belief when you demonstrate that your position has been accepted by Americans since the beginning of the 20th 

century. 

Rhetoric:  An appeal through rhetoric aims to persuade through the beauty and style of language.  It relies on the use of impressive 

phrases, idioms, and even gestures.  The power of the argument comes from the power of the construction of the language. 


