
Christ-Centered 
Critical Thinking
Lesson 6: Evaluating 
Thinking
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In this lesson we will learn:
• To evaluate our thinking and the thinking of others using the 

Intellectual Standards
• Two approaches to evaluating arguments
• Seven keys to evaluating arguments
• Four criteria of a sound argument
• To construct an argument
• To recognize the parts of an argument
• To integrate critical thinking standards into what we have learned in 

previous lessons
• To revise and improve our thinking
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Two Approaches for 
Evaluating Arguments

1. Fallacies Approach
Identify all the specific mistakes that can appear in 
an argument then ask if any of those appear in the 
argument under consideration.
2. Criteria Approach
Appeal to the criteria – the standards – that a good 
argument must satisfy then ask if the argument 
under consideration meets the criteria.

Hughes, William, Critical Thinking: An Introduction to the Basic Skills
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Evaluating thinking requires a basic 
understanding of arguments.
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Seven Keys for Evaluating Arguments

1. Identify the main conclusion (i.e., assertion, 
claim, etc.).

2. Identify the premises.
3. Identify the structure of the argument.
4.Check the acceptability of the premises.
5.Check the relevance of the premises.
6.Check the adequacy of the premises.
7.Look for counter-arguments.
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Constructing Arguments
Constructing good arguments involves:
• Examining your assumptions about the selected topic.
• Formulating a working claim/thesis.
• Research – consulting and citing relevant credible 

sources.
• Establishing your credibility through appropriate ethical 

appeals.
• Using effective logical appeals or evidence.
• Using effective reasoning:  inductive, deductive, causal, 

analogical.
• Organizing your argument.
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Four Criteria of a 
Sound Argument

1. The argument must be valid or strong
a. Deductive arguments must be valid
b. Inductive arguments must be strong

2. The premises must be acceptable.
a. To be acceptable, a premise must be true (a false premise 

may be used in counterargument)
b. The premise must offer support for conclusion (i.e., 

assertion, claim, etc.).
3. The premises must be relevant to the conclusion.

a. The concept of relevance: a statement for or against another 
statement. A statement is relevant to a claim (i.e. another 
statement or premise) if it provides some reason or evidence 
for thinking the claim is either true of false.

b. A statement can be relevant to a claim even if the claim is 
false.

c. Whether a statement is relevant to a claim usually depends 
on the context in which the statement is made.

4. The premises must be adequate.
a. A premise may be true and relevant, but inadequate.
b. Adequacy is a matter of degree.
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The Structure of an Argument
• Please have a copy of the 

handout Argumentative 
Essay Outline posted on 
Moodle available for 
reference as you work 
through this section of the 
PowerPoint.

TITLE

Introduction

Premise #1

Premise #2

Premise #3

Counterargument

Conclusion
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The Structure of an Argument
Thesis: A thesis is the conclusion of your 
thought process, the assertion that you want 
your audience to accept, your opposition ion the 
topic. A thesis must have at least one premise 
supporting it.

Premise: Premises or claims are assertions that 
when joined together in logical order support the 
thesis by leading the audience to the conclusion.

Supporting Evidence: Statements in academic 
writing need to be supported with factual details. 
Supporting evidence consists of – reasons, 
examples, facts, statistics, and/or quotations. 

Transition: Transitions are words that link the 
parts of your argument together. When used 
correctly, they indicate assertions that are offered 
as premises. A list of transition words may be 
found here: http://www.smart-words.org/linking-
words/transition-words.html
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Argument Map

Main Claim / Thesis

Premise

Evidence

Premise

Evidence

Premise

Evidence

Premise

Evidence
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Normative Conclusion
Calls for “right” way to do something, 
i.e. this should happen

Predictive Conclusion
Describes something that will
happen

Descriptive Conclusion
Describes why something has 
happened

Description = Explanation
Describes something that has
happened

Therefore, NOT An Argument

The graphic illustrates a means of 
understanding the kinds of conclusions that 
can be drawn from a reading or presentation.
Remember that if the wrong overall conclusion 
(i.e. the main point the author or presenter is 
advocating) is drawn, then be assured of 
evaluating the wrong argument. 
To insure the right argument is evaluated, use 
the critical thinking tools introduced in this 
course.

Understanding Argument Conclusions
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The Best Explanation

In an argument, we offer our best explanation for our position on a topic, the results of our 
reasoning. 

In other words X gives the best explanation for Y (the tough questions of life, interpretive 
questions, etc.). 

Characteristics of that best explanation include:
1. The best explanation accounts for all the relevant data – historical, literary, scientific, and 

personal “experiential.”
2. The best explanation is internally consistent (free from contradiction).
3. The best explanation is consistent with all other matters that we hold to be true.
4. The best explanation provides along with other beliefs a more coherent picture of the 

world (biblical and contemporary) and others (biblical and contemporary) than any other 
alternative.

The criteria are intended to be exhaustive, but it is often difficult to discern when all criteria 
have been met.

Adapted from James Sire, Why Should We Believe Anything at All? 89-90.
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Why Good Arguments Often Fail

The most troubling question – Why should I trust the workings of my own mind 
when it is completely impersonal, unwitting, undersigned matter in motion?
• Valid well-substantiated arguments presented with arrogance, aggression, or an 

overly clever attitude are often not heard clearly enough to attract the attention 
they deserve.

• Some people who do not profess the Christian faith are especially resistant to 
some of its key ideas because of events in their lives that have personally 
scarred them. Rational arguments therefore miss the mark.

• A person’s worldview limits the views that can be consistently held. No 
argument whose conclusion is obviously inconsistent with one’s worldview can 
be rationally convincing unless the worldview itself is adjusted.

• Christian claims to truth often imply moral obligation. As ordinary human beings, 
we do not want to be morally obligated, and so we reject ideas that obligate us.

It is best to let the Bible speak on its own terms and not force particular scientific 
theories out of it. It is also best to let science do its work, occasionally reminding 
scientists that they cannot claim neutrality. 

- James Sire
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Reviewing Your Argument

• What is the purpose of your argument? To win? To convince 
others? To explore an issue?

• Is the point you want to make arguable?
• Have you formulated a strong working thesis that includes a 

clear claim and good reasons?
• Have you considered your audience in shaping your appeals?
• How have you established your own credibility in the 

argument?
• How have you incorporated logical and emotional appeals into 

your argument?
• If you use visuals, do they help make your argument 

convincing?
• Are your sources credible?  How effectively are they 

integrated into your argument?
• How is your argument organized?
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For Further Study

Facts and Opinions: https://youtu.be/Vb8dvk4yu3k
Gensler, Harry J. Introduction to Logic. New York: Routledge, 2002.
Premises and Conclusions: https://youtu.be/OpNoCmNtP5c
Understanding arguments: https://youtu.be/MPgJCMd9a6k
What is an argument? https://youtu.be/Nq8-w2BAJkU
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Questions?
Email questions or comments to your instructor.

16


	Christ-Centered Critical Thinking
	Slide Number 2
	Two Approaches for Evaluating Arguments
	Slide Number 4
	Seven Keys for Evaluating Arguments
	Constructing Arguments
	Four Criteria of a Sound Argument
	The Structure of an Argument
	The Structure of an Argument
	Argument Map
	Slide Number 11
	The Best Explanation
	Why Good Arguments Often Fail
	Reviewing Your Argument
	For Further Study
	Slide Number 16

