	
	
	



Critical Reading and Evaluation Assignment

Information for Instructors
Critical Reading and Evaluation Assignment
Overview
This assignment will address the Pathways outcome: Read and listen critically and analytically, including identifying an argument's major assumptions and assertions and evaluating its supporting evidence.
In this assignment students will read the opinion piece, “This article won’t change your mind. Here’s why” by Sarah Stein Lubrano (The Guardian, 18 May 2025) and analyze it critically. They will identify the author’s main claim, key assumptions, and supporting evidence, and assess the strength and credibility of that evidence, submitting a structured analysis of 1–2 pages.


Information for Students
Critical Reading and Evaluation Assignment
Overview
In this assignment, you will read the opinion piece, “This article won’t change your mind. Here’s why” by Sarah Stein Lubrano (The Guardian, 18 May 2025) and analyze it critically. You will identify the author’s main argument, examine the assumptions that support it, and evaluate the evidence used to persuade readers. You will write a 1–2 page (500-700 words) structured analysis answering the assignment questions about the reading. This assignment will help you strengthen your critical reading skills by moving beyond simply understanding what the author says to evaluating how and why their argument works.

As you work on this assignment, you will:
· Identify the main claim and purpose of the argument.
· Uncover assumptions that the author relies on to build their case.
· Evaluate the credibility and strength of the supporting evidence.
· Develop your ability to read analytically and respond thoughtfully to written arguments.
· Answer the following questions:
· What is the author’s main argument or claim in this piece? State it in your own words.
· What are the key assumptions the author makes to support their argument? Identify at least two assumptions.
· What types of evidence does the author use (e.g., facts, statistics, expert opinions, personal anecdotes)? Provide specific examples from the text.
· How strong and credible is the evidence provided? Explain why you find it convincing or unconvincing.
· What is one potential counterargument or limitation to the author’s position that is not addressed in the text?
· Overall, do you find the author’s argument effective? Why or why not?
Assignment Format & Guidelines
Your essay will:
· Be 1–2 pages (500-700 words) in length, typed and double-spaced, using 12-point font.
· Respond to each of the guided analysis questions in paragraph form with specific examples from the text.
· Use clear academic writing with complete sentences and proper grammar.
Assessment Criteria
Your paper will be graded on:
· [bookmark: _Int_uJsCT6LU]Your identification of the author’s main argument in your own words.
· Your identification and explanation of at least two key assumptions underlying the argument.
· [bookmark: _Int_94SA1cGD]Specific examples of the types of evidence used in the text.
· [bookmark: _Int_kRIE3y61]The strength and credibility of the evidence which was evaluated.
· Identifying relevant counterarguments and limitations not addressed by the author.
· Your paper organization and use of academic language, grammar, and mechanics with minimal errors.
	Critical Reading & Evaluation Assignment Grading Rubric

	Criteria
	Exceeds Expectations
	Meets Expectations
	Approaches Expectations
	Developing

	Main Argument (15 points)
	Clearly identifies the author’s main argument and states it in their own words with nuance and accuracy.
(13–15 points)
	Identifies the author’s main argument accurately in their own words.
(9–12 points)
	Identifies the argument but explanation is partial, simplistic, or somewhat inaccurate.
(6–8 points)
	Identifies the argument with major inaccuracies or relies heavily on original wording.
(0–5 points)

	Assumptions
(15 points)
	Identifies and insightfully explains at least two key assumptions with clear connection to the argument.
(13–15 points)
	Identifies and explains at least two assumptions accurately with some connection to the argument.
(9–12 points)
	Identifies assumptions but explanation is vague, incomplete, or loosely connected to the argument.
(6–8 points)
	Identifies one assumption with no connection to the argument.
(0–5 points)

	Evidence 
(15 points)
	Provides multiple specific examples of evidence used and categorizes them effectively.
(13–15 points)
	Provides some specific examples of evidence used.
(9–12 points)
	Provides limited examples or uses evidence without clear explanation.
(6–8 points)
	Provides incomplete or unclear examples of evidence.
(0–5 points)

	Evaluation of Evidence
 (15 points)
	Thoroughly evaluates strength and credibility with well-supported reasoning.
(13–15 points)
	Evaluates strength and credibility with some supporting reasoning.
(9–12 points)
	Evaluation is attempted but reasoning is weak, general, or only partially supported.
(6–8 points)
	Evaluation is missing or there is an incomplete evaluation with minimal support. (0–5 points)



Student Sample Submission
Daisy Miller
Critical Reading and Evaluation Assignment
ENG 12
In her opinion piece, “This article won’t change your mind. Here’s why,” Sarah Stein Lubrano argues that people are unlikely to change their beliefs even when presented with new evidence because beliefs are deeply tied to identity, social context, and emotional experience—not just facts. She asserts that rational arguments alone are often insufficient to shift someone’s viewpoint.
One major assumption Lubrano makes is that human beings are not purely logical decision-makers; instead, they form and defend beliefs based on belonging and emotional security. A second assumption is that traditional approaches to persuasion—like presenting facts or counterarguments—are largely ineffective unless they align with the listener’s values or social identity.
Lubrano supports her argument using a variety of evidence. She cites psychological research on confirmation bias and motivated reasoning, including studies that show how people resist evidence that contradicts their beliefs. She references experts like sociologist Arlie Hochschild, who explains how emotional “deep stories” shape political views. The article also includes illustrative examples such as how climate change denial can reflect group loyalty rather than ignorance.
The evidence Lubrano presents is credible and compelling. Her references to academic research and expert opinion strengthen her case by grounding it in social science. However, the article leans heavily on secondary explanations and does not delve into specific studies or data in depth, which may make it less persuasive to readers seeking empirical detail. Still, the logic of her argument is supported by well-known cognitive and behavioral research.
One counterargument that Lubrano does not address directly is that in some contexts—like education or policy—exposure to well-framed evidence can gradually shift attitudes over time, especially when people encounter diverse perspectives or have incentives to reevaluate their views. This suggests that persuasion is not futile but may require a longer-term or systemic approach.
Overall, I find Lubrano’s argument effective. She highlights important psychological and social barriers to persuasion that are often overlooked in debates about truth and misinformation. While more specific examples or opposing studies would have added balance, her article offers a valuable critique of how belief systems are formed and defended.
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