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Disagreement #]

b | because they were forced to do the work.

‘No they were not slaves. They were given food T4
clothing, and loaging while they worked. | ¥
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Analyzing a Dispute: Instructions

Analyzing a dispute between two opposing Vicwpoints works as follows:

. Indicate the disputcd statement,

2. Specity each disputants position concerning that statement along with the reasons (if given)

cach offers to justify their respcctivc positions, and

3. Explain whether the dispute is primarily (A) obviously genuine, (B) merely verbal, or

(C) apparently verbal but rc:ahy ocnuine (it will only be one of these).

[ticis type (A), then explain whether the dispute is over beliets, attitudes, or both. It it is

type (B), then indicate the ambiguous kcy word or phrase and cxplain how each disputant

understands that key word or phrase differently. Or, it it is type (C), then indicate the
ambiguity and Cxplain Why rcsolving that ambiguity 1S NOt likely to resolve the disputc, b@ing

clear to Cxplain whether the disputc CcONncerns bclicfs, attitudcs, or both.



Disagreement #1: Setup

7| because they were forced fo do the work.

‘No, they were not slaves. They were given fOod\»‘

-/
k clothing, and loaging while they worked.| %%
Snowﬂa/ee
Disputed statement:
Positions:

Dispute type:
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Analyzing a Dispute: Step |

Rcmcmbcr, a disputc 1S always about somcthing!

This means chatc when analyzing a dispute, cthe first thing you do is clcarly idcntify the statement
that is in disputc. This is the stacement that one party 1S afﬁrming while the other party 1S

denying. [tis che SOUIrce, or Crux, of the partics) disagrccmcnt.

With this scatement idc:ntiﬁcd, the dispute will be much easier to analyzc: because you can

Constantly I efer back o that SpCCiﬁC statcment.



Disagreement #1: Step |

- | because they were forced to do the work.

‘No, they were not slaves. They were given l[OOd\G: 3
k clothing, and loaging while they worked. =
Snowflake

Disputed statement: 1he pyramids were built by slaves.

Positions:

Dispute type:
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Analyzing a Dispute: Step 2

Once the disputcd statement IS idcntiﬁcd, it should be rclativcly casy to spccify cach party)s
position concc:ming that statement. More importantly, during a disputc, the partic:s may also

ofter reasons or evidence (premises) in order to justity their respective positions (conclusions)

This means that when analyzing a disputc:, you should consider any reasoning, (it any) cach party

gives to justify their position Concc:ming the disputed statement.



Disagreement #1: Step 2

L "0 | because they were forced to do the work.

‘No, they were not slaves. They were given food, 4

i = ;_7,‘/
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clothing, and loaging while they worked.

N

$ n;z;fﬂake

Disputed statement: 1he pyramids were built by slaves.

POSitiOIlSI Pumpkm afﬁr ms thiS statcment bCC&USC thC bUildCI’ S WCIC fOI’ CCd o ClO thC WOI'I(,

whereas Snowtlake rcj ects it because the builders were givcn food, clothing, and lodging.
Dispute type:
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Analyzing a Dispute: Step 3

Dctcrrnining the disputc: type is 2 bit more Complicatcd since it involves two ASPECLs:

L. Specifying the role (if any) that &zmbzguzf)/ over language IS playing in the conversation,

and

2. What the dispute is actually about.

W hile chis may sccm intimidating, the prc:vious tWO steps will help tremcndously.



Types of Ambiguity: Verbal & Genuine Disputes

(A) Merely verbal dispute: When the disagreement between the parties rests primarily on
dgﬁfermf mdemﬂndmg of aword or phrase. The contlict is resolved by having them agrece
on how thcy should use this word or phrasc. (Or they can casily admit that thcy are both

nght because there is no decpcr disagrecment between them.)

(B) Obviously genuine dispute: There is a very real disagreement between the parties, and it

dOCS not rest on any COH{: usion concer ning ambiguous words Oor phr dSCS.

(C) Apparently verbal but really genuinge: There is some ﬂmhgmm word or pkm&e without a
shared understanding, but resolving that ambiguity 1S 7201 /z)éeé/ to settle a deeper, but all

toO0 real, disagrecment between the partics.



Genuine Disputes: Over Beliefs & Over Attitudes

Disputcs of type (B) and type (C)—the ones involving A genuine disagrecmcnt—are about

something substantive Conceming beliefs and /or attitudes:

Disputes over beliefs (facts): When the parties disagrec over what thcy take to

be the correct ﬁza‘s of some givcn sicuation.

Disputes over attitudes (values): When the parties disagrec in their evaluations

Or pmcrzj'pfz'om for some givcn situation.

Of course, many (B) and (C) disputes may involve disagreements over borh beliets and attitudes.



Disagreement #2: Analyzed

A: Key West, Florida is much more beautitul than Doha, Qatar.

B: No it isn't. Doha is way more beautifull

Disputed statement: Key West is more beautitul than Doha.
Positions: A affirms this statement, whereas B [C]CCLs IL. (Neither OIVES ICASONS for Why.)

Dispute type: This is best described as an oévz'owé/ gmuz’n‘e dispute because there are no
ambiguitics. ltisa dispute over attitudes concerning an evaluation of Kcy West comparcd to

Doha: A is more positive about Key West than B
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Disagreement #2: Analyzed

A: Key West, Florida is much more beautitul than Doha, Qatar.
B: No it isn't. Doha is way more beautitull

Disputed statement: Key West is more beautiful than Doha.

Positions: A affirms this statement, whereas B [C]CCLs IL. (Neither OIVES ICASONS for Why.)

Dispute type: This is best described as an oéw'ow/y g;muz’ne disputc: because there are no
ambiguities. ltisa dispute over attitudes concerning an evaluation of Kcy West comparcd to

Doha: A is more positive about Key West than B

VWhen a dispute is genuine (type (B) or ()] be clear

whether it is about beliefs or aftitudes (or both).



Disagreement #2: Analyzed

A: Key West, Florida is much more beautitul than Doha, Qatar.
B: No it isn't. Doha is way more beautitull

Disputed statement: Key West is more beautitul than Doha.
Positions: A affirms this statement, whereas B [C]CCLs IL. (Neither OIVES ICASONS for Why.)

Dispute type: This is best described as an oéw'owé/ gmuz’rze disputc: because there are no

ambiguities. ltisa dispute over attitudes concerning an evaluation of KCX West comparcd to
Doha: A is more positive about KCX West than B.

VWhen a dispute is over aftitudes, be clear whether the ditferent attitudes

involve evaluations or prescriptions (or both), and what they are about.



Disagreement #3: Analyzed

A: You really shoulo

move to Key VWest,

Hor

B: No | shouldn't. | should stay right here in

Disputed statement: B should move to Kcy West.

Positions: A affirms this statement, whereas B [C]CCLs IL. (Neither OIVES ICASONS for Why.)

Dispute type: This is best described as an obviously gcnuinc: dispute because there are no

ida

Doha.
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ambiguities. ltisa disputc over attitudes conccming a pmcrz’p[zm for B: A claims B should move,

thr Cas B wants to stay.



Disagreement #4: Analyzed

A: Key West, Florida is turther south than Doha, Qatar.
B: No, it is Doha that is further south.

Disputed statement: Key West is turther south than Doha.
Positions: A accepts this statement, whereas B denies it. (Neither OIVES ICASONS for why.)

Dispute type: This is best described as an oévz'owé/ gmuz’n‘e dispute because there are no
ambiguities. ltisa disputc over ée/z’eﬁ C()nccming a simplc: geographic ﬁzc[ about the relative

location of the two cities: A thinks Kcy West is further south, while B says it is Doha.
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Disagreement #4: Analyzed

A: Key West, Florida is turther south than Doha, Qatar.
B: No, it is Doha that is further south.

Disputed statement: Key West is turther south than Doha.
Positions: A accepts this statement, whereas B denies it. (Neither OIVES ICASONS for why.)

Dispute type: This is best described as an oéw'owé/ gmuz’rze dispute because there are no

ambiguities. [t is a dispute over beliefs COnccmin a simple UCOgIA dhic fact about the relative

location of the two cities: A chinks KCX West is furcher south, while B says it is Doha.

VWhen a dispute is over beliefs, be clear what facts are involved.
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Disagreement #5: Partially Analyzed

Finish analyzing the following disputc::

A: Absence makes the heart grow tonder.
B: Out of sight, out of mind.

Disputed statement: Physical separation of two persons increases the fondness between them.
Positions: A affirms this statement, whercas B rejects it. (Neither gives reasons for why,)

Dispute type: This is best described as an 062/2’0%5/} gmume disputc because there are no

ambiguitics. ltisa disputc over...



Disagreement #5: Analyzed

A: Absence makes the heart grow fonder.
B: Out or sight, out of mind.

Disputed statement: Physical separation of two persons increases fondness between them.

Positions: A affirms this statement, whereas B [C]CCLs IL. (Neither OIVES ICASONS for Why.)

Dispute type: This is best described as an oévz'owé/ genuine dispute because there are no
ambiguities. [tisa disputc over ée/z’eﬁ concerning a ﬁzc[ of psychology about the effects of
scparation between persons: A Says scparation makes pcoplc: care about each other more,
whereas B SUZOCSES this is not the case. It ) also be a disputc: over attitudes concerning an

evaluation of sc:paration: A gcncrally approves of separation more than B apparcntly does.

28
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Disagreement #6: Analyzed

A: Quitar is the most prosperous country in the world, just look at its GDP!
B: VWhatever. The lite expectancy of the average Qatari is lower than
that of the average Albanian.

Disputed statement: Qatar is the most prosperous country.

Positions: A affirms chis statement by appeal to GDP whereas B rejccts It by appcal to life

CXP cctancy.

Dispute type: This is best described as &zppﬂrem‘é/ verbal but VE&Z%/ gmuma There is a verbal dispute
over the ambiguous word “prosperous”, which is used by A in the sense of wealth and by Binthe
sense of health However, the real disputc here seems to be over attitudes conccming an evaluation

of Qatar: A seems to approve of Qatar more than B does.
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Disagreement #/: Partially Analyzed

Finish analyzing the following disputc::

A: Maijnun lives a long way from campus. | walked out to see him

vesterday and it fook me three hours to get therel
B: No, Majnun doesn' live a long way from campus. | drove him
home last night, and it fook only ten minutes.

Disputed statement: Majnun lives a long ways from campus.

Positions: A affirms this stacement because it is 2 two hour walk, whereas B rcj ects it because it

is a ten minute drive.

Dispute type: This is best described as...



Disagreement #/: Analyzed

vesterday and it took me th
B: No, Majnun doesn't live o
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A: Maijnun lives a long way from campus. | walked out to see him

ee hours fo get therel

ong way from campus. | drove him home last

night, and it took only fen minutes.

Disputed statement: Majnun lives a long Ways from campus.

Positions: A affirms this stacement because it is a two hour Walk, whereas B rejc:cts it because it is a ten

minute drive.

Dispute type: This is best described as a mere/y verbal disputc over the ambiguous phrase “long way”.

This is used by A 0 mecan 4 /ozfzg time to walk and by B 0 mecan /ong time to drive. Based on what is said,

cthere is no reason to believe that there is any decper, undc:rlying dispute over actitudes or beliefs here.
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Disagreement #1: Fartially Analyzed

Finish analyzing the following disputc::

A: The people who built the pyramids were slaves because they
were forced to do the work.

B: No, they were not slaves. They were given tood, clothing, and
lodging while they worked.

Disputed statement: 1he pyramids were built by slaves.

POSitiOIlSZ A afﬁr ms thiS statcment bccausc thC buildcr S WCIC fOl’ CCd o dO thC WOI’I(, Wth Cas B

rc:j ects it because the builders were given food, clothing, and lodging.

Dispute type: This is best described as...
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Disagreement #1: Fartially Analyzed

L "0 | because they were forced to do the work.

‘No, they were not slaves. They were given fOod,\lff ‘
K clothing, and loaging while they worked. S'f;k

Disputed statement: 1he pyramids were built by slaves.

POSitiOIlSI Pumpkm afﬁr ms thiS statcment bCC&USC thC bUildCI’ S WCIC fOI’ CCd o ClO thC WOI'I(,

whereas Snowtlake rcj ects it because the builders were givcn food, clothing, and lodging.

Dispute type: This is best described as...
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Disagreement #1: Analyzed
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because they were forced to do the work.

/
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DiSPllth statcement: ThC pyr amids WCIC bllllt by slavcs.

Positions: Pumpk:’

rejects it because t

N

Y
(=2

‘No, they were not slaves. They were given food,
clothing, and loaging while they worked. | %%

S nowﬂa/ee

n affirms this scatement because the builders were forced to do the Work, whereas Snowflake

he builders were givcn food, Clothing, and lodging.

Dispute type: This is best described as zzppﬂrmf/y verbal but rm//y gmm’na There is a verbal disputc: over the

ambiguous word “slavc:”, which is used by Pumpkin tO Mmecan s07:eone f&rcm’ to work and by Snowflake to mean

someone denied wmpmmtz’on for their Libors. However, the real disputc: here is over attitudes concerning an evaluation

of Ancient Egyptian [abor practices: Pumpkin disapproves of them while Snowflake seems less concerned.



Next Class. . .

We will have an in-class review session for unit exam #1.
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