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The Skills You Have Practiced. ..

L. Disputc analysis,
2. Statement classification,
3. Argument parsing, and

4. Diagramming arguments.



Dispute Analysis: Instructions

Analyzing a disputc between two opposing Vicwpoints works as follows:

. Indicate the disputcd statement,

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

cach offers to justify their respcctivc positions, and

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

(C) apparcntly verbal but reahy ocnuine (it will only be one of these).

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

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

understands that key word or phrase differently. Or, if it is type (C), then indicate the
ambiguity and Cxplain Why resolving that ambiguity 1S NOC likely to resolve the disputc, bcing

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



Dispute Analysis: Common Problems

Many peoplc seem to just assume that there is always some verbal ambiguity N any disputc.

But a difference of opinion 1S NOt necc:ssarily due to the partic:s undcrstanding aword or phrasc:

differently.

[t you arc confident that there is a verbal disputc, then idcntify the precz'fe word or phrasc: that the

partic:s are using diffc:rently, being clear how each side is using that word diﬁerently.

NCVCF {:CCI 111(6 YOU havc o make StUH U.P Oor gUCSS—jUSt uscC thC I'CasSOIS pr CSCI]th by C&Ch Sid@ In

the dispute.



Dispute Analysis: Example #1

A Hatsa finally got rid of that old Kia and bought herselt a new

car. She's driving a Land Cruiser now.

B: No, Hafsa di

three years o

Disputed statement:
Positions:

Dispute type:

dn't buy a new car. That land Cruiser is a good

o



Dispute Analysis: Example #2

A: Hamid finally got rid of that old Kia and bought himselt a new
car. He's driving a Land Cruiser now.

B: No, Hamid didn't buy a new car. It is his brother's new Lana

Cruiser that he's now driving.

Disputed statement:
Positions:

Dispute type:



Statement Classification: Instructions

A statement 1S ClaSSiﬁCd dS fOHOWSI

[ndicate whetheritis a simplo or a Compound statement.
If it is simplo, indicate whether it is nogativo or positive, or

If it is Compound, indicate whether is it Conjunctivo, disjunctivo, hypothctical, or

some combination of these.

Do not forgot to indicate the type of simple scatements that make up any Compound

statcments.



Statement Classification: Common Problems

PCOPIC O&CH {:OI' gCt that WhCIl dealing Wlth d Compound statcment YOU, HCCd o ﬁgllf C out thC

type of statements for each part, until you ﬁnally reach all the simple statements (either positive

or ncgativc).



Statement Classitication: Example #]

It | study hard for the exam, then | will either pass the exam or

not be happy.



Statement Classification: Common Problems

Rcmcmber thC Compound statcment indicator WOI dS. Bllt dO not gCt Complaccnt—you a1rc Not

a robot!

Common Conjunctive Indicators

and but while
both ... and ... yet however
also though furchermore

Common Disjunctive Indicators
or cither ... or ... unless

Common Hypothetical Indicators

if ... cthen ...



Statement Classitication: Example #2

Study hard but don't do it af the last minute.



Statement Classification: Example #3

Study hard and you will pass this logic class.



Argument Parsing: Instructions

Parsing an argument for its logical content works as follows:
1. Underline and denote with a Cl any conclusion indicators,
2. Circle and denote with a Pl any premisc indicators,
3. Clircle and denote with a C the arguments main conclusion, and

4. Underline and number each premise.



Argument Parsing: Common Problems

Do not confuse z'nfermce indicators (prcmisc/ conclusion) with compowm’ statement indicators (conjunction/ disjunction/ hypothctical).

Common Premise Indicators
because

since

for

as

fOHOWS fl” om

Common Conclusion Indicators

therefore

thus
hence

50

in view of the fact
orven that

secing that

due to the fact that

bcing that

which implies that
consequcntly
it follows that

WC Can COHClUdC that

assuming, that

for the reason that
inasmuch as

as indicated by

the reason bcing

it must be that
as a result
which means that

CI gO



Argument Parsing: Example #]

It | study

then | wil

hard then | will pass logic. Furthermore, it | pass logic

make the Dean’s list. Therefore, it | study hard then |

will make the Dean’s list.



Argument Parsing: Common Problems

Remember that each prcmisc and conclusion is a completc statement. 1 his statement may cither

be simple or Compound.

Hypothctical and disjunctivc scatements cazzot be broken down into separate premises Or

conclusions. Thcy are always cither one single prc:misc: Or one single conclusion.

Conjunctivc scatements should be broken down, cach conjunct treated as a scparate prc:misc: Or

conclusion, dcpending on the context.



Argument Parsing: Example #2

“ither | will study hard or | will il the class. | am not failing this

class, so | must be studying hard.



Argument Parsing: Example #3

| will stuay hard, because | want fo pass the class and | want
on the dean’s list.
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Diagramming Arguments: Instructions

Diagraming an argument to reveal its inferential structure works as follows:
1. Circle and denote with a C the arguments main conclusion,
2. Underline and number each premise and sub-conclusion (if any), and
3. Arrange these into an argument map that faithtully represents the argument as given.

For each argument map, put boxes around the statements and use arrows to indicate inferential

SUpport, arranging these in a clear way that is Visuaﬂy casy to follow:



Diagramming Arguments: Common Problems

Remember the differences between the three inference patterns:

Independent Dependent

Premises Premises

Premise Premise Premise Premise

Conclusion Conclusion

Argument

Chain

Premise

Premise/

Sub-Conclusion

Conclusion
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Diagramming Arguments: Example #]

“ither | will study hard or | will il the class. | am not failing this

class, so | must be studying hard.
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Diagramming Arguments: Example #2

| will stuay hard, because | want fo pass the class and | want
on the dean’s list.
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Diagramming Arguments: Example #3

| will study hard, because | want to pass the class as | really
desire fo be on the dean’s list.
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Next Class. . .

We will have unit exam #1.

Kc:ep practicing You can do this!
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