Logic & Argument Lecture

I.  What is Argument? 


A.  Definition: Use of reason to persuade others 


B.  What is persuasion?


C.  What is used to persuade? 



-Logic



-Evidence/Support



-Lies (Manipulation) vs. Facts



-Fear



-Force


D. Toulmin model 



-Background: Argument was based in absolutism b/c absolutist claims are 


used to build democratic systems. (Why are absolutist statements 



problematic in a democratic decision making process?  Polarizes 



communities and does not allow for compromise in the community; 



ethical argument requires practical lines of argument that allow for 



compromise and open discussion that can be evaluated)



-Primary parts of argument 




1) Claim 




-Definition: one statement of opinion 




-Claims alone are always worthless; this is where ceding to 




authority is particularly dangerous




(Is there a problem with having only claims?) 




2) Warrant - Reason we should assent to the claim; best debaters 




spend most of their time giving warrants for arguments




3) Data - evidence used to justify claim



-What is the difference between the warrants and data?




-Warrants are the assumptions that connect the claim to the data.

II.  Perspective


A. Biases 


B. What determines one’s perspective? 



-Ethos/Qualifications 



-Credibility by authority




-Benefits





-professional, well-informed author on topic





-




-Dangers





-ulterior motives of authority





-


C. Why do we need critical thinking?

III.  How do you measure evidence? 3 criteria


A.  Good cards has reasons/data given for the why and how of the claim, i.e., link 


cards are especially guilty of this, US expansion in Africa will cause China to 


backlash.  (no reasons as to how or why?) 


B. Qualifications of authors - peer-reviewed, tested sources are more reliable than 


a person with less experience 


C. Timeliness - changes in political climates can change the validity of one’s 


claims; evidence should be predictive and should be descriptive of relationships. 


There are 3 types of timeframes on evidence: 



1. Define the status quo



2. Establish causal relationships - not correlative relationships.



3. Why is that causal relationship relevant? - these are impacts. 

