MODR1760 – Reasoning with Morality and Values							          Page 1

MODR1760 FINAL REVIEW

· Module 1 – Argument and Argumentation
· Module 2 – Conceptual Analysis
· Module 3 – Passage and Article Analysis

MODULE 1 – ARGUMENT AND ARGUMENTATION
Argument
· Is a set of claims, one of which is offered in support of another claim
· Consists of at least two related claims, one of which is offered as justification, evidence, or support for the other
Two parts to an argument: 
· Reasons or premises – reasons given in support of the conclusion
· Conclusion – statement you are trying to prove

[bookmark: _GoBack]Standard Argument Form:
P1: premise one
P2: premise two (separated by a line from conclusion)
C: conclusion

The Constitutive Rules of Argumentation
Violating these rules means that you are not engaging in argumentation.
Remember: Argumentation does not consist of persuasion of irrelevant things (such as emotions).
· The truth seeking principle: people involved in process of argumentation need to be committed to searching the truth, or the most rational position
· Respect Principle: we do not attack a person, we attack their position. Participations agree to respect the person, what matters are the claims the person makes.
· Argument Principle: includes and encompasses 3 criteria for a good argument - relevancy, sufficiency (enough reasons), and acceptability.
· Fallibility Principle: need to be able to admit your wrong.
· Listening principle: obligation to listen and attempt to understand argument
· Burden of proof principle: rests with person who is putting position forward, cannot shift of proving your position to someone else. You must show evidence for your position.
· Principle of challenge and response: right to challenge claims and arguments of other and respond
· Resolution Principle: issue will be solved if: opponent successfully defends position if they present relevant, sufficient, and acceptable reasons, and serious objections have been addressed. 
· Suspension of judgement principle: If no position comes close, both parties must suspend judgement of the argument. 
· Reconsideration principle: obligated to reopen issue if any argument can be found doubtful or flawed later on.

3 Criteria for a Good Argument
A good argument meets 3 criteria:
· Relevancy – Premises that are relevant to the truth of the conclusion
· Acceptability – Premises that are acceptable 
· reason is unclear – vague/ambiguous, open to doubt, outright false
· Sufficiency – Premises that together constitute sufficient grounds for the truth of the conclusion 
· Not sufficient in number, weight (argument is one-sided/biased), or kind

FALLACIES in Arguments

Definition of a “Fallacy”:
· A pattern of faulty reasoning
· A faulty argument that at first appears to be correct

The Pattern of Reasoning is flawed for 3 Reasons:
1. Violates the 3 criteria for a good argument
2. Violates constitutive rules (respect, truth-seeking, etc.) of argumentation
3. 4 kinds of Inductive arguments

Fallacies of Ambiguity
Arguments that have: 
· Ambiguous phrases
· Sloppy grammatical structure
· Confusion between two closely related concepts

Fallacy of Equivocation: Occurs when a word or phrase is used two different ways in the same argument - the fallacy that is caused by a shift between legitimate meanings of a term
Fallacy of Accent: Depends upon stressing a word in a sentence and thereby changing the meaning of the whole sentence.
· Intended tone of voice is uncertain
· Stress is unclear
· Quoted out of context (e.g. I never thought it would be like this)
Fallacy of Hypostatization or Reification: Occurs when an abstraction is turned into a real, concrete thing
· To reify something is to convert an abstract concept into a concrete thing
· This fallacy is not usually a problem because it is a part of speech, we can see through it
Fallacy of Composition: What is true of each part of a whole is also true of the whole itself.
· All of the parts of the object O have the property P. 
Therefore, O has the property P. 
Fallacy of Division: What is true of a whole is also necessarily true of the parts itself
· The object O has the property P. 
Therefore, all of the parts of O have the property P. 

Fallacies of Presumption or Unwarranted Assumptions 
· Involving unwarranted assumptions
· All Violate “sufficiency” criteria for a good argument
· Overlooking the facts
· Evading the facts
· Distorting the facts

Hasty Generalization: One makes an incorrect generalization based on an isolated, exceptional or inessential case
· It involves: generalizing about a population based upon a sample which is too small to be representative
2 Types of Hasty Generalizations
1. Resting a conclusion upon cases that are exceptional and therefore unrepresentative.
2. Only that evidence that supports an argument is brought into the argument, while contrary evidence is ignored.
Sweeping Generalization: Occurs when a general rule is applied to a specific case to which the rule is not applicable because of special features of that case.
Bifurcation: Presumes that on a given question there are only two opposite positions, with no middle ground.

Fallacies of Relevancy (Big Group of Fallacies)
· Tricks to cloud the issue by introducing irrelevant considerations 
· Reasons do not bear upon the conclusions 
· Attempts to distract attention 

Personal Attack or “Ad Hominem” Fallacies
· Attacking or abusing an opponent’s personality, character, motives, intentions, qualifications etc., as opposed to providing evidence why the views are incorrect
· Group of fallacies
· Divert attention away from the argument to the person making it
1. Abusive Ad Hominem: Attacking the character of the opposing speaker rather than his or her thesis
· Derogatory comment is aimed directly at the person’s character, background, associates, or competence
· Strategy is to undermine a person’s credibility by damaging his reputation
2. Circumstantial Ad Hominem: Attacking the opposing speaker by implying vested interests
3. Tu Quoque: Presenting evidence that a person’s actions are not consistent with that for which he is arguing
 - Attempting to show that an opponent does not act in accord with his or her thesis .

Poisoning the well: Rejecting a criticism or argument presented by another person because of that person’s special circumstances or improper motives.
Genetic Fallacy: Evaluating a thing in terms of its earlier context and then carrying over that evaluation to the thing in the present, while ignoring relevant changes that may have altered its character in the interim.

Appeal to Authority Fallacies
· Authority A believes that P is true. 
Therefore, P is true
· Because X says its true, it must be true
1. Appeal to the Authority of the One: Accepting the views or opinions of particular people in authority – where his or her opinion cannot be considered authoritative and must be dismissed as irrelevant 
2. Appeal to the Authority of the Many: Fact that many people agree with a certain conclusion does not make it true
3. Appeal to the Authority of the Select Few: Authority appealed to is that of prestige or exclusivity
4. Appeal to the Authority of Tradition: Authority appealed to is that of prestige or exclusivity

Appeal to Ignorance: An appeal to ignorance is an argument for or against a proposition on the basis of a lack of evidence against or for it. Presenting the fact that we cannot show that something is false as evidence that it is true.
Appeal to Emotion:
Mob Appeal: Using emotional language to sway a large group of people. Appeals to emotions that a large group of people would experience (patriotism). 
Appeal to Pity: Attempting to persuade others of a position by appealing to their sympathy instead of to relevant evidence, especially when some more important principle or issue is at stake.
Appeal to Fear: Attempts to frighten someone into accepting a conclusion by threat or arousing fear where that is not relevant to the conclusion being argued

MODULE 1 TEST - NEUTRALIZING A FALLACY 

1.	Identify the conclusion or main point in a fallacy. (1 Mark)	
2.	Identify the reason being given for that main point.  (1 Mark)
3. 	Name of the Fallacy. (1 Mark)	
4.	Identify the criteria for the fallacy. (1 Mark)
· Define the fallacy
· Explain the conditions under which the fallacy occurs in any argument
· Okay to take this word-for-word from the textbook
5.	Show how this particular fallacy fits the criteria. (2 Marks)  
· Explain where the fallacy occurs in this specific argument
· With reference to this specific argument, show how the conditions in step 4, above, are met in this argument 
6.	Challenge the fallacy. (4 Marks)
· Which of the 3 criteria for a good argument is violated in this argument?
· Explain what it means to violate the criteria in any argument.
· What is wrong with using this faulty pattern of reasoning?
· Explain and support with reference to the specific argument.
· Which of the constitutive rules of argumentation are violated? How? Explain and support.

MODULE 2 – CONCEPTUAL ANALYSIS

Module 2 emphasizes and studies conceptual statements or questions. What the key or main central concepts mean.
Modules is about mastering a set of techniques for working out the meanings of unclear concepts and questions 

Empirical/Factual Statements:
· Based on observational evidence.
· Verified by doing research.
· Can be proven true or false.
Evaluative/Normative Statements:
· Based on criteria of evaluation.
· Verified by appealing to an outside criteria.
· Grounded in reasoned opinion and/or values
Conceptual Statements – Module 2:
· Based on the meaning of the key ideas.
· Verified by deciding what the key concepts in the claim mean.
· Grounded in definitions of ideas or concepts.

10 Step Process for Conceptual Analysis
1. Model or Paradigm Case
(a) Think of a concrete case in which you would answer “Yes” to the question.
(b) Why is this a good example of a model case? (Have at least 4 points – be case specific)
(c) What does it tell you about the concepts? (Make a chart of the two concepts with 4 points for each concept)

2. Contrary or Opposite Case
(a) Think of a concrete case in which you would answer “No” to the question.
(b) Why is this a good example of a contrary case?
(c) What does it tell you about the concepts?

3. Borderline Case
(a) Think of a concrete case in which you could not decide whether the answer was “Yes” or “No”.
(b) Why is this a good example of a borderline case?
(c) What does it tell you about the concepts?

4. Related Concept
(a) Think of a concept that, if you understood it, would help you to understand the first two concepts. 
(b) Why is this a good related concept?
(c) Create a conceptual question of concept using this concept and one of the first two.
(d) Repeat steps 1-3 for this question.

5. Invented or Imaginary Case
(a) Imagine a case where things are different from the real world in a way that sheds light on the concepts.
(b) Why is this a good example of an invented case?
(c) What does it tell you about the concepts?

6. Social Context
(a) Who would ask this question? (specific role such as priest, parent, doctor, etc.)
(b) Why would they ask it?  Under what circumstances?
(c) Why is this a good context to place the question in?
(d) What does it tell you about the concepts?

7. Practical Results
(a) What would happen in the real world if the answer to the question were “Yes”? 
(b) What would happen in the real world if the answer to the question were “No”?
(c) What does this tell you about the concepts?

8. Results in Language – Test Your Analysis: Formulate a Tentative Answer to the Question
(a) List and briefly describe all of the different meanings of the main concepts that you have come up with so far. Decide which of these possible meanings is most appropriate for answering the question.  Which ones are best?  Why?
 (b) Test your analysis by examining whether and how it clarifies the meaning of the conceptual question and the meaning of the concepts: What is your answer to the conceptual question now with the concepts elucidated? Does your analysis clarify the question? If not, you may need to redo part of your analysis. (Discuss and reflect on how meanings help you answer the question - ask yourself weather you think those meanings help you answer the question)
(c) Test your analysis by examining the meaning of the concept in language: Do the proposed criteria require significant changes to the way in which we use the concept? If your analysis requires us to dramatically modify or abandon many of the ways we use the concept, reconsider your analysis and/or make notes about your reasoning. (Focus is on how the best meanings compare to everyday usage of ideas, why or why not are they similar?)
(d) Write a summary answer to the question. Connect all of the best meanings and use them in a definition

9. Interior Dialogue
(a) Re-read all of your notes.  Have you changed your mind about anything?
(b) Conduct a kind of dialogue with yourself about the concepts.  Ask yourself questions and reflect, comment and answer them. (2 questions)

10. Essay Outline
Sketch out what your written answer is going to look like.
Introduction
· Give answer to question
· Meaning of 2 key terms
Body 
· Discuss what you take these concepts to mean in 2 paragraphs
· Defend your best meanings
Conclusion
· Restates thesis and recapture main points

Finally, write the Essay.

MODULE 3 – PASSAGE AND ARTICLE ANALYSIS
Passage Analysis Techniques

WHAT IS THE PASSAGE ABOUT?
PREPARATION: EXTRACTING ARGUMENT AND CONCEPTUAL QUESTIONS

1. After two or three close readings, isolate the main conclusion of the passage.
2. Identify the main concepts around which the passage turns.
3. Formulate the main conceptual question with which the passage is concerned.

IS THE AUTHOR’S USE OF THE CONCEPTS AND ARGUMENT WEAK OR STRONG?
ANALYSIS OF THE ARGUMENT AND THE AUTHOR’S USE OF CONCEPTS

4. Separate the main premises being used in support of the main conclusion. Then, in order to double check, do only a preliminary and rough map of the main argument. Use standard argument form. (Wait until step 7 below before doing a full and final mapping of the argument because you will have then understood the main concepts of the passage.)

5. Do a brief analysis (using the Conceptual Analysis Techniques) of the main concepts in the conceptual question you formulated in Step 3. Use your results to give a tentative answer to the conceptual question.

6. Keeping your own analysis in mind, examine the author’s use of these same concepts. Are they clearly defined? Are they used in a sense that it too narrow or too wide? Are they used consistently or do they shift in meaning throughout the passage? Can their weaknesses be strengthened (i.e., positively criticized)?

7. Do a final map of the main arguments after reconsidering your answer to steps 1 and 4 above. Evaluate the argument. Always decide personally on the adequacy of each premise and conclusion. Does the argument violate any of the criteria for a good argument? Are there any clear and serious fallacies? Can some of the arguments be made stronger (i.e., positively criticized)? 

Article Analysis Techniques

WHAT IS THE ARTICLE ABOUT?
PREPARATION: EXTRACTING ARGUMENT AND CONCEPTUAL QUESTIONS

1. Annotation - Do flagging and pre-reading steps.

· Read through the entire article once without making any notes or marking up the article. 
· Draw a line separating each paragraph of the article. 
· Number each paragraph. 
· Underline or highlight the main point of each paragraph. (If it is an example, find the main point of the example)
· Re-type each of the main points that you underlined or highlighted in each paragraph of the article into a Word document. Number each main point with the number of the paragraph that it corresponds with.  This document is called a “Summary” of the article.
· Make a list of the main or central concepts at the end of summary.
· Highlight, circle or underline any words that you do not know the meaning of.  Look these words up in the dictionary.  Write the definition in the margin of the article (or end of summary).
· If the author of the article has not already separated his or her article into sections and given these sections titles, then you must now break the article into sections and sub-sections. If the headings the author has given do not help you understand the main point, rewrite them.
· Summarize the main point of each section of the article in one or two sentences in your own words (subsections not included).

2. After two or three close readings, isolate the main conclusion of the article.

3. Identify the main concepts around which the article turns.

4. [bookmark: OLE_LINK1]Formulate the main conceptual question with which the article is concerned.

IS THE AUTHOR’S USE OF THE CONCEPTS AND ARGUMENT WEAK OR STRONG?
ANALYSIS OF THE ARGUMENT AND THE AUTHOR’S USE OF CONCEPTS

5. Separate the main premises being used in support of the main conclusion. Then, in order to double check, do only a preliminary and rough map of the main argument. (Wait until step 7 below before doing a full and final mapping of the argument because you will have then understood the main concepts of the article.)

6. Do a brief analysis (using the Conceptual Analysis Techniques) of the main concepts in the conceptual question you formulated in Step 3. Use your results to give a tentative answer to the conceptual question.

7. Keeping your own analysis in mind, examine the author’s use of these same concepts. Are they clearly defined? Are they used in a sense that it too narrow or too wide? Are they used consistently or do they shift in meaning throughout the article? Can their weaknesses be strengthened (i.e., positively criticized)?

8. Do a final map of the main arguments after reconsidering your answer to steps 1 and 4 above. Evaluate the argument. Always decide personally on the adequacy of each premise and conclusion. Does the argument violate any of the criteria for a good argument? Are there any clear and serious fallacies? Can some of the arguments be made stronger (i.e., positively criticized)? 

9. Write the essay.


e e et 4 A e
i kb b s
L ey
N A et e

st ket bt i

[E—
e D L s
b ot

[r—



