What do we mean when we say that an argument has an enthymeme in it?
1. Spot is a cat, and all cats are mammals.

Implicit Conclusion: Spot is a mammal.

Spot is a cat.

All cats are mammals.

Thus, Spot is a mammal.

2. All humans are mortal. Therefore, Joe is mortal. 

Implicit Premise: Joe is a human.

All humans are mortal. 

Joe is a human.

Therefore, Joe is mortal. 

3. Rolf is European, for he was born in Germany.

Implicit Premise: Anyone born in Germany is European.

Rolf [he] was born in Germany.

Anyone born in Germany is European.

Thus, Rolf is European.

4. I’m sorry I can’t let you enter the bar. You aren’t 19. 

Implicit Premise: You have to be 19 or older to enter the bar.

You aren’t 19. 

You have to be 19 or older to enter the bar.

So I’m sorry I can’t let you enter the bar.
5. I’m not surprised. After all, children whose parents are extremely strict usually turn into teenage rebels, and Todd’s father was tougher on him than any parent I know.

Implicit Conclusion: Todd is a teenage rebel. 

Children whose parents are extremely strict usually turn into teenage rebels.

Todd’s father was tougher on him than any parent I know.

Ergo, Todd is a teenage rebel.

ANALYZING ARGUMENTS

· There are many different methods for analyzing arguments.

· The one we’ll use in this course is just one.
Our goal is to present arguments in what is known as standard form and provide a diagram for the argument.

 Our method begins like this:
Probably, the best piece of advice is to see if we can first detect what the conclusion is first.

·  Identify any inference indicators (since, because, therefore, so, thus, etc.).

Identify if the argument is simple or complex.

If it is a simple argument, identify what the conclusion is.

If it is a complex argument, determine what the final conclusion is, along with the intermediate conclusion or intermediate conclusions.

Ignore or get rid of elements that do not belong to the argument.

Reformulate claims when necessary.

Two Possibilities of Argument Structure

· Multiple premises can support a conclusion in one of two ways: separately, or together.
· Independent premises each lend some support to the conclusion, on their own.

· Dependent premises must be combined in order to support the conclusion.

1.) An Argument with Independent Premises:

Jake is a philosopher. And, Jake studies hard. Therefore, Jake is smart.

We put this argument into standard form:

1. Jake is a philosopher.

2. Jake studies hard.

--------------------------------

3. Jake is smart.
Next, we draw a diagram for the argument:

1          2

 \         /

   \     /

      3

2.) Arguments with Dependent Premises

I am taller than Rahul. Rahul is taller than you. So I must be taller than you.

Standard Form:
1. I am taller than Rahul. 

2. Rahul is taller than you. 

-------------------------------

3. I must be taller than you.

Diagram:

1          2

     ↓
      3

· I am taller than Rahul. Rahul is taller than Francois. Francois is taller than Mike. And Mike is taller than you. So I must be taller than you.

1. I am taller than Rahul. 

2. Rahul is taller than Francois. 

3. Francois is taller than Mike. 

4. Mike is taller than you. 

----------------------------------

5. I must be taller than you.

1          2        3      4  
                 │              

                 │

                ↓
                 5      

Let’s consider these two arguments:

1. Beth has had to tell someone that a loved one has died since she is a medical doctor, and every medical doctor has had to tell someone that a loved one has died. 

2. Frances is a happy person because she is very successful in her career. Also, she has a secure and supportive marriage.

Standard Form:

1. Beth [she] is a medical doctor.

2. Every medical doctor has had to tell someone that a loved one has died. 

-------------------------------------------------------------------

3. Beth has had to tell someone that a loved one has died.

Diagram:

1          2

     ↓
      3

1. Frances is very successful in her career.

2. Frances has a secure and supportive marriage.

3. Frances is a happy person

1          2

 \         /

   \     /

      3

Combining Independent and Dependent Premises
Jake is a philosopher. All philosophers are geeks. And, Jake has a Chewbacca plush hat. Therefore, Jake is a geek


1. Jake is a philosopher. 

2. All philosophers are geeks. 



3. And, Jake has a Chewbacca plush hat.   

-------------------------------

4. Jake is a geek

1       2                3 

       \                 /

          \           /
                4
As an aside, keep in mind: In identifying an argument and its parts, what matters is the speaker’s intention.

Premises are still premises even if they don’t do a good job of supporting the speaker’s conclusion or claim just as so long as the speaker thinks they do.

In other words, a weak or bad argument is still an argument.

For example:

It's hot and the crime rate is up - therefore heat causes crime.
What About This One? What type of argument is it, simple or complex?
Lying is wrong, and you told a lie. So, you’ve done something wrong. All wrongdoers deserve to be punished. So, you deserve to be punished.

This is a complex argument.

1. Lying is wrong.

2. You told a lie. 

3. You’ve done something wrong. 1, 2

4. All wrongdoers deserve to be punished. 

5. You deserve to be punished. 3, 4

1------2

     ↓

     3------4

          ↓

           5
