Don’t Confuse Arguments with Explanations
· An explanation tells us why something happened. An argument tells us why we should believe it happened.
· Examples:

· ‘I already know Adam stole the money . . . Jane told me that Steve told her so!’

· Note: I’m not trying to convince you of this, I’m explaining how I know, or why he did it.

· ‘Adam stole the money because he was hungry.’

1. The titanic sank because it hit an iceberg:Explanation
2. Capital punishment is inhumane because innocent people may be mistakenly executed. Argument
If we encounter an explanation within an argument, then we treat it as just making one claim. ( Adam stole $)
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Other statements that just make one claim:
Conditional Statement
“If … then …”
If I study hard, then I’ll pass PHI 1101.-> treat it as one claim
Disjunctive Sentence
“Either … or …”

Either I’ll pass PHI 1101 or I’ll fail it.-> treat it as one claim
Unless
There will be no baseball tomorrow unless the sun is shining.-> one claim
· There are many different methods for analyzing arguments and sentences.

· The one we’ll use in this course is just one.

· Our method begins like this:

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

Identify if the argument is a simple or complex argument.

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

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

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.) Arguments 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.
Has independent premises, two premises.
2.) Arguments with Dependent Premises

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

1. I am taller than Rahul. 

2. Rahul is taller than you. 

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

3. I must be taller than you.

Simple arguement
· 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.

Simple Argument, 4 premises, each is dependent on each other
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. 

Conclusion at beginning, evidence: Beth is a medical doctor, premise: every medical doctor has had to tell someone that a loved one has died

1( beth is a medical doctor
2( every m.d has had to tell someone a loved one has died
-----------------------------------
3( beth 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.


1( Frances is very successful in her career
2( Frances has a secure and supportive marriage

---------------------------------------
Conclusion: Frances is a happy person
Combining Independent and Dependent Premises
Jake is a philosopher. All philosophers are geeks. And, Jake watches Star Trek. Therefore, Jake is a geek

1. Jake is a philosopher. 

2. All philosophers are geeks. 

3. Jake watches Star Trek. 

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

4. Jake is a geek

1 & 2 ( 4
3(4
What About This One?
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: So (conclusion indicator) used twice
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
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Smallpox is no longer a threat to anyone in the U.S. And the vaccination against it is unpleasant and, in rare cases, life-threatening. We were wise when we ceased the routine vaccination of our children

1) Smallpox is no longer a thret to anyone in the U.S
2) The vaccination against it is unpleasant and, in rare cases, life threatiening
--------------------------
3) We were wise when we ceased vaccination of our children

Premises are reasons to support claim
Why were we wise when we ceased vaccination of our children

#3- Complex Argument

Herbert had the highest score on the qualifying exam, and so he will get first consideration for the job. The person who gets first consideration almost always does get the job. Thus, it is pretty sure that the job will go to Herbert

1) Herbert had the highest score on the qualifying exam
2) Herbert will get first consideration for the job.  1
3) person who gets first consideration almost always does get the job
4) it is pretty sure that the job will go to Herbert, 2,3

1

2             3
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