PHI 1101- Chapter 2- Analyzing Arguments

Showing the Structure of Arguments
· Arguments may deal with difficult subject matter, be stated in obscure language, or be long and complex

Standard Form
· Arrange the claims so the premises come before the conclusion they support. Do this for intermediate and final conclusions
· Number the premises and conclusions in the revised order
· After each conclusion, write the number of the premise(s) that support(s) it (p.15)
· Ex: All men are mortal. Socrates is a man. Therefore, Socrates is mortal.
· Explicit premise: 1. All men are mortal
· Explicit premise: 2. Socrates is a man
· Conclusion: Socrates is mortal (1, 2)
· We can employ a diagram to show the connections among claims in complex arguments
· Premises are independent if they offer separate reasons for the conclusion
· Premises are dependent if they offer related reasons (or the depend on the form of the argument) or the conclusion

Exercises 
You should read Sartre. Existentialism confronts the nothingness at the core of our existence, and Sartre is a good writer. 
· Explicit premise 1: Existentialism confronts the nothingness at the core of our existence
· Explicit premise 2: Sartre is a good writer
· Conclusion: you should read Sartre (1, 2)
· Independent premises (think of making a list to prove something)

2. Explicit premise: With very few exceptions, no philosophy, no political ideology, has ever been presented as anything other than exercise in liberation
Conclusion: there is no notion more ambivalent than that of freedom (1)

Strategies of Analysis
· Indicators and context
· Identify inference indicators
· Consider the large text
· Dealing with claims
· Identify each claim
· Reformulate claims if necessary
· Identify replies to objections

2 Special Problems
· Arguments vs explanations
· Conditionals (if… then), Disjunctions (either.., or..) 
· Each one of these makes only one claim**
· Conditional sentence: I didn’t bring an umbrella. If the rain stops, then I won’t get soaked walking home. The rain stopped. I won’t get soaked walking home. 
· Explicit premise 1: If the rain stops, then I won’t get soaked walking home.
· Explicit premise 2: The rain stopped
· Conclusion: I won’t get soaked walking home (1, 2)
· Dependant premises

Disjunction
Ex: Explicit premise: Ed must either save money during the school year or work all summer.
2. Explicit premise: He did not save money during the school year
3. Conclusion: he did not work all summer (1, 2)

Examples
p.25 
Explicit premise 1: The Cat90 is the best lawnmower you can buy
Explicit premise 2: You want the best
Implicit Conclusion: You should buy the Cat90

4. Explicit premise: Henry has started a weight-lifting program 
Explicit premise: Weight lifters are usually very strong
Intermediate conclusion: Henry will soon be very strong (1, 2)  dependant premises
Explicit premise: Anyone who is unusually strong can make the football team
Conclusion: Henry will make the football team  dependant premises

6. 1. Explicit premise: A normal clover has three leaves
2. Intermediate conclusion: Four-leaf clovers are very rare (1)
3. Explicit premise: Four-leaf clovers bring good luck
4: Conclusion: You should never pass up a four-leaf clover. (2,3)  Independent premise

8. Premise 1: There is no cure
Premise 2: It is always lethal
Premise 3: And it is most often transmitted through pleasure. 
Conclusion: AIDS may be the most horrible disease in the world’s history (1, 2, 3)

12. Premise 1: The weekly world news  said the hikers were devoured by army ants
2. Not much in WWN is true
3. Intermediate conclusion: The hikers were not devoured by army ants (1,2)  dependent
4. If they were not devoured by army ants, then we don’t know what happened t them
5. Conclusion: we don’t know what happened to the hikers. (3, 4)  dependent

14. The Detective is unlikely to be a convincing witness because he has the reputation of being a racist. Probably, then the defendant will be acquitted. 
1. Explicit premise: The detective has the reputation of being a racist.
2. Intermediate conclusion: He is unlikely to be a convincing witness (1).
3. Explicit Conclusion: The defendant will be acquitted. (2)
Diagram: 
		1
		2
		3



16.  Complex argument (p. 27)
1. David Hume was more lucid writer than Immanuel Kant
2. Hume was a first-rate historian as well as a philosopher
3. Intermediate: Hume’s contributions were more diverse than Kant’s (2)
4. Unlike Kant, Hume would never have said that the duty not to lie is so absolute that we should answer truthfully even when a would-be murdered asks where his intended victim is hiding.
5. Hume’s ethical thought that did not suffer from the rigidity of Kant’s (4)
6. Conclusion: Hume is a superior thinker to Kant. (1,3,5)

18. Premise:  
1. Dozens of people claim to have seen Elvis Presley since his supposed death in 1978.
2. Dozens of people would not be wrong.
3. Intermediate conclusion: Elvis Presley is still alive (1, 2)	
4. Hound Dog will soon be best-selling again (3)

20. 
1. Cocaine is addictive.
2. The cocaine user will always be looking for a greater high.
3. Intermediate conclusion: Cocaine use will lead to the use of even harder drugs (2)
4. Cocaine use is illegal
5. It is bad for your nose.
[bookmark: _GoBack]6. Explicit Conclusion: You should stop sniffing cocaine (1,3 ,4, 5)





