PHI1101-Lecture Two                                                                                          Sept. 14th, 2012
Analyzing Arguments

Goals:

· Showing the structure of arguments.
· Strategies of analysis

1.  Showing the Structure of Arguments.

· Arguments may deal with difficult 
· The goal is to reach the point where we can evaluate arguments, asking questions such as “are the premises true?” or “Is the inference logically successful?”
· First, however, we have to be able to clarify the relationships between the premises and the conclusion(s)
· To analyze arguments, we will put them into standard form

Standard Form:

· Arrange the claims so the premises come before the conclusions they support. Do this for intermediate conclusions and the final conclusion
· Number the premises and conclusions in the revised order
· After each conclusion, write the number of the premise(s) that support(s) it. (Pg. 19)
· 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 they depend on the form of the argument) for the conclusion

Example:

· All men are mortal. Socrates is a man. Therefore, Socrates is mortal.
· For purposes of this class, we should pick out the conclusion first, and then order the premises.

Conclusion:

1. All men are mortal
2. Socrates is a man.
------------------------------
3. Socrates is mortal (1,2)

Example:

· There is no notion more ambivalent than that of “freedom.” With very few exceptions, no philosophy, no political ideal ology, has ever been presented as anything other than an exercise in liberation.

Conclusion:

1. With very few exceptions, no philosophy, no political ideology, has ever been presented as anything other than an exercise in liberation
---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
2. There is no notion more ambivalent than that of “freedom” (1)

Example:

· You should read Sartre. Existentialism confronts the nothingness at the core of our existence, and Sartre is a good writer.

Conclusion:

1. Existentialism confronts the nothingness at the core of our existence
2. Sartre is a good writer.
-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
3. You should read Sartre. (1,2) These premises are independent.

1. Strategies of Analysis

· Indicators of Context
· Identify inference indicators
· Consider the larger context

· Dealing with Claims
- Identify each claim
- Reformulate claims if necessary
- Discard extra elements

· Structures
· Identify main argument
· Identify any sub-arguments
· Identify replies to objections

Two Special Problems:

Arguments and explanations.




Examples: (A)

· 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.

Conclusion:

1. If the rain stops, then I won’t get soaked walking home.
2. The rain stopped.
---------------------------------------------------------------------------
3. I won’t get soaked walking home (1,2).

· Ed must either save money during the school year or work all summer. He did not save money during the school.

Conclusion:

1. Ed must either save money during the school year or work all summer.
2. [bookmark: _GoBack]He did not save money during the school year.
------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
3. He will work all summer (1,2).
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