


THE STRUCTURE
OF ARGUMENT

Annette T. Rottenberg

BEDFORD BOOKS or ST. MARTIN’S PRESS
BOSTON



For Alex

For Bedford Books

Publisher: Charles H. Christensen

Associate Publisher/General Manager: Joan E. Feinberg

Managing Editor: Elizabeth M. Schaaf

Developmental Editor: Stephen A. Scipione

Production Editor: Michelle McSweeney

Copyeditor: Cynthia Insolio Benn

Text Design: Claire Seng-Niemoeller

Cover Design: Richard Emery

Cover Art: Detail of Un Candidate by Honoré Daumier. Lithograph, 114" X
9%s¢". The Armand Hammer Collection, The Armand Hammer Museum of Art
and Cultural Center, Los Angeles. Photographed by Paula Goldman.

Library of Congress Catalog Card Number: 93-84307

Copyright © 1994 by Bedford Books of St. Martin’s Press

All rights reserved. No part of this publication may be reproduced, stored in a
retrieval system, or transmitted by any form or by any means, electronic,
mechanical, photocopying, recording, or otherwise, except as may be
expressly permitted by the 1976 Copyright Act or in writing by the Publisher.

Manufactured in the United States of America.

8 7 6 5 4
f e d ¢ b a

For information, write: St. Martin’s Press, Inc.

175 Fifth Avenue, New York, N.Y. 10010

Editorial Offices: Bedford Books of St. Martin's Press,
29 Winchester Street, Boston, MA 02116

ISBN 0-312-09459-0

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

Adelphi advertisement, “There's a place in this world for unusual people.” Reprinted by
permission of Adelphi University.

Charlotte Allen, “Boys Only.” Reprinted by permission of The New Republic, © 1992, The
New Republic, Inc.

Gordon Allport, “The Nature of Prejudice.” From the 17th Claremont Reading Conference
Yearbook, 1952. Reprinted by permission of the Claremont Reading Conference.

American Forest and Paper Association advertisement, “The great American forest is
closer than you think.” Reprinted by permission of the American Forest and Paper
Association.

Dave Barry, “Bring Back Carl's Plaque.” Copyright © 1985 by the author. Reprinted by
permission.

Acknowledgments and copyrights are continued at the back of the book on pages 317-
318, which constitute an extension of the copyright page.



THE STRUCTURE
OF ARGUMENT



Brief Contents

Preface for Instructors v

PART ONE

The Structure of Argument 1

Introduction to Argument 3
Claims 23

Definition 69

Support 107

Warrants 144

Language and Thought 175

NS SR b~

Induction, Deduction, and Logical Fallacies

PART TWO

207

Writing and Researching Arguments 249

8. Writing an Argumentative Paper 251

9. Researching an Argumentative Paper 270

Glossary and Index of Terms 319
Index of Authors and Titles 323
Warrants Chart 332

ix



Contents

Preface for Instructors v

PART ONE

The Structure of Argument 1

1. Introduction to Argument 3

The Nature of Argument 3

Why Study Argument? 6

Why Write? 8

The Terms of Argument 9

The Audience 12

SAMPLE ANALYSIS
The Declaration of Independence
THOMAS JEFFERSON 17

When revolutionaries resolved to throw off their king and form
their own government, they turned to the eloquent Jefferson
for a defense of their audacious plan.

EXERCISES FOR CRITICAL THINKING 21

2. Claims 23

Claims of Fact 23

SAMPLE ANALYSIS: CLAIM OF FACT

Cocaine Is Even Deadlier Than We Thought
LOUIS L. CREGLER and HERBERT MARK 28

xi



xii

Contents

Two physicians examine the frightening and potentially lethal
effects of cocaine abuse.

Claims of Value 29

SAMPLE ANALYSIS: CLAIM OF VALUE

Kids in the Mall: Growing Up Controlled
WILLIAM SEVERINI KOWINSKI 33

A journalist evaluates the lessons teens learn in “universities of
suburban materialism.”

Claims of Policy 38
SAMPLE ANALYSIS: CLAIM OF PoLIcY

So That Nobody Has to Go to School If They Don’t Want To
ROGER SIPHER 40

A teacher argues that forcing unmotivated students to stay in
school is a fruitless waste of energy and resources and a drag
on those who truly want to learn.

READINGS FOR ANALYSIS

The Landfill Excavations
WILLIAM L. RATHJE and CULLEN MURPHY 43

Two researchers for “The Garbage Project” at the University of
Arizona make some surprising assertions about the physical
reality inside a landfill.

Hollywood’s Poison Factory
MICHAEL MEDVED 48

A film critic declares that “Hollywood no longer reflects — or
even respects — the values that most Americans cherish.”

Green Eggs & Ham
THE WALL STREET JOURNAL 53

Gambling is destructive to society, charges an editorial in the
Wall Street Journal, and when government “substitutes
gambling for taxation it relinquishes its moral authority.”

Capital Punishment — An Idea Whose Time Has Come Again
J. A. PARKER 55

A spokesman for a conservative African-American think tank
musters evidence to show that opposition to capital
punishment runs counter to our religious and legal tradition.

The Right to Bear Arms
WARREN E. BURGER 61

A former chief justice of the United States examines the
historical roots of the Second Amendment in order to
construct an appeal for gun control.

The great American forest is closer than you think
[advertisement] 65



Contents xiii

GE: The initials of a friend |advertisement] 66

Nuclear energy can help America find a way out of our
dangerous dependence on foreign oil |advertisement] 67

EXERCISES FOR CRITICAL THINKING 68

3. Definition 69

The Purposes of Definition 69

Defining the Terms in Your Argument 71
Methods for Defining Terms 73

The Definition Essay 78

Writing an Essay of Definition 79

SAMPLE ANALYSIS
Addiction Is Not a Disease
STANTON PEELE 80

A psychologist stipulates that, contrary to current popular
thought, people are “active agents in— not passive victims
of — their addiction.”

READINGS FOR ANALYSIS

The Nature of Prejudice
GORDON ALLPORT 90
Identifying other people’s prejudices is easy, observes a

Harvard psychologist, but sometimes it takes careful definition
to help us spot our own.

What Sexual Harassment Is — and Is Not
ELLEN BRAVO and ELLEN CASSEDY 92

A definition of sexual harassment is illustrated through
examples of workplace scenarios by two founders of a working
women'’s organization.

Deconstructing Date Rape
SUZANNE FIELDS 101

A syndicated columnist charges that the definition of date rape
has been corrupted by “political jousting” that threatens to
trivialize what is a capital offense.

Waterman Pens [advertisement] 105

EXERCISES FOR CRITICAL THINKING 106

4. Support 107

Types of Support: Evidence and Appeals to Needs and
Values 107
Evidence 109



xiv Contents

Evaluation of Evidence 115
Appeals to Needs and Values 123
Evaluation of Appeals to Needs and Values 128
SAMPLE ANALYSIS
Bar the Door
DANIEL JAMES 129

An authority on immigration argues that the alarming rise in
immigration, both legal and illegal, is accompanied by serious
social and economic problems and must be halted.

Immigration Still Makes America What It Is
HARRY A. DEMELL 131

An immigration lawyer counters Daniel James'’s argument with
the claim that immigrants “continue to make the United States
the most vital society the world has known.”

READINGS FOR ANALYSIS
Playing Favorites
PATRICIA KEEGAN 133

Men continue to outperform women academically, grants an
educational analyst — but not because of innate intellectual
superiority.

Not Just Read and Write, but Right and Wrong
KATHLEEN KENNEDY TOWNSEND 137

The public school system has neglected to teach moral values,
argues the director of a state-sponsored community service
program, and America is suffering in consequence.

Gas heat makes me nervous [advertisement] 142

EXERCISES FOR CRITICAL THINKING 143

Warrants 144

Types of Warrants 151
Evaluation of Warrants 158
SAMPLE ANALYSIS
The Case for Torture
MICHAEL LEVIN 160

A philosophy professor reasons that if torture is the only way

to squeeze lifesaving information from a kidnapper or terrorist,

we should overcome our repugnance and apply the electrodes.
READINGS FOR ANALYSIS

A Proposal to Abolish Grading
PAUL GOODMAN 163



Contents

6.

The author of Growing Up Absurd argues that if the goal of
higher education is education, we should use tests that foster
learning, not competition.

Death Penalty’s False Promise: An Eye for an Eye
ANNA QUINDLEN 166

A columnist for the New York Times pits her gut response to a
mass murderer against her intellectual opposition to the death
penalty.

Mainstreaming My Son
BARBARA GERBASI 169

A mother relates her disabled son’s experiences in
“mainstreaming” and concludes that assimilating a
handicapped child into the “real world” may not be in his or
her best interest.

There’s a place in this world for unusual people. Adelphi
ladvertisement] 173

EXERCISES FOR CRITICAL THINKING 174

Language and Thought 175

The Power of Words 175
Connotation 177

Slanting 180

Picturesque Speech 182

Concrete and Abstract Language 184
Short Cuts 188

SAMPLE ANALYSIS

On the Need for Asylums
LEWIS THOMAS 195

Writing on the calamitous effects of releasing schizophrenic
patients from asylums to the streets, a renowned doctor and
essayist urges a return to hospitalization for the mentally ill.

READINGS FOR ANALYSIS

The Speech the Graduates Didn’t Hear
JACOB NEUSNER 200

A scholar’s caustic commentary on student-faculty relations
indicts college as a ludicrously inappropriate preparation for
the unforgiving world outside.

Bring Back Carl’s Plaque
DAVE BARRY 202

A syndicated columnist satirizes the message — and its
creator — on a space probe plaque intended to be read by
aliens.



xvi Contents

The Strength. The Stability. The Spirit of America.
advertisement] 205

EXERCISES FOR CRITICAL THINKING 206

7. Induction, Deduction, and Logical Fallacies 207
Induction 208

SAMPLE ANALYSIS: AN INDUCTIVE ARGUMENT
Not All Men Are Sly Foxes
ARMIN A. BROTT 209

A freelance writer objects to the practices of authors of
children’s books who attack sexual and ethnic discrimination
but continue to portray fathers as indifferent and uncaring.

Deduction 212

SAMPLE ANALYSIS: A DEDUCTIVE ARGUMENT
When Rights Run Wild
SUSAN JACOBY 217

A feminist writer argues that we are suffering from “rights
inflation” when people twist “the right to pursue happiness into
the delusion that we are entitled to a guarantee of happiness.”

Common Fallacies 222

READINGS FOR ANALYSIS

On Nation and Race
ADOLF HITLER 231

This excerpt from Mein Kampf expounds the principles of Nazi
racist ideology.

A Criminal Justifies Himself
TONY PARKER and ROBERT ALLERTON 236

“So violence is wrong. . . . But on a day-to-day level, it just
happens that it's a tool of my trade.” A career felon discusses
the nature of his vocation.

Cheryl Silas had a highway collision, was hit twice from
behind, and then sold three cars for us. |advertisement] 244

EXERCISES FOR CRITICAL THINKING 245

PART TWO

Writing and Researching Arguments 249

8. Writing an Argumentative Paper 251



Contents xvii

Finding an Appropriate Topic 251
Invention Strategies 252 Evaluating Possible Topics 252
To This Point 253

Defining the Issues 254
Preparing an Initial Outline 254 Case Study: Coed
Bathrooms 254

Organizing the Material 257
Defending the Main Idea 257 Refuting the Opposing View 258
Presenting the Stock Issues 259 Ordering Material for
Emphasis 259 Considering Scope and Audience 260 To
This Point 261

Writing 262
Beginning the Paper 262 Guidelines for Good Writing 264

Revising 267

Preparing the Manuscript 268

Review Checklist for Argumentative Papers 268

9. Researching an Argumentative Paper 270

Getting Started 270

Mapping Research: A Sample Outline 271

Using Sources: Field Research = 272

Using Sources: The Library 273
The Card Catalog and Catalog Access System 273
Databases 275 Encyclopedias 276
Indexes 276 Abstracts 277

Reading with a Purpose 278
Taking Notes 278 Quoting 281 Paraphrasing 281
Summarizing 283  Avoiding Plagiarism 283  Keeping
Research under Control 285 To This Point 285

MLA System for Citing Publications 286

SAMPLE RESEARCH PAPER (MLA STYLE) 292

When a Fairytale Is Not Just a Fairytale
SUSAN A. BENNETT 293

APA System for Citing Publications 306

SAMPLE RESEARCH PAPER (APA STYLE) 310

Why Zoos Should Be Eliminated
AMANDA REPP 311

Glossary and Index of Terms 319
Index of Authors and Titles 323

Warrants Chart 332



PART ONE

The Structure
of Argument







CHAPTER ONE

Introduction to
Argument

THE NATURE OF ARGUMENT

A conversation overheard in the school cafeteria:

“Hey, how come you didn’t order the meat loaf special? It's
pretty good today.”

“Well, I read this book about vegetarianism, and I've decided
to give up meat. The book says meat’s unhealthy and vegetarians
live longer.”

“Don’t be silly. Americans eat lots of meat, and we're living
longer and longer.”

“Listen, this book tells how much healthier the Danes were
during World War II because they couldn’t get meat.”

“I don't believe it. A lot of these health books are written by
quacks. It’s pretty dumb to change your diet after reading one book.”

These people are having what most of us would call an argument,
one that sounds dangerously close to a quarrel. There are, however,
significant differences between the colloquial meaning of argument as
a quarrel and its definition as a process of reasoning and advancing
proof, although even the exchange reported above exhibits some of the
characteristics of formal argument. The kinds of arguments we deal
with in this text are not quarrels. They often resemble ordinary dis-
course about controversial issues. You may, for example, overhear a
conversation like this one:

“This morning while I was trying to eat breakfast heard an
announcer describing the execution of that guy in Texas who raped

3



4 Introduction to Argument

and murdered a teenaged couple. They gave him an injection, and
it took him ten minutes to die. I almost lost my breakfast listening
toit”

“Well, he deserved it. He didn’t show much pity for his victims,
did he?”

“Okay, but no matter what he did, capital punishment is really
awful, barbaric. It's murder, even if the state does it.”

“No, I'd call it justice. I don’t know what else we can do to show
how we feel about a cruel, pointless murder of innocent people.
The punishment ought to be as terrible as we can make it.”

Each speaker is defending a value judgment about an issue that tests
ideas of good and evil, right and wrong, and that cannot be decided by
facts.

In another kind of argument the speaker or writer proposes a
solution for a specific problem. Two men, both under twenty, are en-
gaged in a conversation.

“I'm going to be broke this week after I pay my car insurance.
I don't think it’s fair for males under tiwenty to pay such high rates.
I'm a good driver, much better that my older sister. Why not consider
driving experience instead of age or sex?”

“But I always thought that guys our age had the most accidents.
How do you know that driving experience is the right standard to
apply?”

“Well, I read a report by the Highway Commission that said it’s
really driving experience that counts. So I think it’s unfair for us to
be discriminated against. The law’s behind the times. They ought to
change the insurance laws.”

In this case someone advocates a policy that appears to fulfill a desir-
able goal —making it impossible to discriminate against drivers just
because they are young and male. Objections arise that the arguer must
attempt to answer.

In these three dialogues, as well as in all the other arguments you
will read in this book, human beings are engaged in explaining and
defending their own actions and beliefs and opposing those of others.
They do this for at least two reasons: to justify what they do and think
both to themselves and to their opponents and, in the process, to solve
problems and make decisions, especially those dependent on a con-
sensus between conflicting views.

Unlike the examples cited so far, the arguments you will read and
write will not usually take the form of dialogues, but arguments are
implicit dialogues. Even when our audience is unknown, we write to
persuade the unconvinced, to acquaint them with good reasons for
changing their minds. As one definition has it, “Argumentation is the
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art of influencing others, through the medium of reasoned discourse,
to believe or act as we wish them to believe or act.” This process is
inherently dramatic; a good argument can create the kinds of tensions
generated at sporting events. Who will win? What are the factors that
enable a winner to emerge? One of the most popular and enduring
situations on television is the courtroom debate, in which two lawyers
(one, the defense attorney, the hero, unusually knowledgeable and per-
suasive; the other, the prosecuting attorney, bumbling and corrupt)
confront each other before an audience of judge and jury that must
render a heart-stopping verdict. Tensions are high because a life is in
the balance. In the classroom the stakes are neither so intimidating nor
so melodramatic, but even here a well-conducted argument can throw
off sparks.

Most of the arguments in this book will deal with matters of public
controversy, an area traditionally associated with the study of argument.
As the word public suggests, these matters concern us as members of
a community. “They are,” according to one rhetorician, “the problems
of war and peace, race and creed, poverty, wealth, and population, of
democracy and communism. . . . Specific issues arise on which we must
take decision from time to time. One day it is Suez, another Cuba. One
week it is the Congo, another it is the plight of the American farmer or
the railroads. . . . On these subjects the experts as well as the many
take sides.” Today the issues are different from the issues that writers
confronted more than twenty years ago. Today we are concerned about
the nuclear freeze, unemployment, illegal immigration, bilingual edu-
cation, gun control, homosexual rights, drug abuse, prayer in school,
to name only a few,

Clearly, if all of us agreed about everything, if harmony prevailed
everywhere, the need for argument would disappear. But given what
we know about the restless, seeking, contentious nature of human
beings and their conflicting interests, we should not be surprised that
many controversial questions, some of them as old as human civiliza-
tion itself, will not be settled nor will they vanish despite the energy
we devote to settling them. Unresolved, they are submerged for a while
and then reappear, sometimes in another form, sometimes virtually
unchanged. Capital punishment is one such stubborn problem; abortion
is another. Nevertheless, we value the argumentative process because
it is indispensable to the preservation of a free society. In Areopagitica,
his great defense of free speech, John Milton, the seventeenth-century
poet, wrote, “I cannot praise a fugitive and cloistered virtue, unexercised
and unbreathed, that never sallies out and sees her adversary.” How

1J. M. O'Neill, C. Laycock, and R. L. Scale, Argumentation and Debate (New York:

Macmillan, 1925), p. 1.
2Karl R. Wallace, “Toward a Rationale for Teachers of Writing and Speaking,” English

Journal, September 1961, p. 386.



