The Toulmin Model

A tool for diagramming

“informal” arguments



Stephen Toulmin

O Stephen Toulmin,
originally a British
logician, is now a
professor at USC. He
became frustrated with
the inability of formal
logic to explain everyday
arguments, which
prompted him to develop
his own model of
practical reasoning.




The “datum’ = grounds:

O Your book describes the “datum” as any item of
information that could lead to a claim. We will call the
datum the “grounds”—same thing. I see smoke and
claim “Fire!” The grounds for the claim is the sight of
fire.

O What connects the datum/grounds to the claim is a
warrant, a presupposition that needs no proof: I see
smoke and say: Fire! Warrant: “where there’s smoke,
there’s fire.”



The five basic elements:

O Claim (assertion or proposition)
O Grounds (proof, evidence, support)

O Warrant (presupposition linking datum
to claim and grounds to claim)

O Backing (support for the warrant)

O Qualifier/Restriction (limitations on the
claim)



Claims

OA is the point an arguer is trying to
make, the proposition or assertion.

O The answers the question, "So what
IS your point?”:

O example: ’
because she was born in the United States

O example: “Ellen is going to be a judge on
American Idol,



Four basic types of claims

O fact: claims which focus on empirically
verifiable phenomena

O judgment/value: claims involving
opinions, attitudes, and subjective
evaluations of things

O policy: claims advocating courses of action
that should be undertaken

O definition/classification: indicates what
criteria are being used to to define a term or
what category something falls into



Grounds (proof or evidence)

o can consist of statistics,
guotations, reports, findings, physical
evidence, or various forms of
reasoning:

O example: “I'm a vegetarian.

O example: SO you can
do the dishes.



Grounds = support for claim.

O The answer questions such as:
O "What is your proof?"
O "How do you know?"
O "Why?”
O example: “It looks like rain.
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O example:
, so I'll bet this one does too."



Grounds can be based on:

O evidence: facts, statistics, reports, or
physical proof

O source credibility: authorities, experts,
celebrity endorsers, a close friend, or
someone's say-so

O analysis and reasoning: reasons may be
offered as proof

O premises already held by the listener



Identifying grounds

O If they’re stated, the grounds for an
argument often follow words such
as “because,” “since,” “given that...”

O example: “Airports should x-ray all

luggage because a bomb could be
placed in a checked baggage.”

O example: "We cannot trust this man
because he has perjured himself in the
past.”

O Note that these are also enthymemes.



Warrants

O The warrant is the inferential leap
that connects the claim with the
grounds.

O The warrant is typically implicit
(unstated) and requires the listener to
recognize the connection between the
claim and grounds

O The implicit nature of warrants means
the “meaning” of an argument is as
much a part of the receiver as it is a
part of the message.

O Some arguments are "multi-
warranted,” e.g., based on more than
one inferential leap



Warrents:

O Perform a "linking" function by establishing a mental
connection between the grounds and the claim

O example: "Muffin is running a temperature. TI’ll
bet she has an infection.”

O example: "That dog is probably friendly. It is a
Golden Retriever.”



Warrents can be based on:

O ethos: source credibility, authority
O logos: reason-giving, induction, deduction
O pathos: emotional or motivational appeals

O value premises: values shared by, or
presumed to be shared by, the receiver(s)

O note: there is considerable overlap among
these categories



The first triad
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The first triad, #2
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The first triad, #3
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The first triad, #4
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Limitations of Toulmin

o

o

o

Somewhat static view of an
argument

Focuses on the argument maker,
not the target or respondent

Real-life arguments aren’t always
neat or clear

The Toulmin model is an analytical
tool, so it's more useful for
dissecting arguments later than in
the “heat” of an argument

Since warrants are unstated,
different listeners may perceive
them differently



