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One of the most popular children's books in 1992 was Dinotopia, the fictional story
of a lost island where dinosaurs and humanity live together in a mutually beneficial relationship.
Before children read the first page about the discovery of this land by a shipwrecked Boston
scientist and his son, they see a map of Dinotopia with a green colored rainy basin, a tan colored
Great Desert, a dark brown Ancient Gorge, all surrounded by a light blue colored ocean. They
understand something of the nature of this world whether or not they can read a word of the text.
The maps that mark the worlds of The Hobbit, Winnie-the-Pooh, and Treasure Island are
familiar substance to America's school children,

We grow up with maps and they often fascinate us. Joseph Conrad, in what may be an
autobiographical passage from The Heart of Darkness, has one of the characters say, "Now
when I was just a little chap I had a passion for maps. I would look for hours at South America,
or Africa, or Australia, and lose myself in all the glories of exploration” (10). 1, too, recall
staring at an early 20th Century map of Asia wondering of the life in a far off territory called
Tannu Tuva.

We learn of maps, but we learn little of their power as arguments. We may learn
something about how to get from point A to point B or learn that the crossed shovel and pick
on the map of Death Valley indicates the site of a mine, but we never realize how these maps
and their accompanying signs make claims about the world. It is more than likely that we are
oblivious as to how maps are "weapons of persuasion and deception” (Monmonier,
Cartocontroversy, 1996).

Two authors, Denis Wood in The Power of Maps and Mark Monmonier in Drawing
the Line, attempt to remove from maps and mapmakers the mask of ultimate authority. Wood,
a museum curator, and Monmonier, a Professor of Geography at Syracuse University, take
different paths to lead the reader to the same, inescapable conclusion: maps are powerful
arguments. They are the substance of controversy, as emphasized by Monmonier, and the
thetorical tools of those who participate in public discourse, according to Wood.

Don Brownlee is Professor of Speech Communication, C alifornia State University, Northridge.
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At their most fundamental level, these two books demonstrate tha; nlaaps are :zsﬁﬂ?l:
being factual descriptions of our world. Rather, maps can be corpplex @d subtle arg;1m e
mtge unique views of reality or fantasy, that shape our perspective on issues of local and g
crea ’ . -
i form of discourse with their readers.
anortang:, mghtilll; t)rar;l:lt that studies a map tends to share a view on what a map ;houldnlz;:.
Itisa windoevlvyto the world that is not immediately visible. As Brian Harley, a sou:"ceﬁ;‘ecq:;f ! rz
ited by Wood, explains, historically maps were viewed as the products of a s;:xen e eft a§
sIn our);wn Wéstem culture, at least since the Enlightenment, cartography. has been defined 25
afactual science. The premise is that a map should offer a transparent window on
(Hares 'IngligsO&:;s‘;)z;rency meant that the mapmaker was invisible in the pro;:;ss oi cor‘xavc)sfltzlg)
i ds the reader through a step-by-
1d into the world of the map. Wood lea t
te};;;seigimw:fr the lrrrlxany ways in which decisions of the cax“cogrz;pher creaftc n;:arlgi;; , ll;usth ;S:d
i i jcti the rhetorical nature of ma
f cl about the world. This conviction about. , ‘
E chzg?lsmonier. In his review of Drawing the Line, Pawd Woodward expla;lni,we can cither
’ We habitually regard maps as uncontroversial statements of fact t 2}1 »can elter
ignore or take for granted. Mark Monmonier has skillfully and styhfshly showx;on:lt " :\)"vp i
i ively used to argue for our per .
controversial - that they can be persuasively "
ng:lounf;y are maps the grist of argument, or the suppox; tt;)r Zrilu;;egsé ,—t:;z;riv ;rog::;:sems
ay not be reality, but they create our reality. ; ;
on x:pci:yn czl)uncil or in the United States House of RePresentatxves, A rrlxap deﬁte;ln;xgzs
zg‘:r railcs of automobile or home insurance. A map c.ietemunes how your mail is ro R
i i is journal reached your mail box. .
POteﬂflal%eh;Vchgtu ;iilr(ri}:"lﬂ';:: finglishman ‘Who Went Up a Hill, But Came Down aX&ognt:éni,n
illustrates the power of the mapmaker to reshape the life o;z: smsic‘i\)/jz}: l:g:vtnh.e toi:?:}ocal
il English mapmakers :
1917 to produce maps for the military, two | o o s 202
i is 20 feet short of the height necessary for designa
mmoununm }iff{x:np(:;kG:}llZ&;Ss helped protect countless generations of local residents frlomdwa%/}e):
of invt:?i?r;g Romans, Saxons, and Vikings will soon be eraszd from the rgag; ctnkt; ;h; af;r:n .akers'
: ering legions will itself be conquered by :
pmeasmcmenromomorytsm?h:t}?epf;‘;ec;r:iq:dde if th%: local community is subject to the )udg'mentin of th;sf
pair of canog-raphcrs‘ They, and they alone, determine whether future generations know
nynﬂo“f;:; the Atlantic, maps repeatedly are at the center of local controver;ies r;izigxr;gf
the distribution of power in the American political system. Most rcaci;rsS etézsvein O
gerrymandering.  Named for the Republican governor of Massachu s
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germrymandering "calls to mind the prototypical caricature of an outrageously curved district with
vicious clawlike appendages” (Monmonier, p. 196). Monmonier devotes a chapter to exploring
this political use of maps in redistricting efforts from Massachusetts, North Carolina, and New
York.

The 12th Congressional District in North Carolina is by almost all accounts an
“unusually shaped" voting district. It winds some 150 miles through North Carolina connecting
Charlotte and Gastonia in the south to Durham in the north. This 150 mile long district is in
some places no wider than the lanes on the interstate highway that travels north through the
state. In the words of Justice John Paul dissenting in Shaw v. Reno, District 12 maintains a
"bizarre and uncouth" set of boundaries {(New York Times “Excerpts,” p. Al2).

More so than the majority opinion of Justice Sandra Day O'Connor comparing the
District to "the most egregious racial gerrymandering of the past” (p. A12), it is the map itself
that makes the strongest argument. Monmonier observes, "As the map testifies, District 12, if
not ugly, is anything but compact” (p. 204). It is the map that makes the point. Even the
strongest supporters of the shape of District 12, such as Justice Stevens, must admit that the

map "is powerful evidence of an ulterior purpose behind the shaping of those boundaries”
(Excerpts, p. A12).

Why is the map such compelling evidence? Why does yet another dissenter, Justice
David Souter, use the phrase "bizarrely shaped” to describe District 12 (p. A12)? As much as
anything, it is past maps that have set a different standard for the shape readers expect. If you
compare the shape of District 12 to the contours of Durham, Orange, Alamance, Guilford or any
of the other seven counties through which District 12 passes, they stand in sharp contrast to
each other. The counties are political entities frequently boundaried by straight lines, forming
squares and rectangles, instead of the clawed salamander that is District 12. Repeating the
words of Monmonier, "the map testifies."

It is also by omission that maps create a sense of reality. Any map of your own
neighborhood might show a variety of features, from streets and creeks to the ethnic background
of residents and the incidence of AIDS. In Chapter Four, "The Interest the Map Serves is
Masked," Wood illustrates how, again, the mapmaker is like an arguer. Each must ultimately
select among the claims that are available. The cartographer decides which features will be used
to describe the territory and which will be excluded from consideration.

These decisions are telling and often are made to serve specific interests of the
mapmaker. Pick up a map of Kansas from your local American Automobile Association office.
Is there a railroad line between Hays and Salina? Youd never know. It doesn't serve the
objectives of the AAA to show that connection, though it is quite visible on the Official Kansas
Transportation Map for 1995-96. The Kansas government mapmakers, however, want you to
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know that Bill Graves is Governor of the state and include his image promment'lg (::d tl;; ;nrf:é
along with the necessary sunflower. 1 doubt AAA ca{tographe}'s ever cHonsx ::) od sharig
Graves' image with the world. While few might w1§h to nd; the rails from maylsocaﬁon o{"bus
bus riders of the world are also deprived of inftgirrxlnatgl (tntlh ext::;sxtxéigea:;n;; ; ; e one
r bus terminals. Bicyclists learn nothing about the © ‘ aths.
:(e)zzsoofbtlrlansportation is promoted, others discouraged. ;t 1s‘thc mapm\z}a]k:;ds Zl;tci»;ce.amther
It is Wood, most of all, that speaks of maps as public dlS.COUFSC. Vo , g
passage from Brian Harley, leads us to this rather post-modernist viewpoint:

Maps are never value-free images; except in the narrowest Eugllfilan ;f}?si
they are not in themselves either true or false. Both in the selectivity o mf
content and in their signs and styles of representation, maps are a V:’?y od
conceiving, articulating and structuring the human wqud which 1sf xgzieal
towards, promoted by, and exerts inﬂ.uenc'c upon pamculz}r sets of s aal
relations. By accepting such premises it becom;s easier to ;3&; :

appropriate they are to manipulation by the powerful in society (p. .

Wood finds this process occurring from the simplest of circumstances, that color;‘ctideg rgxtz;g
located near the entrance to every shopping mall, to the most complex products o : ;f e
States Geological Survey. To Wood the size, shape or context of the map makes no difference:

In presentation the map attains . . . the level of di.scourse (ita‘hcs in ong:inal)ci
Its discursive form may be as simple as a single map image re:n1 ere
comprehensible by the presence of title, legend, agd scale; or as complex as
those in The New State of the World Atlas, hprlmg multlp¥e map1 1m;1ge?;
diagrams, graphs, tables and texts at their audience in a raging potemic.
may be as diverse as vacation triptiks, rotating cardboarq star ﬁnders, persp;ez;
slabbed shopping center guides, chatty superrf\arket video dlsplz}ys, 3: p aa
mats for formica diner tables. Presentatlor'l is more thz}n placing 'f I?it}:
image in the context of other signs; it's placing the map in the context o
audience (pp. 140-1).

i it" (p. 141).
s "speak about the world rather than simply of it" (p : )
e Woo?\;l;nr?xionigr on the other hand, leads the reader throggh a series of cor}trO\;crf}cs
surrounding, engulfm’g and employing maps. From the forged Vl'nlax}d map's fxttack on t?‘ 1z;rsx
pride in Coh’xmbus to the highly political role of the Peters Projection in reshaping perspectiv
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on the relative importance of Africa, Monmonier documents repeated instances of what he labels
"cartocontroversy.” His goal is to make readers aware of the need to critically examine maps
as we would any other argument. Monmonier writes in the epilogue:

Most viewers willingly accept maps as factual and objective, but as we have
seen, challenging only those maps that blatantly threaten your wallet or beliefs
is naive and risky. Subtle cartographic propaganda is common in many
contexts and frequently misleads citizens who are unaware that maps are
highly selective and necessarily biased. Moreover, a stylish or intriguing map
becomes a flag to rally around and parade behind. ... Therein lies much of the

power of maps - enchanting displays divert attention from their authors'
motives (p. 297).

Just as educational institutions are moving to emphasize media literacy,
us adopt standards for cartographic literacy.

While it seems unlikely that maps will be the centerpiece of many academic debates,
understanding the power of maps can attune the debater to the subtlest forms of argument.
Maps succeed by stealth, not by coercion. As such, maps' argumentative powers far exceed
more overt forms of persuasion. Generally unchallenged by any opposition, maps shape our
views about the world more than they represent a view of the world. As the "map-immersed
people” described by Wood (p. 143), we must become a map literate people, as well. Both The
Power of Maps and Drawing the Line are persuasive arguments to accept maps as arguments.

Monmonier would have
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Warranting Assent: Case Studies in Argument Evaluation. Edited by Edward
Schiappa. Albany: State University of New York, 1995. 330 pages. Paper $19.95.
ISBN 0-7914-2364-6.

Theories of argument are often designed for the purpose of explaining and improving
argumentation practice. These theories typically embrace the premise that argumentative
competence is a valuable critical thinking skill, one which is necessary for the responsible
exercise of free speech and participation in democratic forms of governance. Thus, in
argumentation studies, theory and practice are equally central pursuits. In the collection
Warranting Assent: Case Studies in Argument Evaluation, editor Edward Schiappa takes this
premise a step further, suggesting that the evaulation of argument practice deserves greater
recognition as important scholarship. Schiappa defines argument evaluation as "rendering an
explicit judgment that an argument is valid or invalid, sound or unsound, good or bad, strong
or weak, ethical or unethical” {ix). Exercising this ability to recognize the difference between
good and bad arguments should be considered scholarly work for it serves as a means of testing

argument evaluation is a "valid end in itself" because it is at least as valuable as other sorts of
criticism (thetorical) which tend to lower standards for evaluation by adhering to a criterion of
"effectiveness" (ix).

The centrality of argument evaluation is the organizing principle of this collection,
which includes argument case studies addressing a wide variety of topics, ranging from an
analysis of the KAL flight 007 crash to an evaluation of the Meese Commission's report on
pomography. The collection is divided into four parts. The first, "Epistemological Approaches
to Argument Evaluation,” contains three strong essays concerning conspiracy arguments
surrounding the KAL 007 crash, George Bush's Gulf War discourse, and arguments about the
ill-fated Challenger launch. The authors in this segment address a diverse set of issues. Marilyn

going to war. In the third essay, Dennis Gouran identifies the failures of the arguments
concerning the Challenger launch, and accounts for some of the reasons why the arguments
failed to meet standards for reasoned judgment and persuasion. Each of these essays is an

73

e Dl e e 8



{dninidaatint.

Winebrenner: Book Reviews

attempt to account for how argument produces knowledge claims and how these knowledge
i d be evaluated. o _
elims S}Ilgu'l'AZfolZgical Approaches to Argument Evaluatlon,_ three essays' app.ly etlh1?a1
standards to diversity arguments by the Committee on Lutheran Unity, to}eag_an s Iratlo;éz e for
invasi ice O 's dissent in Metro Broadcasting, Inc. Kathryn
the Grenada invasion, and to Justice O'Connor's A : b
i ion between ethical and effectiveness standa
Olson grapples with the alleged tension e o ctivencss
i . She proposes an alignment of deontologica et : :
:ﬁiﬁ?ﬁ:ﬁe&tzuch a sptangard can function in argument evaluagor_x by applying hir Kbrr;;i‘
standard to arguments over inclusive participation on tthhc Cllommxssxozaf;ci); r;:\slt\l;wdar;s gom
i i i i communi
hurch. Ralph Dowling and Gabrielle Ginder derive ethica :
gayu':cand Nilspen's ideas about democratic values, and apply there ffstanéla;ﬂ;h }:cl){;jl(:r iz:g}zllg ;
justificati invasi final essay, Jeffry Co ‘
tification for the Grenada invasion. In the ' ' ‘ .
JJZirlxsl:mc's "Ethics of Rhetoric” can be used as an interpretive tool~ in argumenlt a?al);sxsghz;r;e
roposes an ethical standard for judging Supreme Court disscntu}g opinions. Collectively,
gssays suggest the importance of evaluating the et};\ics of patrtécullara?irogun?xi::‘ré;‘slaes ideological
tion on "Ideological Approaches to rgument Evalu nc
assessm?n:secoéotr}:e arguments in the 1985 Aguilar trial of sanctxmri'dactm‘sts,t 't;eatsigg;eger:
i i Controls, and post-cold war justific
Court fetal protection policy case, Johnson g . one for
ballistic migsile defense systems. Kathryn Oel:;)g and Céa;aeezsgiﬁtggat}r::r;fhiz ; gssition
ing i ies ial and reveal how eac r :
competing ideologies in the sanctuary tri - : e gl
i in i tions. They also expose .
based on the values inherent in ideological assump : : ’
staances taken by the judge and defense attorney influenced the jury. In her etia?lil;:(t)ﬁ[;i Zs
arguments surrounding the fetal protection policy case, MarX Kle'ehner obsez::;ss fzn declogies
i i ilosophy and capitalist assumpti '
based upon patriarchal, liberal lega} phi ; ) e o 2 hooretica
important gender and class interests. Fma!ly, Rf: ecca Bj !
g:ss:;uif; :nng illustrafes a post-colonial critique of public pohscy arg;mcfxt. ti}: ;ﬁt;leesgt;h;; E;S(t,f
i iferation rei ited States dominati
discourse about proliferation reinforces UmF he "
CT(;li(;N \;a‘;orld nations. Taken together, these essays illustrate hon argumenltl cnt;lcl:rst }::rntha:ir
should examine the ideological underpinnings of public. argumentation, as well as
icit ideological commitments through such criticism. '
o cxpill’;: ;'nfa(; Se%glmcnt of the book collects three essays concerning t‘he same text, g:e Meess:;
Commission's Report on Pornography. In the first essay, Ian Fielding examines ! e ca\ix !
arguments in the report. In the second essay, Cate Palczewski explores the notion o ;unc/ x; §
tmgﬁurnr:ony in the pormography controversy. In the final essay, Gerard Hauser loc;tes t kf: arn g o
as an instrument of legitimation in the public sphere controversy over who shoul} si)e;z anco
heard in the porography debate. Disparate as these topics may seem, they are locate ly
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in relation to the first three sections of the collection -- argument is epistemic, argument is
axiological, and argument is ideological. This section rounds out the collection by
demonstrating a variety of approaches to evaluating the same text,

Warranting Assent should be useful to anyone interested in the specific topics
addressed in each of the essays. However, it is especially useful to argumentation instructors
who are seeking, in the words of the editor, something between abstract theory monographs and

debate textbooks. Each essay demonstrates how one can apply argumentation theory to evaluate
specific cases of public argument. The collection would complement a course designed around
a basic argument text or one designed around one or more theoretical works, Students who read
the essays will see how well-executed argument criticism applies the theoretical premises to
which they are exposed.

The theoretical contributions of some of the essays is an additional strength of the
collection. For example, Palczewski's discussion about the use of survivor testimony makes a
strong argument grounded in feminist theory that personal testimony is a legitimate and
powerful form of evidence in public policy controversies. Palczewski questions fundamental
theoretical assumptions about "objective” evidence, noting the power relations that inhere in
decisions to relegate "subjective" evidence to the realm of the powerless. While the quality of
the theoretical contributions of the essays do vary, there are several that advance argumentation
theory.

This may seem an odd comment to make about a text designed by the editor to promote
argument evaluation gua argument evaluation. Schiappa argues that there are few examples of
argumentation studies that represent argument evaluation as scholarship in and of itself
Referring to his 1991 analysis of papers presented at the fifth and sixth annual SCA/AFA
argumentation conferences, Schiappa concludes that argument evaluation is "the least popular
modus operand; of the publishing scholar” (p. 40). However, that analysis depended upon a
categorizing scheme that accepted essays as examples of argument evaluation only if their

primary purpose was to render an evaluative Jjudgment. Scholars whose work embraces a
symbiosis of criticism and theory may not fall into this category.

Schiappa does make a persuasive case for valuing argument evaluation, but it is also
important to recognize the large body of scholarship that intertwines argument evaluation with
argumentation theory, using evaluation as a meang to contribute to our theoretical conversations.
Some of the essays in Warranting Assent are excellent illustrations of this practice. It would
be a mistake to ignore the theoretical contributions of good argument criticism in the effort to
promote argument evaluation as an independent scholarly practice. Valuing argument

evaluation, or the rendering of judgments about particular arguments, does not require us to
bifurcate criticism and theory, nor does it require us to limit our conception of good criticism
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luralistic
to the application of previously developed theory. Instcad,‘ we should value;hp lfl;:t l[ha[
approaches to argument criticism which include argument evaluation and celebrate the
acts of argument evaluation add to the body of argumentation theory.

Carrie Crenshaw
University of Alabama

With Good Reason: An Introduction to Informal Fallacies 5th ed. Ez))(/) S.Isl\é;rr:
Engel. New York: St. Martin's Press, 1994. 288 pages. Paper $15.00.

312-08479-X.

Teachers in argumentation and debate often need to balance the two obj‘ectivcstotf 5101;23
thinking and sound communication. The more time students spgnd gqthermfg ma ::;fmugh
preparing themselves for oral advocacy, the less time it seems 1; avaxlalz:le c;);;n thorough

inati i i ts originating in the spee
examination of reasoning. Argumentation tex g peech -y
discipline have tended to address this dual focus by ;mphasmng the t‘nun?\"lra]tcth (Lfﬂi?rsl o
organization, and presentation -- and then throwing in a crash c;)ursci in “:n;“;?n : lOgicg.The
’ i k a supplemental text in infol - Th
balance out the emphases, instructors may seel _ K <
challenge is to find a text with sufficient clarity to stand on its own, and sufficient focus to avol
introducing too many extraneous issues. ' _
" Wftih Good Reason: An Introduction to Informal Fallacies may‘ﬁt this Irr;old{c :Shz
text, now in its fifth edition, is one of an increasing num.berbto approgch m{ﬁrmab.:cgt e
rac,tical and accessible skill. The book is a comprehensive mt_roductxon to the su JOd, me
Ir:)emains an entertaining read. It is written from the author’s experience teachxpg an mt;t A uﬂl ;

i i it | iti d the variables of communication. It is fille
course in logic, yet it is sensitive to language an ‘ . ' : ‘ :
with underst;gmdabk and applicable illustrations and exercises which make reading an interactiv
experience. ‘ y
P Seeing this text, as its subtitle would suggest, as a yvlol:k soletly dedvci);e;i Kt)(;egxafgglry

i istak ird of the material is containe :
fallacies, would be a mistake. Fully one thir , : arsiory
section designed to acquaint the reader with basic concepts in argument aqd codmtr:m;;c“de :
The initial two chapters, on reasoning and langt{agc respecnvely, are designe mistskes
positive model of clear and effective reasoning prior to an anafly;xs of <:onirxr:20"r;x i ana)yﬁg o

i i i iew of the mean
opening chapter provides a solid overview of )
argumcngh?l"rug to hii ﬁcld,pEngcl defines "argument” in a traditional sense as a logical process
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of reasoning from premises (one or more) to a conclusion. Rather than relying on this
perfunctory definition, however, Engel devotes the major part of the chapter to a Junctional
analysis of the meaning of argument: separating argument from other communication acts such
as questions, announcements, complaints, and explanations. At the end of this discussion,
Engel's view of argument appears wholly consistent with the social view of "reason giving" that
has dominated the field of argumentation. In this chapter Engel also includes diagnostic
exercises for recognizing arguments by identifying premises and conclusions, eliminating
verbiage, and identifying argument components which are missing or suspect.

While the text is based in logic, its communication emphasis is clear in the equal
weighting it gives language and logic in the introductory section. Chapter Two "undertakes to
sensitize the reader to the capacity that words have to enrich, distort, specify, obscure, sharpen,
or confuse our thinking” (p. 2). Language is presented as a construct which is integral to
thought and also as a skill which is essential to clear thinking and expression. Ironically, this
focus on the importance of language is not paralieled in most of the texts on argumentation and
critical thinking produced by speech communication professionals.

The discussion of language is clear and accessible, but it may be considered a bit too
basic, taking pains to distinguish between the word and the thing, and to point out that words
have no natural connection to what they represent. While these points are important, they are
likely to have been covered in a student’s basic communication course. In addition, the material
on language is not always connected to the rest of the material in the text. It is left to the
instructor, for example, to draw the connection between language ambiguity and the
identification of argumentative function. "| really wish John wouldn't yell -- it hurts my ears"
would, according to Engel, be considered a complaint rather than an argument. An
understanding of the utterance's illocutionary force, however, would allow us to see it as an
argument providing a reason why John should stop yelling. A consideration of argument as a

specific type of speech act would compliment Engel's analysis and draw a closer parallel
between the concerns of logic and communication.

The second section on fallacies comprises the main focus of the text, and two-thirds of
its overall content. Engel groups fallacies according to the categories of ambiguity
(equivocation, division/composition, amphibole, etc.) presumption (hasty generalization,
begging the question, false analogy, etc.) and relevance {ad hominem, appeal to pity, etc.).
Thirty distinct fallacies are covered, including most of those traditionally known, as well as a
few apparent creations (e.g., “appeal to the authority of the select few"). Fallacies which require
advanced knowledge of argument structure (e.g., the fallacy of the undistributed middle term)
are not included. Surprisingly, the discussion in this section does not draw a working distinction
between arguments which are fallacious and those which are merely untrue. Defining the fallacy
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as "an argument that is unsound” (p. 84), Engel groups invalid arguments with thlose dxa;rixsmtizyt
carry a false premise. An avoidance of fallacies of presumpn(‘)'n, for example, requfecl ot
critics ask, "Are the facts in the argument correctly repres;nted? (p. 85). Some mayt ol hat
adding fallacy categories such as "distorting the facts" risks broa%cmng the c;ox}:ci;;v;ythis
recognition so that fallacies simply come to mean "bad arguments. In 'generzti' ,ho ther,than
risk is unrealized in the text as most examples relate to problems of validity or form ra
ing the truth value of premises. ‘ ‘
° pmble:ls trlff a;:glgo:' the text there is a short basic wri}ing guide covering th‘e lofl(t:tal;
grammatical, and rhetorical considerations involved in creating an essay. This sectxg:x ea Sea
serves as a refresher for the student who has already taken a college writing course ! Zgl o8
substitute for the student who has not. The section is not focused on writing in general, ;18 n
the development of a traditional argumentative essay: a short paper that supports, rql:coé o
modifies a given thesis using analysis raﬁtx}?' tfi\an res;arch. A useful running examp.
f Socrates punctuates this discussion.
essay onBﬂ;’efiftt}l]l: gfscatcst a(fvantage of With Good Rgasons ﬁs its wealth of ex'amgletsvz;:g
exercises. Balancing both classical and contemporary illustrations, the text moves Ceh; o
Shakespeare, the Platonic dialogues, newspapers, novels, textbooks and advemsmg.l ifhjn
One alone contains seventy-seven numbered exercises, as we}l as many more examp t}:35 v;x s
the text. Along with summaries, these exercises are not simply tucked away vatt tewc;‘ ot
chapters, but are introduced at the point where they will be most useful -- the poin ?1 ahlove
difficult concept needs to be reinforced or explored. At thaF level, thf: text promotes 3 2 h eve
of engagement with the reader. Roughly half of the exercise questions are aniwe;eh at e e
of each chapter (the remainder are answered in a section gttach;d to the bac. o t T‘kel ers
edition). Given the imprecise nature of some of the categories of mfprmal logic, 1t11§r ike yfrom
many instructors and students will quarrel with some of .thc conclusions that Enge ) ;wi from
his examples. The subjectivity of some of the dgsignatlons, however, should not detrac
ili mples to generate discussion. . o

e ame (s):ot::;cm?qaucispect <g)f the text is its relative simplicity. In ke.epmgfwlrllth 1215 Zt;iﬁ:;
as an introductory text, Engel's book is scrupulously free of any mention of t ;': \;ms od
concepts in logic: we hear nothing of distinctions among types c?f loglc,‘ we use fnc;l I glxio s 0
tables, and we see no symbols. We receive only the 'most basic description o the S)l/ én ei
straying no further than the familiar proof of the mortality of Socrates. Ver;_/ con;mousd Y, ie
maintains a focus on everyday reasoning in everyday language. :/'\n effort is '{na e to hesxgexl c
the fallacies in understandable language, for example prcfemng false cause" to plo;t o; csi .
propter hoc. Lists of all kinds are carefully avoided. One will not ﬁnd in Enge t d;ﬂse ey
questions for testing the appropriateness of an analogy, guidelines for avoiding
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generalization, or canons for gauging the adequacy of a causal relationship--tests which are
familiar to anyone who has used rmore traditional fogic textbooks. An emphasis on accessibility
keeps the reading unfettered and allows students to focus on the main conceptual distinctions,
but that same accessibility may not provide the ri gor or the focus on fallacy avoidance that some
instructors might expect.

Taken together, With Good Reason presents readers with an engaging introduction to
the basic habits of good thinking. The book's broad focus on the logical fallacies may make it
impractical for the performance-based argumentation and debate course which can only afford
a week's attention to that subject. Instructors of such courses may wish to assign the first
section alone, or to assign specific selections from the section on fallacies. Even if it is not used
n an argumentation and debate course, the text is definitely a useful addition to any argument
instructor's personal library. Engel's primary emphasis on clear explanation and plentiful

illustration will provide the instructor with an arsenal of ideas for in-class exercises and
discussion.

Kenneth T. Broda-Bahm
Towson State University

Lines of Argument: Core Volume. By Carol Winkler, William Newnam, and David

Birdsell. Madison, WI: Brown & Benchmark, 1993. 240 pages. ISBN 0-6971-
3242-0.

Lines of Argument for Policy Debate. By Carol Winkler, William Newnam, and

David Birdsell. Madison, WI: Brown & Benchmark, 1993. 224 pages. ISBN 0-
6971-3240-4.

Lines of Argument for Value Debate. By Carol Winkler, William Newnam, and

David Birdsell. Madison, WI: Brown & Benchmark, 1993. 192 pages. ISBN 0-
6971-3241-2,

It is an idea of such startling simplicity and obvious good sense that one wonders why
no one thought of it before. The development of an argumentation and debate text that is, in
fact, three separate texts -- one core volume, a volume devoted to policy debate, and a volume
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tuc debate - is a splendid response to a difficult problem often Sncounfg{e;e;iugi
i i basic argumentation and more advanced debate classes. These so l
nstructors poth be adopted in pairs (the core volume plus either the policy or value
volumes, designed to ] :1 dppedagogically sound solution to the difficult problem of finding
volume), ﬁm ;‘m axﬁ;uoixataez an instructor's desire to focus on value or policy debate while
a text whic i .
maintaining ¢ 8 018 cmp‘z:s:xs oar:i:rogcft];:nc:?ttl}cx): connectedness of training in debate with the
'The auLhor&i’affSar guri entation. Unfortunately, they note that f'jar gon, format, and
theorc_:tlcal e verwhelm students whose attention should be du'e;ted toward more
techqu{e too o 0Debate then becomes a distracting formalism obscuring the practice of
SUbStamWC' conccmiu an a lively forum characterized by rigor, creativity, and communicative
argun?entmxog. r'z'llhcr 1 Volume, p. xi). These texts are a response to that formalism and are an
expenimentation (Cf)lrew (t)heo ’a;;d practice can be blended into a solid offering. Th§ core text
;xcellent exampk} UOt L;:?: disco?i:ry recognition, and evaluation of arguments. 'It mcl_udes a
. concern({d s of debate r’csolutions, the process of research, evalua'tmg cvxdenc;,
thorough d‘SC‘.lssm‘n flowcharting, cross-cxamination, and ethics. The ethics chapter is
reasoming, delivery: ;? four casc, studies to illustrate the sometimes difficult cthxcal ;hoxcefs
pamcularly iy lTl'shlcgauxhors ground their treatment of argumentation theory in Aristotle’s
in argumenty of general and specific topics, the lines of argument. They are further
?nvermonal system Ofrg developments including the Toulmin model and z{rgument fields.
informed by Contcnll)csn;gutes a brief, but informed introduction to basic elements of
Zr};;nc:;;nxlumn: will prepare studcnts operating in any contemporary debate forum -- CEDA,
NDT, pmlimncr_ttar).\ lc:;nL: r{lzcg):g;?voi‘tj}%lsacséarate chapters on significance, inherency, solvency,
_Thg POhICY ‘grtzmﬂy in addition to extended examples in the text, these concepts are
.and top wahfy. ‘l.mz ts fror’n transcripts of final rounds of the Nfltlonal Debate Tournament.
ihstrated i LXC{‘TP a discussion of structural inherency, there is a box set off from the rest
So, forv s " :x' 1 of the 1985 NDT Final Round between Iowa and Harvard is repnn.ted
of text in which a pt; dcobaters make the argument. A portion of the 1AC and the corresponding
to illustrate how real cluded to give students a sense of how the argument 1s developed and then
part of the INC ar‘lﬁ .mmc concept of significance is explained in the text and then illustrated by
answer'ed‘ Sm‘ulnr."t_ the 1979 NDT Final Round between Northwestern and Harvard. In that
extensive po mons'?‘ <sue was the harm of unemployment and the (in)famous Brenner §tud1es.
round, the k&) cabbv i:streated to such excellent examples of actual in-round argumentation. At
Rarely do 'smdcntvs 5; ve reprinted an entire final round with little commentary or application.
E)[;SL Prcv:}(])ct:rssl;::‘:z czi]\oscnpth‘:ir excerpts well and provide an appropriate showcase for some
ese au {

devoted to va
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of our best students. Chapters on counterplans, refutation, speaker responsibilities and
evaluation conclude the policy volume. The speaker responsibility chapter is particularly
noteworthy for its integration and reinforcement of the lessons of flowcharting discussed
alongside the duties of each speaker.

The volume on value debate is prepared in a similar fashion. There are excellent
chapters on topicality, criteria, and Justification. Again, the authors have chosen actual portions
of the final rounds from CEDA Nationals to illustrate value objections, criteria arguments, and
topicality objections. The 1989 CEDA Nationals Final Round between Gonzaga and Southern
Illinois is used to illustrate the nuances of debating criteria arguments, while value objections

and disadvantages are showcased using the 1991 CEDA Final Round between UCLA and
Kansas State. Chapters on refutation, speaker duties, and evaluation conclude this volume,

There is much to recommend this fine set of texts. The writing is clear, informative,
and appropriate for beginners or more advanced students. The flexibility inherent in the design
of this project allows an instructor to tailor a class to either value or policy debate without
including large amounts of material that would have to be skipped over or ignored. Perhaps
most important, each of these authors were active intercollegiate debaters and coaches who have
remained connected to an activity for which they continue to show enthusiasm and respect. I
sometimes wonder whether the authors of some of the competing texts on the market have even
ventured into an academic debate in the last twenty years.

Having said that, it must also be admitted that these texts are three years old now and
the separation between value and policy debate at the intercollegiate level may be disintegrating.
As CEDA and NDT move ever closer to an institutional and intellectual rapproachment, the
separation of policy and value debate may be a pedagogical choice made by instructors rather
than a sociological description of intercollegiate debate practice. Finally, the sole substantive
concern I have with these texts is their relatively brief discussion of disadvantages and value
objections. Given contemporary practice, that may be a sizable concern if the object of
instruction is preparing students for competition. By treating disadvantages as a subset of
significance (certainly a defensible choice in presenting stock issues), the authors may have
understated the importance or the immense strategic importance of vahie objections and
disadvantage arguments initiated by negative teams. Certainly instructors choosing these texts
solely for the preparation of students for competition will want to supplement the information
provided here. For classroom debates, these texts offer a solid, if brief, introduction to this
particular argument type.

Nonetheless, instructors looking for a rigorous introduction to argumentation and
debate would do well to consider these texts. Students will benefit from the quality of examples,
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the clarity with which concepts are discussed, and the flexibility this set of texts offers an
instructor for customizing materials for her class.

Nicholas F. Burnett
California State Universiry, Sacramento

Statistics as Principled Argument. By Robert P. Abelson. Hillsdale, NJ: Lawrence
Erlbaum, 1995. 221 pages. Paper $22.00. ISBN 0-8050-0528-1.

Robert P. Abelson's Statistics As Principled Argument combines statistics and
argumentation to provide a comprehensive review of techniques that readers can use
to understand and critique the use of statistical evidence. Although statistics are typically
regarded as mundane and incomprehensible, this book presents the subject in a format that is
interesting and easy to read.

Similar to many introductory statistics textbooks, Statistics s Principled Argument
includes most of the basic statistical information required to understand the methods used by
empirical researchers. The text has nine chapters including: the types of claims made with
statistical data, hypothesis testing, effect sizes, the use of the significance test, meta-analysis,
and the generality of effect sizes. As a whole, the text provides a detailed and fairly clear
discussion of these statistical principles.

In contrast to most traditional statistics textbooks, this text is relatively unconcerned
with regurgitating statistical formulas. Instead, it is focuses on explaining how to interpret
statistical findings. As such, while it is valuable in understanding rudimentary theoretical
assumptions of simple statistical data, the text provides little assistance to students eager to
conduct empirical research.

The primary strengths of this book are in the variety of examples used, the discussion
of the shortcomings of the statistical significance test, and the role of chance in research
findings. While attention is usually paid to making the material in statistical textbooks more
understandable, the examples are usually academically dense or lack a clear and understandable
context for many students. Abelson deviates from this norm by providing clear examples from
a variety of topic areas, including the orchestra, major league baseball, extrasensory perception,
and the greenhouse effect. Clearly, readers are likely to find examples that are familiar and
interesting. At the very minimum, the use of "real world" and "commonplace" examples are
sure to keep students engaged in the topics covered. One example of Abelson's effort to make
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Z:;‘ert Zx,%mﬁcat}x]ce tests rc?quire that the mean differences between groups be extremely large

o smalels;z:r;l z; gm reject the xt;]ull hypothesis. Alternatively, with extremely large sample
S, erences, even those seemingly trivial, may be st tistically signi 1

section of the book is especially j i s vi { satisticnl Sgmpone
on Y lmportant in that this view of statistical siemi i

5 v tant significance is
Sglti;?:alrr:cge tt; tfam support among s§a_tlstlcxans. If the trend toward rejecting statistical
b wnMpgs, textbooks failing to address the issue will be less valuable teachin

ools than books contamning the discussion, :
dormaine i\fir;in it;::lgdl of('i this book is the chapter on statistics as argument. Crossing the

On and statistics is useful in that it provides insight i i
! ful ght into techniques that
peqple can use to test clz_ll{ns based on statistical evidence. One specific techm'qug applies

zxsr;p:cal claxm.‘ Thr?ugh several examples, regders become quickly familiarized with how to
guzg:ltatxon sl\xlls‘ as a means ot" c;valuatmg the validity of a research claim,
mitations ng;eh;faz {;21;2':.;?1\.16 gbxhty to maintain reader interest, but the text has several
Statisticsalse o oo ;v] . nn;‘rpled Argument vyou}d be valuable in a post-introductory
i appline ;;fn T s;]on undergraduate or beginning graduate students, it is limited in
P mus,t o 53 e ﬂ;;,te :trf Oxs;)c b(())tf}va;uueppzrt e:;:d llower level of statistical knowledge that
are famil}'ar With statistical procedures such' as Lhe;' (t)f::ie ;rcx?idt’h:]itt:‘s\tt aZStUtI}T::Su(hﬂt feﬂjefs
provides little instruction to students interested in designing and conductir;xg empiricglp reerszlz:rc’:lit
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A secondary limitation is that the text assumes that the reader is already familiar with
some of the research topics being presented. For example, in an attempt to illustrate how
research can create surprise, the author uses an example from Milgram's classic study of
obedience. However, no particular details of the study are provided. Although this study is
regarded as a classic, readers may be unfamiliar with the Milgram's methods and specific
findings. Anyone unfamiliar with the specifics of the Milgram study will miss both the subtle
nuances and the primary point the Abelson attempts to make.

A final limitation regards the critique of the significance test. Most research is
conducted at the individual study level. With aggregate studies, researchers can use a meta-
analytic approach to minimize the toll that sampling error exerts on a study. While Abelson
aptly points out that meta-analysis is a valuable tool and provides a comprehensive review of
this topic, he spends a very small portion of his book outlining the use of the confidence
interval, which is the alternative to the statistical significance test at the individual study level.
Consequently, readers are left with little understanding of the steps that should be taken at the
level of the individual study if they choose to reject the statistical significance test.

In closing, Statistics as Principled Argument would be most useful in a course
designed to broaden statistical understanding of those readers with previous exposure to
statistical research. If this book were used in an introductory statistics course, it would be
necessary to use a second text providing relevant statistical formulas and a more rigorous review
of research relevant to the discipline in which the text is being employed.

Kimo Ah Yun
Michigan State University
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