




272 Appendix Ill: Argument Mapping 

We can combine the techniques we've used so far to map more complex 
11 In fact the more complex the argument, the more arguments, as we . , 

helpful the map. Consider this argument: 

i [A standard layout should be required for all Web sites.) :![A 
ta dard layout would save users time] because 3(everyone s n 

ld know exactly where to go for the information theywou
t 1 Also .. r a standard layout would make it easier for wan . , 1-

• • • b .�[ people to put up their own Web sites.] 1111s is ecause a 
standard layout could be based on one simple template] !nd 
"[a layout based on one simple template woul� ma�e do 
it yourself" programs easy to create and teach.J l�esigne�s 
wouldn't have to spend as much time coming up With their 
own layouts, either.] 

Some careful analysis of this argument shows that the last three claims �
remises for (4), although (5) and (6) are linked to ?ne another and(�) 1s

independent. (3) is a premise for (2). (2) and (4) are mdepende�t pre�ses
for the main conclusion, (1). Explaining that in word� m�es 1t toug to 
follow; it's much easier to see all of this if we draw a picture. We can map 
this argument as follows: 

(5) + (6) (7)

"'(!)
',, ,I' 

(1) 

(3) 
! 

(2) 

This argument map represents the complexity of this argument much more 
clearly than any premise-and-conclusion outline could. It shows each �b
ar ment clearly. It evens reveals the structure of the sub�guments: ot 
o� do (5), (6), and (7) all lead to (4), but (5) and(�) are linked, ':here�

(7) is independent. (2) and ( 4) are independent premises for the mam con 
clusion, rather than linked premises. 
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