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(a) Influence Diagram
The role of causal arguments in transforming palicy-
. relevant information into poiicy claims may be
3 illustrated by Allison’s well-known study of foreign
policy decision making during the Cuban missile
crisis of October 1962.%% Showing how different
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Atlison argues that governmient peHey analysts think
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340 | cHAPTER 8 Developing Poli

cy Arguments

Five types of policy-
relevant information
are created and
transformed by
amploying policy-

CLAIM

A policy claim Is the conclusicn of a
poiicy argument. There are four types
of claims: definitional, designative,
evaluative, and advocative. Arguments
may inciude subordinate claims and

analytic methods arguments.
(Fig 1.1).
4 .
e ~ Ve
INFORMATION WARRANT QUALIFIER

Policy-relavant information
provides the grounds for

Policy-relevant information
may be statistical data,

testimony, common sense,
or political judgments. The
information begins with the
words “Given that ...”

supporting a policy ctaim.— . [1. -may b sconomic theorias,

axperimental findings, expert

A qualifier expresses the
degres of confidence in a

A warrant is a reason to
support a claim, Warrants

al stated statistically
{p = 0.01) or in everyday

ethical principles, pol
ideas, religicus authority,
and so forth. Warranis language (“probably” or
begin with the word “not at all). Qualifiers

“Because..." answer the question “Is

- ~ | the claim approximately
true?”

] OBJE
1 An objection challenges
information by identifying
special conditions or
exceptions that reduce
confidence in the
information. Objections
begin with the word
“But..”

The qualifier may
change as a result
of objections

BACKING

A backing is a reason
to suppoert the warrant. and rebuttals. A
Backings begin with the sacond qualifler

word “Since, " may replace
= the first,

OBJECTION

An abjection challenges
a warrant or backing

by identifying special
cenditions of exceptions |7 =5
that reduce confidence

in the warrant or backing.
Chisctions begin with

“But...”

REBUTTAL
A rebuttal s an objsction to an objection.
Rebuttals challenga objections by
identifying special conditions or
exceptions that reduce confidence N
the objection. Rebuttals begin with the
word “However...”

claim. Qualifiers may be _.
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