B

Maode - : Reasoning Pattern

- Sign - : Rea.sogmg from sign is based on signs, of. mdlcators and the;r referents. -

FO Th,e presence of & sign or indicator i belteved to justify the expectation that some
ther sign or |nd|cator will occur as wel. Examples are indicators of mstatutmnal
erformance. such as “organizational repdrt. cards" and “penchmarks” o
inditasays of economic performance such as “eadiy- BERNGMIC mdma‘mrs " Signs
are not cauyes, because causality must satisty temporal precedenceﬁn? ather
reqwrements fiot expected of signs. g

Motivation ReaScmmg from motwatlon»?s based on the motivating power of gaals, vafjues, and
w7 ‘ ‘”mtentmns in shapmg tndwtdual and collective behavior. For. exampié a claim that

- cltizens. awilf support the strict enforcement of pol!ution sﬁa’ﬁdards might be based an
' reasomng that since citizens are motivated by the desrre to achieve the goal of clean
“'ai-r_a_nd water, they Wl” support strict enjprcement

. Intuition ﬁeasomng frommfcu:teon is based on He consgipus o preconscious cognitive,
emotm,gai of-gpiritud states of predécers of pohcy -relevant information. For
example, tﬁebellef )zt an adwscr has fsemg spemal insight, feeling, or “tacit
knowledge” may Sefve- 35 a reason to atcept hisar -her ;udgment

Analogy Reasonj from analogles 15 { ased an-similarities between f'e«latlons found in a given
: case gnd relations charactens i ofa metaphor or analogy. For example the claim
thatigovernment shoulci “q_ antme” a country by interdicting #legal Sgugs—with
the iltegal drugs seenas an “mfectrous dzsease”#zs based on reasoning that since
quarantm ha&been effec:tlve in cases o mfectmus diseases, interdigtion will be
effectwe ird the : e_of t!legal drugs f/

Parailel Case Reass ng from para el case is based on snmllaﬂties amo;ag “two or more cases

- af polt makmgz example, the claim that a Ieca[ { ernment will be successful
in enforr.&hg.g‘ﬁil fon standards is based on mfarmati' '”that a paraliel policy was
successfuﬂy lmpTémented in a similar local governiment e

FEthics . Reasomrsg £rom ethics is Based on judgments about the nghtne%s;g\wrangness
goodness&lbadness of polighes or their consequences. For exdmple, mLcy claims
. are frequentiy ba bral principles stating the conditions of a“wst— or
“good* soclety, or on ethical norms prohibiting lying in publig difeTWiorat principles
and ethical norms go beyond the vatues and norms of particular individuals or
groups. In public policy, many arguments about economic henefits and costs involve
unstated or implicit morai and ethical reasaning.

A\‘Qumentation from Authority

Here claims are based on authority. Whereas information consists of factual reports
or expressions of opinion, the warrant affirms the reliability or trustworthiness
of the source of the information. Depending on the social context, authorities may
be kings, magicians, or religious leaders, or they may be scientists, professors, or
AEWS reporters.

In an authoritative argument, the claim reiterates the policy-relevant infor-
mation that has been provided by the authority, whose reliability, status, or
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CLAIM

Though Western officials continue to deny it, there
can be little doubt that the bomhing campaign has
provided both motive and opportunity for a wider
and more savage Serbian operation than what

was first envisioned.
1

| WFORMATION \ WARRANT QUALIFIER
il Carnes Lord, a professor at the }| Mr. Lord has had a distinguished The claim is
i| Fletcher Schoot of Law and career in government and almost certainly
il Diplormacy and former Bush academia and wide practical true.
i1 Administration national security experience. He is considered by
| advisor, states that “Though many to be an honest, refiable,
il Waestern offictals continue o and perceptive analyst,
it deny it, there can be little doubt
il that the bombing campaign has
{| provided both motive and
« opportunity for a wider and more
:| savage Serbian operation than .
L what was first envisioned,” J

f T Tt R

o4 BACKING

Lord’s judgment is consistent with that
of US-NATO Commander Wesley Clark,
who stated that the outcome of the
bombing was “entirely predictable.”

OBJECTION
Ancther reliable source, State Department spokesman
James Rubin, evades the question by stating that “the
United States is extremely alarmed by reports of an
escalating pattern of Serbian attacks on Kosovar
Albanian citizens.”

T T R

REBUTIAL

Aubin's alarm metely reflects the Clinton
Administration's effort to deny responsibility
for the consequences of the US-led bombing

campaign.
FIGURE 8.3
Argumentation from atithority —unintended consequences of the U.S.-NATO attack
on Yugosiavia

sagacity has been underwritten by the warrant. To illustrate (Figure 8.3), let
us imagine that a policy analyst advising the National Security Council at the
height of the 1999 U.S.-NATO artack on Yugostavia made the designative claim,

C: “Though W:
bombing camgL
more savage Sas
tion, I, is frox= =
Law and Dip.io
The warrant. %
authoritative ==
The objecticz.

claim’s credic..
virtually no e=:
rival authoriz=.

Method

Argumentatic
methods used .
factual statez =
accepting the &
method, rule. <:
information 2:
used to prodod:
has informazi::
power plants ==
solar plamis. ==
The gove—
information, =
economics.” -
“pniversal sels:
The rebuz:
transitiviey &¥ ;
Q1 is reduces
“quite GNCerii.
In arguni::
ascribed star.:
authority of =
deciston anz_;
policy agencz .
The auz:
mathemaftics, =
originate in -

?Boston Globe, -
Affairs {Cambriz
80n rules exp

Oppenheimer,
? Alten Schick, ~ 2=
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8.3), let
cil at the
ve claim,
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C: “Though Western leaders continue to deny it, there can be little doubt that the
bombing campaign has provided both motive and opportunity for a wider and
more savage Serbian operation than what was first envisioned.”” The informa-
tion, I, is from a statement by Carnes Lord, a professor at the Fletcher School of
Law and Diplomacy and former Bush administration national security advisor.
The warrant, W, affirms Lord’s reliability and is backed, B, by an addirional
authoritative argument intended to add to the persuasiveness of the argument.
The objection, O, challenges the initial warrant, but without weakening the
claim’s credibility, which is stated in the qualifier, Q. The rebuttal, R, has
virtually no effect on Q, which does not change in response to the challenge by a
rival authority, State Department spokesman James Rubin.

Miethod

Argumentation from method is based on warrants about the approved status of
methods used to produce information, Policy-relevant information may consist of
factual statements or reports. The role of the warrant is to provide a reason for
accepting the claim by associating the information with the use of an approved
method, rule, or principle. Usually, the claim is that the condition described in the
information should be regarded as valuable (or worthless), because of the method
used to produce it. Consider the following public investment problem: An analyst
has information I, that the production of energy per dollar is greater in nuclear
power plants than in hydroelectric plants, which in turn produce more energy then
solar plants. The claim, C, is that

The government should invest in nuclear energy. The warrant, W, associates the
information, I, with claim, C, by invoking the transitivity rule of mathematical
economics.? The warrant is backed, B, by the presumption that transitivity is a
“universal selection rule” that guarantees the rationality of choice.

The rebuttal, R, challenges the presumption about the universal validity of
transitivity by pointing to the presence of cyclical preferences. The original qualifier
Q1 is reduced from “very likely” to the new gualifier Q2, which is now stated as
“quite uncertain” (Figure 8.4).

In argumentation from method, claims are assessed in terms of the achieved or
ascribed status of methods or the rules guiding their use. Those who accept the
authority of analytic methods such as econometrics, benefit-cost analysis, a or
decision analysis falsely believe that the use of such methods actually “sets the
policy agenda and #ts directions, that useful analysis will be used analysis.””

The authority of methods need not be derived from rules of formal logic or
mathematics, as the history of qualitative methods shows. Many qualitative methods
originate in the hermeneutic wradition, which evolved from the interpretation of
&3.:;& ‘;\ Cﬁ}\ “‘5““. ¥ \_‘f‘% .
7Boston Globe, April 4, 1999. Quoted in Noam Chomsky, Rogue States: The Rule of Force in World
Affairs (Cambridge, MA: South End Press, 2000), p. 35.
80n rules expressing transitive and cyclical preferences, see, for example, Norman Frohlich and Joe A.

Oppenheimer, Modern Political Econonty (Englewood Cliffs, NJ: Prentice Hall, 1978}, pp. 6-13.
FAllen Schick, “Beyond Analysis,” Public Administration Review 37, no. 3 (1977): 259.
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