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Perhaps the researcher mapped the first theme—single versus multiple 
intelligences—as shown in Figure 4.12.

 Figure 4.12  Theme One: The Nature of Intelligence
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This researcher selected divergent mapping as the scheme to organize 
the data. As shown in the figure, multiple simple arguments make up the 
body of evidence for both theories of intelligence. To build the argument, 
begin by developing each of the simple arguments of the scheme. Notice 
that in this case each simple argument depends on the theory of a specific 
author.

To continue the example, map and pattern a simple argument for each 
competing theory: Spearman’s theory for the general theory of intelligence 
and Gardner’s theory for multiple intelligences. A simple map can chart 
Spearman’s theory of intelligence, and a one-on-one reasoning pattern 
explains his theory:

R ∴ C.

Positive Manifold = Intelligence Level.

Spearman declared that one single general cause governs the intelli-
gence of an individual. He called that general cause a positive manifold 
(which he defines in his work).

Chain reasoning diagrams this theory as follows:

(R1 ∴ C1) + (C1 ∴ C2).

In narrative form, you can express this theory as follows: If certain 
parts of the brain can map with certain cognitive functioning, then that 


