
91Step 4: Survey the Literature

In this simple pattern, one reason (R) is enough to justify the con-
clusion (C) (as shown in Figure 4.4). This one-on-one reasoning 
can be proven as true or false. An example of this type of reason-
ing would be, “The noon bell has rung. Therefore, it must be 
lunchtime.”

Here you have one datum that convincingly leads to the claim. The 
map (Figure 4.4) depicts the one-on-one logic—one datum to 
justify the claim.

 Figure 4.4  The One-on-One Map
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Side-by-Side Reasoning

A side-by-side reasoning pattern cites several data entries, all of which 
offer the same reason to justify the conclusion. Here is a diagram of the 
side-by-side pattern:

R1, R2, R3, R4 . . . Rn ∴ C.

This is the pattern used as an example of warranting reasoning 
used in Chapter 2, and it is the scheme social science researchers 
often use in arguing claims for a literature review. This pattern 
typically uses several authors or theorists in support of the claim; 
expert opinions, research studies, statistics, expert testimony, and 
other data all point to the same conclusion. An evidentiary pat-
tern is built as one would build a stone wall. The result, as shown 
in Figure 4.5, is a collection of overwhelming evidence warranting 
the conclusion. Side-by-side reasoning is diagrammed using a 
convergent map.

Convergent maps are cumulative in their logic, which is an apt 
pattern to use when several data entries independently confirm the 
conclusion. This is a justified claim because of the sheer number of 
confirming entries. For example: “The evening news forecasts rain; 
the barometer says it will rain; the Internet forecast predicts rain; 
therefore, it will probably rain.”


