
121Step 5: Critique the Literature

requires reframing the claims made by the discovery argument according 
to the logic type selected in Task 1 to form the premises of the advocacy 
argument. Once the premises are constructed, Task 3 can be completed by 
drawing the warranted conclusions according to the selected logic and 
completing the advocacy argument.

TASK 1. DETERMINING THE IMPLICATIVE LOGIC 
PATTERN INFERRED BY THE TOPIC OF STUDY

The topic of study can be stated in the form of a question or a declaration. 
To determine the appropriate implicative logic pattern, look for the key-
words in the topic statement or research question that signal the 
implicative logic needed to form the argument of advocacy. Once these 
keywords are identified, refer to the nine logic types and select the appro-
priate one that will make the connection between the claims made in the 
discovery argument to form the premises of the advocacy argument. Here 
is an example: “What state and national policies led to the creation of the 
red state and blue state cultures in the United States at the beginning of 
the 21st century?”

Look at the verb first to determine what action is defined. In this case, the 
keyword “led” provides the first clue. The implicative logic pattern is one of 
cause and effect. Reading the sentence further, we see that we are examining 
state and national policies as causal factors for this phenomenon. The key-
words “red state and blue state cultures” are the effects of these policies. 
Given these keywords, it is now possible to go to the logic types to find the 
appropriate implicative logic and prerequisites necessary to warrant the 
advocacy argument. Reviewing the argument patterns and definitions as 
shown in Figure 5.4, we are able to identify that the implicative logic inferred 
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