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The following examples of arguments have been copied from the Araucaria online repository of arguments (http://www.arg.dundee.ac.uk/projects/araucariadb/search.php). Download the corresponding text files from the course web page at http://people.cs.uu.nl/henry/argprom/argprom11.html, then load each text file in Araucaria and reconstruct its argumentation structure. Indicate for each combination of grounds whether this combination is linked or convergent. Make implicit premises or conclusions explicit if necessary. 

Example reconstructions of the arguments are available at the Araucaria online repository webpage (the numbering of the arguments below corresponds to their numbering in the repository).

Argument 116:

All the Member States in the European Union are signatories to the ECHR. They are obliged by article 1 to secure to everyone within their jurisdiction the rights and freedoms which it defines. It follows that every person seeking asylum in any of the Member States of the European Union is entitled to the protection of the ECHR. He is entitled to an effective remedy before a national authority if any of his rights and freedoms as set forth in it are violated: article 13.

Argument 34:

Still, it is possible that, should war erupt in Iraq, American and British forces might fall foul of, for example, the provision of the ICC treaty outlawing attacks on military targets that cause "clearly excessive" harm to civilians. That is especially so if they do not learn lessons from recent wars and take corrective steps. The weapon most likely to produce such harm is the cluster bomb. A typical cluster bomb is a container that opens in mid-air and scatters up to 200 bomblets over an area the size of half a soccer field. Even in their new, "wind-corrected" form, cluster bombs are not precision weapons. If used where civilians are present, the size of the area they attack and the difficulty of directing them reliably mean that civilian casualties - sometimes substantial casualties - are foreseeable. A court conceivably could find that the use of cluster bombs in such circumstances is a war crime.

Argument 514:

California's law extends the time in which prosecution is allowed, California 's law authorizes prosecutions that the passage of time has previously barred, and California 's law was enacted after prior limitations periods for Stogner's alleged offenses had expired. Such features produce the kind of retroactivity that the Constitution forbids. First, the law threatens the kinds of harm that the Clause (of the Constitution) seeks to avoid, for the Clause protects liberty by preventing governments from enacting statutes with "manifestly unjust and oppressive " retroactive effects. Calder v. Bull, 3 Dall. 386, 391. Second, the law falls literally within the categorical descriptions of ex post facto laws that Justice Chase set forth more than 200 years ago in Calder v. Bull

