Practicing with Araucaria  Henry Prakken, 28 June 2012
Download Araucaria from http://araucaria.computing.dundee.ac.uk/doku.php?id=version_3.1. A manual is available at http://araucaria.computing.dundee.ac.uk/downloads/version3_1/usermanual3_1.pdf. It is very easy to install Araucaria on your own computer. 

I. Preparation
The first exercises are meant to become familiar with the basis functioning of het system. Note that the node names are visible in the ‘Wigmore’ view.

1. Load a text by choosing “open text file” under the file menu.

2. Select a piece of text in the blue pane and create a node for the diagram (node A) by clicking in the upper right pane.

3. Repeat (2) for another piece of text (node B).

4. Make node B a premise for node A by dragging the cursor from B to A.
5. Select a third piece of text en make this a premise for node B (node C).

6. Select a fourth piece of text en make this a second premise for node A (node D). 

7. Link the two premises of node A by first selecting these two premises and then clicking on the “link selected statements” button (or by choosing the “link statements” option from the Edit menu).
8. Select a fifth piece of text en make this a refutation of node B (node E), by first making node E a premise of node B, then selecting node E and finally clicking on the “toggle refutation” button (or by choosing the “refutation” option from the Edit menu).
9. Support node E with a missing premise (node F), by clicking the “missing premise (enthymeme)” button (or by choosing the “missing premise” option from the Edit menu).
10. Open a scheme set.

11. Select an arbitrary link in your diagram and assign an argumentation scheme to it.

12. Save your argument.

13. Save your diagram.

II. Analysing a complex argument.

A useful method for analysing a complex argument is:

1. Determine the issue that is the topic of the argument.

2. Find the standpoint taken with respect to this issue.

3. Find the premises of this standpoint.

4. Check for each premise found under (3) whether it is supported with further premises.
5. And so on. 
Check in each of these steps whether implicit statements must be made explicit.

III. Analysing the dialectical structure of an argumentative text.

An argumentative text often switches between supporting one’s one claims and attacking the other side’s claims.  For such cases the above method must be extended.

6. Check for every statement whether it is attacked.

7. Check for every attacking statement found under (6) whether it has been supported with premises.  

8. Repeat steps 4-7 for every premise of an attacking statement.
9. And so on. 

