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Logic and rhetoric 

ÅLogic Ý proof 

ÅRhetoric Ý persuasion 
ïAdam Smith on rhetoric 

ïñProofò in law is not proof 
ÅIt is persuading a judge or jury  

ÅHow much analysis is rhetoric? 
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Theory and evidence 
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Analysis 

ÅMuch evidence 

ÅWant a few conclusions 

ÅTheories/models 
ïmain elements, basic relationships 

ïñgoodò if explain much with little 

ïinflated view of understanding? 
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Theory as analogy 

ÅParadigm (Kuhn) 

ÅAnalogy (óas ifô alternative/simplified 
structure) or metaphor  

ÅThe blind men and the elephant 

ÅFrame  

ïuse of selection, emphasis, exclusion, 
elaboration  
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What do we ñknowò? 

ÅChoice of frames: 
 

ïGalbraith (ñconventional wisdomò) 
 

ïKuhn (ñnormal scienceò) 
 

ïHardin (ñstreet-level epistemologyò) 

ÅAlso for ñexpertsò 

ïBourdieu (ñFast thinkersò) and media 
soundbites 
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What do theories tell us? 

ÅData and consistency, Friedman: 

ñObserved facts are necessarily finite in 
number; possible hypotheses infinite. 

If there is one hypothesis that is consistent with 
the available evidence, there are always an 
infinite number that are.ò 

So a significant result does not give the only 
possible explanation. 
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