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Toulmin Model and A-B-A Framework
Gu Zhenyi

Abstract: The Toulmin Model is a model for the micro-layout of arguments. Warranty (W)
has not only field-dependence, but also alternative competition. Counter-argument includes
counter-argument of justification and counter-argument of refutation. The conditions of
rebuttal (R) of the Toulmin Model refers to a restrictive condition for authorizing warranty
(W) inference-legitimacy. It is neither a counter-argument of justification nor a counter-
argument of refutation. In this paper, the Toulmin Model is extended and the A-B-A
framework for the macro-layout of arguments is presented based on the delimitation of
alternative competition and counter-argument of justification. The controversial attribute of
the topic determines the diversity of argument methods. If there is only one correct answer
to the topic, the usual justification and refutation are feasible methods. If there are multiple
alternative answers to the topic, in order to justify the best answer, the methods of
justification and refutation are misleading. Only by applying the comprehensive
argumentation method under the guidance of the A-B-A framework can we achieve the goal
of justifying the best answer.

Keywords: Toulmin Model; field-dependence; alternative competition; counter-argument of

justification; A-B-A framework
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