Rhetorical (Purpose) Thinking Patterns

(to understand, analyze, evaluate, create, structure, revise ideas)
Purpose?
to  DEFINE:  



[definitions establish foundational meaning]

* Example(s)   


[many specific instances or one explained]

* Illustration  


[varied details]

* Group ideas  


[classify and divide]


to  COMPARE:

[comparisons are between separate groups]

* Similarities


[like qualities between separate groups]

* Differences


[unlike qualities that separate groups]

* Degree


   
[how much alike/unlike overall?]
to  RELATE:



[relationships are within same group.]

* If . . . , then . . . 

[antecedent-consequent; might happen]


* Cause and effect 

[cause always produces effect; will happen]

* Contrary  


[somewhat opposite in nature/same group]


* Contradiction 


[completely opposite in nature; is/is not…]
to  prove a CIRCUMSTANCE: [developed by relating, comparing, defining]

* Possible



[persuade that an idea can be reality]
* Impossible


[“prove” that an idea cannot be reality]
* Past Fact


[“prove” unknown event/cause did happen]
* Future Fact 


[“prove” an unknown event will happen]

to prove with TESTIMONY:    [unarguable facts or believed “facts” in a society ]
* Testimonial 


[personal endorsement or witness]
* Authority


[text, info, person perceived as expert]
* Maxims



[common sayings believed to have truth]
* Precedent


[reference an exception allowed already]
* Law



[reference to rules of governing entities]
* Statistics


[data, polls, surveys, records, etc.]
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Thinking Patterns Directly Related to Writing/Speaking Patterns
Thinking patterns double as communication patterns.  Three groupings below classify writing and speaking patterns common in education: formulaic patterns, rhetorical (purpose) patterns, and reasoning patterns.  All these patterns relate to three rhetorical patterns or purposes:  to define, relate, or compare.  To help understand these relationships, the left column shows thinking structures, the right column shows usual communication structures by purpose.

Formulaic Patterns:
Usual Rhetorical/Purpose Thinking Pattern:
block or point by point 
= compare by similarities or differences

problem-solution 
= relating by if-then or cause-effect

classical rhetorical structure (introduction, statement of fact, confirmation, refutation, conclusion

= may combine all: defines, compares, relates

traditional “topic-support-conclusion” 
= define by illustration or example, classify for conclus.
traditional “introduction-body-conclusion” 
= define by illustration or example, classify for conclus.
topic-restriction-illustration 
= define by classification and division, then illustr./ex.
Thinking KAP for short responses
= define answer, use any of three groups to prove
order by time 
= define events by grouping, relate by if-then, etc.
order by importance 
= compare by degree, define by class-division, or relate
spatial order (top to bottom, inside to outside, fore/middle/back ground, left to right, etc.
= define by classification-division grouping
general to specific, specific to general
= define by classification-division grouping
order by topic or subject (by senses, colors, emotions, purpose, form, reactions, etc.
= define by classification-division grouping
5W(s and How for people or events
= define by illustration
order by new speaker (dialogue sections, and indents for each new speaker
= define by classifying ideas according to speaker
Reasoning Patterns:
Usual Rhetorical/Purpose Thinking Pattern:

inductive (Process:  gather observations/facts and analyze, interpret by finding patterns, conclude)

= define, classify data into groups, then classify whole
deductive (Process:  state a general truth, relate a specific idea to the general truth in two steps
= define a class, relate specific to class by comparison
Rhetorical/Purpose Thinking Patterns:  
Patterns Topics that Usually Develop Topics:
define 





example, illustration, group/classify and divide 
compare 




similarity, difference, degree of similarities/differences
relate 





antecedent/consequent, cause/effect 
contrary, contradiction
show circumstances 



=usually relates ideas to prove what is 

possible or impossible or past or future fact 

give testimony 
=usually defines to provide proof using authority, law, maxims, precedent, statistics, data, testimonial
Thinking patterns derive from thinking for a particular purpose.  That explains why purpose is a key element of all communication.  It also explains why content and its organization links intricately to the rhetorical topics.
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