
University of Windsor University of Windsor 

Scholarship at UWindsor Scholarship at UWindsor 

OSSA Conference Archive OSSA 11 

May 18th, 9:00 AM - May 21st, 5:00 PM 

Reply to commentary on Uses of arguments from definition in Reply to commentary on Uses of arguments from definition in 

children's argumentation children's argumentation 

Rebecca G. Schär 
Università della Svizzera Italiana 

Follow this and additional works at: https://scholar.uwindsor.ca/ossaarchive 

 Part of the Philosophy Commons 

Schär, Rebecca G., "Reply to commentary on Uses of arguments from definition in children's 
argumentation" (2016). OSSA Conference Archive. 63. 
https://scholar.uwindsor.ca/ossaarchive/OSSA11/papersandcommentaries/63 

This Reply is brought to you for free and open access by the Conferences and Conference Proceedings at 
Scholarship at UWindsor. It has been accepted for inclusion in OSSA Conference Archive by an authorized 
conference organizer of Scholarship at UWindsor. For more information, please contact scholarship@uwindsor.ca. 

brought to you by COREView metadata, citation and similar papers at core.ac.uk

provided by Scholarship at UWindsor

https://core.ac.uk/display/76233377?utm_source=pdf&utm_medium=banner&utm_campaign=pdf-decoration-v1
https://scholar.uwindsor.ca/
https://scholar.uwindsor.ca/ossaarchive
https://scholar.uwindsor.ca/ossaarchive/OSSA11
https://scholar.uwindsor.ca/ossaarchive?utm_source=scholar.uwindsor.ca%2Fossaarchive%2FOSSA11%2Fpapersandcommentaries%2F63&utm_medium=PDF&utm_campaign=PDFCoverPages
http://network.bepress.com/hgg/discipline/525?utm_source=scholar.uwindsor.ca%2Fossaarchive%2FOSSA11%2Fpapersandcommentaries%2F63&utm_medium=PDF&utm_campaign=PDFCoverPages
https://scholar.uwindsor.ca/ossaarchive/OSSA11/papersandcommentaries/63?utm_source=scholar.uwindsor.ca%2Fossaarchive%2FOSSA11%2Fpapersandcommentaries%2F63&utm_medium=PDF&utm_campaign=PDFCoverPages
mailto:scholarship@uwindsor.ca


Bondy, P., & Benacquista, L. (Eds.). Argumentation, Objectivity, and Bias: Proceedings of the 11th International 

Conference of the Ontario Society for the Study of Argumentation (OSSA), 18-21 May 2016. Windsor, ON: OSSA, p. 

1. 

Reply to Commentary on “Uses of Arguments from Definition in 
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I would like to thank Dr. Fasko for his useful comments on my paper. Most of all, I would like to 

give a reply to the comment on the relevance of my paper to teaching:  

 

“This is an informative and interesting paper, however, its relevance to teaching 

was disappointing to me, especially because the author reported a case that used 

a ‘revised-Piagetian task’, (of conservation of liquids and number), in a school 

setting where children ‘spontaneously start discussions while they are solving a task 

given to them by an adult.’” (Fasko 2016, p. 1, emphasis added)  

 

I agree with the commentator that I did not clarify on how the outcomes of this research 

could be used in teaching. The present paper’s relevance to teaching is therefore limited. This is 

due to the fact, that in the research project that we are carrying out, we would like to take a step 

back and first consider the inferential configuration of children’s arguments and try to understand 

the reasoning of small children. In many cases, the children’s argumentative capacities in school 

are viewed negatively. We have the working hypothesis that the children’s argumentative 

capacities are actually bigger than what is often believed and that it is worth looking at them in 

order to discover how they could be fostered in a school setting. Before, however, planning how 

to foster argumentation in education and proposing instruments that would help to do so, we first 

would like to understand how and when the children argue. Possible consequences for teaching 

would follow. We are not yet at the point of being able to say something about this. 

Furthermore, I would like to add that I agree with the Commentator’s suggestions for future 

research, when he states that “future research could focus on the applicability of this line of inquiry 

to teaching” (Fasko 2016, p. 2). In line with my answer to the comment on the relevance of the 

paper to teaching, I would like to point out that the original idea of this research project is to leave 

the educational domain and focus on the process of argumentation (and not the product) and to 

understand the implicit components of these discussions. The idea is that we will be able to use 

the implicit components for the evaluation of the argumentation; however, we are not yet at a point 

to do so. 

 


	Reply to commentary on Uses of arguments from definition in children's argumentation
	

	tmp.1479393125.pdf.F_BX9

