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DEGREES:

Honors B.A. in Philosophy, University of Waterloo, 1964
Ph.D. in Philosophy, University of Toronto, June 1972

CURRENT POSITION: Assumption University Chair in Argumentation Studies
Distinguished Research Fellow: CRRAR

MEMBERSHIPS AND OFFICES HELD IN LEARNED SOCIETIES:

American Philosophical Association
Canadian Philosophical Association
Co-Chairman of the Program Committee (1977-78)
Chairman of the Anglophone Program Committee (1978-79)
Member of the Board of Directors (1978-80)
International Society for the Study of Argumentation (ISSA)
Centre Europeen pour L'Etude de I'Argumentation
National Communication Association (NCA)
AISB (Society for the Study of Artificial Intelligence and Simulation of Behavior)
ASPIC (Argumentation Service Platform with Integrated Components) Network

ACADEMIC EMPLOYMENT HISTORY:

2009: Graduate Course, “Tools for Argument Analysis’ taught at University of Lugano,
December 14-15, Lugano, Switzerland

2008: Assumption University Chair in Argumentation Studies (University of Windsor)
2008: Distinguished Research Fellow of CRRAR (Centre for Research in Reasoning,
Argumentation and Rhetoric), University of Windsor

2007: Visiting Professor, Faculty of Communication, University of Lugano, Switzerland:
gave a PhD course: Types and Properties of Dialogues

2001: Visiting Professor, Department of Communication, University of Arizona



1999: Fulbright Senior Fellow and Visiting Professor, Communication Department,
Northwestern University

1997: Distinguished Visiting Research Associate, Oregon Humanities Center
1989-90: Fellow-in-Residence of the Netherlands Institute for Advanced Study in the
Humanities and Social Sciences (NIAS)

1987-88: Fellow-in-Residence of NIAS

1982: Full Professor of Philosophy, University of Winnipeg

1977-86: Adjunct Professor, Faculty of Graduate Studies, University of Manitoba
1977-81: Associate Professor of Philosophy, University of Winnipeg

1971-75: Assistant Professor of Philosophy, University of Winnipeg

1969-71: Lecturer in Philosophy, University of Winnipeg

1967-68: Instructor in Philosophy, Scarborough College, University of Toronto
1965-67: Tutor in Philosophy, Victoria College, University of Toronto

1963-64: Teaching Assistant in Philosophy, University of Waterloo

PROFESSIONAL ACTIVITIES:

Editorial board of journal: Artificial Intelligence and Law.

Editorial Board of journal: Argument and Computation (Taylor and Francis/Routledge).
Program Committee of the JURIX 2010 Conference (23" International Conference on
Legal Knowledge and Information Systems), Liverpool, December 10-13, 2010.
Program Committee of the Fifth International Workshop on Explanation-aware
Computing (ExaCt 2010), to be held in Lisbon, Portugal, August XX-XX, 20009.
Program Committee of the CMNA (Computational Models of Natural Argument)
Workshop for the ECAL, to be held in Lisbon, Portugal, August XX-XX, 2010.
Co-editor with Giorgio Bongiovanni, Gerald J. Postema, Antonino Rotoloof, and
Giovanni Sartor of the Handbook of Legal Reasoning and Argumentation (Springer).
Program Committee for the COMMA 2010 (Computational Models of Argument)
Conference to be held in Brescia, Italy, September 8-10, 2010.

Program Committee of the AAAI (American Association for Artificial Intelligence)
Symposium, The Uses of Computational Argumentation, held in Washington, DC,
November 5-7, 20009.

Program Committee of the Fourth International 1IJCAI-09 Workshop on Explanation-
aware Computing (ExaCt 2009), held in Pasadena, California, July 11-12, 2009.
Program Committee of the CMNA (Computational Models of Natural Argument)
Workshop for the ECAL, held in Pasadena, California, July 8-9, 2009.

Program Committee of ArgMAS 2009, the Sixth International Workshop on
Argumentation in Multi-Agent Systems, held in association with AAMAS (Eighth
International Conference on Autonomous Agents and Multi-agent Systems) Budapest,
Hungary, May 11, 2009.

Program Committee of NaLELA Workshop (Workshop on the Natural Language
Engineering of Legal Argumentation: Language, Logic and Computation) held in
Barcelona at ICAIL 2009 (International Conference on Artificial Intelligence and Law).
Program Committee of the Symposium on Persuasive Technology and Digital Behavior
Intervention, Edinburgh, Scotland, April 6-7, 2009.



Program Committee of the ICAIL Workshop on Modeling Legal Cases, held in
Barcelona at ICAIL 2009 (International Conference on Artificial Intelligence and Law).
Editorial Board of journal, Revista Iberoamericana de Argumentacion.

Program Committee of the JURIX 2008 Conference (21% International Conference on
Legal Knowledge and Information Systems), Florence, Italy, December 10-13, 2008.
Program Committee of the Workshop on the Natural Language Engineering of Legal
Argumentation: Language, Logic and Computation, held in conjunction with JURIX
2008 Conference (21% International Conference on Legal Knowledge and Information
Systems), Florence, Italy, December, 2008.

Program Committee of the 5™ International Workshop on Online Dispute Resolution,
held in conjunction with JURIX 2008 Conference (21* International Conference on Legal
Knowledge and Information Systems), Florence, Italy, December, 2008.

Program Committee of the Third Workshop on Explanation-aware Computing, held in
the ECAI (European Conference on Artificial Intelligence), Patras, Greece, July 21-22,
2008.

Program Committee of the Fifth International Workshop on Argumentation in Multi-
Agent Systems, held in conjunction with the Seventh International Conference on
Autonomous Agents and Multi-Agent Systems, May 12-16, 2008.

Program Committee of the Second International Conference on Computational Models of
Argument (COMMA 08), Toulouse, France, May, 2008.

Program Committee of the Persuasive Technology Symposium, April 1-2, 2008,
Aberdeen Scotland, held in conjunction with the AISB (Society for the Study of Artificial
Intelligence and Simulation of Behavior) 2008 Convention.

Program Committee of the Workshop, Strategies in Argumentation, University of
Groningen, Holland, February 14-15, 2008.

Program Committee of the JURIX 2007 Workshop on Modeling Legal Cases, December
12,2007, JURIX Conference (20th International Conference on Legal Knowledge and
Information Systems), Leiden, December, 2007.

Program Committee of the CMNA (Computational Models of Natural Argument)
Workshop for the IJCAI, held in Hyderabad, India, 2007.

Program Committee of the 4™ International Workshop on Argumentation in Multi-Agent
Systems (ArgMAS) at the 7™ International Conference of AAMAS (Autonomous Agents
and Multi-Agent Systems), held in Estoril, Portugal, 2007.

Program Committee of the First International Conference on Computational Models of
Argument (COMMAO06), held at the University of Liverpool in September, 2006.
Program Committee of the 6™ CMNA (Computational Models of Natural Argument)
Workshop for the European Conference on Artificial Intelligence (ECAI 2006).

Program Committee of the workshop, Argumentation in Artificial Intelligence and Law,
First International Conference on Computational Models of Argument (COMMADQ6).
Program Committee of the Argumentation in Al and Law Workshop for the ICAIL05
Conference (International Conference on Avrtificial Intelligence and Law), held at the
University of Bologna, Italy, June 10, 2005.

Program Committee of the Second International Workshop on Online Dispute Resolution
Workshop (odrworkshop.org), for the ICAILO5 Conference (International Conference on
Acrtificial Intelligence and Law), held at the University of Bologna, Italy, June 10, 2005.



Program Committee of the CMNA (Computational Models of Natural Argument)
Workshop (http://www.csc.liv.ac.uk/~floriana/CMNADS5/) for the IJCAI 2005 Meeting
(International Joint Conferences on Atrtificial Intelligence), 2005.

Program Committee of the Workshop on ODR (Online Dispute Resolution) at the ICAIL
(International Conference on Artificial Intelligence and Law) in Edinburgh, June 2003.
Chairman of session at the Workshop on Legal and Technical Aspects of Online Dispute
Resolution in the International Conference on Atrtificial Intelligence and Law, University
of Edinburgh, June 28, 2003.

Program Committee of the CMNA (Computational Models of Natural Argument)
Workshop for the 16™ European Conference on Artificial Intelligence, 2004.

Co-editor of Critical Argumentation book series for Cambridge University Press.
Editorial Boards of Argumentation Library book series for Springer Verlag, and Studies
in Meaning and Communication book series for Davies Group.

Program Committee of the Workshop ‘Computational Models of Natural Argument” at
the 15th European Conference of Artificial Intelligence (ECAI 2002).

Referee: Research Proposal in Artificial Intelligence for the Engineering and Research
Council of Great Britain, 1999, Psychological Review, National Science Foundation.
Dialogue, (Journal of the Canadian Philosophical Association), Philosophical Studies,
MacMillan Publishing Co., New York, University of California Press, Greenwood Press,
Canadian Federation for the Humanities, Social Sciences and Humanities Research
Council, Nods, Synthese, American Council of Learned Societies, Guggenheim
Memorial Foundation, Canadian Philosophical Association, Western Canadian
Philosophical Association, Canadian Journal of Philosophy, Philosophy of Science.
Editorial Board, Dialogue, 1976-1986; Argumentation and Advocacy, 2003-2007.
Journals Editorial Board: Informal Logic, Argumentation, Argumentation & Advocacy,
Philosophy & Rhetoric, and Episteme.

Editor of special issue of Argumentation, vol. 28, no. 3, 1994, ‘Begging the Question’,
including “Editor’s Introduction’, 215-216.

Guest Editor of special issue of Argumentation on ‘Begging the Question’, 1993.

Board of Editorial Consultants, American Philosophical Quarterly, 1989-1992.
Lecturer, Summer Institute on Argumentation, McMaster University, June 10-21, 1991.
Lecturer in the Summer Institute on Argumentation at the University of Amsterdam,
June, 1990.

Invited keynote speaker at the First International Conference on Argumentation in
Amsterdam, 1986.

Editor of Special Issue of Argumentation (vol. 2, no. 4, 1988, pp. 391-538),
‘Argumentation in Dialogues’, including ‘Editor’s Introduction’, p. 393, and ‘General
Bibliography on the Argumentative Structure of Dialogue’, pp. 533-534.

Editor, The Logic of Dialogue, special issue of Synthese, Vol. 63, No. 3, June 1985.
Co-editor, with Jari Talja, ‘Action Theory’, issue of Synthese, 65, No. 2, 1985.
Contributing Member, Center on Aging.

Editor, Death and Dying in Medicine, issue of Theoretical Medicine, vol. 5, no. 2, 1984.
Member: Board of Directors of the Institute for Applied Ethics of the University of
Manitoba, 1985.

Adjunct Scholar: Department of Linguistics, University of Manitoba, 1984-85.



Guest Editor of special issue of Synthese on the topic, “The Logic of Dialogue”, June
1985 number.

Guest Co-Editor (with Jari Talja) of special issue of Synthese on the topic, “Logic of
Actions”, November 1985, vol. 65, no. 2.

Guest Editor of the June, 1984 issue of Theoretical Medicine on “Death and Dying in
Medicine”.

Editorial Board of Communication and Cognition book series Studies in Action Theory,
and Argumentation Library book series (Springer).

Invited chairman and organizer of symposium on Argumentation and Fallacies for the
17th World Congress of Philosophy in Montreal, 1983.

Chairman, Anglophone Program Committee, Canadian Philosophical Association, 1979.
Board of Directors of the Canadian Philosophical Association, 1978-80.

Program Committee, Canadian Philosophical Association, 1978.

Member, Editorial Board, Philosophy Research Archives.

Director, Conference on Philosophy of Religion at University of Winnipeg, 1975.
Co-Director, the Winnipeg Conference on Human Action, 1975.

Member of the Manitoba Regional Working Group of the Man and Resources Program of
the Canadian Council of Research and Environmental Ministers, 1974-75.

PRIZES AND AWARDS:

2009: Faculty of Arts and Social Sciences Dean’s Special Recognition Award in
Recognition of Excellence in Research, Scholarly Activity and Creativity: University of
Windsor, February 10.

2005: A study approved by SSHRC, and carried out in 2003-2004 by scholars at the
University of Guelph (Retention of SSHRC High-Performers), identified me as a “high-
performing researcher” among Standard Research Grant Recipients in Canada.

1990: Winner of the ISSA Prize for contributions to research in the field of
argumentation, awarded by the International Society for the Study of Argumentation in
June 1990 in Amsterdam.

1988: Erica and Arnold Rogers Award for Excellence in Scholarship and Research.
1985: Winner of the American Philosophical Quarterly Prize Essay Competition: Are
Circular Arguments Necessarily Vicious?

CURRENT AREAS OF SCHOLARLY INTEREST:

Argumentation, Artificial Intelligence, and Legal Argumentation.

COURSES TAUGHT (last five years):

Logic, Introduction to Logical Reasoning, Argumentation, Graduate Seminar in
Argumentation and Communication (Northwestern University), Senior Course on Legal
Argumentation and Evidence, University of Arizona, Graduate Course, Types and

Properties of Dialogues given at University of Lugano, Switzerland, 2007.

GRADUATE SUPERVISORSHIPS:



External Examiner on the Ph.D. committee of Alena Valilyeva in the Graduate Program
in Communication, Information and Library Studies at Rutgers University, 2010.
External Examiner for the Ph.D. thesis oral defense (viva) of Katie Atkinson, Department
of Computer Science, University of Liverpool, England, December 5, 2005. Title of
thesis: Computational Representation of Persuasive Argument in Practical Reasoning.
External Examiner for ‘The Dialectic of Ambiguity’, Ph.D. thesis of Jan van Laar in the
Department of Analytical Philosophy at the University of Groningen, The Netherlands,
June 19, 2003.

External Examiner (Fakulteit Opponent) for ‘Authority-Based Argumentative Strategies’,
Ph.D. thesis of Taeda Jovicic in the Department of Philosophy at the University of
Uppsala, Sweden, June 3, 2002.

M.A. Thesis Committee of Jeffrey Yik Fei Lau on “The Problem of Realism in Linguistic
Ontology’ for Faculty of Graduate Studies, University of Manitoba, 1985.

External examiner for Ph.D. dissertation for Joseph Campbell, Department of
Psychology, University of Manitoba, 1983, on medical ethics.

RESEARCH FUNDING (last fifteen years):

2008-2011: Social Sciences and Humanities Research Council of Canada, Research
Grant 410-2008-0065: Argumentation in Artificial Intelligence and Law (Application
ranked 6 out of 122 reviewed in the interdisciplinary category) Amount awarded =
$98,400.

2005-2008: Social Sciences and Humanities Research Council of Canada, Research
Grant 410-2005-0398: Dialogue Systems for Argumentation in Artificial Intelligence and
Law (Application ranked 20 out of 109 reviewed in the interdisciplinary category)
Amount awarded = $62,264.

2002-2005: Social Sciences and Humanities Research Council of Canada, Research
Grant 410-2002-0690: Argumentation Schemes in Natural and Artificial Communication
(Application ranked 28 out of 145 reviewed in the interdisciplinary category). Amount
awarded = $91,760.

1999-2002: Social Sciences and Humanities Research Council of Canada, Research
Grant 410-99-0877: The Dialogue Structure of Legal Argumentation.

1998: Fulbright Research Fellowship (Canada-U.S. Fulbright Fellowship Program).
1997: Distinguished Visiting Research Fellow, Oregon Humanities Center.

1996-97: Research Associate in Philosophy, University of Western Australia.

1997: University of Winnipeg Discretionary Grant: Relevance: A Pragmatic Theory.
1997: University of Winnipeg Teaching and Learning Technologies Grant: Automated
Argument Reconstruction.

1995: University of Winnipeg Discretionary Grant: Ad Hominem Arguments.

1994-97: Social Sciences and Humanities Research Council of Canada, Research Grant
410-94-0225: Pragmatics of Argumentation.

1991-94: Social Sciences and Humanities Research Council of Canada, Research Grant
410-91-0585: Pragmatics of Argumentation.

LIFETIME PUBLICATIONS:



Peer Reviewed Books

Witness Testimony Evidence: Argumentation, Artificial Intelligence and Law,
Cambridge, Cambridge University Press, 2008.

Informal Logic: A Pragmatic Approach, 2" ed., Cambridge, Cambridge University Press,
2008.

Douglas Walton, Chris Reed and Fabrizio Macagno, Argumentation Schemes,
Cambridge, Cambridge University Press, 2008.

Fallacies: Selected Papers 1972-1982, with John Woods, 2nd edition, with Foreword by
Dale Jacquette, Studies in Logic, London, College Publications, 2007.

Media Argumentation: Dialectic, Persuasion and Rhetoric, Cambridge, Cambridge
University Press, 2007.

Dialog Theory for Critical Argumentation, Amsterdam, John Benjamins Publishing
Company, 2007.

Fundamentals of Critical Argumentation, New York, Cambridge University Press, 2006.
Character Evidence: An Abductive Theory, Dordrecht, Springer, 2006.

Argumentation Methods for Artificial Intelligence in Law, Berlin, Springer (Lecture
Notes in Artificial Intelligence Series), 2005.

Abductive Reasoning, Tuscaloosa, University of Alabama Press, 2004.

Essays on Legal and Technical Aspects of Online Dispute Resolution: Papers from the
ICAIL 2003 ODR Workshop, June 28, 2003, Edinburgh, co-edited with Arno R. Lodder
et al., Amsterdam, CEDIRE: Centre for Electronic Dispute Resolution, 2004.

Relevance in Argumentation, Mahwah, New Jersey, Lawrence Erlbaum Associates,
2004,

Legal Argumentation and Evidence, University Park, Pennsylvania, The Pennsylvania
State University Press, 2002.

Ethical Argumentation, Lanham, Maryland, Lexington Books, 2002.

Scare Tactics: Arguments that Appeal to Fear and Threats, Dordrecht, Kluwer
Academic Publishers (Argumentation Library Series), 2000.

Argument, Critical Thinking, Logic and the Fallacies, with John Woods and



Andrew Irvine, Toronto, Prentice Hall, 2000 (Revised and Expanded edition of
Argument: The Logic of the Fallacies, 1982).

Appeal to Popular Opinion, University Park. Pa., The Pennsylvania State University
Press, 1999.

One-Sided Arguments: A Dialectical Analysis of Bias, Albany, New York, State
University of New York Press (SUNY Series in Logic and Language), 1999.

Slippery Slope Arguments, Newport News, Virginia, Vale Press (Studies in Critical
Thinking and Informal Logic Series), 1999. Reprinting of book first published in
Clarendon Library of Logic and Philosophy Series, 1992.

The New Dialectic: Conversational Contexts of Argument, Toronto, University of
Toronto Press (Toronto Studies in Philosophy Series), 1998.

Ad Hominem Arguments, Tuscaloosa, University of Alabama Press (Studies in Rhetoric
and Communication Series), 1998.

Appeal to Pity: Argumentum Ad Misericordiam, Albany, State University of New York
Press (SUNY Series in Logic and Language), 1997.

Appeal to Expert Opinion: Arguments from Authority, University Park, Pa., The
Pennsylvania State University Press, 1997.

Historical Foundations of Informal Logic, co-edited with Alan Brinton, Aldershot,
England, Ashgate Publishing (Avebury Series in Philosophy), 1997 (including
‘Introduction’, with A. Brinton, pp. 1-11).

Arguments from Ignorance, University Park, Pa., The Pennsylvania State University
Press, 1996.

Argumentation Schemes for Presumptive Reasoning, Mahwah, N. J., Lawrence Erlbaum
Associates (Studies in Argumentation Series), 1996.

Argument Structure: A Pragmatic Theory, Toronto, University of Toronto Press (Toronto
Studies in Philosophy Series), 1996.

Fallacies Arising from Ambiguity, Dordrecht, Kluwer (Applied Logic Series), 1996.

A Pragmatic Theory of Fallacy, Tuscaloosa, Alabama, University of Alabama Press
(Studies in Rhetoric and Communication), 1995.

Commitment in Dialogue, with Erik Krabbe, Albany, New York, State University of New
York Press (SUNY Series in Logic and Language), 1995.



Slippery Slope Arguments, Oxford, Oxford University Press, (Clarendon Library of
Logic and Philosophy) 1992.

Plausible Argument in Everyday Conversation, Albany, New York, State University of
New York Press, SUNY Series in Speech Communication, 1992.

The Place of Emotion in Argument, University Park, Pa., The Pennsylvania State
University Press, 1992.

Begging the Question: Circular Reasoning as a Tactic of Argumentation, New York,
Greenwood Press, 1991.

Practical Reasoning: Goal-Driven, Knowledge-Based, Action-Guiding Argumentation,
Savage, Maryland, Rowman and Littlefield, 1990.

Informal Logic: A Handbook for Critical Argumentation, Cambridge, Cambridge
University Press, 19809.

Question-Reply Argumentation, New York, Greenwood Press, 1989.

Fallacies: Selected Papers 1972-1982, with John Woods, Dordrecht, Holland, and
Providence, U.S.A., Foris Publications, 1989.

Informal Fallacies: Towards a Theory of Argument Criticisms, Amsterdam and
Philadelphia, John Benjamins, 1987. (Pragmatics and Beyond Companion Series in
Linguistics), 1987.

Courage: A Philosophical Investigation, Berkeley, Los Angeles and London, University
of California Press, 1986.

Arguer's Position: A Pragmatic Study of Ad Hominem Attack, Criticism, Refutation and
Fallacy, Westport, Connecticut, Greenwood Press, 1985.

Physician-Patient Decision-Making: A Study in Medical Ethics, Westport, Connecticut,
Greenwood Press, 1985.

Logical Dialogue-Games and Fallacies, Lanham, Maryland, University Press of
America, 1984.

Ethics of Withdrawal of Life-Support Systems: Case Studies on Decision-Making in
Intensive Care, Westport, Connecticut, Greenwood Press, 1983.

Topical Relevance in Argumentation, I11: 8 of Pragmatics & Beyond: An
Interdisciplinary Series of Language Studies, Amsterdam and Philadelphia. John
Benjamins Publishing Co., 1982.
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Argument: The Logic of the Fallacies, with John Woods, Toronto and New York,
McGraw-Hill Ryerson, 1982.

Brain Death: Ethical Considerations, Purdue University Press, Science and Society
Series of the Purdue Research Foundation, West Lafayette, Indiana, 1980.

On Defining Death: An Analytic Study of the Concept of Death in Philosophy and
Medical Ethics, Montreal, McGill-Queens University Press, 1979.

The Power of God: Readings on Omnipotence and Evil, edited with Linwood Urban,
New York, Oxford University Press, 1978.

Action Theory, co-edited with Myles Brand, Synthese Library Series, Dordrecht, Reidel,
1976.

Peer Reviewed Contributions to Books

Douglas Walton, Katie Atkinson, Trevor Bench-Capon, Adam Wyner and Dan
Cartwright, *‘Argumentation in the Framework of Deliberation Dialogue’, Arguing Global
Governance, ed. Corneliu Bjola and Markus Kornprobst, London, Routledge, 2010, 210-
230.

‘Burden of Proof in Deliberation Dialogs’, ArgMAS 2009, ed. P. McBurney et al,
Lecture Notes in Computer Science 6057, Heidelberg, Springer, 2010, 1-22.

Douglas Walton and Fabrizio Macagno, ‘Classification and Ambiguity: The Role of
Definition in a Conceptual System’, Informal Logic and Argumentation Theory, ed.
Marcin Kosowy, Studies in Logic, Grammar and Rhetoric Series, 16(29), 20009,
Bialystok, University of Bialystok, 2009, 245-264.

‘Argumentation Theory: A Very Short Introduction’, Argumentation and Artificial
Intelligence, ed. lyad Rahwan and Guillermo Simari, Berlin, Springer, 2009, 1-24.

Thomas F. Gordon and Douglas Walton, ‘Proof Burdens and Standards’, Argumentation
and Artificial Intelligence, ed. lyad Rahwan and Guillermo Simari, Berlin, Springer,
2009, 239-260.

Douglas Walton and David M. Godden, “‘Rescher on Dialog Systems, Argumentation and
Burden of Proof’, Rescher Studies: A Collection of Essays on the Philosophical Work of
Nicholas Rescher, Presented to Him on the Occasion of His 80" Birthday, ed. Robert
Almeder, Frankfurt, Ontos Verlag, 2008, 401-427.

‘Bias, Critical Doubt and Fallacies’, Readings on Argumentation, ed. Angela J. Aguayo
and Timothy R. Steffensmeier, State College, Pennsylvania, Strata Publishing, 2008, 168-
190.
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Douglas Walton and David M. Godden, ‘Informal Logic and the Dialectical Approach to
Argument’, Reason Reclaimed, ed. Hans V. Hansen and Robert C. Pinto, Newport News,
Virginia, Vale Press, 2007, 3-17.

Douglas Walton and David M. Godden, ‘The Impact of Argumentation on Artificial
Intelligence’, Considering Pragma-Dialectics, ed. Peter Houtlosser and Agnes van Rees,
Mahwah, New Jersey, Erlbaum, 2006, 287-299.

Chris Reed and Douglas Walton, ‘“Towards a Formal and Implemented Model of
Argumentation Schemes in Agent Communication’, Argumentation in Multi-Agent
Systems: First International Workshop, ArgMAS 2004, Revised Selected and Invited
Papers, ed. lyad Rahwan, Pavlos Moraitis and Chris Reed, Berlin, Springer, 2005, 19-30.

‘Practical Reasoning’ (revised version), The Blackwell Encyclopedia of Management, 2™
ed., vol. 2, Business Ethics, ed. Patricia H. Werhane and R. Edward Freeman, Oxford,
Blackwell, 2005, 414-415.

‘Practical Reasoning and Proposing: Tools for e-Democracy’, Legal Knowledge and
Information Systems, ed. Marie-Francine Moens and Peter Spyns, Amsterdam, 10S
Press, 2005, 113-114.

‘Criteria of Rationality for Evaluating Democratic Public Rhetoric’, Talking Democracy:
Historical Perspectives on Rhetoric and Democracy, ed. Benedetto Fontana, Cary J.
Nederman and Gary Remer, University Park, Pa., Penn State Press, 2004, 295-330.

Chris Reed and Douglas Walton, ‘Diagramming, Argumentation Schemes and Critical
Questions’, Anyone Who Has a View: Theoretical Contributions to the Study of
Argumentation, ed. Frans H. van Eemeren, J. Anthony Blair, Charles A. Willard and A.
Francisca Snoeck Henkemans, Dordrecht, Kluwer, 2003, 195-211.

Timothy J. Norman, Daniela V. Carbogim, Erik C. W. Krabbe and Douglas Walton,
‘Argument and Multi-Agent Systems’, Argumentation Machines: New Frontiers in
Argument and Computation, ed. Chris Reed and Timothy J. Norman, Dordrect, Kluwer,
2003, 15-54.

‘Ad Hominem Argument’, Encyclopedia of Rhetoric, ed. Thomas O. Sloane, Oxford,
Oxford University Press, 2001, 1-4.

‘Courage’ (revised version), Encyclopedia of Ethics, vol. I, 2nd ed., ed. Lawrence C.
Becker and Charlotte B. Becker, New York, Routledge, 2001, 352-355.

‘Practical Reason(ing)’ (revised version), Encyclopedia of Ethics, vol. 111, 2nd ed., ed.
Lawrence C. Becker and Charlotte B. Becker, New York, Routledge, 2001, 1355-1358.

‘Persuasive Definition’, Encyclopedia of Ethics, vol. 11, 2nd ed., ed. Lawrence C. Becker
and Charlotte B. Becker, New York, Routledge, 2001, 1303-1305.
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‘Conversational Logic and Appeals to Emotion’, Les Emotions dans les Interactions, ed.
Christian Plantin, Marianne Doury and Veronique Traverso, Lyon, Presses Universitaires
de Lyon, 2000, 295-312.

‘Argumentation and Theory of Evidence’, New Trends in Criminal Investigation and
Evidence, vol. 2, ed. C. M. Breur, M. M. Kommer, J. F. Nijboer and J. M. Reintjes,
Antwerp, Intersentia, 2000, 711-732.

‘Informal Fallacy’, The Cambridge Dictionary of Philosophy, ed. Robert Audi
2nd ed., Cambridge, Cambridge University Press, 1999, 431-435.

‘Informal Logic’, The Cambridge Dictionary of Philosophy, ed. Robert Audi, 2nd ed.,
Cambridge, Cambridge University Press, 1999, 435.

‘Fallacies’, Routledge Encyclopedia of Philosophy, vol. 3, ed. Edward Craig, London,
Routledge, 1998, 544-545.

‘Formal and Informal Logic’, Routledge Encyclopedia of Philosophy, vol. 3, ed. Edward
Craig, London, Routledge, 1998, 701-703.

‘Actions and Inconsistency: The Closure Problem of Practical Reasoning’, Contemporary
Action Theory, vol. 1, ed.G. Holmstrom-Hintikka and R. Tuomela, Dordrecht, Kluwer,
1997, 159-175.

‘Practical Reasoning’, The Blackwell Encyclopedic Dictionary of Business Ethics, ed.
Patricia H. Werhane and R. Edward Freeman , Oxford, Blackwell, 1997, 495-496.

‘The Straw Man Fallacy’, in Logic and Argumentation, ed. Johan van Bentham, Frans H.
van Eemeren, Rob Grootendorst and Frank Veltman, Amsterdam, Royal Netherlands
Academy of Arts and Sciences, North-Holland, 1996, 115-128.

‘Fallacies and Formal Logic’, with John Woods, in Fundamentals of Argumentation
Theory, ed. Frans H. van Eemeren, Rob Grootendorst et al., Mahwah, N. J., Lawrence
Erlbaum Associates, 1996, 389-407.

‘The Essential Ingredients of the Fallacy of Begging the Question’, in Fallacies:
Classical and Contemporary Readings, ed. Hans V. Hansen and Robert C.  Pinto,
University Park, Pa., Penn Sate Press, 1995, 229-239.

‘Informal Fallacy’, The Cambridge Dictionary of Philosophy, ed. Robert Audi,
Cambridge University Press, 1995, 373-376.

‘Informal Logic’, The Cambridge Dictionary of Philosophy, ed. Robert Audi, Cambridge
University Press, 1995, 376.
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‘Arguments, Types of’, Oxford Companion to Philosophy, ed. Ted Honderich, Oxford
University Press, 1995, 48-49.

“Types of Dialogue, Dialectical Shifts and Fallacies’, Argumentation Illuminated, ed.
Frans van Eemeren, Rob Grootendorst, J. Anthony Blair, and Charles A. Willard,
Amsterdam, SICSAT, 1992, 133-147.

Entry for ‘Courage’, Encyclopedia of Ethics, New York, Garland Publishing Co., 1992,
220-223.

Entry for ‘Practical Reasoning’, Encyclopedia of Ethics, New York, Garland Publishing
Co., 1992, 996-1000.

‘Questionable Questions in Question Period: Prospects for an Informal Logic of
Parliamentary Discourse’, in the Proceedings of the Conference “Logic and Politics’, ed.
E. M. Barth and E. C. W. Krabbe, published by the Royal Netherlands Academy of Arts
and Sciences, Amsterdam, North-Holland, 1992, 87-95.

Entry for *Informal Fallacies’, in A Companion to Epistemology, ed. Jonathan Dancy and
Ernest Sosa, Oxford, Blackwell, 1992, pp. 212-216.

Entries for ‘Burden of Proof’, p. 55, ‘Circular Reasoning’, p. 66, and ‘Genetic Fallacy’,
pp. 154-155, in A Companion to Epistemology, ed. Jonathan Dancy and Ernest Sosa,
Oxford, Blackwell, 1992.

‘Les Violations des Regles du Dialogue Raisonné’, La Communaute en Paroles:
Communication, Consensus, Ruptures, ed. Herman Parret, Collection Philosophie et
Langage, Liége, Editions Pierre Mardaga, 1991, 245-265.

“Types de Dialogue et Glissements Dialectiques en Argumentation’, in Figures et
Conflicts Rhétoriques, ed. Michel Meyer et Alain Lempereur, Brussels, Editions de
I'Université de Bruxelles, 1990, 227-239.

‘Question-Asking Fallacies”, Questions and Questioning, ed. Michel Meyer, Berlin,
Walter de Gruyter, 1988, 195-221.

‘What is a Fallacy?’, in Argumentation: Across the Lines of Discipline, ed. Frans H. van
Eemeren, Rob Grootendorst, J. Anthony Blair and Charles A. Willard, Dordrecht,
Holland, and Providence, Rhode Island, Foris Publications, 1986, 323-330.

‘Chisholm’s Theory of Action’, in Roderick Chisholm, ed. Radu J. Bogdan (Profiles
Series), Dordrecht, Reidel, 1986, 169-193.
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Douglas Walton and Fabrizio Macagno, Burdens of Proof and Persuasion in Everyday
Argumentation’, Proceedings of the 7" Conference of the International Society for the
Study of Argumentation, to appear, 2010.

Thomas F. Gordon and Douglas Walton, ‘A Formal Model of Legal Proof Burdens and
Standards’, Proceedings of the 7 Conference of the International Society for the Study
of Argumentation, Amsterdam, to appear, 2010.

“The Structure of Argumentation in Health Product Messages’, Argument and
Computation, accepted for publication April 12, 2010.


http://www.springerlink.com/content/g2802m012121p542/�

36

‘A Dialogue System Specification for Explanation’, Synthese, accepted for publication
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lyad Rahwan, Bita Banihashemi, Chris Reed, Douglas Walton and Sharif Abdallah,
‘Representing and Classifying Arguments on the Semantic Web’, The Knowledge
Engineering Review, to appear.

‘An Argumentation Model of Deliberative Decision-Making’, to appear as a chapter in a
book, Technologies for Supporting Reasoning Communities and Collaborative Decision
Making: Cooperative Approaches, ed. John Yearwood and Andrew Stranieri.
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Numerous papers, invited papers, commentaries and panel discussions for meetings like
American Philosophical Association, Canadian Philosophical Association, Royal
Netherlands Academy of the Sciences and Liberal Arts, International Conference on
Artificial Intelligence and Law, Australasian Philosophical Association, Canadian
Society for History and Philosophy of Science, International Congress on Logic,
Methodology, and Philosophy of Science, and many other organizations and societies.
Invited lectures given at McGill University, University of Amsterdam, University of
Ottawa, University of Auckland, Australian National University, Free University of
Brussels, University of Groningen, Edith Cowan University, and many other institutions.

Douglas Walton and Fabrizio Macagno, Burdens of Proof and Persuasion in Everyday
Argumentation’, 7" Conference of the International Society for the Study of
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Thomas F. Gordon and Douglas Walton, ‘A Formal Model of Legal Proof Burdens and
Standards’, 7" Conference of the International Society for the Study of Argumentation,
Amsterdam, paper presented July 2, 2010.

Invited to give the Keynote Address at the COMMA (Computational Models of
Argument) 2010 Conference in Delsenzo da Garda, Italy, September 8-10, 2010.

Invited Speaker at the Philosophy of Language Institute of the Faculty of Human and
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Paper, ‘Conductive Arguments in Ethical Deliberation’, read at the CRRAR Symposium
on Conductive Arguments, University of Windsor, May 1, 2010.

Presentation in *Panel Discussion on Applying Rules to Cases in Ethical Reasoning’, a
public lecture at Assumption University, January 21, 2010.

Invited talk to CRRAR, University of Windsor, ‘Building on Scriven’s Views on
Explanation’, January 14, 2010.



37

Invited Speaker for Argupolis, ‘Tools for Argument Analysis’, at the University of
Lugano, Switzerland, December 14-15, 2009.

Thomas F. Gordon and Douglas Walton, ‘Visualizing Arguments Using Carneades’,
Assumption University Public Lecture, Windsor, Ontario, November 2, 2009.

‘Argument Visualization Tools for Corroborative Evidence’, paper read at the Second
International Conference on Evidence Law and Forensic Science, Beijing, China July 25,
2009.

Presentation, ‘Using Argumentation Schemes for Automated Argument Detection in
Legal Texts’, Workshop on Natural Language Engineering of Legal Argumentation,
Twelfth International Conference on Artificial Intelligence and Law, Barcelona, Spain,
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Thomas F. Gordon and Douglas Walton, ‘Legal Reasoning with Argumentation
Schemes’, paper read at the Twelfth International Conference on Artificial Intelligence
and Law, Barcelona, Spain, June 10, 2009.

Presentation, ‘An Overview of the Use of Argumentation Schemes in Case Modeling’,
Workshop on Modeling Legal Cases, Twelfth International Conference on Artificial
Intelligence and Law, Barcelona, Spain, June 8, 2009.

Paper, “Objections, Rebuttals and Refutations”, read at OSSA 2009, Windsor, Ontario,
June 4, 2009.

Keynote Speaker ‘Burden of Proof in Deliberation Dialogs’, at the Sixth International
Workshop on Argumentation in Multi-Agent Systems (ArgMAS 2009), held in
conjunction with the Eighth International Conference on Autonomous Agents and
Multiagent Systems, Budapest, Hungary May 12, 2009.

Paper, ‘Fallacy Theory and Defeasible Reasoning’, read at the CRRAR Colloquium on
Fallacies, University of Windsor, April 3, 2009.

Assumption University Public Lecture, ‘Heuristics and Fallacies’, Assumption
University, University of Windsor, April 2, 2009.

Invited Speaker ‘Elements and Methods of Argumentation Theory’, at the Department of
Philosophy, University of Padua, Italy, December 2, 2008.

Invited Speaker *Argumentation Schemes and Burden of Proof in Legal Argumentation’,
at the Law Faculty, University of Padua, Italy, December 1, 2008.

Assumption University Public Lecture, ‘Argumentation in Artificial Intelligence and
Law’, Assumption University, University of Windsor, November 20, 2008.
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Invited Speaker at the International Commemorative Colloquium on Rhetoric and
Argumentation of the Faculty of Letter of the University of Coimbra, Coimbra, Portugal,
October 2-4, 2008.

Plenary Speaker at the IADA (International Association for Dialogue Analysis)
Workshop on Word Meaning in Dialogue Argumentation, ‘Presumption and Burden of
Proof’, held in Milan, Italy, at the Catholic University of Milan, May 15th to May 17th
2008.

Invited Talk for AILACT (Association for Informal Logic and Critical Thinking) Panel
Discussion, ‘Argument Mapping and teaching Critical Thinking’, Central APA
(American Philosophical Association) Meeting, Chicago, April 17, 2008.

Keynote Speaker at the workshop, Strategies in Argumentation, University of Groningen,
the Netherlands, February 14-15, 2008.

Invited participant in the Perspectives Workshop: Theory and Practice of Argumentation
Systems, January 20-23, 2008 at Schloss Dagstuhl Internationales Begegnungs und
Forshcungszentrum for Informatik, Saarbrucken, Germany.

Keynote Speaker at the conference” The Uses of Arguments” sponsored by the Faculty of
Aurts at the University in Bergen, Norway, January 4-6, 2007.

Invited Speaker at the Conference “Graphic and Visual Representations of Evidence and
Inference in Legal Settings”, Cardozo School of Law, New York, January 28-29, 2007.

Invited public lecture, presentation and discussion with faculty members, and short
course for graduate students at the University of Lugano, Switzerland, April 17-26, 2007.

Invited Speaker at the Workshop on Explanation-Aware Computing (ExaCt 2007), at the
AAAI-07 Conference, Vancouver, July 22-23, 2007.

Invited Speaker at the Conference on Communication Technology in the Department of
Communication at Rutgers University, April 2, 2006.

Invited Speaker at Conference on Norms and Knowledge at Technical University of
Eindhoven, Boxmeer, the Netherlands, June 3-4, 2005 (Invited lecture on practical
reasoning).

Paper read, with Henry Prakken and Chris Reed, at ICAIL (International Conference on
Al and Law) at University of Bologna, Italy, June 6-11, 2005.

Two workshop presentations of papers at the ICAIL Conference (International
Conference on Artificial Intelligence and Law), June 10, 2005 at the University of
Bologna.
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Invited lecture at the University of Siena, Department of Philosophy, June 13, 2005.

Invited presentation, ‘Fallacies in Dialogue’, in panel discussion, ‘Going Wrong and
Putting Right in Argumentation’, August 5, 2005, at the Fourteenth NCA/ AFA
Conference on Argumentation (ALTA Conference) held at Rustler Lodge, Alta, Utah.

Paper, ‘Current Research in Argumentation and its Applications to Computing and Law’,
read in the Department of Computer Science Colloquium at the University of Liverpool,
England, December 5, 2005.

Invited lecture ‘Dialogue Systems for Argumentation in Al and Law’ given on Dec. 13,
2005, in the TILT (Tilburg Institute for Law, Technology and Society) Lecture Series at
the University of Tilburg, Holland.

Keynote Speaker (Methods of Informal Logic and Legal Argumentation) on September
17, 2004, at the Conference on Informal Logic and Legal Argumentation held at the
Institute of Logic and Cognition of Sun Yat-sen University in Guangzhou, China.

Keynote Speaker (Argumentation Schemes for Legal Reasoning Systems) at the 17™
Annual Conference on Legal Knowledge and Information Systems (JURIX 2004) held in
Berlin, Germany, December 8-10, 2004.

Invited Speaker at the Conference “Visions of Rationality in Evidence Law’, held at
Michigan State University Detroit College of Law, April 3-7, 2003.

Invited Speaker at the Second Joseph Bell Centre Workshop on the Evaluation of
Evidence, University of Edinburgh, July 1, 2003.

Participant in the workshop, ‘Computational Models of Natural Argument’ at the 15th
European Conference on Atrtificial Intelligence (ECAI) in Lyon, France, July 23, 2002.

Invited Plenary Session Speaker in the conference, ‘Argumentation in Dialogic
Interaction’ at Lugano, Switzerland, July 2, 2002.

Presentation of a paper with Chris Reed at the Fifth ISSA Conference on Argumentation
at the University of Amsterdam on June 28, 2002.

Invited speaker on the sunk costs argument at the Austrian Economics Colloquium at
New York University (Dept. of Economics) on Nov. 11, 2002.

Keynote Speaker at the Symposium on Argument and Computation, Perthshire, Scotland,
June-July 2000.

Invited public lecture given to the Department of Communication Studies at
Northwestern University in April 1999.
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Keynote Speaker at the Meeting of the Ontario Society for the Study of Argumentation at
Brock University in May 19909.

Guest Speaker at Northwestern University in the Department of Communication Studies,
May, 1999.

Invited Speaker in the Symposium on Law and Logic at Notre Dame Law School in
1997.

Invited Speaker at the Conference of Irrationality at the University of Montreal in 1997,

Many presentations given while Fellow of the Netherlands Institute for Advanced Studies
in the Humanities and Social Sciences. Public Lecture given while Fellow of the Oregon
Humanities Center. Keynote Speaker at the Conference on Formal and Applied Practical
Reasoning in Bonn, Germany, June, 1996.

Invited participant at the First, Second and Third International Conferences on
Argumentation in Amsterdam in 1986, 1990, and 1994.

Invited participant in the Dagstuhl Seminar on Reasoning and Argumentation in Schloss
Dagstuhl, Germany, 1993.

Invited lecturer at Broward General Medical Center in the C.M.E. Noted Lecture Series
of 1981.



