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Claim, warrant, support.  This strategy arranges the argument along specific lines of 
reasoning.  The writer begins with the claim (thesis), then states the warrant (assumptions or 
value judgments) behind the claim, and then provides support for the claim with several pieces 
of evidence. This organizational strategy, like classical argument, functions as a heuristic that  
reminds writers to clearly identify all major and minor claims, to specify the assumptions  
       
Claim. The main idea, thesis, opinion, or belief of the argument.  The claim answers the  
question, “Whatʼs the point?”    
  
Support.  The statements given to back up the claim.  These can take the form of facts, data,  
personal experience, expert opinion, evidence from other texts or sources, emotional appeals, 
or other means.  The more reliable and comprehensive the support, the more likely the 
audience is to accept the claim.  
  
Warrant.  The connection, often unstated and assumed, between the claim and the supporting  
reason(s), or support.  The warrant is the assumption that makes the claim seem plausible.  Or, 
in short, warrants are the beliefs, values, inferences and/or experiences that the 
writers/speakers assume they share with their audiences.  If the audience doesnʼt share these 
assumptions of the writers/speakers, the argument will not be effective.    
 
 
Examples of Claim, Support, and Warrant  
The following examples illustrate the importance of understanding audience when making an 
argument.  If any of the warrants (underlying assumptions) are not true for the audience, the 
argument is unlikely to be effective.  For instance, in Example 1, if the clergymen that King is 
writing to do not consider Paulʼs words and actions extreme, then they would not see any proof  
to support Kingʼs points.  
  
Example 1: In “Letter from Birmingham Jail,” Martin Luther King Jr. says, “I gradually gained  
a bit of satisfaction from being considered an extremist.  Was not Paul an extremist for the  
gospel of Jesus Christ?”  
  
Claim (main idea):         Extremism is not a negative thing.   
  
Support (evidence of main point):    Paul was an extremist.    
  
Warrants (underlying assumptions):   His audience is familiar with Paulʼs teachings.   
  
              His audience respects Paul.  
  
              Extremism is considered negative in most cases.  
  
        Paul being extreme would make extremism okay.  
  

    His audience would want to be like Paul and  
    would therefore consider anything Paul did to be  
    positive.  

  
        Paulʼs actions are considered extreme by most.  



  
Example 2: Also in “Letter from Birmingham Jail,” King says, “One has a moral responsibility to 
disobey unjust laws.  I would agree with Saint Augustine that ʻAn unjust law is no law at allʼ.”  
  
Claim (main idea):         It is okay to disobey some laws.  
  
Support (evidence of main point):    Some laws are unjust.  
  
Warrants (underlying assumptions):   Justice has a similar definition for everyone.  
        
        Saint Augustine is a familiar figure.  
  
        Saint Augustineʼs words hold weight.  
  
        There are different types of laws.  
  
        There are ways to differentiate between just and  
        unjust laws.  
  
 


