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| wonder the child node below

The node to left below is true for

If the decisive way of thinking about the kookaburra example might sound more like the child nodes below

Is the idea below to the left refuted by the second child node on the right? Is the idea below to the left refuted by the 2nd idea to the right?
to the right below
Its name is hot onomatopoeic its call sounds like its name The node to the bottom left is supported by the node to the right in a because relationship Its name is onomatopoeic It could be a coincidence The node to the left below is
y true for the reason that is the
| don’t know whether the Both nodes B and C are non
refuted.

2nd node to the right below

Kookaburra’s call is
onomatopoeic.

grandparent node in an
argumentative way.

“Its” is the Kookaburra both “its” is the Kookaburra Parent node is a fact | That could be a coincidence Because of parent node Node B is non refuted “its” is the kookaburra “It” is the connected node to this
: node
It might also not be a Because the node above is true, Relationship: Replies to the
coincidence. Node C is not refuted.

“might” indicates probability “Also” means there’s a
disagreement over node A

between parent node and
connected node

This disagreement means that
both ideas are non-refuted.

“both ideas” are node B and C If there was no disagreement (or
if there was a resolution)then we

would know that it is or is not a
coincidence and maybe one
idea might be refuted.




