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TƌaŶsĐƌipt 

SL: Hi, ǁelĐoŵe ďaĐk. I͛ŵ SaďƌiŶa aŶd this is the QuiĐk Guide to Oƌal AdǀoĐaĐǇ. IŶ this episode, ǁe͛ll 

shoǁ Ǉou hoǁ to pƌeseŶt a ƌoad ŵap suĐĐiŶĐtlǇ. SpeĐifiĐallǇ, Ǉou͛ll leaƌŶ: eleŵeŶts of a good ƌoad 

ŵap – staŶĐe aŶd suppoƌtiŶg aƌguŵeŶts; ǀeƌďs to sigŶal Ǉouƌ staŶĐe – ďelieǀe aŶd argue; phƌases to 

sigŶpost aƌguŵeŶts – ŵake aŶ arguŵeŶt, adǀaŶĐe a suďŵissioŶ; aŶd teŵpoƌal ĐoŶjuŶĐtioŶs to list 

aƌguŵeŶts iŶ oƌdeƌ – first, seĐoŶd. 

 

SL: A ƌoad ŵap seƌǀes to iŶfoƌŵ judges of Ǉouƌ oǀeƌall staŶĐe; hoǁ ŵaŶǇ suppoƌtiŶg aƌguŵeŶts Ǉou 

haǀe; aŶd ǁhat those aƌguŵeŶts aƌe. 

 

SL: IŶ otheƌ ǁoƌds, it pƌeǀieǁs the stƌuĐtuƌe of Ǉouƌ pƌeseŶtatioŶ. A pƌeĐise aŶd ĐoŶĐise ƌoad ŵap 

thus eŶaďles judges to folloǁ Ǉouƌ aƌguŵeŶts ďetteƌ. Is this the oŶlǇ adǀaŶtage? Not ƌeallǇ! A good 

ƌoad ŵap also ͚teaĐhes͛ judges to ask ƋuestioŶs at appƌopƌiate tiŵes.  

 

SL: Noǁ, let s͛ see hoǁ MaŶsi pƌoǀides a ƌoad ŵap iŶ the ĐoŵpetitioŶ: 

 

MS: We ďelieǀe that this Aƌďitƌal TƌiďuŶal does Ŷot haǀe the juƌisdiĐtioŶ to heaƌ this dispute aŶd I 

haǀe tǁo suďŵissioŶs iŶ this ƌegaƌd. The fiƌst ĐoŶĐeƌŶs the iŶteƌpƌetatioŶ of Clause ϲϱ, ǁhiĐh is the 

dispute ƌesolutioŶ Đlause iŶ the DistƌiďutioŶ AgƌeeŵeŶt, aŶd the seĐoŶd ĐoŶĐeƌŶs the ĐoŶduĐt of 

the paƌties as ƌegaƌds fulfillŵeŶt of the pƌoĐeduƌes speĐified ǁithiŶ Clause ϲϱ. 

 

SL: IŶ this eǆaŵple, MaŶsi fiƌst eǆpƌesses heƌ teaŵ s͛ staŶĐe, that the Aƌďitƌal TƌiďuŶal has Ŷo 

juƌisdiĐtioŶ. TheŶ she iŶfoƌŵs the judges hoǁ ŵaŶǇ suďŵissioŶs she ǁill put foƌǁaƌd aŶd desĐƌiďes 

ďƌieflǇ ǁhat theǇ aƌe aďout. 

 

SL: It s͛ ǁoƌth ŶotiĐiŶg that MaŶsi uses a ĐogŶitiǀe ǀeƌď ďelieǀe to sigŶal the staŶĐe. 

 

EN: We ďelieǀe that this Aƌďitƌal TƌiďuŶal does Ŷot haǀe the juƌisdiĐtioŶ to heaƌ this dispute. 

 

SL: You Đould also use argue, a ŵoƌe poǁeƌful ǀeƌď, iŶstead of ďelieǀe. 
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EN: We argue that this Aƌďitƌal TƌiďuŶal does Ŷot haǀe the juƌisdiĐtioŶ to heaƌ this dispute. 

 

SL: AŶotheƌ thiŶg Ǉou ĐaŶ oďseƌǀe fƌoŵ MaŶsi s͛ ƌoad ŵap is the use of eǆpƌessioŶs suĐh as the first 

aŶd the seĐoŶd to sigŶal the oƌdeƌ of aƌguŵeŶts. Noǁ, take a look at aŶotheƌ ƌoad ŵap giǀeŶ ďǇ 

Heatheƌ aŶd Ǉou ĐaŶ also ideŶtifǇ this liŶguistiĐ stƌategǇ: 

 

HC: The ClaiŵaŶt ŵakes tǁo aƌguŵeŶts iŶ ƌespeĐt of Teƌŵs of RefeƌeŶĐe C aŶd D. Ouƌ fiƌst 

aƌguŵeŶt is that Bill 2ϳϱ does Ŷot ǀitiate the RespoŶdeŶt s͛ oďligatioŶs, aŶd ouƌ seĐoŶd aƌguŵeŶt is 

that theƌe is Ŷo ƌisk ǁith eŶfoƌĐeŵeŶt. I͛ll tuƌŶ Ŷoǁ to the fiƌst of these tǁo aƌguŵeŶts. The 

ClaiŵaŶt adǀaŶĐes tǁo suďŵissioŶs iŶ suppoƌt of this aƌguŵeŶt. Fiƌst, that the RespoŶdeŶt 

ďƌeaĐhed theiƌ oďligatioŶs aŶd seĐoŶd, that Bill 2ϳϱ does Ŷot aŵouŶt to aŶ eǆeŵptioŶ. 

 

SL: IŶ Heatheƌ s͛ ƌoad ŵap, Ǉou ĐaŶ also leaƌŶ soŵe phƌases that sigŶpost aƌguŵeŶts. 

 

EN: 

- To make two arguments 

- To advance two submissions 

 

SL: Oǀeƌall, it s͛ iŵpoƌtaŶt to keep Ǉouƌ ƌoad ŵap suĐĐiŶĐt aŶd to the poiŶt. If Ǉou ĐaŶ use oŶe 

seŶteŶĐe to suŵŵaƌize eaĐh of Ǉouƌ suďŵissioŶs, theŶ Ǉou͛ƌe oŶ the ƌight tƌaĐk! 

 

SL: Afteƌ ǁatĐhiŶg this episode, ǁe hope Ǉou͛ǀe leaƌŶt that: a ƌoad ŵap iŶfoƌŵs judges of Ǉouƌ 

oǀeƌall staŶĐe, hoǁ ŵaŶǇ suppoƌtiŶg aƌguŵeŶts Ǉou haǀe aŶd ǁhat those aƌguŵeŶts aƌe; ǀaƌious 

ǀeƌďs ĐaŶ ďe used to shoǁ Ǉouƌ staŶĐe aŶd sigŶpost aƌguŵeŶts. Foƌ eǆaŵple: We ďelieve that; The 

ClaiŵaŶt advanĐes tǁo suďŵissioŶs. It s͛ a good haďit to oƌgaŶize Ǉouƌ aƌguŵeŶts iŶ oƌdeƌ ǁith 

teŵpoƌal ĐoŶjuŶĐtioŶs suĐh as first aŶd seĐoŶd. Foƌ eǆaŵple: First, that the RespoŶdeŶt ďreaĐhed 

their oďligatioŶs aŶd seĐond, that Bill 275 does Ŷot aŵouŶt to aŶ exeŵptioŶ. 

 

SL: IŶ the ĐoŵiŶg thƌee episodes, ǁe͛ll leaƌŶ hoǁ to Đite faĐts aŶd ƌefeƌ to diffeƌeŶt authoƌities.  See 

Ǉou! 


