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Introduction
The structure of the argument is never separated from the identity of the claim of the argument used 
by the author. The type of claim is truly determined by the understanding of the nature of the 
argumentative construction claim and the author's awareness to use the argumentative claim in 
academic writing. This study aims to describe the tendency of using types of claims by Indonesian 
academic writers. To achieve the research objectives, two problem formulations were formulated, 
namely: (1) How is the tendency to use types of claims by Indonesian writers in academic writing?; 
(2) What are the determinants of the tendency to use types of claims by Indonesian writers in 
academic writing?



Literature Review
Argumentation is an integral part of one's life. Whether we realize it or not, everyone must present an 
argument in their daily life with each other in social life. It may be that the argument is conveyed 
orally, or it may be that the argument is expressed in writing through the vehicle of scientific writing 
in various manifestations. Arguments cannot be separated from the language, culture, and community 
entities that accommodate the language and culture. In the perspective of Saphir & Whorf, language, 
culture, and society influence each other. There are influences that are seen as a weak version, and 
some are seen as a strong version. This research will focus on the tendency to use different types of 
argumentation based on the various cultural backgrounds of argumentative writers. The assumption 
used in the implementation of this research is the Saphir & Whorf hypothesis which asserts that 
language is influenced or even determined by the society and culture that is the container of that 
language.



Literature …
In his research, Douglas Waltton has found a number of arguments that are classified based on the 
types of arguments, namely (1) arguments based on witness testimonies, including (a) arguments 
based on expert opinions, (b) arguments based on analogies, (c) arguments based on 
precedents/assumptions. ; (2) arguments based on verbal classification, which include (a) arguments 
based on perception, (b) arguments based on positive consequences, (c) arguments based on negative 
consequences, (d) arguments based on abductive thinking; (3) arguments based on rules, which 
include (a) arguments based on threats, (b) arguments based on public opinion, (c) arguments based 
on commitment, (d) arguments based on causal correlation, (f) arguments based on personal/ad 
hominem views . Meanwhile, Stephen Toulmin asserts that an argumentative construct is normatively 
divided into two major components, namely claim, ground, and warrant as the main components, and 
backing, rebuttal, and modal qualifier as additional components. Based on the order of these 
components, the argument patterns can be determined. Similar to Douglas Walton's perspective, in 
Toulmin's perspective, claim is also the main determinant of the type of argumentation. The three 
theories presented earlier in this research are placed both as a frame of reference and as a tool of 
analysis.



Method
This study uses a mixed approach. The data were divided into two, namely scientific texts which 
contained the argumentative claims. In addition, the data were also in the form of quantitative 
figures that describe the tendency to use types of claims in argumentative writing. To obtain the 
first type of data, scientific texts from Indonesian writers were needed, while for the second type, 
a Likert scale questionnaire instrument was needed to describe the tendency of using claims. The 
data were analyzed by applying the content analysis method and the descriptive statistic 
technique.



Findings and Discussion
This research has resulted in five types of claim findings in journal articles written by academics with 

various cultural backgrounds. The five types of claim arguments are presented as follows:

a. Types of Claims Argumentative expert opinion

b. Types of Argumentative Claims from Analogies

c. Types of argumentative claims from previous research (precedents)

d. Types of Claims Arguments from Hypotheses

e. Types of Claims Cause-and-Effect Arguments



Findings and …
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The types of claims found in this study are confirmed by quantitative findings with respondents with the same 
cultural background as the authors of the journal articles. Thus, for the time being, it can be concluded that the 

five types of claims are the dominant ones used by the writers of journal articles based on specific cultural 
backgrounds.



Conclusion
The conclusion from the implementation of this research is that the cultural background of the writers 
of journal articles affects the types of claims used by the authors. Thus, it can be emphasized that the 
results of this study confirm the perspective of Saphir and Whorf which emphasizes that language 
and culture influence and determine cultural forms in society. This study has limitations in the 
accuracy of determining the data and data sources. Likewise, this research is still limited in its data 
coverage because it has not reached all regions of the archipelago. On different occasions, 
researchers will carry out broader research to respond to these weaknesses so that these findings 
become more perfect. Other researchers who have similar concerns are welcome to conduct similar 
studies so that the findings of this study become more complete.
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