


Research Argument Map
Editable working document  |  Companion to Appendix A
Use this form with Appendix A. Replace the bracketed prompts with your own entries and expand the space as needed. Preserve earlier dated versions when a question or judgment changes. References to numbered sections refer to the book.
Requirements and audience. Give the project, record version and date. Identify the actual handbook or guidance, its version and relevant sections; the intended examiner and public audiences; and the person who can resolve uncertainties. Appendix D supplies a fuller writing worksheet.
[Requirements sources; audiences; unresolved questions and responsible person.]
Argument map entry. Repeat for each major claim or report function. State the question and its version in the Inquiry Register, the exact claim and version in the Evidence and Interpretation Map, the report section or page, and links to supporting material in the other research documents. For methodological claims, link the approach in the Inquiry Register and consequential AI tasks in the Sources and AI Register so that a reader can examine their fit. When reporting action or learning, carry the Ministry Experiment Journal’s distinction between a proposal, an action undertaken, and an evaluated result. Check that the abstract, synopsis, findings and conclusion use the same scope and degree of certainty.
[Question and claim versions; report location; source links; method fit; action status where relevant; consistency check.]
Review entry. Name what was examined, by whom, when, against which criteria, and with what access. Record the response and any resulting change. Distinguish the candidate’s review, supervision, participant engagement and an independent audit. A methodologically informed reviewer can still have a relationship that needs disclosure.
[Review purpose; reviewer relationship; material available; findings; response.]
Access and reporting decision. For each sensitive item, identify the use permitted in the Sources and AI Register, what this audience may see, the authorized location, what is withheld or summarized, and the consequence for assessment. If essential grounds cannot be assessed through an acceptable arrangement, narrow or omit the claim, or resolve the arrangement before submission.
[Item; audience; permission; access route; restriction; effect on claim.]
Contribution and examination
Contribution and limits. Connect the findings to the literature and theological argument. State the contribution warranted here, alternative explanations, limits of transfer, and work still needed. A proposal is not an observed outcome.
[Contribution; scholarly relationship; limits; further work.]
Examination preparation. Record a difficult question, a concise answer, its source locators, and what would make you qualify the answer. Practise explaining how an unwelcome finding changed the report as carefully as a favorable one.
[Question; answer; grounds; concession or unresolved point.]
Final continuity check. Check identifiers, dates, question versions, claim wording, quotations, references, AI disclosures, permissions, and report destinations. Record what remains unresolved and its consequence. State who completed the check and when.
[Checks completed; unresolved items; disposition; reviewer and date.]
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