EXAMPLE OF TOULMIN MODEL

Claim: 
Drugs should not be legalized.
Stated Reason:
because legalization would greatly increase the number of drug addicts

Grounds:
Perhaps use statistics from other countries who’ve legalized some or all recreational drugs… showing a clear increase from time of legislation; perhaps an explanation of why law effectively hinders drug use, showing how greatly people fear having such on their records and the possibility of public humiliation.
Warrant:
We don’t want to increase the number of drug addicts (or : Increasing number of drug addicts is bad).

Backing: 
Evidence (expert testimony or examples from personal experience) that demonstrates the problems addicts pose for both families and co-workers; statistics demonstrating costs to public for rehabilitation programs or costs to healthcare companies—truly, such a warrant would NOT NEED backing.

Conditions of rebuttal:
Rebuttal of Reasons and Grounds:
It’s possible that there would only be an initial rise in number of users that would gradually taper off; possible to argue that illegality of drugs  may make them attractive… removing incentive, thrill thus likely to lower desire to use.

Rebuttal of Warrant and Backing:
Warrant difficult to take issue with; however, since I offered backing, I’ll at least demonstrate use of counterevidence… Costs to fund public rehabilitation programs paltry compared to war on drugs (comparison possible expenses of rehabilitation versus costs of war on drugs); also, likely that government would stand to make hefty profit in terms of taxing and/or dispensing it (hypothetical scenario). 
Qualifier (reason qualified):
Despite that number of users will peak and then taper off, that new average will still be clearly above what it is presently [no longer “greatly increase”].

