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‘Three Ways to Respond’
Graff and Birkenstein raise very fundamental points in chapter four of the “They say, I say” as they analyse the essence of supporting or disapproving arguments with elaborate explanations. The authors claim that there are three ways to respond to other peoples’ arguments and that those ways include providing extensive supporting explanations (Graff, et al. 54). This claim is quite controversial as agreements and disagreements are essential aspects of social interactions and must be given careful consideration for promotion of relations between different individuals. Whereas people may welcome agreements within social interactions, they may not be agreeable to disagreements. The claim that one should always strive to support their reason for agreeing or disagreeing with other parties does not hold as it is impractical within the context of sustaining social relations. 
Body
Expecting an individual to effectively support their divergent views with elaborate explanations as postulated by Graff and Birkenstein may not be practical, therefore, and may sometimes lead to disharmony within social interactions. Arguments take place within a social setting and that must be respected (Bornmüller and Lessau 6). People can easily agree or disagree with sentiments given by other people and leave it at that within social contexts. There is no compelling reason why individuals must voice their support for a given idea or standpoint with emphasis if they are confident with their position. On the contrary, it should be incumbent on the other party to seek to know more on why an individual may agree or disagree with a certain idea in the spirit of seeking creating harmony and seeking consensus. 
Conclusion
In conclusion, the importance of sustaining arguments to convey meaning cannot be overstated. But the fact that arguments take place in social context must always be respected. Structuring sentences or arranging a sequence of statements to support one’s reasons for agreeing or disagreeing with ideas becomes useless, therefore, for the simple reason that individuals are liberal entities that make judgements predicated on several functions and not just the fact that one individual has an argument. People must be left to make their authentic positions known to others, therefore, but must not feel compelled to provide supporting explanations. 
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