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Philosophy:
philo- "loving" + sophia "knowledge, wisdom"

Transition in Thinking:
The Old Way
Based on mythology/fate
Thinking informed by stories that had been passed down by word of moth through many generations
The way to survival was through constant work (lack of efficiency leading to poverty) 
The New Way (ca. 600 BC)
Thinking informed by reasons/evidence
Everything needed proof and logical explanation
Life = work + leisure (school)

The new non-mythological/non-religious thinking denied faith and demanded support for belief
First attempts (natural philosophers)
Thales: Water as a first principle
Anaximenes: When air condenses it becomes visible, as mist and then rain and other forms of precipitation, and as the condensed air cools Anaximenes supposed that it went on to form earth and ultimately stones. In contrast, water evaporates into air which ignites and produces flame when further rarefied.

Arguments:
Method 1
Premiss – Acceptable, given claim
Premiss – Reasonable, undisputed point
Conclusion – Thesis, contentious claim
Method 2
Premiss – Evidence, data, observation
Premiss – Logical necessity, reason
Conclusion – Controversial assertion 
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The Rational Animal:
ζῷον λόγον ἔχον = zoon logon echon
Aristotle
Trust in the possibility that agreement and mutual understanding can be acheived
Reason (logos) is the feature that sets humans apart from other animals
Being rational, thus, accomplishes our humanity
True knowledge can only be ajudicated through reason
Vs. Emotion, passion

Five Basic Assumptions:
1. Everyone is already skilled to a degree with evaluation claims
2. Everyone can improve these skills
3. We are rational creatures even if we don’t act rationally
4. Good to have general guidelines in evaluation these claims
5. Brief and still useful

Knowledge demands truth:
Truth becomes central to the claim of knowledge
· Philosophy
· Greek. philosophia "love of knowledge, wisdom," from philo- "loving" + sophia "knowledge, wisdom," from sophis "wise, learned.“
· Must have a method of evaluating what is wise (true)

Recognizing Arguments:
Argument:
Set of claims that can be divided in to a conclusion and one or more premises that support one another 
Conclusion
A claim meant to be supported my claims offered in an argument
Premise
A claim put forth as a reason for a conclusion
Inference
The act or process of deriving logical conclusions from premises known or assumed to be true
Material used to derive the conclusions are premises or contributing factors that ‘cause’ the conclusions to be understood as logically coherent (usually true)

Argument Indicators:
Inference Indicators
Conclusion Indicators
Therefore, consequently, hence, conclude, follows, etc
Premise Indicators
Since, for, as, because, reason, etc
Implicit Claims
Implicit premises and conclusions means the argument is an enthymemes
Consider the context of the claims
Moral Claims
Moral claims are judgments, never proven
Cf. David Hume´s Is/Ought distinction
What is can be demonstrated, shown proven
What ought to be can only convinvingly shown to be so But can never necessarliy be shown to be the case
ALL MORAL/ETHICAL CLAIMS  CAN NEVER BE FACT – MUST BE ARGUED
The Future
The future, by definition, has not yet happened and so can never be proven
All predictions/prognostications/forcasts must be aruged to be taken seriously
The future is always an argument

Simple and Complex Arguments:
Intermediate Conclusions
Conclusions used as premises in a continuing chain of reasoning
Final Conclusion
Not itself a premise for anything but the final point
Simple Arguments
Arguments with no intermediate conclusions
Complex Arguments
Those with more than one intermediate conclusion 
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Simple Arguments:
Simple arguments are those that have only one inference
Standard form
Premise
Premise
Conclusion

Complex Arguments:
Arguments with many premises leading to various conclusions
A claim without a number on the right is a premise
A claim with number on the right in a conclusion (matches premises to conclusion)
Standard Form
Arrange the claims so the premises come before the conclusion they support
Number the premises in the revised order
After each conclusion, write the number of the premise that supports it

Arguments as diagrams:
An arrow indicates that the first statement is given as a reason for the second
1

2
Many premises can lead to one conclusion
1+2

3
Complex Arguments with sub arguments
1     
	Sub arguments
2+3

4	Main point

Eight Strategies to make an Analysis:
Indicators and Context
Identify Inference Indicators
Consider the Larger Context
Dealing with Claims
Identify Each Claim in a Passage
Explanations, conditionals, disjunctions (“Or”) and “Unless” statements only make a single claim
Reformulate Claims When Necessary
Discard Elements That Do Not Belong to an Argument
Structures
Identify the Main Argument
Identify any Sub arguments
Identify Replies to any Objections

Arguments VS. Explanations:
When the passage explains why rather than that, it is an explanation, not an argument
Explanations
shed light on something
we know what happened and are stating the reasons/causes for it 
Main point established (fact), but surrounding information is in question
Argument
claim to prove something
we know the reasons (premises) and are using them to establish a conclusion that is in doubt
Main point in doubt, but surrounding facts are well established
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Argument depends on two considerations:
1. The truth or falsity of its premises
2. How much support its premises provide the conclusion

Deductive Arguments:
Premise guarantees conclusion
One statement deductively entails another if and only if it is impossible for the second one to be false, given that the first one is true
The state of affairs in which the premiss (1) is true and conclusion (2) is false is logically impossible

Valid
There is no possible way for the premise to be true, and the conclusion be false
1. False premise, true conclusion
2. False premise, false conclusion
3. True premise, true conclusion (sound argument)
CANNOT have true premise, false conclusion
· If an argument is valid, it stays valid no matter what
· If premises are added that give strong reason for rejecting the conclusion, it is still valid
· And argument that has a contradiction in its premises is valid

Invalid
The truth of the premise does not completely guarantee the truth of the conclusion
1. True premise, false conclusion

Non-deductive Arguments:
Premises confer high degree of probability on the conclusion
Often statistical
If conclusion is more likely than not, the argument is non-deductively successful
Statistical Syllogism
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Complex Arguments:
Character of the argument always defaults to the invalid inference

Summary: Arguments:
Deductive
Valid
Sound
Unsound
Invalid
Non-deductive
Invalid
Successful
Non-successful
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Sentential form:
Letters replace the simple sentences that make up the compound sentences of an argument
       If P, then Q
       P
Therefore, Q

Connectives:
	Ordinary Words
	Symbol
	Name

	Either, or
	∨
	Disjunction

	And, but, yeah
	
	Conjunctions

	If, then
	Antecedent (P)  Consequent (Q)
	Implication


Not, no, none                  ~                                    Negation

Valid Argument forms:
	Modus Ponens
	                If P, then Q              
                P
Therefore, Q
	P  Q
P        _        
Q
	Conditional ( + Premise that asserts the antecedent of the conditional = Conclusion that asserts the consequent of the conditional

	
	                If P, then Q              
                P
Therefore, Q
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	




                If P, then Q              
                P
Therefore, Q

P  Q
P        .         
Q
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