2.1
1. Structure of argument: premises+ conclusion (connected by inference)
2. Describing things or reporting facts without drawing any conclusions or no reasons are given to support the claims is not arguments.
3. Premise /ˈprɛmɪs/ indicators: because, seeing that, given that, as, since, considering that, on account of, as we can see from, as shown by, for
4. Conclusion indicators: so, thus, therefore, hence, this shows that, for some reasons, it follows that, as a consequence, as a result, we may conclude/infer, which proves/shows that
5. The presence of these indicators is not an infallible sign that an argument is present, because many words in English do double-duty.
6. Premises and conclusions are claims

2.2
1. arguments aim to convince someone that something is true, but in an explanation, that something is true is usually taken for granted, and reasons are given to show why it is.
2. Some explanations can be converted into arguments, and vice versa, simply change some tenses.


2.3
1.intermediate conclusions, final conclusions and sub-arguments

2.4
1. The standard form of an argument: 
· the form of a list
· each claim is numbered separately 
· premises and conclusions are clearly labelled
· premises always appearing in the list before the conclusions they support
· inferences indicated by referring to the premises supporting a given conclusion
2. The line separating the premise from the conclusion indicates an inference.
3. The number in parentheses /pəˈrɛnθɪsɪs/ indicates which premise is supposed to support the conclusion.eg. (IC: from 1, 2) 
4. The number of the indicator words tell us at least how many inferences are and help us pick up separate conclusions.

2.8
1. We need to point out the unstated claims whenever we are confident that the arguer intended them. (Missing Premise) / (Unstated Conclusion)

2.9
1. When two or more premises support a given conclusion, it is common to indicate in the diagram whether 
· they do so more or less independently of one another--- two (or more) arrows
· only when taken together--- a line and an arrow (fragile structure) 

3.1
1. Figuring out whether the argument is good involves asking two questions: 
· Are the premises good?
· Is the reasoning (the inference) good?
2. Two questions are independent:
· Good premises and good reasoning 
· Good premises and bad reasoning 
· Bad premises and good reasoning 
· Bad premises and bad reasoning 


3.2
1. When evaluating premises, we usually set our sights not on certain truth, but on rational acceptability. 
2. If the risk involved in making a mistake is relatively small, we can afford to be somewhat less demanding when assessing premises.
[bookmark: _GoBack]3. We may consider the premise as a hypothesis, simply in order to see what would follow from it if it were true.
4. A particular claim is one stating that one or more objects of a certain kind have a certain property.
· One example shows true
· Prove it wrong need to check all
5. A general claim is one made about a more substantial number of objects of individuals of a certain kind.
· General claims can be either vague or precise.
· When a precise proportion is stated, we have a statistical claim.
· There are two especially noteworthy special cases of statistical claims, namely, when either 0% or 100% of the things of a given kind are claimed to have a certain property.
6. Universal generalizations and negative universal generalizations.
· Are often difficult to establish requiring to check everything
· Can be refuted by one counterexample
· Proof of definition
7. Incompetence and ignorance are also common features of advocates.
8. The use of talking points ensures that many opinions will be repeated thousands of time.
9. Common knowledge and commonly held beliefs
10. A set of claims is inconsistent if it is impossible for all of them to be true together. We can immediately conclude that at least one of them must be false.

3.3
1. At first, we represent the pattern or form of reasoning: e.g. If P then W.
       W.              
       So P.
2. Then we can show the form to be untrustworthy by citing an example 

3.4 
1. Deductive reasoning: the truth of the premises is sometimes said to guarantee the truth of the conclusion.

3.5
1. Validity: An argument is said to be valid if it would be impossible for its conclusion to be false if all of its premises were true.
2. The questions of whether an argument is valid and whether its premises and conclusion are true are independent.
· One’s reasoning can be perfectly true, and yet one’s premises and conclusions false.
· One’s premises and conclusion can be true, but the reasoning can still be invalid.
3. Invalid arguments may have any combination of truth values among their premises and conclusions.
4. We must instead think about various possibilities, and see if there is any possible situation in which the premises would be true and the conclusion false,
5. A valid argument with all true premises is called sound.
6. “Some A are B” still counts as true when “All A are B” or “Only one A is B” (at least one A is B).
7. In order to show that a statement of the form “Some A are B” is 
· true, it suffices to give a single example of an A which is also B”.
· false, single examples are powerless. We have to appeal to the definitions of the term involved, and draw general conclusions from them.
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