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(intro music) I'm Geoff Pynn. | teach at Northern lllinois University, and this
is an introduction[br]to critical thinking. In this lesson, we're gonnal[br]talk
about three things. First, what is critical thinking? Second, what is an
argument? And third, what's the difference between deductive and

reasons for your beliefs. What does that mean? So suppose that you and
your friend are talking about who's[br]lgonna be at tonight's party.

(FkBER) R Geoff Pynn, EHTFILFEFIEFERE, XE—HFM
BENTR. ITRENEBH=MHZF. F—, FT2a2HAEBL? £,
FTARIBIE? B=, BEILIERY BMISIE (ampliative arguments) &
THTARXRN? 87, BAFLABRAIMEBER? MRA LR, A BLEME
ZRFRIMNEZERDNERH., XRTARRER? BRIRNARENSK
HEX ERBIER,

Geoff Pynn @ILEFEFIEFAZE
PRBZE, EBOARIE. A0
M E A ARELAEFHEME
Wireless Philosophy (Wi-Phi)
It HIMEBE RS, BIZRIIN
F—IR,

EFEFIBEFEARZE (Northern
lllinois University) AT ZNeF
AP E R /R T A ILAREK

ampliative argument (¥ RB14i8
i) RREENEEARIE, 8%
WEEEBLERNISIE, W&
VA, Ktb. RIEEERHEES
EBHMEELSFRA inductive
(FAILIL) .

TR =T, R
B APRNBBALE: Fia
BEE, B—RF, EREET
Rz, $FIEAY A BRIX—EM,

fundamentally / fando'mentali/
aav.

MIRA LR AL (RATE
B3| BEOENX)

deductive /dr'daktiv/ ad.
EEN (BEAIE: BHIRENS
BWHE)

ampliative /'@mplr ertv/ adj.
RN (BEAE: SitiER
HBUHRE, ARAEESRA

gE)
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And she says to you, quite confidently, "Monty won't be at the party."
You're not sure whether[br]or not to believe her, so it would be
natural[brlfor you to follow up by asking, "Why do you think so?" And
there are a lot of dn‘ferentthmgs that she might say in response. We're
gonna talk about three possible answers she could give. First, she might
say, "l can't stand him, and | want to have a good time." Second, she
might say,[br]WeII, he's really shy, and he rarely goes to parties." And
third, she might say, "He's in Beijing, and it's impossible to get here

from[br]Beijing in an afternoon."

iAFE B EHXIRIE: “Monty ARIGX IR " IR HE XN XAEE

i, FRUAMRIRBAMZIER—E: “RAFARAING? "HAERAHR
SHABNEE. BfFITIetrIsA L= O, F—M, thrrEE
W ERATM, BRRETOR BTN, MAlskR: “thIEREEE,
ROESINIRSS,"SE=M, hrATaEW: “MAEIR, M— T TFTFIRRER
AEEMIERERIXE.”

1:14
The first response that she gives you does not give you a good reason to
believe that Monty won't be at the party. The second reason,[brlthough, is
a good reason to believe that Monty[brlwon't be at the party. If he's really
shy and[brlrarely goes to parties, then it's probable that he[brlwon't be at
tonight's party. Similarly, the third reason[t_)?jé\_l_s_é_éi_ves you a good reason
to believe that[br]Monty won't be at the party. If he's in Beijing, and[brlit's
impossible to get here from Beijing in an afternoon,[brlthen it's

guaranteed that he won't be at the party.

i HRE—TEE, FIRBAIR—TFERZEERE Monty AEFEIRN .,
AIEZDER, AL MMEE Monty AERIRMNAVIFEER., IRMIE
BEE. ROVESNIRY, BAtRAIEASHIAESKRIIKY L,
#, B=MEBBA TIR—TFEH, X188 Monty ARFIRY . MR
ABELER, M— T TFTFZATAEMERERXE, BMAIUNEEMFS
IR L,

=P EIEZFORITRIXBRA
FTREHR (PAFE) . BR4E
B (MEIR) . REYEH (1)
HEARFIRE), DAISNIFCIE. ¥
RIMEIIE, SBEICIUE, BTIRE
BESERF.

“Why do you think so?” Z#t#
1 BEARESEIE: EXNETET
REEH, MARERESINS
T,

can't stand phr.
AT, ITERBZ (stand b4k

=tolerate, ZRHTEE)

follow up /'fa:low "ap/ phr. v.
1E[a); §RiE (follow up by
asking @138 8] R BR )

AR REBIENER: £
A probable (1RFJEE), 5
=" "H guaranteed (AR
i) . X—laZEEREXESE/
FRUYEXDHIRE,

FERAREREER: . B
=M EMHEFIER, EEET
&, MM BRATEE" B “ R 8

probable /'pra:bobal/ adj.
RATRERY (ARIRAIE: it's
probable that... £5181RAIBERY
37)

guaranteed / garon'ti:d/ v./ad).

WARIERY; FRETCERMY (it's
guaranteed that... ASR%NILL)
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And when you notice things like that, when you distinguish between good

thinking skills. So critical thinking is making sure we have good reasons
for our beliefs, and so one of the essentiallbr]skills that you learn when
you're studying[br]critical thinking is how to distinguish good
reasons[brlfor believing something from bad reasons for believing
something. Now, it's worth saying something about how I'm using the term
"good" here.

HIHERRXEER, SMREXDBERGSNIFERNFERN, R
EECAMHEFIM BHES . R, #HEAEBEMEHERINNER
TOMNEH, Fib, PIHAAINEBERREZEN - OREE, ME
AEREREBNFERTEEESNIMERX S TR, B5b, BLERA
—THREXEREAFER“F X MIN,

EIROEXTELLAE : #EH1E
BE=HRESZHHFER; &0
Ree=XoFIEMSRIER, &
XABHER, THEENS, %
BYEX,

exercise one's skills (iZFEFZEE)
BIFEEERE R ?tt#Ul’_{ L2 ml)l|
ZROREEMIAERE, XE2EMIR
FERIIRIATIR.

HEMENSE TRIEIEF good —1id
HAE—EZ25EHREATE
KB GRIEN, XARGHE
HEHIMEBLERNTRE.

distinguish /dr'stmgwif/ v.
X% . #5l (FBES distinguish
between A and B / distinguish
A from B)

exercising /'eksar saiziy/ v.

TR, 178 (FEE. ©XF),
exercise a skill 2EIEEHD
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I'm not using it to indicate anything having to do with morality or ethics.

So it's not morally right or morally good to believe something on[br]the

basis of good reasons. Similarly, it's not morally[brlwrong, or evil, or

wicked to believe something on[brlthe basis of a bad reason. Rather, here,

truth. So a good reason for a belief is one that makes it probable, that is,
it's one that makes the belief likely to be true. The very best reasons for a

belief make it certain, they guarantee it.

HAEANZETAREEHCEERNARA. N, ETIFERAERE
REHUZE, ATRMREER L EMNSER LR, B, &F—
TMERNEAZEERAGS, AERLARESER. BEHES. B
i, ARXE, R—EARFER, B5 BERXMRSBIEXN. A

M, —TXIEFEMEZNFIER, MEEILXMESRF I REMIIAE

B, IR, ELXNMEIRAENE, - MESNRIFAEREE

ILETESRETER, BEBRIIENE.
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KEEE: XBMNERINRIE
(epistemic) BEXMIEEERENX
—FEH=1RSE SN EME
HIIEE ., XIEEZRIXE” MNE
FIRREEIRR T S EENX R,

“RIFEHRBEIMETER
(guarantee) ” JTEZICIERIE X
BTMRE: RIENVERERRE
BIERR.

PENEIEE: HER
1/J\7F1§ SIEE WEGEEE
=, EEINRISIERE R ZRIZ
ERMZEENEMNIEE,

morality /mo raelati/ n.

BB, EEAR

ethics /'€01ks/ n.
o1, eEE

wicked /'wikid/ ad.

WBE., TSN (PE/BEES
REERNZ X i5)

on the basis of phr.
HTF . iR#E (believe sth on
the basis of good reasons)

Rather /'r&dor/ adv.
(A8) me. Emi: &
ERIARS I BELE

notion /'nowfon/ n.

. M2 (the notion of

truth E X—HE)

closely tied to phr.
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So why does this matter? Well, the reason that critical thinking is
important is because,[brlsince we're rational, we want our beliefs to be
true. Rational people want to have trl_J_é_B_éI_ié_fs, and they want not to have
false beliefs. And the best way to be[br]rational in this way is to form
beliefs only when you find good reasons for them. Okay, that leads us
to[brlour second question: What is an argument? Well, an argument is a
set[br]of statements that together comprise a reason for a further

statement.

BALAZRHLEER? 1B, HANMEBEZMUNEE, ZRENREARBAIZE
89, BMTMALZECNERERREN., BENARERBARES, AT
AERFBRERZ. MEAIAEHEIEYE, RFNDENE: REMRKE
FEARNMET EZAER. iF, X5IHTHMNOE-TEE: A28
IE? SRR —ARR, ENSE—EMM T XFR—THRaAEH,

3:09

So, for example, we can consider one of your friend's responses[br]before
as an argument. She's given you two statements, "Monty's really shy"
and[br]"Monty rarely goes to parties," which together comprise[brla
reason for believing that Monty won't be at the party. The statements that
are the reason, we call the argument's premises. So "Monty's really shy" is
premise one, "Monty rarely goes to[br]p_)ééii_e“s_"“i_s premise two, and the
statement that[brlthose premises give you reason to believe, we

call[brlthe argument's conclusion.

EN0F, BATRIAEMRAR ZBIN—TEEEE—
THRR: 'Monty ERIRZEZE'M'Monty RDESMRS', XMATESER
¥pL T HBE' Monty AERRS'NIERH. (FAEBRNIBLERR, HNMZR
ICIERVRTER . FTA'Monty ERREE'ZHIIR—, 'Monty 1R/ \ﬁﬁbﬂm
S'BAR", MXERIRILFEERIEENIITIRR, BN ZAIIUE
HZEIE,

™R, Hthes TR

3B argument FEHARE“E
W, FRBEEAERIE: —
QH?%W*’]EEQ%%—B?CTZEEEH
HIBRR . XRIIEF I ENSM
RIER,

EMERFRER. BRIET
BINRIEZHRA, FEMHEIR
B EBE (EMNER) Fk
B 5B AN BT,

EX X EIFRE statements
(BRIR) - IRIEH T FI BT ERRAIR
AR, w<a. g, /X
TR LRI,

rational /'refonal/ adj.

B4R, SRR

comprise /kom'praiz/ v.
MpE. 4R (EEXCAIAE,
statements comprise a

reason)

premise (BI#E) 5 conclusion
(4518) BIRIEDITHEARS
fil, IBAEERER" H'HIE1+
BUIR2—>451 " Bt
HEIRIE—TIZR.

E—RIEERAFEBRER “BR.
EE”, EEEITPRENNIL
UE— XM ISIEEM " 5E N ZHE
FE BAERFEEARIS,

premises /'premisiz/ n.

BIiR (premise WEE; ERS
—ERX “REIHFR”)
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A good argument is one[brlin which the premises give you a good reason
for[brlthe conclusion, that is, the premises make the[br]conclusion likely

to be true. In that case, we say that the argument supports the conclusion.

Good arguments support their conclusions, and bad arguments
don't[br]support their conclusions. So a key part of critical[brlthinking is
learning to evaluate arguments to determine whether or not they're good

or bad, that is, whether or not their premises support their conclusions.

FICIE B RIIR A ISR TR MAVICIE, AR, RIREREIER
ARERNE. ARMIERT, HMNMEXMCIEIFAEL. FIRIESUSE
MNEEE, MEIENAITENRILGGIE, ATUREAIIE B AR — 1 KA

7, MEFSTHMHICE, ABEMRFER, Bk, FIRTE(IEIER

EAXFHLGIE,

05 ZE—iHE=TEIE

4:09

The red argument is the first response that she gave, two premises, "I
can't stand Monty" and "I[brlwant to have a good time." And the
conclusion is "Monty[brlwon't be at the party." And the third argument,
[brlwhich we'll put in purple, consisted also of two premises, "Monty's in
Beijing" and[br]"He can't get_%l_'z)_r_ﬁ_éé_ijing to the party in time, so[br]he
won't be at the party." Now, as | indicated[brlbefore, the first argument is

not good, while the[brlpurple argument is good. And here | can explain
a[br]little bit more about why.

AeNXMSILEAENE—TEE, MR HEART
Monty' ' HABFF L. MEEIER Monty AEERRE', FE=TILIE, &
MNAZert, EFEEEmTEIE: 'Monty LR th)ZIEMILR AT
HIERS, FIMBASEIMERS L', EMBZAIIELN, E—MEIER
BIFICUE, MEBICIERIFICIE. EXEHAIUEFMILERE TR
S8
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“UHSIE=RIIRZHF (support)
R =RIRESICRAIERE".
AR I ENEIRS S
CZEMNIHEXR, SRRES
ERRNEEMEE,

“THEISIE” 2t 7 B MRFENE
EiER: EENERE
(validity) . RISEM
(soundness) . VAsEE
(strength) HEMZHZX—1E
SR,

evaluate /1'valju ert/ v.

(&, N (evaluate
arguments TH&ISIE)

REe (4/f8/%K) Hitikas
EAMAHBEFR, ASILITEN
AREBRIEENIFESRE, B
THEN“TAMETIER", BEF
WIRRANBIR,

“| can't stand him” /1 stand &
RNRE, BEMOBAE. %
AHRRIANESEMmMIEXT
Monty TERIZEL, EMS54EIL
FTIHEX R,

consisted /kon'sistid/ v.

consist of A...... AR (TR

MIEL)
indicated /'dr kertid/ v.

5. KRB (as | indicated
before WF Z BIFTIR)
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If you consider what the[br]red argument's premises say, that your friend
can't stand Monty, and she wants to have a good time, and think about
their relationship to the conclusion of the argument, you'll see that
those[br]statements don't make that conclusion any[br]more likely to be
true. The fact that your[brlfriend can't stand Monty and wants to have a
good[brltime doesn't do anything to make it more likely[brlthat Monty
won't be there. It's simply unrelated to the conclusion. In the purple
argument,[brlthough, the premlses,lf they're true, they guaranteel[br]the
conclusion is true.

RIRBBLI IR T A——RAARZEART Monty, MELE
NS O—BRBRBENSKICISILZENXR, MR, XEK
RIFLBIUBTECRBERAIENE. RARZEART Monty FEBIUE
by, RTBXLERFIIMonty A XUSBEFERE. EIREE
REZLRR, MEXBICULR, AIRURNIE, MRIETEEHE.

5:08

So they make it very probable. The truth of the premises[brlguarantees
the truth of the conclusion, and so[brlin the purple argument, the premises
do support the conclusion. Now, it's worth pointing[brlout that the red
argument, though it's bad as it[br]stands, could be made a good argument
with the addition of some background premise. So, for example, if you
founél_b_d_’c_:cﬁé:c-%ur: friend was[br]the person who decided who was going
to be invited to the party, then the fact that she can't stand Monty and
wants to have a good time would give you a good reason to believe that
Monty won't be at the party, because it would give you reason to believe

that she didn't invite him.

FILENRLEIEH A REEIFES. IRABMMFRILETECHE, FELES
ERIEH, RR\BIXEFSE. TEESEENE, deRitR2AMER
XTHEFRREMCUE, BANRMEETERAIRE, ERFAZRIFICIE
B, tbanit, MRIRARIRAARIERREBIFERRSBTA, ot
FZART Monty XIS OXTEE, MRLEIR—T1E(E Monty RE
RoiFEH, AAXSIHREEHBEMLEEIEMT.
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FIBTARETELL IR ATIRES
“ELEICERIRENE" (R
R), ABIIENRTRS FEieH=R
TMEF; LERIERRENSES
DE—ME R RREAIRERN
R

“simply unrelated to the
conclusion” R IRICIERY & LA
k: RNERTRAER, MR
BEBAEMSERTET. BEF
M2 AREFBIR.

unrelated / anrr'leitid/ adj.
AHEXE (unrelated to the

conclusion 54587 %)

SEMAT: FRIEEIHEE
SRR EF (W“MhiERREE
BREMAN"). BHERIEEER
RENRERR, ZEFEMER
ILIE (enthymeme),

R—RURRCIETHEAIERES
Bit: B—ARnREFRERE
S TXHFERR, FNthAIRIE
AISSERMNEEHRERIR, BR

KRN (principle of charity)

the addition of phr.

ok A&h...... (with the
addition of... BE#7E...... )
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But as it stands, the[brlargument is not good. Those two

Monty won't be at the party. Okay, our last topic is to distinguish two
different types of arguments. So I'm gonna put up here, on the left, the
orange argument, which is the second response that your friend gave,
"Monty's really shy" and[br]"He rarely goes to parties." On the right we'll
put[brlthe purple argument, "Monty's in Beijing" and "He can't get from
Beijing[brlto the party in time."

EMBERX TR, XMCIEREFICIE. EMXM ARG
=, Bl BESRREEHRERE Monty AE2XRRE, ¥, Bil&E—
MERE XD IFARERERICUE. FAELDHR EERRICIE, 2R
AARGERNE_TEZE: 'Monty ENREENRDEZSNRE' . AL
BATHEERIEIE: 'Monty IR M KIEMIERKITHEIRS' .

6:06
Both of them have the same conclusion, "Monty won't be at the party."
Now, as | said before, both of these are good arguments, they both do

give you reason to believe the conclusion, i.e., both of them have premises
which support the conclusion, but there's an important difference between

the two arguments[brlthat | want to point out. If you consider the purple
argument, and think about what those premises say, you'll notice that
iflbrlthose premises are true, if Monty's in Beijing,[brland can't get from
Beijing to the party in time, then it must be true that Monty won't be at
the party.

MENGILE—HM: 'Monty ARERRY'. EMFKZBIAMR, XA DEE
SFICIE, EAEMLA T IRBEIZE SRR, AR, MENRIHRED
XL, EXMMEIEZEE —TEENXS, KBELR, IREE
Z—TEEICIH, BEAMLIRIZ T4, RaFEE, IRXEFRD
B, 1R Monty £t R, MEREMIERENERIRS, BBAMKDAR
B Monty f2XRR=.

=
i
=32
b
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“considered in themselves” (Ff
HAGmE) MWETHEOR:
RECHTENVRIR, TRt E=
2. 5 LEBEEI——H% EiiREE
OB, EIFETURIVR (as
it stands) #1T.

as it stands phr.
MERERMS. IR (i
Ehith)

considered in themselves
phr.
MEARGMmIC. 2MKE (R

BEMERESR)

MMFICIEREIRER, BT
RRG ASEEEREES: #
XIFEIE, EXFHRARE
—MELRDANE, —TRIE
FIRAENE,

i.e. BRITIE id est (AN) HY4E
5, ATH—MEERRIN
EES5 e.g. (exempli gratia, f4l
M) Xy, MERFEARIESM
#E,

i.e. / ar'i:/ abbr.

Bl. 2t (HI T8 id est
MBS, ERRIN)
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Those premises guarantee the conclusion. In such an argument, where the

premises guarantee the truth of the conclusion, we call the argument

deductive. In a deductive argument,[brlgiven the premises, the conclusion

must be true. Just thinking about the information in the premises in a

deductive argument gives you all you need[br]to deduce the conclusion. If

conclusion[br]might still be false.

XL
MRizy
RS

MLERIRNE, FRMAFERRN,

BUIRIRIE T 458 ML, TEXF—MRIRRIESIC N BANSIER, 3]
CULAEEICUE. ERFICUET, RELERIR, SICMORNE,
IR, REFZRRPESHER, MEMILREELLSIE, 8
MRREBREMNICE, RRERIFRHAIFNLL, EREEICUEF, BME

B RFHLAEIER - ASK THE BEST MINDS

deductive (EZE) IRIEHIEN:
RRENSIEVHE, BI“EER
BB” (truth—preserving) , X2

NIZEMRINR,

deduce StE/REHN “BEE"E
R, BERARNTREX, B8R
B HHIE (RERENR
EfRTR) HXZEY RMICIEmIF
EE,

given /'givan/ prep.

427, BRE (given the
premises TERIHRLATE RIS
T), FARSMAE

deduce /di'du:s/ v.
JEEW . EETY (REXEEN
PRI 2518)

not the case phr.

FIEUOLL, RREEL (that's
not the case &) FFIE40ILL)
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Even given that Monty is really shy and rarely goes to parties,[brlit's still
possible that he'll get over[brlhis shyness and suspend his policy of rarely

So the truth of the premises[brlin the orange argument does not
guarantee the[brltruth of the conclusion. Arguments like this, we call
ampliative. In an ampliative argument,[brlthe truth of the premises makes
the conclusion probable[br]out doesn't guarantee it. Now, as | said, both
of[brlthe arguments are good.

BIfE Monty iSTREZMARDESNRE, MINAEAERRECHNE
&, ETRMROEZRIORG], HASRMEI, XK, B
SSAEFRE, AMNEREIRIESR, FRAEATMRIEEIENE., XEFNIE
iE, BOVRZAYT B (ampliative) . £ BMICIEF, AIRANEEE
ZICTSRATEE, EBHMRIESEICHIL, WFFTR, XA MEIEHZEFE
k.
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HERSEEFNBEIR: &S
RERREEMEIEARE
fz? “EBEERINNGBHE LA
g8, MEBILIAPEZ. BME
BHEFEN KRG SE.

ampliative J&B amplify (¥~
A), BieGeBY THRME
HER—RIRIENENERSS)
R, AR ARRB ARG

[

il

get over phr. v.

AR, 3ZBE (get over his
shyness ZAREZE)

suspend /sa'spend/ v.
i, AL (LA EERHTR D
NI541)

policy /'pa:lasi/ n.
(PAR) —RBME. B (tk
LFE“BIER” X)

unexpectedly / anik'spektidli/
aav.

HAER
show up phr. v.

mng. #@ (MEEA, =
appear)
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Ampliative arguments can often be very good arguments,[brlthey're just
not deductive. The premises don't guarantee[br]the truth of the
conclusion. Now, when you're evaluating an argument, it can be important
to know whether or not the argument is supposed to be deductive or
supposed to be merely ampliative. If an argument is[br]supposed to be

the premises don't guarantee the[brltruth of the conclusion, if the
conclusion could[br]be false even though the premises are true,[brlthat's
often a good reason to reject the argument as a bad argument.

FRIECIEEEAINZEREFNICE, RTIENA2EEN, siRAN
RIESIEANE. Bla, SREHE—MCIEN, FEBEXMSIEEITEE
FEFEIIE, TRNUTEEAT REICHE, FIERREEN, IR—T
WIEARNZEEN, BFEEMNEAM, ERERRAMRESIENE,
ARRHRNEMEIRDAEENR, BXEEME—TIFER, ILREZXD
WIEHIE RIMEIEMINAE .

ROTHERN: SFERSIE“=
B BEFEEEY RIE, BiXRAE
Rrtmf, FBEIREEAMEAEIATR
RIELICAICIER RIMAY (T3
8), FHRLIER.

merely /'mirli/ adv.

L. R (merely
ampliative {X{XZEH EIMEH)

reveals /r1'vi:lz/ v.
181~. B (consideration
reveals that... EMELR

reject /ri'dzekt/ v.

IER. BE (reject the
argument as bad IEIEIEF)N
HIBIUEMmiE4E)

MIAEIE - B 14 T
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Whereas in an ampliative argument, to notice that the truth of the
premises doesn't guarantee the[brltruth of the conclusion, is simply to
notice that[brlit's an ampliative argument. If you were to object[br]to the

orange argument by pointing out that,[br]still, the conclusion could be
false, you'd[br]really be missing the point. In an ampliative argument,

premises. Rather, what an ampliative[br]Jargument is doing is giving you
reasons to think that the conclusion is probable.

maEy BRYICIER, TRIRAEHMRIEGEHE, FTE2EREETE
—/\H“ BMISIERT ., IRMARRESIENARZEIEL: HiLEER
AIEEN R, BMREIHMSIVEES. £ BRMESIER, 'SieHAHRIR
FRRIE 2RI HEIAEZEIR. ¥ RMEICIEFIHNSETE, BEBIHR—L&
BREINNEICRAIEEMIL,

7
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RERES: R“ECIAEER
] ERET REISIEECHEER
(missing the point), EREZA
SRR RELAME, RFEGRES
IR ATHE

R—RBUNLEX: EERETH
A “RIREICth T RELHEE” T BL
MR R RE—RE
HIRIERY BMA, EMETET
EEAICHIER,

Whereas /wer'&z/ conj.
m. Rz (EXHXSEEEE, 5l
HERIER)

object /ob'dzekt/ v.
=3t BERIY (object to
sth; ERNAEFEE_FN)

missing the point phr.
BHEER. RBTESE (miss
the point B9#17=0)

taken for granted phr.

WA AIEFTEA. AR
(take sth for granted)

MEAKEIE - ¥ 156 ;T



7 3E bi R B & IFRIKANIZE - ASK THE BEST MINDS

08 £RELLYE

8:33

So knowing what type of[br]largument an argument is essential to knowing
which tools to use to evaluate whether or[br]not it's a good argument. And
we'll talk quite a bit more about different tools for[brlevaluating both
ampliative and deductive arguments in future lessons. Okay, so summing
up this lesson. Critical thinking is making sure that we have goo_d_r:é-éé_o_r_{s
for our beliefs, where we understand a good reason as one that makes
the belief[brlprobable, or likely to be true. An argument is a set of
statements, which we call premises,[brlthat together comprise a reason
for another statement, which we call the argument's conclusion.

FRIA, Z0E—MOIEEFHfEE, SSFAMEZAMLE TEKFHEERT
BICIE, REXEEN. EUEHIRED, BRISFEZSHITIOTEET R
MISIENDEZICIENEMABE IR, F, HIMRELE—TXTIR, #AM
BANMERERINNECNEZHEIFER, MB(HCHIERERN: &
ZESLERAIEE. RFTENENER, RIER—AHFRER—RKNMZ
NER—EMSERME T IFR— T HRARNER, BIRARNRZ
NIBIEEEIE

9:08

And in a good argument, the premises support their conclusions, that is,
the premises give you a[brlgood reason for believing the conclusion,
because[brlthey make it probable. A deductive argument is[brJone where
the conclusion is guaranteed by the premises.[br]if the premises are true,
then the conclusion must be true. An ampliative argument[brlis one where
the premises don't guarantee the conclusion, but they do make it
probable. So they can still provide you with good reason for[br]believing
the conclusion.

ME—NMFLCIER, FHRIFESES, WMEiR, RS TIRBEIZEL
ﬁjmoﬁﬁ%ﬂaﬁﬁmmkﬁﬁﬁ

HE5

BUSFIEH, ENEIMEXEIER

HOICIE. AREIHENE, B4 Zﬁi%?t&én“jjﬁi RSN Z AR FH A
EICRBRATEE. FRENNABENRER

RIESIEHNICIE, BEREES
HABEZEICHNIFIER,

=
i
=32
b

RERTEER=HATEN, HMn
ERERER D B4 LB
(FEX28) 5y REM™eIiE (V3
PRIBEE. WEREE) MITET

",

AIRBRIBWRE HEMAITEE
5Bl tell them what you'll tell
them — tell them — tell them
what you told them (FRE—R
F—RE),

summing up phr. v.
BEE. BEFE (sum up HHR/X
BEERMNEIERIE)

EREX AT “X is one where /
in which ...l IREFER. KEIR
BT 2REPARIBNEX, &
ERBERSHEME,

EE/ T RMNX 9 W ROBEE M
MADZ: JBEEESFAMNE
8, WSEHMA inductive HRE
&, Wi-Phi XA ampliative &
BESEERE.,
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Okay, so that ends this[brlintroductory lesson.

%, XPANINRMEXE,

9:47

Subtitles by the Amara.org community

FEH Amara.org X2
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i
=32
b2l
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FIRARTE—H; Wi-Phi #t#
MRARIINEEEBREETN
M. AR, BIBIR. AR5
WEEIEE R,

introductory / mtro'daktori/ adj.
AIIH. SEHER
(introductory lesson N[ i)

Amara.org BIFEFRNEFEEF
&, TED. T2 RENMEA
EAREREENASINENIZET
=,
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F_Gln OB - EREHHRIA

1. Suppose that ...
“So suppose that you and your friend are talking about who's gonna be at tonight's party.”

SINRBIBIRAMTOET S, R, IEXEFIEA. FIETEMND, HEFTHXRIR......". /55 Suppose that you

have to choose between two job offers.

2. give (sb) a good reason to believe that ...

“The first response that she gives you does not give you a good reason to believe that Monty won't be at
the party.”

NERSIIZOEER: BH“IF H(E2. JTE reason to do sth BAER ., A& good #y strong / compelling,

3. It's worth + v-ing ...
“Now, it's worth saying something about how I'm using the term "good" here.”
“BLE/ER.....HEEEINE, BRETHRIRBISEF. TIK: it's worth pointing out that..., FAROES.

4. X is one in which / one where ...

“A good argument is one in which the premises give you a good reason for the conclusion.”

TEXMEZEGI: one FEBIEIREINESRE, EREBNDREEFE. SEX. BEREFIMRIA,

5. Even given that ..., it's still possible that ...

“Even given that Monty is really shy and rarely goes to parties, it's still possible that he'll get over his
shyness.”

bR “BMEAFGA......, BBEHBE......7 given that RiR“TE...... [LILAIRTIR T, b even if EBEN HHEIIRNE.

6. If you were to ..., you'd ...

“If you were to object to the orange argument by pointing out that, still, the conclusion could be false, you'd
really be missing the point.”

REIASRM4T) were to 230, HRBRBHRMIEREGR, Lbif you object B&RYE. RIRMER, EERMUMIEHN S H

i%o

7. as it stands
“But as it stands, the argument is not good.”

“THVATS. AMKEIIE", BRREHRNSH5E, FE. SiFg=EM: The draft, as it stands, needs more

evidence.

J5 3E B R MIAKEE - F18 |
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8. ..., that is, ...

“Learning to evaluate arguments to determine whether or not they're good or bad, that is, whether or not
their premises support their conclusions™

A thatis (=ie.) EHRIERMERFHNER, BREFARRABHEFOME. FENETESZE, EEEMIMK

AN
7J o

J5 3E B R MIAKEE - 19|
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g b Bin g BY }H;.
ampliative [@empleitrv/  adj. FRME (ZEAE: SeERBEaHR, ARREELRA 0:00
fE)
as it stands — phr. MERIERMS. BIVK (CRincizhits) 54
can't stand — phr. SAT. TERZ (stand b4t =tolerate, SHFEE) 0:41
closely tied to — phr. 5. . E%Bx. BUEY 2:08
comprise /kem'prarz/ V. ¥MEE. AR (IEXXAIE, statements comprise a reason) 2:40
considered in themselves — phr. MEAEML., BMKE (FREEEMERER) 5:41
consisted /kon'sistid/ V. consist of H......4AH (FRRA#EENIET) 4:09
deduce /dr'du:s/ V. EEL . WY (HEfERNAHEEID) 6:34
deductive /dr daktrv/ adj. EEN (BEAE: AIRENSEEVE) 0:00
distinguish /dr' stiggwif/ V. X% . #4353 ($5E distinguish between A and B / distinguish ~ 1:42
A from B)
ethics /' e0rks/ n. fEI1E; eI 2:08
evaluate f1'veelju et/ V. iT{E. N (evaluate arguments HISIE) 3:40
exercising /'eksor saizimy/ V. BA. 1T (BBE. A, exercise a skill 2EEEE 1:42
follow up /'fazlow 'ap/ phr.v. J8id; ER# (follow up by asking @iTiBI[E)KER#H) 0:41
fundamentally / fando'mentoli/  adv. MIBAR LR AEE (ERFIESIEROEN) 0:00
get over — phr.v. AR, $EBL (get over his shyness RAREE) 7:06
given /' grven/ prep. 48TE. {RE (given the premises FTERIRLENRMEFT), AR  6:34
SIMAE
guaranteed / gaeron'ti:d/ v./adj. HRRIERY; BRETTERAY (it's guaranteed that... ASRZNILL) 114
i.e. [ ar'iy/ abbr.  BD. BEiRW (I T18 id est WES, ERFIN) 6:06
indicated /'mdr kertid/ V. e . RHBF (as | indicated before #1F 2 BiFfii) 4:09
introductory / mtra'daktori/  adj. A8, H1eMH (introductory lesson A[JiR) 9:37
merely /' murli/ adv. U, AT (merely ampliative X E RIEAY) 7:35
missing the point — phr. EIEES. RETEE (miss the point BI#HTT) 8:06
morality /ma'reelati/ n. EfE; BREAR 2:08
75 3E B R MIANEIR - 2 20 |
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not the case — phr. HAELL. REESL (that's not the case 1&RHIEANLL) 6:34
notion /' nowfon/ n. &, WM& (the notion of truth“B”X—H:&) 2:08
object /ob'dzekt/ V. &3, IBEFI (object to sth; TERAEZSEE_ST) 8:06
on the basis of — phr. ETF. #RIE (believe sth on the basis of good reasons) 2:08
policy /'pa:losi/ n. (MAR) —8BMeE. BN (L EE“BER” ) 7:06
premises /' premusiz/ n. AR (premise NEE; ABRB—ENX"EREIH”) 3:09
probable /' pra:babal/ adj. RAJAERY (AIRATE: it's probable that... Z5IE1RFIBERLIL) 114
Rather /' raeSor/ adv. (O8E) m2. BRIt SEMREESIBEE 2:08
rational /'raefonal/ ad;. MR, SFEMN 2:40
reject /i1’ dzekt/ V. EF. BE (reject the argument as bad B RIFICIET  7:35
1E4)
reveals fr1'viilz/ V. #B~. EE (consideration reveals that... HfF&LM......) 7:35
show up — phr.v. &, B (DEEHE, =appear) 7:06
summing up — phr.v. R&. g (sum up WR/XELRWITEIERIE) 8:33
suspend /sa'spend/ V. HiE, ik (LAMEERFTHR D AIRS]) 7:06
taken for granted — phr. B NIBFTESA. BAIAES (take sth for granted) 8:06
the addition of — phr. hnt. Ao (with the addition of... Eid#h%......) 5:08
unexpectedly / anik 'spektidli/  adv. HAE R 7:06
unrelated / anrr lertrd/ adj. THHER (unrelated to the conclusion 545ET%) 4:40
Whereas /wer'&z/ conj. M. kzZ (EXRSEEEE, 5|HERIER) 8:06
wicked /" wikid/ adj. MEEY, THSH (BE/BEEHXAEERXE) 2:08
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FEUEks HEEEN - 7 &

1. HEEE HEFEBL4E? Hhay“ i Em ™ et 47
2. BRMNE—TEE (“BEATH, BEETL") ItATHRIFER?

3. HENHER: XER—TEHYF", BEEEX LFIE?

4. ftARZIBIUE? ARG BlFET A7

5. BEIES T BRMICIENXEEKAZHA? MEBHAUZIFICIEE?

6. At AR “ERNrIEEN R EREESBIER RIEER?

~

W

75 3E B R

£E

HEAIMRERBRE CNESEFER (5 0. 3 KR); HERERESRAUEANENERH, RIFOEHER

AR ARG T MURAIFICIE? XA T HA?

A

IHERNE (B 48).

. ERESERTET: BMEXATERAE, hLEARRIRS “Monty FHRIRS " HEMBRR (5 9 &),
AR, SEENEELTX, MEs5 ‘B X HERRFESRAENENER (84 K).
CRIER— AR EMASIT B — R ZIBRFRIA; (FROEBBRARIETR, RIiRAIRIZREABEAA N RRARL

Zie (8 5. 6 k).

DEEWIEFIRENEEHE (AHRRIESEL); ¥ RECIEPRRRAEEICRAEE, FMRIE. MEHAINE

FIE (5513, 14 E§).

- EAT RISIEAREMECARREMRIES S, ERENRZESCRAIGERIL EHX—RRZELTENSE

B, MIFERIERRE (58 16 ER) .

AEERAREANRY, WNRARERREZBRENN —XIIIR Monty Fits 7 HEERIZEIS

AUIEE, XRIICIEFABUR T RHRESRIR (58 10 ),
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