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Btw, in our “Why study 
logic?” mtgs we skipped 
over n-door challenges.

They are inductive, not 
deductive; we’ll visit 
inductive later (see our 
schedule in the syllabus).
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Logistics again …
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Once seal broken 
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return.  Remember 
from first class, any 
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for “Stanford” 
paradigm, with its 
software instead of 
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The email address you enter is case-sensitive!
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is the best choice, browser-wise (though I use Safari).
Watch that the link emailed to you doesn’t end up being classified as spam.
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Micro-homily:

Having read Chapter 1, now to Chap 2, skipping to ~ p. 34!

“What category of English sentences does logic focus on?”

M. Chi:  Self-testers end up being self-made.
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Interactive Part II of Class? …


