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Top reviews The latest top reviews ©1996-2015, Amazon.com, Inc. or its affiliates, because top reviewers need things to feel right to want to follow your lead. Lead bulletproof reasoning because what you say needs to sound right. Ultimately, you need to trigger an action, which makes consent easier. We all have a reason to do our job. The reason doesn't
have to be a good reason. They are often not. The reason doesn't have to be a product of conscious choice. They are often not. This is a book about what people are familiar with. Understand what people tick, including them. When you are standing up to the stone wall, when the idea is rejected, or when faced with hostility and anger, you will discover what
works and what does not. Learn how to be an uncompromising compromiser. A way to skillfully master the right person rather than rational, and to confront those who cannot stand. Along with moves to kick out and steer other guys, you will learn techniques to develop life skills that will dramatically increase your chances of professional success and personal
satisfaction. The book you have has been revised and updated. To suit our times, I must say, welcome to the New Normal. It is a time and place that is not kind or gentle. Our new challenges are different from our old ones. The conversation is tougher. Disagreements occur more often. The conflict is trying more. All too often, it's a guy who has a do it my way
style of getting his way. Man with heavy metal move. Unless you have a special knack for looking for other ways, look forward to it. The new chapter explains how to use heavy metal moves. You will not be dissed, fired or thrown away and will learn how to protect against use by others. People in dispute can no longer afford to hire litigation lawyers. In a new
chapter, we discover alternatives that save time and money in court cases: mediation, arbitration, and joint mediation. Like court cases, these options are private. Sensitive. And nothing can happen unless you choose to make it happen. Choose the best process and what to do. What are you doing? By the way, if you're interested in becoming a mediator, this
chapter explains the basics of teaching workshops to lawyers and non-lawyers interested in becoming full-time or part-time mediators. Do you do business with people from remote worlds? How to hear what is not said. How to bridge the difference, and who plugs it in. The new chapters show the basics of intercultural persuasion, negotiation, and dispute
resolution. AuthorLogic and language tricks that inherit statements of claim are passed down as errors. The author categorizes many errors and explains them in a concise and well-deadpan way to make this text very readable. One of the other reviewers touched on the fact that the name given to the error was Latin. However, while this is true, I do not agree
with the view that knowledge of Latin is actually necessary to read and enjoy this text. I know almost nothing and loved it. I see the book as a well-written, engaging and funny reference to how people deliberately (and unknowingly) twist, massage and manipulate English in order to make their case. You need a firm grasp of English to fully understand the
book - it focuses closely on the nuances of the language and if you are not fluent, you will miss the point. Communication is an important skill. Like all skills, it can be learned, honed and improved. Some people are born with the skills to persuade, persuade, dodge and argue (e.g. politicians and sales staff). Some need a little help. This book allows me to find
more effectively from a distance when any of these errors are applied to me by others and head them off before they take effect. I've now noticed that I can analyze what people say in a much more clinical way that allows people to more accurately guess the real motivation behind the words and phrases used. I have also seen improvements in my ability to
steer discussions and conversations towards my preferred agenda by avoiding conflict without antagonism to others. The book is certainly remembered for trying to win arguments and is not a list of reflying case studies. Also, this book is not a self-help guide that might be guessed by its title (but it is beyond me why people buy and read books purely based
on that title). If that's what you need, buy something else. But if you need to treat people regularly and read and deal with the political situation effectively, get this book. I stumbled across the book at Barnes &amp; Noble in Bakersfield. It looked interesting, so I picked it up. I'm learning logic and philosophy and teaching home-school kids, so I thought this
might be a book that shows these errors in an interesting way. Unfortunately, as I read it, Pirie doesn't seem to have a big handle on some of the arguments to use as an example of this book, frankly putting the credibility of the rest of the book into serious doubt. Come across this book by chance at Barnes &amp; Noble in Bakersfield. It looked interesting,
so I picked it up. I'm learning logic and philosophy and teaching home-school kids, so I thought this might be a book that shows these errors in an interesting way. Unfortunately, as I readPirie doesn't seem to have a big handle on some of the arguments he uses as an example for this book. Let me give you an example from the Conclusions to deny premise
section of pp.66-68 of his book. Pirie explains this kind of error: The conclusion that denies that premise is one of the things I forgot I started to say. It begins by maintaining that a matter must be true, and ends up with a conclusion that is completely inconsistent with that conclusion. This seems to be another way to state that the conclusion is self-defeat
because it relies on contradictory assumptions. One example he uses is callum cosmology, one of the standard arguments for Christian apologism. Pirie describes the argument as: Everything must have a cause. This should be due to a previous cause. We know that we need a causeless cause to start the process because it cannot go back forever. The
bottom line is that God exists (as a cause without cause), and one of the premises of the discussion is that God must have a cause, because everything has a cause and God becomes part of everything. However, there are two obvious problems with this argument. The first is that Pirie integrates two *separate* arguments: the existence of God, column
cosmology and contingency arguments. The second is that in the long history of Christian thinkers, no Christian thinker has defended the proposition that everything must have a cause. Pirie even has the audacity to claim that Aristotle and Aquinas used this kind of argument without citing it, so I can't confirm that his understanding of these thinkers is correct.
Now, the proposition championed by Christian thinkers such as the modern philosopher William Lane Craig is that everything that begins to exist* has a cause. This is an important difference. Christians have always believed that God has no cause because He was not created and did not have a self-present beginning. This is the same blunder that Richard
Dawkins fell into in his book Delusions of God (which embarrassed the a godsa being anarchist to the atholyst). Pirie doesn't have the kind of reserging to explain such a basic blunder (and if I think it's a bit harsh, this is because it's easy to avoid falsehoods, but I always see it from atheists who don't bother to learn what they want to criticize). It is also worth
noting that the Big Bang had not yet been discovered in the days of Aristotle and Aquinas. For them, the universe that exists forever was a valid possibility (now much less effective). So they didn't know ifIt itself had a beginning, needing a cause to start it. The argument that Aquinas defends succeeds even if the universe is eternal (and therefore has no prior
cause). So let me separate the two arguments. First, column cosmology: P1: Everything that begins to exist has a cause. P2: The universe began to exist. C: Therefore, there was a cause in the universe. Now, one can infer God from this argument, but the argument itself does not lead to the conclusion that God exists, and does not lead to the conclusion
that the universe had a cause. Thinkers like Dr. Craig use this argument as part of a cumulative case for God's existence because it does not lead to the existence of a Christian God. Aquinas defends similar arguments (just like Aristotle), but I'm not very familiar with his version. I don't defend it here because I need a lot of space to do so, but I give a very
simple and basic treatment of the discussion. The universe moves (and in Aquinas, movement was not necessarily just a movement, but a movement from potency to reality). The universe moves, so it has the potential to be realized. But the potential to make it happen must have something outside of itself (for example, wood can draw fire, but anything that
can draw fire needs to be lit). In other words, a universe with the potential to need realization must have something external to realize. This requires something that is a pure act with no possibility at all, otherwise you are left with an infinite retreat that would not be possible. The second argument is crisis management. This argument essentially states that the
universe and all of the universe are accidental. Since the universe itself is accidental (for example, we know that the universe will one day die of heat death), the accidental one needs something outside itself for its existence and is a necessary entity. This necessary entity we call God. Pirie tries to pay lip service to save the argument and gives him what he
thinks will be a Christian attempt to save the debate (as I've shown, Christian thinkers don't have to save the debate because it's obviously not as stupid as Pirie thinks). I will then refute that statement. Again, of course, he is wasting his time because there is no need to adjust the actual statement, and what he adjusted for it is clearly a poor statement
(obviously because the universe is not in the universe). That's all I say about it. There are other problems with the book, such as Pirie also not understanding politicsVery well (or perhaps he looks to uneducated members instead of good thinkers who hold positions he opposes). He added: The ancient and controversial adnobitum arguments collectively fall
under the umbrella 'time series snowberries' (the argument that the old is older because it's old, and the ad novitum of the argument that it's better to be new because it's new). He notes that the antiquam argument in the debate ad finds it home among conservatives. This may be true, but he also makes no mention of many conservatives making arguments
for their positions. I oppose same-sex marriage not because all cultures have traditionally rejected the concept (which is true), but because of what marriage* is, because the freeness of men and women is an essential property of marriage. Now, he argues that while liberals were home to debate adnobitums, strangely enough, he now makes it home among
conservatives (which is news to me because conservatives literally want to preserve the status quo). He says liberals are now looking back on an era of social reform (more likely to make comparisons trying to win certain rights for gays based on black and female social reform). But for several reasons, it was conservatives, not conservatives, who fought for
blacks and women and won rights (Lincoln was a Republican, and most civil rights pioneers like Martin Luther King Jr. were conservative Christians). Second, while opposition to interracial marriage was based on racism, it was still considered marriage, whereas opposition to same-sex marriage was not based on homophobia but on the fact that two people
of the same sex do not marry. As Lincoln once said, you can call a dog's tail a leg, but that doesn't change the fact that the dog has four legs. Calling for same-sex marriage does not do so either. Unfortunately, the negatives here outweigh the positives because they don't exactly inspire confidence that this is an objective view of these errors. There are a lot
of better books that teach us how to do logic and reason well. ... More... More
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