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The Structure Scientific Revolutions
The main topic of the paper is on matter related to scientific discoveries and the revolution that consequently follow, the triggers of scientific revolution and their impacts on scientific revolution and the characteristics of a scientific revolution. According to Kuhn (1970), it incorrect to degrade scientific revolution to just reinterpretations of data that exist individually and in a form that is already stable. The thesis challenged classical linear perceptions on matters concerning scientific progress.  Transformative ideas emerge as a result of multiple gradual and continuous experiments that give rise to scientific revolutions and not spontaneously in the course of normal scientific activity. Revolutionary ideas exist only in conditions free from the confines of normal science. 
Kuhn’s literature works immediately capture the attention of the reader and elicits a positive reaction. Majority of the facts presented were correct. Additionally, the paper was comprehensive and it clarified on controversial issues about scientific revolution.
  A scientific revolution is not a spontaneous event rather than a gradual process that slowly develops through data collection and advancement in scientific knowledge over time. According to Kuhn (1970), new discoveries can only serve to tackle and eliminate anomalies only if the discovered concepts lack compatibility with existing theories thus replacing them. Kuhn based his argument on the fact that if new discoveries are not mere revision of the technical definition of old paradigms but a complete introduction of new ideologies and definitions proven to be incommensurable to the priory existing paradigms. According to Kuhn, a simple revision of paradigms cannot be termed as scientific revolutions.
	The literature also utilized expository writing is one of the persuasive skills. Additionally, the author utilized examples as a method of using examples to persuade the audience about the validity and legitimacy of his concepts. 
	The most solid part of the argument is that a scientific revolution is a continuous and gradual process. According to Kuhn (1970), scientific revolution can’t arise spontaneously but it can only occur after the emergence of a scientific anomaly which normal science and current paradigms are unable to solve. Gradual research eventually leads to the discovery of new paradigms that are totally unrelated and incompatible with the current normal science paradigms.
[bookmark: _GoBack]	The weakest part of the argument is that scientific revolution can only occur if the expectations of the researchers about certain scientific occurrences in nature turn out to be misplaced and scientifically wrong. This is untrue as some of the revolutionary scientific discoveries occurred as an extension to certain paradigms that were already in existence. This can be easily discredited. For example in 1972, Toulmin in his book Human Understanding showed that through continuous revisions to paradigms a scientific revolution can emerge in the operations of normal science contrary to Kuhn’s argument.
	Although a majority of the author’s concepts are true as a majority of scientific inventions serve to solve anomalies that cannot be solved by current scientific paradigms, they tend to lean towards the radical side. He stated that scientific revolutions ultimately result in current paradigms rendered obsolete and being replaced by the new discoveries. This assumption was too strict as not all scientific ideologies are rendered obsolete. Some paradigms support each other. However, the fact that normal science restricts the discovery of revolutionary paradigms as it restrains research and data collected to only issues that have been already discovered has some truth to it and can be said to be scientifically correct.
	The question arising from the paper is whether scientific revolution can be triggered by an advancement of current scientific paradigms. If so, does the necessarily mean that the scientific discovery did not render current scientific paradigms obsolete
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