Here are tow peers' journals:
1- When it comes to people, places or things i believe i tend to think more deductively. Deductive reasoning is based on the concept that given a set of circumstances or clues (premises), one can draw a reasonable assumption as to the state of the situation. More simply, a person can solve a puzzle or identify a person if given enough information. Specifically, deductive reasoning takes individual factors, weighs them against the current knowledge about such things, and adds them up to come to a conclusion. There are three parts to deductive reasoning. The first is the PREMISE. A premise is a basic fact or belief that is used as the basis for drawing conclusions. There may be several PREMISES in an argument. The second part is called EVIDENCE. The evidence is the information you have before you, whether it is a story you are analyzing or something you have observed. The last part is the CONCLUSION. The conclusion is your final analysis of the situation, based on balancing PREMISES with EVIDENCE. A simplified example might be as follows:

premise: all dogs are animals
evidence: Fido is a dog
conclusion: Fido is an animal
This is not a complex deductive exercise, but it is very much accurate. We use deductive reasoning quite commonly in day-to-day life. For example, say you look out your window some morning and see the street is wet. There are several ways you could interpret this information. You might assume a large water truck has just driven by, possibly watering down the area with spray. Possibly, you may decide that water has soaked up from the ground. Most likely, however, you will likely decide that it has rained. Why? Based on your life experience and likely factors, the most logical deduction is that a wet street is the result of rainfall. There are plenty of other possibilities, but the most logical is rain. If, however, you were SURE that there had been no rain, or you were aware of a street cleaning program, your deduction would change appropriately. Deductive reasoning takes the MOST REASONABLE, LIKELY path, but is not necessarily fool-proof. Which is why deductive reasoning is commonly used in police work, investigative reporting, the sciences (including medicine), law, and, oddly enough, literary analysis. NOT SO ODD, EH?  N. ;)




2- Inductive or Deductive Thinking?
The concept of reasoning refers to the process through which thoughts are constructed into a valid argument. The reasoning is, therefore, an action that everyone encounters each day in regards to events, people, places, and other things. While faced by a decision to make, one uses reasoning by critically converting different thoughts into specific reasons that determine one viable option over another available option. The process of constructing an argument leads to the formation of a valid or invalid argument where a valid argument roots its bearing on a foundation of fact or logic. As such, logic information can be categorized as inductive reasoning and deductive reasoning falling under propositional logic. Through the two (Inductive & Deductive) reasoning, one studies a way of modifying and joining statements, propositions, or sentences to develop a conclusion built on valid facts. Given the two ways of reasoning, I believe I tend to reason more deductively.
            First, inductive reasoning derives from a thinking perspective that alludes concluding a logical process wherein specific situations, events, or instances are analyzed and observed to institute general principles. As a bottom-up approach of thinking, multiple propositions tend to provide robust evidence that guarantees the truth of the conclusion. This style of reasoning, therefore, builds a factual logic by having a conclusion as a starting point up to the premises. However, my style of reasoning tends to lean towards deductive reasoning which is an opposite of inductive reasoning. In this case, a form of logical thinking is drawn from multiple premises and relationships between the propositions are established after which the conclusion is determined as inevitably true.
Deductive thinking takes three parts which are labeled as "The Premises", "The Evidence", and "The Conclusion." Its logic roots from the fundamental law of reasoning which implies that "If X then Y." I strongly support deductive reasoning since it directly applies available information that is objective, generated into a hypothesis, tested, and after the recording of observations, the validity is confirmed as a factual conclusion. An example of the three parts of deductive reasoning in real life can be explained using the following example.
Premise: All lemons are fruits
The Evidence: Mexican lemon is a lemon
Conclusion: Therefore, Mexican lemon is a fruit
According to this example of deductive reasoning, the first premise classifies all items labeled as lemons as fruits. Based on the second premise, Mexican lemon is classified as a lemon. Therefore, the first statement other than being a premise gives a general statement. Further on, the second premise, on the other hand, gives a specific case. Lastly, the conclusion wraps up by declaring Mexican lemon as fruit in light of its natural properties as a lemon. This presents a valid argument which suggests that conclusions derived from the premises so does a valid deductive reasoning.
Deductive reasoning is a believed to be widely used approach since it gives a conclusion that is either true or false but not partly true/false. Assessment of links between the premises has enabled this approach to weigh whether the premises are true and in case they are true then the conclusion is true. In the field of science, there is the use of hypothesis where evidence is gathered to confirm and support the truth. Moreover, the use of inductive reasoning is also used alongside deductive reasoning where certain observations are drawn from data leads to the conclusion. Bottom-line, deductive reasoning the most preferred approach way of reasoning especially in situations where a research study intends to eliminate numerous forms of fallacies.    
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