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The following entries were collected from participants to the Symposium on Conductive 
Arguments in April/May 2010, organized by the Center for Research in Reasoning, 
Argumentation and Rhetoric (CRRAR) at the University of Windsor, Ontario.  

When starting this bibliography, we intended to distinguish this theme from that of defeasible 
reasoning. Meanwhile, we are less sure this is possible. To honor his work, we eventually 
included papers by the recently deceased John Pollock.  

The authors are grateful for suggestions and, upon request, gladly share a BibTEX (*.bib) file for 
import into EndNote or similar. 
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