Pinker

Primary claim:  The science of the moral sense (a biologically based understanding of morality) can best advance morality (63-65) and (secondarily) will help us understand moral differences among people (59).
Primary reason:  The science of the moral sense identifies actual “moral truths” (Platonic realm of morals, moral realism, more specifically an emphasis on sharing a zero sum game world and on not privileging self [53-57]) and separates them from moralizing and less important values.
Primary assumptions or warrants:  Actual moral truths are required to advance morality.  Salience of species survival.  Extreme rationalism.  Platonism.  
Interestingly, Pinker’s “scientifically” based argument is founded on assumptions that closely resemble fairly traditional secular humanism.  Here, for example, are four of the seven principles championed by the Unitarian Universalists:
· The inherent worth and dignity of every person; 

· Justice, equity and compassion in human relations; 

· The goal of world community with peace, liberty, and justice for all; 

· Respect for the interdependent web of all existence of which we are a part. 

Assumptions or warrants that lie outside Pinker’s argument:  
Theological approach summarily dismissed (10, 52, 55), based on rational grounds (reason is superior to an unreasonable God), which are not really sufficient if you accept the theology.  Sanctity and related concepts are out (4, 61)
Values of purity (a particular whipping boy [62]), authority, and group loyalty, while recognized in an evolutionary or traditional sense as important human values (34), are greatly diminished (60) in favor of fairness and no harm principle (incest example [16, 35]).  
Emotional or gut responses to moral situations (“resting content when we feel the right feelings, can get in the way of doing the right thing” [64] ), as the analogy between cloning and long-abandoned taboos demonstrates (61-62), thus arguments such as William James’s “The Will to Believe” cannot really be engaged here. 
Cultural relativism is also outside his argument, since he ranks morals explicitly and condemns some cultural practices based on moral hierarchy.
Other rhetorical issues:

Discussion of cultural differences and potential rationality behind all five principles of morality is useful explanation of how assumptions or warrants work in rhetoric and how to deal with them (34, 39, 40, 59).
Because Pinker places such a high value on rationality, he minimizes appeals to ethos and pathos.  His character as a rhetor is not addressed self-consciously, and ethos is almost a negative:  Mother Teresa vs. Gates and Borlaug (3).  He becomes the talking head of reason.  Furthermore, potentially emotional contexts are rationalized and stripped of most emotional responses (incest, cloning).  
Example of value of claim:  solution to climate change based on life in a zero some world (64).  

Key analogy:  sense illusion or distortion, which turns out to be literal in moral sphere (4, 60).  Hence “the primary colors of our morality” (34).  Moral sense, however, eventually goes beyond sense to conceptual truths closer to mathematics, which becomes a kind of replacement analogy (53), since sense is too arbitrary—“any more real than the distinction between red and green” (51).
Comparison of universal grammar to universal morality (25)

Key distinctions between moralization and morality (8-15), reasoning and rationalizing (16-24) point toward an argument that privileges reason over emotion and tradition. 
Introduction (1-7):  Mother Teresa example relies on appearance/reality dichotomy.  Although she is not directly referenced she is implicated in the conclusion:  her values of moral purity and suffering don’t really qualify as very moral.
Significance of subject clearly established (6)

End of introduction (7) doesn’t state the primary claim and reasoning explicitly, but set them up very well.
Importance of discussing the audience of the New York Times Magazine and emphasizing what the opening suggests about his audience.  Discuss what camel reference suggests about audience and cultural context (3), as well as “The Varieties of Moral Experience” title, which plays on James’s famous The Varieties of Religious Experience (33), and “The Genealogy of Morals,” which is Nietzsche’s title (36).
Importance of structure:  this argument builds quite gradually to its primary claim—first working through the evolutionary approach to morality to establish the science of the moral sense, finally explicitly privileging some values over others based on platonic notion of morality.  
Oppositional arguments are considered, although summarily in some cases (43-52).
Biological approaches can favor morals beyond selfishness (43-49).
God isn’t relevant (52).

Transition sentences beginning each section often look backward before looking forward, (particularly 16, 43, 50, 58) reminding me of the very James he denies.
