[bookmark: _GoBack]Assessing logical strength I: Relevance
Relevance: the premises should be relevant to the conclusion ie the premises should provide some degree of support for the conclusion.Truth of the premises should make the conclusion at least somewhat likely to be true in the case of inductive arguments.Truth of the premises should guarantee the truth of the conclusion in the case of deductive arguments.
EXAMPLES:P1 95% of students who take the LSAT without preparing do very poorly on the test
P2 jones has not prepared for the LSAT
C Jones will do very poorly on the test.
Premises relevant inductive case? YES 
P1 Josh owns a ford fiesta
P2 josh was in the area the night the theft took place
P3 josh has a history of petty theft.
P4 the thief drove a ford fiesta 
C josh is the thief
Premises relevant inductive case? YES
P Kim loves Krista
C someone loves Krista
Premises relevant deductive case? YES
P every raccoon I’ve seen has been aggressive
C the next raccoon ill see is aggressive
Premise relevant inductive case? YES
Certain ways of violating the criterion are so common that they’ve been given particular names.
These violations of relevance are collectively called fallacies of relevance:
Appeal to pity: the fallacy of arguing for a conclusion merely on the basis of a premise about the emotional distress involved in not accepting that conclusion. Ex feeling bad for someone
Appeal to force: the fallacy of arguing for a conclusion merely on the basis of a premise that threatens the use of force/punishment if the conclusion is not accepted.
 Appeal to popularity: the fallacy of arguing for a conclusion merely on the premise about the widespread acceptance of that conclusion.
Appeal to irrelevant authority: the fallacy of arguing for a conclusion merely on the basis of a premise about what someone who lacks credentials on the matter says.
Ad hominem: the fallacy for arguing merely on the basis of a premise about disagreeable characteristics of someone who doesn’t accept the conclusion.

Assessing logical strength:relevance 
Tu quoque: the fallacy of arguing that a accusation is false merely on the basis of a premise to the effect that other are open to accusation as well. Ex your wrong too.
Strawman: the fallacy of arguing that a view false on the basis of a premise that mischaracterizes the view. Ex communism is a ridiculous system it abolishes all rights.
Assessing logical strength: adequacy 
Adequacy the premises should provide an adequate degree for the conclusion
Truth of the premises should make the conclusion sufficiently likely to be true. (Inductive argument)
Truth of the premises should guarantee the truth of its conclusion. (deductive arguments)
Violations of adequacy are called fallacies of adequacy:
Appeal to inadequate authority: the fallacy of arguing for a conclusion merely on the basis of a premise about someone about someone who lacks strong credentials on what the matters about. 
P: a so and so says
C: a is likely to  be true
*must have strong credentials on the matter otherwise he/she is considered inadequate 
authority.
Tips for avoiding the appeal to authority:
 -watchout for anonymous authorities.
-authority should generally be recognised.
-the claim in questions should be in his/her area of expertise.
-the claim should be one where knowledge is possible
Assessing logical strength: adequacy
Appeal to ignorance: the fallacy of arguing for a conclusion merely on the basis of a premise to the effect that it has not been disproven.
Ex. Of course I believe there’s God no one’s yet been able to disprove it.
Slippery slope: the fallacy of arguing for a probable link between to events by appeal to premises about a series of intermediate merely probable links.
P1 a will probably lead to b
P2 b will probably lead to c
P3 c will probably lead to d
C a will probably lead to d
Post hoc: the fallacy of arguing that one event caused another one merely on the basis of a premise that the one event occurred before the other.
Ex. Of course it was your driving that damaged the car. It was after all just after you started driving the thing that it broke down.


