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I. Present the following arguments in standard form and provide a diagram for each. You may want to keep in mind that you may have to reformulate some claims, that explanations may occur, and that noise or redundancies may arise. The value of each question is noted in parentheses.  
1. Anyone who craves political power cannot be trusted to serve the public interest, and Premier Blowhard craves political power. So Premier Blowhard cannot be trusted to serve the public interest. (3)

1. Anyone who craves political power cannot be trusted to serve the public interest.

2. Premier Blowhard craves political power. 

----------------------------------------------------------------------

3. Premier Blowhard cannot be trusted to serve the public interest.
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2. Bruce has been late for class every day since the semester has started. So he will probably be late for class again tomorrow. (3)

1. Bruce has been late for class every day since the semester has started.

----------------------------------------------------------------------

2. He will probably be late for class again tomorrow.
1
↓
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II. For each of the following arguments: (1) Identify which of the three nondeductive arguments that we considered in chapter three is used. Next, (2) state whether or not the argument is successful or unsuccessful. (3) If the argument is successful, provide a brief explanation for why it is so. Or if the argument is unsuccessful, provide a brief explanation for why it is not. Each is worth 2 marks.

1. Do the majority of Canadians believe in God? To find out, we asked more than five hundred scientists at colleges throughout Canada. Less than 20 percent said they believed in God. The conclusion is obvious: The majority of Canadians no longer believe in God.

Inductive Generalization
Unsuccessful: The sample, being scientists, is not representative of Canadians in general.
2. In all likelihood, the defendant is guilty of murder. After all, the murder weapon was a pistol that was bought and registered to the defendant. And when the pistol was found, the only fingerprints on the pistol belonged to the defendant. Also, two reliable witnesses heard pistol shots, and then identified the defendant as the person running away from the murder scene. Finally, several people testified that on the morning of the day when the murder occurred, the defendant and the murder victim had a bitter argument, and the defendant had threatened to kill the victim.  

Plausibility Argument
Successful: Numerous confirming instances or premises support the conclusion.

III. For the argument below, use the valid argument forms to show how the conclusion follows from the premises by a series of valid inferences. In other words, in the space on the right, construct a proof in which you add the line or lines necessary to demonstrate the proper valid inferences. Be sure to cite the lines from which each inference follows and give its justification. This question is worth four marks.
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IV. Draw a Venn diagram for each of the following categorical syllogisms, and state whether each is valid or invalid. Each question is worth two marks.

1. All vegetarians are undernourished, and some undernourished people need vitamin supplements. Thus, it is clear that some vegetarians need vitamin supplements.

Invalid
2. All SUVs are gas-guzzlers, and all gas-guzzlers are evil vehicles. Thus, all SUVs are evil vehicles.

Valid
3. Some coerced decisions are not free choices, and some desires are free choices. Therefore, some desires are coerced decisions.

Invalid
V. Analyze the following causal arguments: (1) Identify the conclusion (which may be implicit) and (2) say whether the argument appeals to the method of agreement, the method of difference, the joint method of agreement and difference, or the method of concomitant variation. (3) Briefly explain whether the argument is strong or weak.  Each is worth three marks.

1. Last Saturday you, along with a group of five friends from residence, went to an all you can eat buffet. The six of you were initially very excited, as what a buffet it was: Seafood dishes, lamb, chicken, and beef dishes, lots of pasta dishes, pizzas, salads, desserts, and on and on. All of you had lots to eat, returning to the buffet table on numerous occasions. As happy as the six of you initially were, this euphoria turned to horror when upon returning to the residence, all six of you found yourselves vomiting profusely. When stomachs settled and the six of you got together, you discovered that the common element that the six of you had to eat was a seafood dish, which was the lobster stew.

1. The lobster stew probably caused the six students to become sick.
2. The Method of Agreement

3. Strong, as the lobster stew is the common element that the six students had to eat.

2. Analysts of the world market for oil have noticed a relation between the price of oil and the amount of wars there are in the world. Specifically, they have noticed that the more wars there are in the world, the higher oil prices become. On the other hand, when there are less wars, oil prices are lower. More wars lead to higher oil prices, while when there are few wars oil prices are lower is the connection that they observe.

1. More wars lead to higher oil prices, while when there are few wars oil prices are lower is the connection that they observe.

2. The Method of Concomitant Variation
3. Strong for the reason that there is a correlation to the more wars there are the higher the prices of war while when there are less war the lower oil prices are.

3. Scientists wanted to see whether giving pre-puberty children dietary supplements of calcium could significantly increase the density of the children’s bones. (Bone density is a key part of bone strength.) So they selected 71 pairs of identical twins and gave one twin of each pair a daily supplement of extra calcium and the other twin a sugar pill (placebo). All the twins had diets that contained an adequate amount of nutrients. The investigator monitored the twins and their diets for three years. The only relevant difference between the twins was the extra calcium that half of them received. At the end of the three years, the scientists found that the twins who had received the extra calcium had significantly greater bone density. They concluded that the extra calcium caused the increased density.
1. Extra calcium causes an increase in bone density in children.

2. Joint Method of Agreement and Difference

3. Strong as there are two distinct groups that support the findings of this study.

VI. Evaluate the following arguments by analogy indicating: (1) the things (instances) being compared, (2) the conclusion (which may be implicit), and (3) briefly explain whether the argument is strong or weak. Each is worth three marks.

1. A seagull is like a sailboat. The seagull’s tail is like the boat’s rudder. The seagull’s body is shaped like the boat’s hull. A lot of seagulls are white, and so are a lot of sailboats. Seagulls often fly in flocks, and sailboats are often seen in bunches too. The seagull’s feathery wings remind one of the billowing sails on a sailboat. Thus, in all likelihood, seagulls float on the surface of the air the way a sailboat floats on the surface of the water.

1. A seagull and a sailboat.
2. In all likelihood, seagulls float on the surface of the air the way a sailboat floats on the surface of the water.

3. Weak for the reason that though there are similarities between the two, the similarities are superficial, as a seagull is a living creature and a sailboat is not. Also, a seagull floating on the air is different than a sailboat on water.

2. The fruit apple is tasty like the fruit orange is. Apples are very nutritious, so in all probability, oranges are nutritious too.

1. Apples and oranges.
2. In all probability, oranges are nutritious too.

3. Strong for the reason that though there is only one similarity mentioned the fact that both belong to the fruit group is enough to suggest that they share the similarity of being nutritious.

VII. Please circle the letter that corresponds to the best answer. Each is worth 0.5 marks.

1. Fallacies are psychologically persuasive yet _________________.

a. psychologically sound

b. morally right 

c. logically correct

d. logically powerless

2. The fallacy of rejecting a claim by criticizing the person who makes it rather than the claim itself is known as __________________.

a. against the person

b. straw man

c. you too

d. appeal to inappropriate authority

3. The fallacy sometimes referred to as arguing in a circle is the fallacy of _______________.

a. false dilemma

b. slippery slope  

c. begging the question

d. hasty generalization

4. False dilemma fallacies are:

a. Artificially black-or-white problems

b. Confusing because of their infinite possibilities 

c. Equivocations

d. The misuse of a premise 

e. All of the above 

5. You would know you were on a “slippery slope” if you:

a. Died

b. Claimed that taking one desired step would lead to another desired step

c. Claimed that taking one desired step would lead to an undesired step 

d. None of the above 

6. Begging the question means:

a. You don’t know what the question really is

b. You use the conclusion as a premise

c. You use the premise with a squinting modifier 

d. You equivocate so badly, the question becomes vague 

e. None of the above 

7. The fallacy of arguing that a claim must be true merely because a substantial number of people believe it is known as the __________________.

a. appeal to inappropriate authority

b. appeal to ignorance

c. appeal to general belief

d. appeal to popular attitudes and emotions 

8. The fallacy that thinks that previous events can influence the probabilities in the random event at hand is known as the ______________.

a. false cause fallacy

b. slippery slope

c. gambler’s fallacy

d. appeal to ignorance

9. A type of fallacy that argues that a claim must be true (or false) just because the claimant is hypocritical is called __________________.

a. you too

b. against the person

c. straw man

d. loaded words

10. John had a coffee before getting an “A+” on his test. Therefore, it was the coffee that caused him to get an “A+” on his test. This would be an example of which fallacy?

a. false cause fallacy

b. slippery slope

c. gambler’s fallacy

d. appeal to ignorance

11. The fallacy that involves arguing that a lack of evidence proves something is known as the ____.

a. false cause fallacy

b. slippery slope

c. gambler’s fallacy

d. appeal to ignorance

12. When a claim comes from someone deemed to be an expert who in fact is not an expert, we commit the fallacy known as the ________.

a. appeal to inappropriate authority

b. appeal to ignorance

c. appeal to general belief


d.   appeal to popular attitudes and emotions
13. The fallacy that, among other things, involves peer pressure is known as _________.
a. appeal to inappropriate authority

b. appeal to ignorance

c. appeal to general belief


d.   appeal to popular attitudes and emotions
14. The fallacy that is committed when a conclusion is made about a whole group based on an inadequate sample of the group is known as the __________.

a. false cause fallacy

b. slippery slope

c. gambler’s fallacy

d. hasty generalization fallacy

15. The fallacy of attempting to get an answer to a question that assumes the truth of an unproved assumption is known as the ___________.

a. begging the question fallacy

b. loaded words fallacy

c. loaded question fallacy

d. false cause fallacy
16. The fallacy that involves a refusal to examine an argument seriously and evaluate it fairly is known as the ____________.

a. you too fallacy

b. against the person fallacy

c. straw man fallacy

d. pooh-pooh fallacy

17. The fallacy that consists of redefining a crucial term in a claim to avoid acknowledging a counter-example that would falsify the claim is known as the ___________.

a. begging the question fallacy

b. exception that proves the rule fallacy

c. definitional dodge fallacy

d. pooh pooh fallacy

18. The fallacy that uses highly charged words to assume the truth of a conclusion is known as ____________.

a. begging the question fallacy

b. loaded words fallacy

c. loaded question fallacy

d. false cause fallacy
19. The fallacy that involves distorting, weakening, or oversimplifying someone’s position so that it can be more easily attacked or refuted is known as the ____________.

a. you too

b. against the person

c. straw man

d. loaded words

20. The fallacy that allows someone defending a claim to dodge a counter-example is known as the __________.
a. begging the question fallacy

b. exception that proves the rule fallacy

c. definitional dodge fallacy

d. pooh pooh fallacy

VIII. For each of the following identify the one fallacy that best addresses the passage. Each is worth one mark. 

1. I got fired from my job this afternoon because I walked under that ladder this morning.

False Cause

2. My friends tell me that because I don’t dress like they do, I stick out like a sore thumb. I guess they are right, and I should start dressing like they do.

Appeal to Popular Attitudes and Emotions

3. Most people agree that owning an SUV is safer than owning a car. So I guess it must be true.

Appeal to General Belief
4. You can’t disprove my theory that Bigfoot lives in the forests of B.C. Therefore, my theory stands.
Appeal to Ignorance
5. People seem completely unaware that Internet pornography can destroy this country. But it’s a matter of simple logic. There is no doubt that Internet porn promotes illicit sex—sex that’s neither normal nor moral. Once people get involved in illicit sex, they find it much, much easier to allow illicit behaviour in other areas of their life. They find it far easier to lie, cheat, steal, and commit violent acts. Immorality and illegality become common. And, as every historian knows, when these things become common, society self-destructs. 

Slippery Slope
6. The former mayor was convicted of drug possession, and he spent time in jail. So you can safely ignore anything he has to say about legalizing drugs.

Against the person
7. 
Malik: I wish I could lose some weight.


Erik: I know that exercising is supposed to help.


Malik: Why should I listen to you –I don’t see you moving off the couch!

You too

8. Either you buy a large car and watch it guzzle away your paycheck, or you buy a small car and take a greater risk of being injured or killed in the event of an accident.

False Dilemma
9. The reason that I keep insisting that there was a relationship between Iraq and al Qaeda is because there was a relationship between Iraq and al Qaeda.

Begging the Question

10. How do I know that evolution is not a true theory? I’ll tell you why, my barber told me.

Appeal to Inappropriate Authority
11. Why do I maintain that that man is guilty? Quite simply for the reasons that he is a hideous, despicable, terrible, loathsome monster!

Loaded Words

12. 
Joe: “The Ottawa Senators have lost seven out of eight of their last games. They’re losers.”


James: “Hey, they just beat Buffalo last night.”



Joe: “But that’s just the exception that proves my point!”

Exception the proves the rule
13. The food at that restaurant is awful. I had a sandwich there once, and the bread was stale.

Hasty Generalization
14. I’ve bombed on my last two tests. Oh well, looks like I’m due to do well on the third test.

Gambler’s Fallacy
15. It has been said that the Beatles were more popular than Jesus. No one has ever proven that Jesus was more popular than the Beatles, so it must be true.

Appeal to Ignorance
16. All of Karl Marx’s economic doctrines are hogwash. But this was to be expected given he studied only philosophy in university, not business, and he never even held down a regular job.

Against the Person
17. Have you stopped cheating on your test?

Loaded Question
18. My opponent says that we should spend more on education and less on the military: Just another tired liberal cliché without any substance.

Pooh-pooh fallacy
19.  A doctor without knowledge of philosophy has no right to call himself a doctor.

Definitional Dodge

20. A student group has formed to lobby for more vegetarian choices in the college cafeteria. This group will never succeed because they’ll never get every other student to become a vegetarian.

Straw Man
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