What is covered on the final exam on December 15, 2014?
The final exam is NOT cumulative. Here are the topics and the types of questions to expect:

· There will be a section on distinguishing arguments from non-arguments (from midterm 1). Expect the following types of questions in this section: 

Ex: Determine whether the following sets of statements are arguments or not. Justify your answer (state what distinguishes arguments from non-arguments such as explanations, etc.). 

 SEQ CHAPTER \h \r 1I missed the bus I usually get and they come every half an hour, so I froze to death while waiting for the bus in the snowstorm.  
This example is from midterm 1. You are required to explain why you think the example is an example of an argument or non-argument (such as an explanation). The most common non-argument form is an explanation. Review the sections on explanations in Hughes. 
· There will be a section on reconstructing arguments (from midterm 2). Expect the following types of questions in this section:

Ex: Reconstruct the following argument by indicating which the premises and the main conclusion are (you could use the variables P1…, C to indicate premises and conclusion but  you don’t have to!), supply the missing premise(s) and/or conclusion(s) if any (again you can use the variables MP1…, MC if you want). If you find that any of the arguments are complex arguments, indicate the sub-conclusion(s). 
I missed the test because I didn't hear my alarm this morning, because I studied until 4:00 a.m. last night, because I had been home for the weekend and didn't get back until midnight. It was not my fault that I missed the test. It would be unfair if I were punished for something that is not my fault. Refusing me a make-up test is a punishment.
The example is from midterm 2. You are asked to identify the premises and the conclusion and supply any missing premises or conclusion, if you think that there is any. Lastly, if you think that there is a complex argument present, you should identify the sub-conclusions. 
· There will be a section on deductive reasoning (this is new material).  Expect the following types of questions from this section:

Identify the type of the following deductive arguments, translate the argument into its logical form by using the provided dictionary and the appropriate symbolic notation, and assess it as deductively valid or invalid. 
My reading comprehension is not very good in a noisy environment, so I have found a quiet isolated spot to do the important readings, and I think I’ll be able to comprehend well.

Note that here you will have to symbolize the argument to its logical form and then determine the type of deductive argument, and whether it is valid or invalid. We covered four valid deductive arguments: modus ponens (affirming the antecedent), modus tollens (denying the consequent), disjunctive syllogism, and hypothetical syllogism (chain argument), and two invalid ones: affirming the consequent and denying the antecedent. You are required to know the names of the arguments, though, as I won’t give them to you. 
· There will be a section on inductive reasoning (this is also new material). Expect the following types of questions in this section: 
Identify the type of the following inductive argument and assess the argument as weak or potentially strong. Provide the best justification you can of why you think the argument is weak or potentially strong. 
The education crisis is like violence on television: the worse it gets the more inert we become, and the more of it we require to rekindle our attention.
What you are expected to do here is identify the inductive argument as one of the four we’ve covered in class -- inductive generalization, induction by confirmation, statistical syllogism, and analogy, and explain why you think the argument is potentially strong or weak. Note that no symbolization is required here. You will have to know the four inductive arguments as I won’t give them to you.  
· There will be a section on the logical fallacies (from midterm 3). Expect the following types of questions in this section:

Determine what logical fallacy has been committed in the following arguments. Justify your answer. 

I should start eating eggs. I read about it in Metro. 
You will be expected to name the main logical fallacy, as well as explain why you think it’s the fallacy you’ve identified. Note that you will be given a list of all the logical fallacies covered in class. 
· There will be one question where you will be given the conclusion and you will have to construct an argument of a certain type, say, inductive generalization, with the given conclusion. 

Ex: Every Canadian likes hockey. 

If this is your given conclusion, you should be able to supply premises to make a strong inductive generalization. 

· The only multiple-choice section in the final exam will be on the material from the last two topics, deductive and inductive reasoning.
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