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I.  For each of the following, on the line provided, write what is implicit -- premise or conclusion -- and then write what the implicit premise or implicit conclusion is. Each is worth two marks.


1. Thursday is the day of the test. So the test is not today.
Implicit ____premise_________

Today is not Thursday.

2. You can't check books out of the library without a student ID card, and Jena does not have a student ID card. 

Implicit ____conclusion________

Jena will not be able to check books out of the library.


3. Seamus is an Iris Wolfhound dog, so he is a large dog.
Implicit _____premise________

Wolfhound dogs are large.


4. Wednesday is the day of the test. So the test is today.
Implicit ______premise_______

Today is Wednesday.


5. No human is infallible, and philosophy professors are human. 
Implicit ____conclusion______

No philosophy professor is infallible.
Or: Philosophy professors are fallible.



II. 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 in some arguments. There are no enthymemes in any of these arguments. The value of each question is five marks.  



1. As the saying goes, stealing from one’s friends is a terrible crime. If you can’t trust your friends, then who can you trust? Consider the following scenario involving three friends: Maggie, Jose, or Ling broke the window and stole the vase. Jose couldn’t have done it because he was studying in his room and was observed the whole time. Maggie couldn’t have done it because she was out of town at the time and has witnesses to prove it. So the thief had to be Ling.


1. Maggie, Jose, or Ling broke the window and stole the vase.
2. Jose couldn’t have done it because he was studying in his room and was observed the whole time.
3. Maggie couldn’t have done it because she was out of town at the time and has witnesses to prove it.
----------------------------------------------------------------
4. The thief had to be Ling.

1  2  3
    ↓
    4







2. All cats are mammals, and Felix is a cat. Therefore, Felix is a mammal. 

1. All cats are mammal.
2. Felix is a cat.
---------------------------
3. Felix is a mammal.

1        2 
     ↓
     3 




3. The only valid reasons for dishonorably discharging someone from the Canadian Armed Forces are health problems and violations of military regulations. So, if Amal says that he was dishonorably discharged for simply being gay, he is lying or is mistaken. He is not lying. So he is mistaken.


1. The only valid reasons for dishonorably discharging someone from the Canadian Armed Forces are health problems and violations of military regulations.
2. If Amal says that he was dishonorably discharged for simply being gay, he is lying or is mistaken. 1
3. Amal [he] is not lying. 
4. Amal [he] is mistaken. 2, 3

    1
    ↓
    2     3 
       ↓
       4









4. The subject of philosophy has always intrigued me! Thinking about the meaning of life, what is right and wrong, what is real or not real, have always been questions that have fascinated me! Philosophy just seems really interesting! Though I was considering taking a philosophy course this term, I have arrived at the conclusion that I shouldn’t take a philosophy course this term since a philosophy course requires a lot of reading, and I don’t have the time this term for a course that requires a lot of reading. Also, there’s no room for a philosophy course in my schedule.


1. A philosophy course requires a lot of reading.
2. I don’t have the time this term for a course that requires a lot of reading. 
3. There’s no room for a philosophy course in my schedule.
----------------------------------------------------------------------
4. I shouldn’t take a philosophy course this term.


1     2   3
                      

     4





5. In the last five World Series the team that was at home for the first game won the World Series. Therefore, the Toronto Blue Jays are a good bet to win this year’s World Series, since they are the home team for the first game in this year’s World Series.


1. In the last five World Series the team that was at home for the first game won the World Series. 
2. The Toronto Blue Jays [they] are the home team for the first game in this year’s World Series.
----------------------------------------------------------------------3. The Toronto Blue Jays are a good bet to win this year’s World Series.


1        2 
     ↓
     3 







6. If one takes the example of the highly popular performance troop known as Cirque du Soleil, then one certainly has to admit that acrobats are a fan favourite. Cirque du Soleil has grossed millions of dollars on the backs (and/or hands and feet) of its acrobats. As popular as acrobatic shows such as Cirque du Soleil may be, many argue that acrobats are not athletes. However, such a view is mistaken for two related reasons. First, acrobats must work long hard hours to develop the strength, stamina and flexibility their work requires. If a person must work long hard hours to develop the skills necessary for their profession, then she or he is an athlete. Therefore, acrobats are athletes.


1. Acrobats must work long hard hours to develop the strength, stamina and flexibility their work requires. 
2. If a person must work long hard hours to develop the skills necessary for their profession, then she or he is an athlete. 
----------------------------------------------------------------------3. Acrobats are athletes.


1        2 
     ↓
     3 




7. Judged sports should be excluded from the Olympics because there is too much subjectivity in them, and subjectivity undermines the appearance of fairness, and it is crucial that Olympic sports be seen as fair. So, because boxing is a judged sport, it should be excluded from the Olympics.


1. There is too much subjectivity in [them] judged sports.
2. Subjectivity undermines the appearance of fairness.
3. It is crucial that Olympic sports be seen as fair.
4. Judged sports should be excluded from the Olympics. 1, 2, 3
5. Boxing is a judged sport.
6. It should be excluded from the Olympics. 4, 5


         1 2  3
            ↓
            4       5
               ↓
               6 





8. Rocks do not make good pets because they have no emotional lives, they are heavy to carry, and therefore they can hurt you if you drop them on your foot. Besides, a pet should have a heartbeat, and rocks do not have one.

1. Rocks [they] have no emotional lives.
2. Rocks [they] are heavy to carry.
3. Rocks [they] can hurt you if you drop them on your foot. 2
4. A pet should have a heartbeat.
5. Rocks do not have a heartbeat [one].
6. Rocks do not make good pets. 1, 3, 4, 5 



             

1       2      4   5
                            
         3
              
         6





9. Critical thinking exercises the mind. The mind must be exercised to function effectively. Therefore, study critical thinking.

1. Critical thinking exercises the mind. 
2. The mind must be exercised to function effectively. 
--------------------------------------------------
3. Study critical thinking.


1        2 
     ↓
     3 





10. Because Henry has started on a weight-lifting program, and weight lifters are very strong, it follows that Henry will soon be very strong. And anyone who is unusually strong can make the football team. So Henry will make the team this year.


1. Henry has started on a weight-lifting program.
2. Weight lifters are very strong.
3. Henry will soon be very strong.1, 2
4. Anyone who is unusually strong can make the football team.
5. Henry will make the team this year. 3, 4 


1------2
     ↓
     3------4
          ↓
          5









III. For each of the following: (1) identify which of the three nondeductive arguments that we considered in chapter three is used. Next, (2) state whether the argument is successful or unsuccessful. (3) If the argument is successful, provide a brief explanation for why it is so. If the argument is unsuccessful, provide a brief explanation for why it is so. Each is worth 2 marks.


1. I’ve heard squeaking sounds in the kitchen coming from small animals at night. I’ve witnessed small creatures scurrying across my kitchen floor. I have found the excrement of small animals under my oven. In fact, over the last two weeks I’ve caught 17 mice in traps that I’ve set in the kitchen. Looks like I have an infestation of mice in my kitchen.

Plausibility Argument: Successful for the reason that all the reasons, premises or confirming instances make the conclusion likely.



2. Residents of the Sandy Hill area have been complaining that University of Ottawa students are making way too much noise and causing too many disturbances in the area, especially on weekends. 

In order to determine if residents of the Sandy Hill area are warranted with their complaints, a polling company randomly contacted 5000 residents (almost half the population) who live in the Sandy Hill area and asked them this question: Do you think University of Ottawa students are making too much noise and causing too many disturbances in the Sandy Hill area, especially on the weekends? Yes or no? The results of the poll showed that 85% of those who took part in it do think that University of Ottawa students are making too much noise and causing too many disturbances in the Sandy Hill area, especially on the weekends.

From this result the pollsters concluded that 85% of the residents of the Sandy Hill area think that University of Ottawa students are making too much noise and causing too many disturbances in the Sandy Hill area, especially on the weekends.

Inductive Generalization: Successful for the reason that the poll was randomly conducted and the sample size adequate, making the conclusion likely. 








3. A recent study by the provincial government that randomly monitored the health of 2% of the residents on the west coast of British Columbia over a period of three years found that all of these individuals had higher than average levels of toxins in their bodies. Nancy is a resident on the west coast of British Columbia. Therefore, it is highly probable that Nancy has higher than average levels of toxins in her body.

Statistical Syllogism: Unsuccessful for the reason that monitoring just 2% of the population does not make it likely to draw the above conclusion about Nancy.




4. Statistics Canada informs that of the 133 people found guilty of homicide last year in Canada, 85% were jailed. Ross was found guilty of homicide last year in Canada. Therefore, Ross was probably jailed.

Statistical Syllogism: Successful for the reason that Stats Can is a reliable source and, in all likelihood, Ross is probably in jail.




5. On a cold February afternoon, twenty people were polled on the streets of Quebec City. Nine out of the twenty strongly believe that Canadian troops should withdraw from Afghanistan. Accordingly, we can conclude that most residents of Quebec City probably feel the same way.

Inductive Generalization: Unsuccessful, as the sample size is way too small and 9 out of 20 believing that the troops should withdraw from Afghanistan actually contradicts the conclusion. 
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