PHI1101 Exam Review Ch.6-9 

Ch.6 Relevance (Red Herring) fallacies:  

Fallacy – is a mistake in reasoning, an argument that doesn’t really support or prove the argument it is supposed to support or prove.  

Relevance fallacy – a fallacy in which the premise is not relevant to the issue in question. It may seem relevant and resonate psychologically but is not actually relevant to the argument being made. (ex: Sarah says, “it’s dangerous to text while driving”, but I say, “Wow, I have seen Sarah doing it a hundred times before”). It is irrelevant whether Sarah has texted and driven before, even is she is sounding hypocritical. Her argument about danger is still valid. 

Argumentum Ad Hominem (argument to the person) – occurs when someone attempts to dismiss another person's position an on issue by discussing the person, and not discussing the issue or that person's position on it. The person committing the fallacy might discuss the other person's circumstances, character, motivation, inconsistencies, or other attributes, but not the actual strengths/weaknesses of the issue itself of the other person's position on it. Examples of ad hominem:
· Poisoning the Well – when a speaker or writer attempts to dismiss what someone is going to say by talking about the person's character or circumstances or consistency. (ex: don’t listen to Father Robert about abortion, he's a priest and holds a different view) 
· Guilt by Association - to encourage us to dismiss a belief by telling us that someone we don’t like has that belief. (you think waterboarding is torture? That's what a left winged college professor would say)  Making  the argument look wrong by associating it with someone, or a group, we would not like. 
· [bookmark: _GoBack]Genetic (origin) Fallacy – to argue the origin of an argument in an of itself automatically renders it false. Ex: Where did you hear about that stupid idea? BBC radio? 
Straw Man – attempting to dismiss a claim by distorting it or misrepresenting it, making it easy to know over. Ex: legalizing marijuana would everyone walking around stoned which is a bad idea.
False Dilemma (Ignoring Other Alternatives) – when someone tries to establish a conclusion by offering it as the only alternative to something we will find unacceptable, unattainable, or implausible. Ex: either we clean out the garage, or this junk will drive us out of our home”.
· The Perfectionist Fallacy – when the speaker ignores the options between “perfection” and “nothing”. Ex: “I don’t see why we have to convert to electric cars, it won’t solve climate change”.
· The Line Drawing Fallacy-  when it’s assumed either a crystal-clear line can be drawn between two things or there is no difference between them. Ex: poverty isn’t a problem in this country, after all, when is a person really poor, you can’t exactly say?
Misplacing the Burden of Proof – when attempting to prove or support their position by misplacing the burden of proof. It’s not the listener’s job to give proof, it’s the speaker’s. 
· Appeal to Ignorance: The inability to disprove a position as evidence for the proof of the claim.
Ex: nobody has proved jinns don’t exist; therefore, they don’t.
Begging the Question: when attempting to “support” an argument by offering as “evidence” what amounts to a repackaging of the very argument in question.  Trying to establish a claim simply by assuming it.  
Appeal to Emotion:  pieces of persuasion masquerading as arguments
· Argument from Outrage: attempting to convince through making us angry, rather giving a relevant argument. Provocative means.
	Scare Tactic: attempting to scare or pressure into believing an irrelevant conclusion
· Appeal to Pity: attempting to convince us of something by arousing pity rather than a relevant argument. 
· Others: playing on our pride, Apple polishing; invoking guilt, Guilt Tripping; arousing Envy, Appeal to Envy
Irrelevant Conclusion: Two Wrongs Make a Right, Wishful Thinking, Denial

Ch.7 Induction Fallacies: arguments that are supposed to raise the probability of their conclusions
Generalizing from Too Few Cases (Hasty Generalizations):  arriving at a general statement or rule by citing too few cases. Ex: the food in L.A. is lousy, judging from this meal. Also by anecdote.
Generalizing from Exceptional Cases: arriving at a general statement or rule by citing exceptional circumstances. 
· Fallacy of Biased Sample: incautiously basing a generalization about a large population on an atypical or skewed sample. 
· Self Selection Fallacy: generalizing from a self-selected sample, ex: online polls, b/c they underrepresent the people who don’t have the inclination or means to respond.
· Accident Fallacy: assuming that a general statement automatically applies to a specific case that is (or could be) exceptional. Ex: the officer committed a crime when he used his cell while driving.
Weak Analogy: weak argument based on debatable or unimportant similarities between two or more things.
Fallacious Appeal to Authority: attempting to support an argument by offering the opinion of a nonauthoritative source as evidence
Fallacious Appeal to Popularity (or common belief): treating an issue that cannot be settled by public sentiment as if it can
· Fallacious Appeal to Common Practice: attempting to justify a practice on the grounds that is traditional or is commonly practiced.  If it were truly justified by tradition, then behaviours like slavery would been a justifiable practice.
· Bandwagon Fallacy: means of convincing by mentioning the popularity of proposition. Dangling a phycological inducement to believe it.

Fallacies Related to Cause and Effect:
· Post Hoc, Ergo Propter Hoc (After this, therefore because of it):  when assuming that the fact that one event came after another establishes that it was caused by the other. “Correlation does not prove causation”.  
· Overlooking the Possibility of Coincidence 
· Overlooking a Possible Common Cause
· Overlooking the Possibility of Random Variation
· Overlooking the Possibility of Regression
Cum Hoc, Ergo Propter Hoc (With this, therefore, because of it):  assuming that because two events happened at about the same time, it establishes that once caused the other.
· Overlooking the Possibility of Reversed Causation
· Argument by Anecdote
Slippery Slope: an argument that rests on an unsupported warning that is controversial and tendentious, to the effect that something will progress by degrees to an undesirable outcome.
Untestable Explanation: explanations that cannot be tested even in principle. Ex: He has heart issues because of sins committed in a previous life.

