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1
This is a fallacy of confusion of necessary with a sufficient condition. This type of fallacy is the one that happens when one confuses the necessary condition with a sufficient condition. In this example, it is necessary for the student to participate in class as this would contribute to forty percent of the student’s grade. It is, however, insufficient for the student to be considered to have failed because he/she has given herself/himself an opportunity not to say something in class. The lecturer assumes that a necessary condition is good enough to make a conclusion instead of considering a sufficient condition.
2
It is an Ad Hominem. It is the kind of fallacy that occurs when a person instead of looking critically into someone’s position and argument, attacks the person making the argument instead in a way that makes the argument irrelevant. The example is a fallacy because instead of accepting or judging why Darwin came up with the theory and critiquing the theory, the person in this example simply assumes that the theory is false because Darwin admitted it took him too long to collect the evidence.
3
This is an ought is a fallacy. It happens one assumes that the way he wants things to be is the way they are.
4
This is an is-ought fallacy. It happens when an assumption is made that because things are a specific way, they should be that way
5
This is not a fallacy
6
This fallacy is that of begging the question. It is the fallacy that happens when an argument’s position is used as a justification for it being true rather than the truth being justified by appropriate supporting statements and arguments. The example is a begging the question fallacy because the individual making the statement, instead of supporting the statement, gives a stand that is affirming the statement but without any proof of the assumption.
7
This an equivocation fallacy. It occurs when a key phrase in a certain argument is used in an ambiguous manner. As such, one meaning in one portion of the phrase is used in one portion while the other is used in the other portion of the argument. In this example, the portion of the argument that states that arguments lead to violence is used differently and independent of the other portion that states that philosophy teaches students to make good arguments. 
8
This is a faulty analogy. This kind of fallacy occurs when a person assumes that because two things are similar in either one or more aspects, then they are definitely similar in other aspects.
9
This is an appeal to ignorance. This fallacy happens when an individual giving an argument, concludes that his/her argument is definitely true because the argument does not have counter-evidence. This fallacy is used to take away the blame from the individual making the argument. This example is an appeal to ignorance fallacy because the person making the conclusion affirms that because there is a federal income tax in the country, individuals who fail to pay it, will end up being jailed. The assumption is confirmed to be true by the same person.
10
This is a straw person fallacy. This fallacy happens when an individual address only a distorted version of another argument in an attempt to refute it.
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