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Fallacy of soundness
These are fallacies where the premise cannot support the conclusions made from it. They are characterized by the premise, minor term, and major term. A premise in sound fallacy is unable to support the deduction because the premise is false.  Another fallacy is the fallacy of circularity. In this fallacy, the premise cannot support the conclusion even if they are true or false. This is because the conclusion forms a shadow that blocks the premise and thus making it unable to support the conclusion (Woods & Walton 2019).
Considering the above definitions of sound fallacy and the fallacy of circularity, the arguments cannot be sound fallacies. The first fallacy, "All humans are mortal. Max is human. Therefore, Max is mortal," is disqualified from sound fallacy because of its main premise (all human beings are mortal). All human beings are indeed subject to death, and true human beings are mortal disqualifies it from being a sound fallacy.  The second argument is that the cafeteria will not serve steak because it was on a Friday, not a sound fallacy. The premise is ambiguous, leavening room for debate about the validity of the cafeteria not serving steak on Fridays. As such, this is the fallacy of ambiguity as it requires some consideration of the truth of the major premise. 
In the third argument, where geckos are reptiles, and reptiles are cold-blooded, this argument's major premise is that all reptiles are cold-blooded, which is true. Reptiles body temperature depends on the temperature of the environment they are in. as such, the argument cannot be classified as a fallacy of sound. This fallacy requires the major premise to be false for it to be a sound fallacy. As such, it is a fallacy of circularity. Just like the third argument, the fourth argument is circularity because it has a true major fallacy that cannot support the conclusion. As such, all four arguments are not sound.
Part 2
[bookmark: _GoBack]Drug driving should be legalized, and the actions of drug drivers criminalized. Criminalizing drug driving violates the driver's civil rights as he/she has not committed any crime. When a drug driver causes an accident, the law should focus on the actions and not the driver's drunkenness. As such, the government should avoid basing the law on the probability of the driver causing accidents, but the activities of the drug drivers are the ones that cause harm to society. Thus they are the ones that should be criminalized. 
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