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Hume’s Famous Argument
Question 1 
Inductive reasoning, also referred to as inductive logic, is a reasoning in which general conclusions are drawn from a set of observations. The unique factor about inductive reasoning is that it is based on broad generalizations (Speaks, 2006). Data is provided, from which conclusions are drawn. The process of inductive inference goes from specific to general. This implies that observations are made, a pattern is discerned, and then generalizations are made. Inductive reasoning is based on premises. If premises are found to be correct, the conclusion is considered to be certain (Speaks, 2006). This shows that a conclusion that is considered to be true using inductive reasoning is a probability as it is based on the evidence that is provided. Inductive reasoning has been proven to be a scientific method. It has been used in forming theories and hypotheses (Speaks, 2006). It has allowed for the application of theories in different situations.  
Different sorts of information can be provided using inductive reasoning. It provides inductive generalizations (Speaks, 2006). This involves making a generalization about a population using a small sample. For example, one can say that since all the left-handed people he or she knows write well, then all left-handed people write well. The second type of information is statistical induction (Speaks, 2006). This involves using a limited set of statistics to make generalizations. For example, one can say that since 50% of the people he has encountered in a given place are bald, then 50% of the people in that place are bald. The third type of information is casual inference and involves creating a link between a hypothesis and premise. 
Question 2
	In his argument for the conclusion that inductive reasoning is unreliable, David Hume indicated that a conclusion about a given set of observations cannot be applied to a more generalized set of observations. He indicated that inductive reasoning does not provide a conclusion that can be considered probable unlike deductive reasoning (Hume, 2017). Hume indicated that the inferences that come from inductive reasoning relies on an unfounded premise, which is rational in most cases. This premise is based on the argument that what will happen in future will resemble what has already happened in the past. 
The arguments provided by the author are based on two main areas. The first area is about the uniformity that exists in nature while the second area is about the connection between cause and effect (Hume, 2017). For example, if one is asked whether he or she believes it will rain in two days, he or she will make an inference that is based on the uniformity that exists in nature. This guarantees that events such as rainfall happen in the exact same way. However, the inference that there is uniformity in nature is justified only if it believed that the future resembles the past. Such an inference is an assumption that is rationally unjustified. The purpose of Hume is not to challenge the role of the human mind in induction, but to show the extent of human reference that requires inductive reasoning (Hume, 2017). The argument by Hume has been used to show the difference between inductive and deductive reasoning. 
Question 3
[bookmark: _GoBack]	One major criticism of Hume’s problem of induction is that he does not offer a solution to the problem of induction that he identified. He creates an argument about the validity of induction among logicians and thinkers. It can thus be stated that Hume has only contributed to the existing dilemma on the issue. As a result of this, it can be argued that there are many solutions on this problem that are yet to be validated, not even by Hume. 
	Different reasons have been provided for invalidating the arguments by Hume on the problem of induction. The major argument has been the fact that the future can be predicted based on what has happened in the past. Past experience is considered to be an evidence of truth. Hume has been criticized for failing to consider the definition of future in his argument. This is mainly because there are two different types of future. The first future is one that will come to pass eventually. The second future is one that is beyond the present. Hume must have considered the second future in his argument when this should not be the case.  When the future that will eventually come to pass is considered, the problem of induction as put forth by Hume can be invalidated. This is mainly because such futures have resembled the past in many instances. On the other hand, the other future is difficult to observe, and is the only one validating Hume’s argument. 
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