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Inductive Argument Practice

We stationed undergraduate research assistants at various points along University Avenue, right next to campus, to ask people walking along the street what they think of the trolley system. We got over 600 responses, and over 90% of them said that they think the trolley is great. We can infer that a clear majority of members of the campus community think that the trolley is great.

The inference that a clear majority of members of the community think that the trolley is great is fallacious. From the over 600 responses got from the people walking along the street, over 90% indicated that the trolley is great. However, the premise has not indicated whether the sampled population consisted of only the campus community. We cannot, therefore, say that a clear majority of the campus community think that the trolley is great. The argument is bad since the basic premises are unacceptable and the inference is fallacious.

As people ride the trolley, it causes them to like it more. For ridership of the trolley has increased steadily every month in the half-year from May through to November.

The inference that people like the trolley more as they ride it is fallacious. The fact that trolley ridership has steadily increased every month in the half-year from May through to November does not mean that people like it more. There might be other reasons that increased the trolley ridership over the months. The argument is bad because the inference is fallacious.

The administration should support the trolley system vigorously, if the trolley system brings significant benefits to the student body. So the administration should support the trolley system vigorously, since the trolley system does bring significant benefits to the student body.

The inference that the administration should support the trolley system vigorously, since the trolley system does bring significant benefits to the student body is fallacious. That is because the premise stated that the support should be there if the system has benefits. The argument is, therefore, bad as the inference is fallacious.

We know that all history of philosophy courses are intriguing, and that all philosophical logic courses are intriguing. So, being a course in the philosophy department causes a class to be intriguing – since there are boring, non-intriguing logic courses in the math department, and there are boring, non-intriguing general history courses in the history department.

The inference that being a course in the philosophy department causes a class to be intriguing is fallacious. It doesn’t mean that a class will be intriguing due to a course being intriguing. A course may be intriguing, but the class may be boring. The reverse is also true. Therefore, the argument is bad since the inference is fallacious. 

All intriguing courses have challenging tests, and some philosophical logic courses have challenging tests. Thus, some philosophical logic courses are intriguing courses.

The inference that some philosophical logic courses are intriguing courses is fallacious. Having philosophical logic courses with challenging tests doesn’t necessarily mean that they are intriguing courses. The argument is thus bad since the inference is fallacious.  

