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Informal Fallacie s–Se t Thre e (Causation and Ge ne ralizations)
Directions for the following four sets of informal fallacies 

[bookmark: _Hlk74225885]A. For each of the following sets of informal fallacies, please do the following: 
i. Read the argument.
ii. Identify the conclusion. 
iii. Determine how the arguer attempts to reach the conclusion (premises). 
iv. Put on your logic skeptic hat and consider possible problems in this line of reasoning. Do your best to articulate why this reasoning is flawed using your own words and language. 
v. Do this for each problem. 
   B. Once you’ve given your first thoughts on each of the examples from the set, then: 
i. Read the set of definitions. 
ii. Determine which fallacy definition seems to match up with your first impressions of the arguments. There is one example of each of the fallacy definitions provided per set. 
C. Now try to do a write-up reply for the argument. Address the following aspects for  your write-up replies to informal fallacy identification: Which fallacy was committed by whom when they did what and why is that problematic? 
o Consider answering each question below to formulate your answer. 
• Who commits the fallacy? 
• Which fallacy is it? 
• What is the definition of that fallacy? 
• How does it happen in the example? 
• Why is this a problem? Why is this faulty reasoning? What would be a better approach or what information could make the argument stronger? 
o Be specific in your explanations.
 o Remember to focus on the example as it is. Try not to bring in veer from the information provided and instead analyze what the arguer said in the specific case.

D. Compare and revise. Once you’ve tried your write-up replies, read the sample write-up replies to see how it compares to your first attempt. Revise as needed.

Note: The first three problems of this set of arguments contain  mistake s regarding cause and  e ffe ct relationships. Knowing these are causation fallacies, the next step is to articulate the specific kind e rrors in causal re asoning the arguments contains. The rest involve other problems.

1. Gre g: What a shame that Bernie Sanders ran for President. His running is the only reason Trump won.



2. Eric: As soon as they paved more parking lots, it caused more students to drive to campus.



3. Scott: Women who have had more than two abortions are more likely to have cervical cancer. Therefore, having more than two abortions causes cervical cancer.


4. Luke : There is no way I am letting you out of the house wearing that skirt young  lady.  The next thing you know, you’ll fetch yourself some  bass player  from some band and he’ll  leave you as soon as the test comes back positive! Are you ready to be pregnant?   Is that what you want  for yourself? Because I’ll tell you what, young lady, I’m not ready to be a Grandpa!



5. Darwin: “Did you read the opinion page in the Collegian yesterday? Every single position was coming from a liberal point of view. There’s just no place here for a conservative like me!”
Paul: “Well, what are you going to do, write a letter to the editor?”
Darwin: “No, I’m transferring to CU. Last time I was on Pearl Street I heard a guy talking about his new Hummer and griping about how much he was paying in taxes. That’s my kind of place!”



6. Darre n: They had no right to take Jones’ gun away! Americans have the right to bear arms, after all. Sure he went insane, but Jones is an American. It’s just not right.
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2. Mark says, “The shades of paint you’re using are beautiful, so the painting will be as well.”


3. Darren says, “The United States is the most powerful nation on earth, so each American must be extremely powerful.”


4. Norma: I went to that restaurant once and had a terrible entrée. From this experience I conclude that nothing at that restaurant is any good.


5. “It’s amazing how quickly the crazy came out. Reminds me of when Oklahoma got rid of car inspections, claiming it would just allow people to keep more of their money. No one would drive terrible cars, surely! The day after the law went live, an unbelievable number of junkers hit the road.” –Trisha S., facebook post, November 15, 2016


6. “City officials asked ‘Wouldn’t it be great if people didn’t drive their cars so much…?’ Not content with just wishing it were so, they started implementing regulations to make driving inconvenient. One of the ways they did this was by banning drive-thru restaurants in growing areas of town via the Land Use Code. You can see the ban yourself by driving down Harmony east of College. You’ll see plenty of huge grocery stores, strip malls, normal restaurants, banks and gas stations, but no restaurants with drive-thrus…Drive-thrus were just their first target. Maybe next they’ll ban pizza delivery. Or allow only one-car garages on new houses. Or refuse to widen congested streets in order to frustrate drivers onto their bikes. Don’t underestimate the laws that can be enacted to force you to conform to an activist’s Utopian view of the future,”
--David Wheat, Fort Collins, CO, opinion page, The Coloradoan, March 23, 2004, page A4.


7. People are driving their cars like maniacs tonight and there is a full moon. Obviously the full moon causes people drive carelessly.


8. Each piece of my desk weighs less than a pound and I can certainly lift a pound. So, I should have no problem lifting the whole desk.


9. The verdict rendered by the jury was reasonable and just. Thus, Robert Paulson, a member of the jury, is a reasonable and just man.

