


Causation and realization
Greg; His argument shows the fallacy of false cause, causal oversimplification whereby argues attributes one aspect to be the sole cause of something. he argues states that the reason Trump won was that sanders vied. The possible problem is that the author integrates the two aspects that are unrelated and dependent on other factors other than the stipulation hence the weak reasoning. The argument could be made stronger by providing all the relevant factors in the elections and providing a rank of these factors to attribute where the sanders effect applies.
Eric; His argument is a confusion of cause-effect which assumes one issue to be the cause of another. The arguer assumes that students driving into campus is only because the roads are paved. The problem in this argument is the assumption that students didn't drive into school because of unpaved roads. This reasoning is discredited on account of this assumption. A different approach would identify the entrance of students with cars into the school and compare it with the recent pendant upon paving the roads.
Scott; Post hoc ergo propter, he argues assumes a causal effect of one event to another based on one precedence. The argument states that women who have two abortions will eventually have cervical cancer. The problem with this reasoning is that it gives facts with no viable reference. The argument should modify the argument by seeking more relevant support sources.
Luke; His argument takes on the slippery slope aspect that states one event being the first of other events. The argument states the sure consequences of the daughter wearing a certain skirt. The problem with this argument is the assumption that wearing certain clothes will surely end in his daughter being pregnant. The rightful approach should be more questioning rather than stating facts.
Darwin; His argument is presented as a hasty generalization is which provides unviable arguments to reach the conclusions. The argument speculates that with the liberal opinions at school, it would be better to shift to another school. This presents a problem. with shallow reasoning as it does not necessitate shifting schools. A different approach would be addressing reasons why liberal opinions do not accommodate the conservatives in the school context where all opinions are respected.
Darren; sweeping generalization which places an issue where it is not applicable or is exempted. The argument states that taking guns from Americans is against the law. The problem with this argument is the reasoning that having guns is against the law yet they try to show how it is within the confines of the law. The right approach should be identifying the applicability of gun rights and instances where they are confiscated.



