


Informal fallacies
From the extract, four particular fallacies are identifiedAll this galaxies are propounded by the author addressing feminists and their contradicting their appeal against porn magazines.The first and second instances of informal fallacies , they are presented in the bandwagon ing perspective whereby they are unsubstantiated claims that cannot be fully credited to the individuals or contexts cited.In the first instance, the author argues that since the impirtsnt figure heads like the President have agreed it is not harmful.In the second instance , the author says that scientists have not conducted research on the issue hence it must not be harmful.The problem identified in both instances is that the author expects his argument to address the feminist aspect of the issue but instead lacks creditttbility in the oresentation.This reasoning is faulty as it does not clearly explain the instances of contributing arguments.The third instance provides a circular argument fallacy.This Is where the other identifies that the credibility if the argument is outlined by other people not being affected by the issue.In this regards,they state that since it does not affect the men who read the porn and the models then it is not harmfull.The presents a lack of resoning and dependability on the 'he says','she says'scenerio which is unviable.The final instance,exhibits the aspect of hasty generalisation.This involves the authorsmaking assumptions in view of creating conclusive evidence.The author states that feminists are rrslonsibke for the weakening of the moral toundations.This presents a biased stand in reasoning.This four examples whow the fallacies inthe extract.
ausation and realisation
Greg;His argument shows fallacy of false cause, causal oversimplificationn wherebtye argues attributes one aspect to to be the sole cause of something.he argues states that the reason trump won was because sanders vied.The possible problem is that the the author intervrates 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 relevantt factors in the elections and providing a rank of this factors to atribute where the sanders effect applys.
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 accout of this assumption.A different aporoach would identifying oriotventrabce of students with cars into the school and comparing with the recent pendant upon paving the roads.
Scott;Post hoc ergo propter hocwjere the argues assumes a cause reffect of one event to another on the basis of one precedence.The argues 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 argues 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 argues 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 rightfully approach should be more questioning rather than stating of facts.
Darwin;His argument is presented as hasty general is a atiknwhowhich provides invisible arguments to reach the conclusions.The arguement 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 to why liberal opinions do not accommodate the conservatives in the school context where all opinions are respected.
Darren;sweeping generalisation which places an issue where it is not applicable or is excempted.The argue states that taking guns from americans is against the law.The problem 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.
Informal fallacies
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Discussion 
Using the 1-10 scale with 1 being weak and 10 being strong , the overall strength if the argument is 1
Informal falacies identification
From the extract, there is evidence of of an irrational argument that is focussed more on the steriotyling context and less on providing the essential comparative arguments that can prove Obama unfit for the presidency.This paper seeks to identify the informal galaxies as discussed in class so as to show the overall strenght of the authors argument seen through the error of reasoning.The initial falacy in the argument is identified through the claims that Obama is a socialist.Withough clear ressourcefull information to support this information, it shows bias on the author's statement.The comparison of obamas leadership with the ussr failure provides a seemingly week argument considering it's unsuported my viable research.Being educated an edicated eliteshould not be a judging aspect aganist one beco.ing president.The context that sustains his ineffective Obama will be is purely speculative and incitefull rather than educative.Finaly,the author contradicts the 4th amendment while trying to show how Obama is a muslim with name ryhimg with that of osama hence unworthy.However, the same asses of the constitution which he seeminglyy tries to use aganist obsma clearly stipulate on the rights of every American to elect and be elected.The overal anysis of the strenghts of the sxtract show clearly theee level of informal falacies aganist the election of Obama that depict a level unreasonable, unsupported text.
Mark's argument is presented as post ergo hoc roster hoc.This is because he assumes that one event that precedes another one is a causional effect.He argues that the shade if paints will guarantee a good painting.The problem with this argument is the assumption that disregards other factors.A different approach would look at prior paintings to discern the impact of the new shade.

Darren's argument takes on hasty generalisation.This makes unrelated assumptions towards drawing the conclusion.Jnntjis case, the argue assumes that all Americans are powerful because amaerica is powerful.The problem with this argument is that It does nit give relevant details that suggest the statements as true.A diffrentvaporoachntk make the argument stronger would be to present instances that show the relationship between the two.
Norma's argument is identified as sweeping decentralisation whereby the arguer makes a general conclusion to an issue that should be handled with exception.The problem with this argument is a that the argues assumes the entree condition as the whole restaurant.A different approach that could make the argument stronger is trying to Indulge thee resturnt and make a conclu conclusion.

Trisha's argument follows on hasty generalization that creates a conclusion assuming the event was the contributor of the outcome.The argues assumption states that the car inspection laws led to the many jumpers hiring the roads.The problem with this argument is that car inspections would result in reduced junkets in the road which is contrary to her statement.Tl better improve this argument, the arguer should cinduct better investigation to the event and give more credible supported evidence.

Davids argument is seen as causal oversimplification whereby the argument assumes one event as the sole cause of another.Innghis particular case, he argues that the  city's move to reduces use of cars has resulted to reduced numbers if drive thus.The problem.with this arguments that it sets that legislations to be a cause for issue.A better stronger approach would be identifying Ithe causes to merit the extent in the issue.
anonymous argument takes causal oversimplification.In this regard the arguer states that the cause for the reckless driving that night is because of the full moon.The problem with this argument is that the argues seeks to relate the cause of reckless driving with the occurrence of the full moon.To.add strength to the argument, there Is news for consistent observed data to show the event .
Anonymous argued takes on the sweeping generalisation whereby they associate an event occurring with possibly unrelated facts or issue.In this case the argues states that since they are capable of lifting a pound of the desk they can be able to lift the whole desk.This response is none factual and the argues dies not relate the issue logicaly.To add strength to the argument, they should seek.measurable aspects that show the relationship of the activity being addressed
Anonymous argument takes on the causal oversimplification.They assume that the judgement being just relates to Mr.Paulson being a just juror.This creates an issue as there is no evidence that shows the contributions of Mr.Paulson in.the versus.The strength of this argument could be promoted by knowing the impact of Mr.Paulson to the final verdict to dab him reasonable.


Informal Fallacie s: Se t Four

Alyson makes an appeal.of ignorance in her argument whereby the use if lack of evidence is used to show the existence of uniforms.The problem.witb this reasoning is that there is no substantiate evidence yet a conclusion is drawn.To increase the strength of the argument, she should offer her answer in the follow up to the laughter.



Sarah applies the equivocation fallacy whereby  a key eord of Ihrase changes the meaning to draw a conclusion.In this case, she uses the words no grade to insist her positioning and draw the conclusion.The problem identified in this reasoning is that it does not offer a viable argument which can be addressed as stupid and irrelevant.The strength of this argument would be increased by applying logic.




Antonio's argument exhibits a strawman fallacybwhereby the argument posed creates less relevance to a similar issue.In this case he addresses climate change to be contributed by animal agriculture effects deviating from the most essential.elements.This oses a reasoning problemm.with regards to understating certain contributing aspects and overstating others.The argument could be made stronger by crediting each cause with the relevant weight.“



Andrea's argument creates a false dema fallacy whereby it propouts that there are only two alternatives while lots exist.She claims if she doesn't attend the concert she will die.The problem.in this reasoning is that the options given are part of many and do not neccesay require a dying option.The strength of this argument child be approached by deviating the many options and creating a better argument.


Furthe r Practice : Set Four
Bob's argument is presented as an appeal.of ignorance.He argues that God doesn't exist solely on the fact that no one has ever seen or proved of him.This provides a problem.of reasoning as one can of surely say such without constructive evidence to support their conclusion.To better strengthen this argument, he shoud consider providing more insightful information to make it visble.
Derik's argument takes on the equivocationsl aspect whereby he continuously repeats the same key word to draw conclusions.Inthis case,the aspect of proof with regards to scientists not being able to prove ghosts are real means they are real.The problem.with this reasoning is that the argues tries to force his conclusion on the issue.To strengths ttho argument,it requires for Derek to be more assertive in the argument to offer more relevance .

Britany's argument is seen as a straw and argument as she picks on someone else argument and tries to make it loose relevance.She can't Hillary Clinton comments as stupid .The problem.with this reasoning is that she draws in attention to her own opinion that deters the focus from.the initial argument and creates a new statement with regards to hoping for trunks win.The argument could be made stronger by focusing on each statement independently.
This anonymous arguer takes on the sweeping generalisation whereby it involves making conclusions and aplliying rules where they sd houmd be exceptional.Identifying working as a form.of orostitution is seeming too extreme a comparison and should not be in the context.The problem.with this reasoning is that ghd arguer doesn't seem.to use the appropriate words and context in the argument.This argument could be made stronger by employing the use of other tactical words and reducing none comparative aspects in the same context.
Anonymous in this context takes on the hoc ergo proper hoc caesal effect whereby the assume the effects one one preceding event will be invited by a following event.In this case the argues states that immigration will lead to loss of jobs for the natives.This ooses a reasoning problem.whereby the individual(s) take onfuturistic assumptions.This argument could be made stronger by backing it with data to show the cause effects of immigratiins to the job markets.
Anonymous in this case takes on the hasty generalisation whereby it involves making conclusions that creates a general rule.Innthis extract, the argues asks for the reasons Michael Vick is placed in the team yet the concerned party is expected to care for welfare of animals.The problem with thos reasonning us that it provides contrary expectations to the involved parties.This atgument can gain strength is the argue can prove if indeed  the animal was at risk.
Anonymous argument takes on the appeal of ignorance where that lack of evidence is used to support the claim.The proof of vitamins improving a persons health are discredited in account if there being no proof and thus a waste of money in purchases.The problem with this argument is that the argues discredits the prevailing belief without resourceful information.To strengthen this argument, the argues should invest in more research and offer good viable discrediting.





















