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My schoolwork is easier since I took a logic course.

Since it has trained me to read more carefully, logic helps me with my homework.

Everyone ought to take Logic since it will make homework easier.

Since taking Logic, I find my homework easier.

----------------------------
Taking Logic = easier homework

Easier homework = a good thing
--------------

Therefore, taking logic = a good thing
              A = B

              B = C

              --------

              A = C
Valid?

True premises?

Sound?

Cogent?

--------------------------------------------
Both VALID AND TRUE (SOUND)

Socrates is a man.

All men are mortal.

Therefore, Socrates is mortal.

There are > 10 people in this room.

Therefore, there are > 6 people in this room.

John fell 50 feet onto solid concrete.

No one can survive a fall of more than 40 feet onto solid concrete.

Therefore, John died.

VALID, BUT NOT SOUND:

If pigs fly, then pigs must have wings.

Pigs fly.

Therefore, pigs must have wings.

-----------------------------------
NOT VALID; THEREFORE, NOT SOUND 

(but persuasive (cogent))

John fell 50 feet onto solid concrete.

No one has ever survived a fall of more than 40 feet onto solid concrete.

Therefore, John died.

NOT VALID; THEREFORE, NOT SOUND

Every time Louis is tired he's edgy.

Louis is edgy.

Therefore, Louis must be tired.

------------------------------------------------------
Vocabulary:  problematic 

Problematic conclusions are those whose truth is in doubt

If I write:

All men are mortal

Socrates is a man

---------------------

Therefore, Socrates is mortal

I am not really trying to figure out whether Socrates is mortal….

The conclusion is not problematic
------------------------------------------------------------
Vocabulary:   Problematic

We label things Problematic (in this course) when 

· the concluding statement is not taken for granted (not accepted as a matter of fact)


· and when evidence is (sincerely) offered to support it 

It is unethical to perform laboratory tests on people, so scientists use rats.

Three techniques to try to determine whether something is an argument…

1. Try to imagine scenarios under which the passage is or isn’t an argument

2. Ask whether the writer presents the conclusion as problematic or unproblematic….

3. Question whether it is the writer’s intent to assert that something is the case or to explain why something is the case

---------------------------------------
The death penalty costs too much.  Allowing our government to kill citizens compromises the deepest moral values upon which this country was conceived:  the inviolable dignity of human persons.  (Helen Prejean, CSJ.  Dead Man Walking, 1994)

Above all I delighted in mathematics because of the certainty and evidence of their reasonings.      (Rene Descartes, 1637)

If you don’t listen to radio talk shows, you really should, because it gives you a chance to reassure yourself that a great many people out there are much stupider than you are.   

(Dave Barry, Dave Barry’s Bad Habits, 1985)

--------------------------------
Associate as much as you can with people of admirable character and proven sagacity.  We become like the people we’re around.  (Tom Morris,  If Aristotle Ran General Motors, 1997)

All segregation statutes are unjust because segregation distorts the soul and damages the personality.  (Martin Luther King, Jr., Letter from Birmingham Jail, 1963)

I hate books.  They only teach us to talk about what we do not know.  

(Jean Jacques Rousseau, Emile, 1762)

Never hit your child.  Today health professionals agree that hitting children harms them emotionally as well as physically, fosters rage and self-hate, and often does lasting damage to their self-esteem and sense of worth.  

(Dr. Koop’s Self-Care Advisor, 1996)

---------------------------------------
What about this?

“There is no need for the country to follow the sheepskin parade and send so many young people to college; we got along well enough a hundred years ago, when only a small percentage had college degrees.”

                                       Beardsley p 96

Here the conclusion is problematic.   We don’t know the answer and need to look at the offered evidence.

Is it reasonable?

Is it relevant?

Is it sufficient?

Is this a cogent argument?

-------------------------------------

 First we need to ask…

“There is no need for the country to follow the sheepskin parade and send so many young people to college; we got along well enough a hundred years ago, when only a small percentage had college degrees.”

                                       Beardsley p 96

What is the subject?

What is the issue?

What is the conclusion?


What are the premises (reasons for the conclusion)?

-----------------------

Rewritten and simplified:

Few grads was good 100 yrs ago

What was good 100 yrs ago, is good now

--------------

Therefore, few grads is good now
                A = B

                B = C

                -------

          A = C

Now we’ve shaped it like a deductive syllogism – and we can ask our original questions

Valid?

True premises?

Sound?

Cogent?

----------------------------------
Since fewer deaths occur when people slow down, you should try to keep your speed under 100 kpm.

The subject is… 

The issue is…
The conclusion is…
The premises are…
---------------------------------------
Slower driving decreases deaths

Decreased deaths is a good thing

-------------------------

Therefore, slower driving is a good thing

        A = B

        B = C

        --------

        A = C

Valid?

True?

Sound?

Cogent?

------------------------------------
Another example….
One of the most common stumbling blocks to clear thinking is lack of objectivity.  We tend to favour some beliefs over others for personal reasons, and if we are not careful may allow our uncritically accepted preferences to distort our thinking.  We may have difficulty rejecting ideas to which we have devoted considerable time and effort.  In short, we may simply want some claims to be true and others to be false.

The subject is

The issue is 

The conclusion is

The premises are

Valid?

True?

Sound?

Cogent?

------------------------------
“In contrast to arguments, explanations, illustrations, elaborations, and other nonarguments treat the truth as unproblematic.”

Think about this when you aren’t sure whether you are dealing with an argument.

If the explanation, elaboration etc., does not attempt to justify belief in the conclusion, it probably isn’t meant as an argument.

------------------------------------------
Unstated premises – 

I oppose capital punishment because it might lead to the death of innocent people.

Unstated premise?

-------------------------------
I know that most college students drink beer. After all, most college students are male.

Unstated premise?

These are abbreviated arguments.  

You must fill in the blanks.     

---------------------------------

Vocabulary:  refutation

Refutation is argumentation that attempts to prove the untruth of a problematic claim

It is the opposite of demonstration (which attempts to prove the truth of a problematic claim)

-------------------------------------------
Warrant means the underlying reasons for belief

· If you have warrant for a belief (i.e. the belief is warranted), you have reasonable, relevant and sufficient evidence 

· If the police seek a warrant, they are claiming to have reasonable, relevant and sufficient evidence  (i.e. enough for a warrant)
---------------------------
One unerring mark of the love of truth is not entertaining any proposition with greater assurance than the proofs it is built upon warrant.

                                John Locke

-------------------------------
Page 35…
1. Jones cannot be the murderer because he was miles away when the crime occurred.

What is the issue?     
Conclusion? 

Is there support for the conclusion?   
So is it an argument?    

2. The flight has been delayed by bad weather.

Issue?    

Conclusion?

Argument?

----------------------
The Scope of Argument

Personal 

· whether to have sex before marriage

· whether to buy life insurance or do drugs

· where to go to school

· whether it is ok to cheat on schoolwork

· whether to join a church (or even to believe in god)

· how to live a good life

-------------------------
The Scope of Argument

Political and social sphere 

· what form of government is best

· how to allocate scarce medical resources

· what to do about the homeless

· how to remedy the welfare system

· whether the state should prohibit or control cloning technology

----------------------------
The Scope of Argument

Moral sphere

· what is the good life?

· do the needs of the many outweigh the needs of the few?

· is morality relative or absolute?

· how much say should the state have in raising children?

· should the state prohibit or control cloning technology?

· is capital punishment wrong?

--------------------------------
The Scope of Argument

Legal sphere 

· how much say should the state have in raising children?

· is capital punishment wrong?

· when should precedent be abandoned when deciding new cases?

· should a rape victim’s previous behaviour be allowed into testimony?

· who should make the law?

--------------------------------
three criteria of cogency (relative strength)

· reasonableness

· relevance

· sufficiency

--------------------------------------------------------------------------
Phil 2505   Exercise …
(for the Monday after Study Week  (Oct. 15, 2007).

Find an argument out in real life – in newspapers, magazines, advertisements, television, political writing, etc. – which contains one of the fallacies listed in chapter 3.

1.   Cut out, copy or closely describe the argument

2.   Write a paragraph or two about the argument

Is it making objective or subjective claims?

What is its intent?

Who is it aimed at?

How effective is it?

What is the fallacy?

How much does the fallacy matter?

Be prepared to share your find with the class.


