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UNIVERSITY OF WINDSOR 
Department of Philosophy 

 
Philosophy 260 -- INFORMAL LOGIC: FALLACY 

Fall 2012: Tuesdays and Thursdays 4-5:20 in Dillon Hall 264 
 
Professor: Dr. Catherine Hundleby        

Chrysler Hall North 2185  
  chundleby@uwindsor.ca           

Office Hours: Thursday 11-noon during classes & by appointment 
 
Calendar Description: 
The objective is to develop the ability to discriminate between good and bad arguments 
found in everyday settings, using the concept of fallacy. A variety of kinds of fallacy are 
explained, and the skill of identifying them is taught. The basic tools for analyzing 
arguments are presented and put to use. Material for analysis is drawn from 
newspapers, current periodicals, and other sources of actual arguments. (Prerequisite: 
34-160 or 34-161 or semester 3 or above standing; or consent of the instructor.) 
 
Course Objectives:  In this course students will learn to … 

1. Explain the basic structure of arguments and analyze examples into conclusion 

and premises. 

2. Identify and explain some of the traditionally recognized fallacies of 

argumentation. 

3. Ask critical questions that address why arguers commit errors and why audiences 

accept them. 

4. Evaluate arguments using critical questions. 

5. Justify evaluations. 

6. Understand participations and failure as a constructive process. 

 

Course Delivery: 

A. Classes: The first few classes will present theoretical background, and after that 
alternate between lectures on particular forms of fallacy and review of exercises 
regarding case studies of arguments that may be examples of the problematic form.   

Students must complete all the Case Study exercises described below as 
homework and some exercises will be submitted for grades. Keeping up with the 
material depends on developing the skills through the exercises as well as reading the 
relevant chapters and is essential for success in the course.  You should also keep copies 
of the case studies you submit so that you will have the immediate feedback from the in-
class review.   
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In the second-last class you must bring in a draft of your self-evaluation on 
participation, and the justification that will be workshopped with other students.  

 
B. Exercises and Evaluation:  
1. Case Studies 

Write up the Case Study exercises assigned for specified due date. There are a possible 
eight (8) such exercises as noted below with an asterisk (*). You must submit four of 
these at the start of class – before they are taken up. We will discuss how to approach 
these exercises early in the course. Late submissions or those submitted incorrectly (e.g. 
under doors) will not receive a grade. The four Case Studies are worth 8% each for a 
total 32% of the course grade. 

2. Tests   

Testing will use exactly the same sorts of questions as in the homework exercises, and 
will be divided up into two midterms and a final examination.  That testing combined is 
worth a total of 55% of the course. 

(i) Test 1:  15% 

(ii) Test 2:  15% 

(iii) There will be a final examination on Saturday December 15, 3:30-5:30.  
The exam is worth 25% of the course grade, and will cover all the course 
content but mostly the material after Test 2. 

3. Participation 

Part of your job in this course is to put in a solid effort and be creative, which will 
inevitably entail some sort of failure.  To help you to develop an appreciation of 
constructive failure, or learning through risk-taking, we will have ongoing discussions 
about what we learn from making mistakes and getting things wrong, in which your 
participation will be noted by Dr. Hundleby.  Alternately, if you are uncomfortable 
speaking in class then you may keep a journal of the failures you encounter in this 
course, under 200 words/weekly entry, and submit them at each test or exam.   

Finally, you must submit on the last day of classes a self-evaluation of your 
learning through failure using a letter grade (C, B-, etc.) plus a justification for the 
grade: under 300 words type-written, double-spaced.  Bring in a draft of at least 100 
words to workshop in the second-last class. This aspect of the course is worth 12%, 
including a writing workshop worth 2%. 

 
4. Bonus Points 
If you find a good example of a song on youtube.com that has a central message 
involving an inference that seems fallacious, e-mail Dr. Hundleby with the link and a 
justification for the allegation in under 150 words.  You may earn 1% bonus to your final 
grade, up to two times. 
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Class Schedule: 
September 

6:  Introduction to the course. 
 
11:  Conclusions and premises: Lecture 
13:  Conclusions and premises: Review exercises 
 
18:  Fallacy theory and its history. (Fallacies and Argument Appraisal [FAA] Ch. 1): 

Lecture 
20:  Case Studies using Critical Questions. 
 
25:  Justification, ignorance, and learning from failure: Lecture 
27:  Fallacies of Diversion (FAA Chapter 2): Lecture 
 

October 
2:  Case Studies of Straw Figure and Red Herring.* 
4:  Fallacies of Structure (FAA Chapter 3): Lecture 
 
9:  Case Studies on Fallacies of Structure:* 
11:  Test 1 on all previous material 
 
16:  Fallacies and Errors with Language (FAA Chapter 4): Lecture 
18:  Case Studies of Linguistic Fallacies.* 
 
23: Ad Hominem Reasoning (FAA Chapter 5): Lecture 
25:  Case Studies of the ad hominem.* 
 
31:  Appealing to Authorities (FAA Chapter 7): Lecture 
 

November 
1:  Case Studies of ‘authority’ arguments.* 
 
6:   Test 2 on all material since Test 1 
8:  Fallacies of Sampling (FAA Chapter 8): Lecture 
 
13:  Case Studies of sampling* 
15:  Fallacies of Causal Reasoning (FAA Chapter 9): Lecture 
 
20:  Case Studies of causal arguments.* 
22: Fallacies of Analogical Reasoning (FAA Chapter 10): Lecture 
 
27:  Student evaluations of teaching 

Workshop on “participation and failure self-evaluation and reflection.” 
29: Case Studies of analogical arguments.* 
 
 
Final Exam: Saturday December 15, 3:30-5:30 
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Required Texts: 

Tindale, C.W. 2007. Fallacies and Argument Appraisal. Cambridge: Cambridge 
University Press. 

A good dictionary. 

 
Homework Exercises: 
 
September 13: Identifying conclusions and premises: Handout from previous class 
 
September 20: Asking Critical Questions: Handout from previous class   
 
October 2: * Case Studies of Straw Man and Red Herring. 
Follow the instructions on p.36 (FAA) and do one of #s 7, 8 or 9 (pp.38-39). All three 
cases will be taken up in class. 
 
October 9:*  Case studies with fallacies of structure. 
Follow the instructions and complete three of #s 2, 3, 4, 8 from pp. 54-55.  All four will 
be taken up in class. 
 
October 18:*  Case Studies with ‘Linguistic’ arguments. 
Follow the instructions and complete two of #s 2, 3, or 8 from pp.78-79. All three will 
be taken up in class. 
 
October 25:* Case Studies of the ad hominem. Follow the instructions and complete 
one of the following (from pp.99-102) #7, #9 (Bush’s argument), or #10 (Kerry’s 
argument). All three will be taken up in class. 
 
November 1:* Case Studies of ‘authority’ arguments. Follow the instructions on 
p.144 and complete two of #s 4, 6, 8, and 9. All four will be taken up in class. 
 
November 13:* Case Studies of sampling arguments. Follow the instructions on 
p.167 and complete two of #s 2, 4, and 7 (pp.167-170). All three will be taken up in class. 
 
November 20:* Case Studies of causal arguments. Follow the instructions on p.189 
and complete two of #s 4, 5, 7, and 8. All four will be taken up in class. 
 
November 27:* Cases Studies of analogical arguments. 
Follow the instructions on p.208 and complete two of #s 2, 6, 7 and 10.  All three will be 
taken up in class. 
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GENERAL RESPONSIBILITIES 
 

In this course the professor is responsible for: 
• Providing a comprehensive course outline, appropriate notice of assignments, 

adhering to the specifics of the course outline, and providing as much notice as 
possible regarding schedule changes. 

• Beginning and ending classroom activities on time, setting the pace and tone. 
• Guiding students through the course materials, supporting and challenging them. 
• Providing detailed instruction about the requirements for assignments. 
• Maintaining scholarly standards. 
• Returning grades promptly: within approximately two weeks 
• Being available for consultation outside class 
• Maintaining (dog-free) office hours for personal consultation with students, and 

making appointments as needed (dog-free upon request). 
• Providing response to student inquiries inside and outside of the class that is: 

o Polite 
o Prompt (during regular working hours) 

• Providing further detailed commentary on grades when students so request. 
• Re-evaluating student work when students so request and explain in writing. 
 
In this course each student is responsible for: 
• Reading and understanding the course outline, and ruling out exam conflicts or 

other predictable problems. 
• Adhering to the specifics of the course outline, including completing all assigned 

readings before the scheduled class, completing the homework and attending every 
class as scheduled. 

• Scholarly integrity:  
o Composing your own submissions.  
o Written assignments may be subject to oral examination  

• Submitting assignments only: 
o At the beginning of class  
o In hard copy  

• Communication that is clear, with correct grammar and spelling, and that is polite.  
o Politeness includes:  

 Refraining from any communication in class that is not part of the 
activities directed by the professor 

 Addressing the professor appropriately as "Professor", “Dr. H.” or 
"Doctor"  

o E-mail is useful for short questions, but useless for philosophical discussion 
which works best in conversation – for that, phone Dr. H or drop by her office 
(CN 2185). 

• Discretion in consuming food and beverages brought to class 
• Refrain from any use of technology that may disrupt the classroom activities. 
• Informing the professor as soon as possible of any conflicts or emergencies that may 

interfere with progress in the course. 


