1) Ad Hominem


-An Attack on one’s opponent rather than one’s argument.

-Personal Attack: direct name calling



-Example: “Bill is wrong because he is a drunken lout.”


-Inconsistency: stating that because one earlier argued in favor of something then 
he or she cannot argue against it now or that one’s statement is inconsistent with 
one’s own actions.



-Example: “Bill is wrong because he used to think that ZZ Top was the 


greatest southern rock band in the world.  Now he thinks that Lynard 


Skynard is.”


-Example:  A chain smoker who states that smoking kills


-Important Note:  There is a difference between an inconsistency found in an 
argument and an inconsistency from a speaker.  We have good reason to believe 
that an argument is wrong if it contains an inconsistency.  Yet, just because 
somebody argues for something different now then what he argued for earlier, it 
does not follow that is current opinions are wrong.  He may have simply changed 
his mind.



-Example: Stating that a monotheistic god exists with other gods in the 


same breath compared to a change of opinion.—inconsistency within an 


argument

-Circumstantial: stating that somebody is wrong because of the circumstances that 
surround him or her.


-Example: Disregarding a priest’s views on the dangers of abortion 


because priests are “required” to hold such views.




-This is different from a Personal Attack in that speaker may hold 



no ill will to priests.


-Another Important Note:  Sometimes attacks on somebody’s character are 
relevant and, thus, they wouldn’t be considered fallacious.



-Example: Calling somebody a liar when the truthfulness or his or her 


statements are in question.
 Video: http://www.thedailyshow.com/video/index.jhtml?videoId=114018&title=A-Relatively-Closer-Look---Hitler-Reference 
2) Hasty Conclusion


-Drawing a conclusion from relevant but insufficient evidence


-Example: Claiming that a whole bushel of apples is rotten after sampling 


one rotten apple.


-It can be thought of as an extremely weak induction

-Anecdotal Evidence: arguing from personal experience to a much larger 
generalization



-Example:  “I owned a Ford once.  It was in constant need of repairs.  Ford 

makes terrible vehicles.”


-Bad Analogy: where two things are more dissimilar then similar in a given 
comparison


-Example: “This box can hold twenty apples.  So, it can hold twenty 


watermelons.”

3) Appeal to Ignorance

-Citing that the absence of evidence against a claim counts as evidence for that 
claim.



-Example: “Since no one has proven that Aliens exist, they must, in fact, 


exist”


-The problem with such reasoning is that it misplaces the burden of proof.


-Generally, the burden of proof rests on the affirmative side of an issue.  That is, 
who ever is make the claim that ‘X’ is the case needs to supply evidence or 
reasons in support.
