
Quiz 4 (4/6): Please write your name and “Quiz 4” at the top of 
your paper. The following passages contain fallacies. For each 
passage, identify and explain one fallacy that is committed. 
Each passage is worth 2 points.  
 

1. You know why you think that? Because you are an idiot! 
This is an ad hominem because it substitutes a personal insult 
for an actual argument.  

2. If you are a police officer, then you own a billy club. You 
own a billy club. Therefore, you are a police officer. 

This is affirming the consequent.   
3. The death penalty in the US has given us the highest crime 

rate and greatest number of prisoners per 100,000 in the 
industrialized world.  

This is a post hoc fallacy because it argues that the death 
penalty has caused the crime rate. 

4. No one in this family has ever been divorced; therefore, 
you need to work out your marital problems. We don't get 
divorced! 

This is an appeal to tradition because it is arguing that one 
shouldn’t get divorced because it is traditional to stay together 
in this family.  

5. In the trial of Nazi criminal Klaus Barbie, the controversial 
lawyer Jacques Vergès tried to present the following 
defense: during the Algerian War, French officers such as 
General Jacques Massu had committed war crimes similar 
to those with which Barbie was being charged, and 
therefore the French state had no moral right to try 
Barbie.  



This is a tu quoque because it is arguing that Barbie should be 
excused because other people have done worse.  

6. Sam is riding her bike in her hometown in Maine, minding 
her own business. A station wagon comes up behind her 
and the driver starts beeping his horn and then tries to 
force her off the road. As he goes by, the driver yells "get 
on the sidewalk where you belong!" Sam sees that the car 
has Ohio plates and concludes that all Ohio drivers are 
jerks. 

This is a hasty generalization because Sam is arguing that 
because he had  a bad experience with one person from Ohio 
that therefore everyone from Ohio is bad.  

7. If science wishes to argue that we cannot know what was 
going on in [the gorilla] Binti’s head when she acted as she 
did, science must also acknowledge that it cannot prove 
that nothing was going on. It is because of our irresolvable 
ignorance, as much as fellow-feeling, that we should give 
animals the benefit of the doubt and treat them with the 
respect we accord ourselves. 

This is an appeal to ignorance because ignorance is being used 
as a premise. See highlighted above.  

8. Your honor, before you sentence my client for the murder 
of his parents, I ask you to consider his situation. He is an 
orphan. Perhaps you can give him the lightest punishment 
possible.  

This is an appeal to pity. 
9. She is against the new law that mandates teaching 

intelligent design alongside the theory of evolution. It 
should be obvious to anyone that she really wants to 



eliminate religious belief. She wants to destroy one of the 
basic principles of the US Constitution! 

This is a straw man fallacy because the argument is assuming 
the most extreme version of the position possible.  

10. There is no such thing as knowledge which cannot be 
carried into practices, for such knowledge is really no 
knowledge at all.  

This is a circular argument because it uses the same definition 
of knowledge in the conclusion and the premise.  
 


