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Housekeeping 

 assignment 4 folder not visible to students 

 people got an extra day to complete work 

 professor again asked students to join the class using a computer, not a phone  

 essays due on July 3 

 

Informal fallacies 

 straw man argument (from last day) 

 credit somebody with a weak argument then imply that negates the conclusion 

 circularity (petitio principia) 

 aka circular argument, circular reasoning 

 aka begging the question  

 professor said this expression is often used but almost always misused ± it's used to 

mean provoking a question  

 the question itself provides its own answer without adding anything  

 assuming the conclusion by stating it as a premise of the argument  

 a closed loop doesn't work in terms of argumentation, the professor said  

 examples: 

 Why should ex-convicts not be allowed to vote? Because they're criminals 

 It's clear that we should return to the ways of Nature. After all, it's only natural to do so 

 Women should be able to choose to terminate a pregnancy, so abortion should be legal. 

 sometimes bears some resemblance to equivocation  

 

Recursive process of writing  

 you need to revisit your work 

 revision = you change the sequence of ideas, rewriting sentences, simplifying sentences 

 editing = looking for errors 

 write, then let it sit for a few days, then revisit it later ± this allows your mind to take some 

distance from the work and return to it with a fresh pair of eyes  

 one of the best ways to revise/edit your work: read it aloud to yourself  

 are the sentences flowing? Sensible?  

 

Exercise: the writing process 

 fill in the intermediary steps to writing an essay: 

 first step: to understand the essay assignment  

 last step: to hand in the final draft  

 professor gave 2 minutes to do this 

 what goes in the middle? 

 Narrow the topic 

 brainstorm ideas ± think it through in a freewheeling way 

 form initial thesis  

 generate questions and counterarguments 

 sketch out an outline ± best way is to think of arguments 





 this allows you to move freely between ideas and more importantly the ideas will start 

expanding on their own 

 start making a paragraph out of one of your ideas  

 start building paragraphs ± they don't have to be perfect 

 when you have a few paragraphs, combine them together  

 then add finishing touches  

 professor said you should write the introduction last ± because you don't know what you're 

going to write until you write it 

 you aren't just extracting the ideas from your mind ± you're creating them as you go 

 



 uses words from the title to show understanding of the question  

 



 ³VKRFN�PDFKLQH´�KDV�VHULHV�RI�VZLWFKHV�ODEHOOHG�ZLWK�WKH�YROWDJH�RI�WKH�VKRFN��XS�WR�D�OHWKDO�

shock 

 teacher is given a sample mild shock so they know what it feels like  

 teacher reads out word lists, learners are to remember the words; if wrong answer given, 

teacher asked to administer a shock; with each wrong answer, the shocks increase in voltage 

 VHYHUDO�VXEMHFWV�UHVLVW��WKH�ODE�LQVWUXFWRU�MXVW�VD\V�³SOHDVH�FRQWLQXH´�RU�³WKH�H[SHULPHQW�

UHTXLUHV�WKDW�\RX�FRQWLQXH´ 

 after a few shocks, the learners start vocalizing ± asking to be let out, saying their heart is 

bothering them 

 subjects defer to the professor ± this allows them to defer responsibility 

 after awhile the learners stop responding; teacher told to treat that as a wrong answer  

 9 out of the 12 participants went all the way to the fatal shock 

 immediately afterwards, the subjects are debriefed and told the true nature of the experiment  

 subjects said they found it quite stressful but they continued because of the reassurance of 

the lab instructor 

 KRZ�GLG�WKH�³VFLHQWLVW´�JHW�SHRSOH�WR�FRPSO\" 

 Depersonalizes ± 



 The human's manipulable nature is heavily influenced by what is taught and practised in the 

society, that can result in losing one's sense of morality and control. One's manipulable 

characteristics and how they react to authority differs from person to person 

 contradictory ± everybody is influenced by the same factors yet how they react differs 

across people  

 which idea are we meant to agree with? 

 It is the combination of the environment and the participants' manipulation are the reason the 

outcomes of the experiment came out that way. 

 Faulty grammar 

 this is obviously true ± the experiment was set up in exactly this way and it was transparent 

± so nothing needs to be said in support of it 

 I believe all people, man or woman are capable of evil. However, maybe some people are 

simply immaculate and that the goodness that resides within them is simply so strong that it 

cannot be changed. 

 If you disregard the first sentence this is the most promising thesis  

 this paper ended up talking about religious individuals like monks, and talked about the 

kinds of people not susceptible to this manipulation 

 The experiment begs the question of why did the subjects stay and carry out the shocks despite 


