35.

1 recall that sune time ago 2 young
revolutionary who stll claimed to
believe in God told me: “*Some big
politician wanted that highway built
[near Padual, and it cost 1.5 trillion
lire that could have been used for
cardiac or dialysis centers which we
still don't have.... But the highway
was wotth more votes than a

- TERRORISM

THRUSZ: The young revolution is defendin
the shooting of a politician?ry ¢

The structure can be represented as
__fgl_lozs._ at leaitqas_ a grst approximation,
The politician The hospitals would
out meney into have saved lives
a highway instead
of hogvitals.

hospital or cardiac center, and
therefore someone who could have
been saved is dying because that .
road was buili. Now who is the ?g;tpgiét}lgi?gr
worse killer? 1 who shoot that pol- Pl

itician and maybe prevent his crime =

from being repeated, or that politi-
The politician 3 The politician had aI

cian who kills every day?*

Vew York Review of Dooks has killed many bad motive,

Aug. 16,1929 .23 people

(qv_:x.cd Svema beek Sheut Lerveriao
im Tosle.)

Killing the politician
might cause the next one
to act better

worse Xiller than the

l?he politician is a
revolutionary would be. ]

It is OK for thé revolutionary
to shoot the politician

On this anéi}sfsj there are five fgterconnected arguments.

I. The premises of argument I are very likely true, but they do nct
ive adequate support to the conclusion. The arguer seems to suppose
hat {f A makes a decision and t:at decision is part of the cause of

the death of 3, then A has killed B, But that is wrongs you have to dc
more than tha’ in soder ¢s B2 sc-ecne's riller, (Just exactly what
that 'more' is, however, is a difficult question in ethics and law.)

So it is HASTY CONCLUSION.

II, Here again the ccnelusien doesn't follows, at least in a
democratic systen, Politicians are surcosed to do things for votes
(though not just anything,) I'd call This IARELEVANT REASOW.

III. Here the inference to *the conclusion seems 0K, but neither
premise has been adequately established. PROBLEMATIC PRENISE.

IV. Here the prenmise, if true, would give a 1little support to
the conclusion, but not nearlu enough. HASTY CONCLUSION, And
anyhow, the premise is probatly Zfalse, The effect of the shooting
on the next politician would alrost certainiy be to make him or her
clamp down on the liberties of the people and spend more money on

police. PROBLELATIC PREMISE,

V. The conclusicn sinply doesn't follow, Two murders are not
better than one. It looks very much lixe the TWO WRONGS fallacy,

though it is possible that some other interpretation might be better,

This argument, then, gets abdsolutely nowhere. It is sad that
nongheless thinking like this does influence some people and cause
them to do terrible actions. If only someone would teach them some

logic. Riw Drmkles
] Scgt. 7Yy
R.W. Binkley is Professor Robert W Bi
; : f . nkle Depart
gglloSOphy, University of Western Ontario,yﬁublgshe?egg of
e London Close Reasoner--which he posts on a bulletin
oag ou'51ae.5is office for his logic students. We are
grateful ‘to him for the materiail found on pp. S22-28,
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A Debt to Smokers

To the Editor:

Recent news stories told us that:

® Thirty-three percent of all Ameri-
cans stnoke.

®An actuarial study by State
Mutual Assxiwmaice Company con-
cluded thata thy, non-smoking 32-
year-old man can expect to live 7.3
years longer than a healthy, smoking
32-year-old man.

If we assume that smoking is only
half as hazardous at other ages and to
women, we need merely multiply 20
miliion by one-third by 7.3 by one-half
to come up with the number of years
that smoking is taking from the ends of
the lives.of Americans who are living
now: 267.6 million.

During most of these lost years, say
80 percent of them, the victims could
have drawn Social Security and other
Government benefits.

If we can estimate Social Security,
Medicaid and possibly food stamps
and related costs at a conservative
§5,000 per year per person, we come up
with a 1979 figure of $1.07 trillion. That
amount, so vast that it is hard to com-

New Yl'rk T mec

' ASSUMPTION

i Pbtin:h&tqemémnaﬂe:m it
| nuto;ms:mmqasemmoumuf

(IS

prehend, is the money smokers are
saving non-smoking taxpayers.

The dissembling miscreants at the
Tobacco Institute should use this argu-
ment in their lobbying for Government
subsidies, advertising media access,
etc. It's the only case that can be made
for smoking. RICHARD A. AHERN

Forest Hills, N.Y., Oct. 23, 1979

& Nov. 1279
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“HASTY CONCLUSION,ETC.

37.

€ I do, however, differ with Mr.

Clark in parts of his analysis. For
example, he says he does not {eel
that the Muzorewa Government
has sufficient authonity to guaran-
tee stability and security in the
country }in a military sense, this is
undoubtedly true. The Government
is locked in a savage guerrilla war
with the forces oi the Patriotic
Front and, if the Government has
the upper hand it is not by much.
In a political sense, however, th
uzorewa administration seems t
have good support in the country.]
eople with whom [ taiked in my

our days in Zimbabwe Rhodesia e@

were generally agreed that th
April election results were a fair

~ reflection of the public will_]

Mr. Clark is also concerned
about the continued presence of
Ian Smith in the Muzorewa Cabinet
(he is a minister without portfolio).
It’s a resonable concern. It is un-
derstandable that other African

- .leaders should, as Mr. Clark says,

suspect that Mr. Smith is still in
control of the police, the army and
the civil service.

That’s an impossible question
for any outsider — white or black
- t0 judge. When I talked to Gen-
eral Peter Walls, who runs the
military, he — as one might expect
~— denied that he takes his. orders
from Mr. Smith. The blacks whom
I met in Zimbabwe Rhodesia did
not seem concerned .about Mr.
Smith’s influence. [ talked to peo-
ple who attend Cabiriet meetings.
They say Prime Minister Muzore-
wa values Mr. Smith's counsel. But
they also say he does not hesitate
to reject Mr. Smith's advice if it
does not coincide with his own
opinion.

from a column by Geoffrey
Stevens ln The Globe and

Mail ’

ugust, 1979.

The main thrust of the first paragraph
is to argue, in opposition to a view
attributed to Clark, that the Muzorewa
Government does have sufficient political
authority to guarantee stability and
security, 2

The argument may be represented as a
two step one, as foldows:

(3)People with whom Stevens talked agree
that the election reflects the publicwill

Therefore,

(2)The Muzorewa Government has good politica
support in the country.

Therefore,

(1)The Muzorewa Goverf nhas sufficient r
authority, in the political sense, to
guarantee stability and security,

In the first step, from (3) to (2), we {
seem to have a case of HASTY CONCLUSION,
and perhaps also of IMPROPER APPEAL TO
AUTHORITY. In four days Stevens could
hardly have carried out an adegquate survey
of public opinion throughout the country.
Insofar as he attempted such a thing, his )
sample must necessarily have been very small,
and without any guarantee of its being
representative. W

He seems instead to have relied on what
was said to him about public opinion by
those to whom he talked. But he does not
say who these people were, or why their
statements about public opinion should be
accepted. (In the later paragraphs he does
mention some of the people he talked to,
but these, @eneral Walls, and some persons
who attend Muzorewa cabinet meetings, have
an obvious bias.)

In the second step, from (2) to (1),
there appears to be serdous VAGUENESS.
What can 1t mean to_say that the government%r
authority in the political sense is suf-
ficient to guarantee stability and security
when the freat to stability and security ’
is a military one?

Perhaps he means something to the effect

that if the military threat were somehow
to vanish, everything wouldd be finex as

far as stability and security go. 3ut then

it is not clear that he is disagreelnf thh
Clark, and in professing to be he would b

guilty of STRAW MAN,
R.W, Rimkle
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38.

BEGGING
THE
QUES -

TION

THRUST: Moore is
here attacking
Castro's claim to be
non-aligned,

Who is Castro fooling
in ‘non-aligned’ claim?

[ was heartened to read your edi- -
torial Whose Man In Havana? (Sept.
6) commenting on Fidel Castro’s Yk T
claim that he 1s “non-aligned.” If ]% <
ever there was a case of someone : i
calling *“white’" “‘biack.” this is it.
Unfortunately, many ignorant lead-
ers of the Third World countries
want to believe what Castro tells

them and would like to pretend that
they, too, are “non-aligned."”

Ecgtm is the lackey of Moscow{jits
mouthpiec?]and 1% recipient of Vast
amounts of aid to further Moscow's
policies in Africa and Latin America
and even here in training subver-
sives in Quebec.[I only wish more
Canadians would realize this and not
g0 on traveiling to Cuba for a cheap
holiday and put money into the hand
that will slap them.

CCAS)

His argument*
seems to be this;

David J. Moore i O i€ indead, he is oeering
Thornhill Castro: whose man? ame.) :

Grlobe and Meil 22 Segt. 74,
(Téron to)

Castro is the lackey of lioscow
Castro is a mouthpiece for Moscow

Castro receives vast amounts of aid to further Moscow'’s
golicies in Africa and Latin America and even here in
raining subversives in Quebec.

D

Therefore, . Castro is not non-aligned

Premises () and (2) involve BEGGING THE QUESTION, since ‘lackey’
and 'mouthpiece' are no mere than emotionally charged ways of say-
ing that Castro is aligned with Moscow,

Also, oremise (3)has two problematic aspects and so, to a certain
extent, we have PROBLEMATIC PREMISE.

Pirst, while it is generally acknowledged that Castro receives
a great deal of aid from Noscow, it is not so clear that it is for
the purpose of furthering Moscow's policies in Africa, etec. A
lot of it, at least, must simply be to help the Cuban economy in
the face of the U.S. boycott.

Second, while charges were made several years ago about Cubans
training subversives in Quebec, I don't recall that they were ever
substantiated (though they may have been) nor was it shown that
this was Moscow's policy.

However, premise(j)may also contain the point that Cuba does
seem to support the Soviet side on many issues in world affairs,
That, if present in(j) would enable that premise to give a certain
amount of support to the conclusion.

BRw. Bimkle
25 S<pt. M-
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TRAW MEN

Prime Minister Joe Clark should be.
content to choose the members of the
Canadian Cabinet without indulging in
impudent attempts to dictate the¢ compo-
sition of the Zimbabwe-Rhodesian Cabinet:
as well.

Whether lan Smith remains a member
of the Muzorewa Government shouid be
decided through the domestic paolitical
process of Zimbabwe-Rhodesia, in accor-
dix:ce with the principle of self-determina-
tinn —a principle that rules out the exter-
n:d meddling advocated by Mr. Clark. If
elected, black leaders wish to treat Mr.
Smith and other whites generously, so that
their knowledge and experience can con-
tribute to the country’s progress, Canada
has no just or rational ground on which to
object. :

In advocating an end to sanctions, Geof
frey Stevens has adopted a much more
sensible stand than Mr. Clark. But not all
of Mr. Stevens’ recent writing on southern
Africa has been equally praiseworthy. It is
enlightening to contrast some of Mr. Ste-
vens’ criticisms of the Republic of South
Africa with points made by Dr. L. H. Gann
and Dr. Peter Duignan in their book, South
Africa: War, Revolytion, or Peace?
(Moover Institution, |97§). For example,
Mr. Stevens siates (A Bit of Progress -,
July 27) thay ‘‘blacks are still denied ac-
cess to good jobs mn ousiness and indus-
try,’Jwhegeas Gaan and Duignan write
correctly: [*‘Africans now occupy an in-
creasing number of skilled and even
supmanagerial positions.”,

Similarly. Mr. Stevens dismiss2s as
“nopsense’’ the view that there are fewer
poiice in Svuth Africa than in New Yo :
City, lyhereas Gann and Duignan point
out: e proportion of policemen to civil-
ians in South Africa is smaller than it is in
the United States.”] ‘

As for Mr. Stevens’ description of the
accommodation for Basters at the Oa-
mites mine in South West Africa/Namibia
(Afternoan Budget — July 3%, I myself
visited the housing in question last De-
cember and cannot agree that the word
“sium’” is justified even by *Canadian
standards.” (True, housing in Namibia Is
not designed for Canadian winters!)

It was not quite cricket for Mr. Stevens
to mention the cars and driveways at the
whites’ huomes, without revealing that cars
and driveways can be seen (or could be
eight months ago) at many of the Basters
homes as well.

Kenneth H. W. Hilborn
Associate Professor of History
University of Western Ontario
London

Th Globe 2dMail | ¢ Auq L34

Long term members of the U.W.0 com-
munity are familiar with Professor Hil-
born's views on southern Africa because
of his many public statements on the
matter., What is of particular logical ]
interest in the present example 1is
the occurrence of two STRAW MAN fallacies
in immediate succession; one does not
often find them coming so thick and fast,

In the first STRAW MAN, Hilborn offers|
statement (2), from his alleged authorities
Gann and Duignan, as_a refutation of
Stevens' statement » thus implying
that in statement Stevens was !
denying statement (2). But in fact
Stevens was doing no such thing, since
the two statements are perfectly consistent,
Roughly speaking, Stevens is saying that
the situation is bads G4D are saying that
it is improving: Stevens could quite |
consistently reply that even so it
is still bad.

In addition, it is not clear that
Stevens’ “good jobs in business and in-
dustry” means the same as G4%D's "skilled
and even submanagerial positions”. Per-
haps Stevens was referring to managerial
vositions, in which case the STRAW AN .
would be even more gross,

In the second STRAW MAN, Hilborn
offers statement » which concerns the
police/population Fatio for the U.S.
as a whole, as a refutation of Stevens'
statement » which concerned the
number (not ratio to population) of
police in New York City! Here again
Hilborn attributes to Stevens the-
the denial of a claim made by G&D, when "

’(

W’

v

i —

he is not really committed to that denial

at all, R.W. Rimkley
9u5'77 ’




iast .

offers
orities |

g

ce

sistent,

that
that

-

in-

lled
Per-

rial

%3
niy

the

ns'

hen
enial

_JoT BECAUSE_
ITS SAFE,

— FORUS...

L

q,fs?ﬁ?cmonl
WILL
WORK

S4¥ 8/19/7

‘ Gu'll.t by
Association

This is from the September, 1579,
issue of Fusion; Hagazine of the
Fusion Energy Foundation, b 2.

(The Fusion Energy Foundation appears
to be some kind of pro-nuclear
pressure group, but it seems to have
other axes to grind as well; it is
pro-Plato, anti-Aristotle, Anti-
Malthus, anti-Britain, anti-drugs,

. anti-environmentalism, pro-growth,

ete, I can't quite make it all

out.)

In context, this cartoon must be
seen as a criticism of President
Carter's proposal to develop a coal-
to-gas tecnnoliogy a3 a replacement
for oil. It seizes on the fact that
such a technology was developed in
Germany during the Nazi period, and
seeks to set up an association in our
minds between coal gasification
and the Nazi gas chambers, so that
our condemnation of the latter
will spread to the former,

There is, of course, no logical
connection between the two at all,
This is a flagrant case of GUILT BY
ASSOCIATION, in the sense of
Johnson and Blair, Indeed, it is
the worst that I have seen in some
years,

‘R,uL;E;mdﬂ¢1
Oct. ¥9
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qq' the rohin and the worm

a robin said to an
angleworm as he ate him
i am sorry but a bird
has to live somehow the
worm being slow witted could
not gather his

dissent into a wise crack
and retort he was
effectually swallowed
before he could turn

a phrase

by the time he had
reflected long enough

to say but why must a
bird live

he felt the beginnings
of a §radual change
invading him

some new and disintegrating
influence

was stealing along him
from his positive )

to his negative pole

and he did not have

the mental stamina

of a jonah to resist the
insidious

process of assimilation
which comes like a thief
in the night

demons and fishhooks

he exclaimed

i am losing my versonal
identity as a worm

my individuality

is melting away from me
odds craw i am becoming
part and parcel of

this bloody robin

so help me 1 am thinking
like a robin and not
like a worm any

longer yes yes i even
find myself agreeing
that a robin must live

i still.do not
understand with my mentality
why a robin must live
and yet i swoon into a
condition .of belief

¥ N
oe e

. archy

(From archy and mehitabel, by
Don Marquis.)

On Cha]lenglng
Doubtful Prg‘m 1ses:

From this example
we may leayn. how
impoytant it is For ug
to' detect and chancrg;e
dubious premises an
assmnpmons at an
ear! stage.Oﬂmnvise
we mMay lose track of
them, and ‘swoon
imto 3 conclition

of belief’.

RW. Rin km} O:t. 1939

\—\ ‘§'«§ R

Vo —

TS

RE!

DI

CHI




