Notes Feb 10, 2006 TA William Kallfelz
PHIL100 Discussion Sections 0203,0204,0207

¢ Another Correction (Exercise Lj):

From the Selected Answers page, I wrote:

L.j) “[All scientists are inventive people]; for this reason {some inventive people are not
Americans }, inasmuch as {some scientists are not Americans}.”

Just like in I.g) the conclusion indicator is suppressed. However, we can infer the
conclusion from the premise indicators for this reason{...}, inasmuch as {...}. The
connective phrase “inasmuch as” function like the “and” in I.g: because we’re giving
another reason for the judgment.

Conclusion (bracketed): S: scientists P: inventive people
M: Americans

Standard Syllogistic form: Some P are not M
Some S are not M
All S are P

OOA; mood and figure

Validity

Rule Justification

A NO Pass- both premises are particular negative

B NO Pass — Both premises are particular negative, but the conclusion is

(universal) affirmativs

C OK, M is distributed in both premises (it’s the predicate of an O-form)

D No Pass S is distributed in conclusion (it’s the subject of an E-form) but S
is not distributed in minor premise (it’s the subject of an O-form.)

E OK by default — both premises are particular

However, as my fellow TA Billy Sunday pointed out, the phrase ‘““for this reason”
modifies the opening phrase “All scientists are inventive people.” In other words,
the above argument could be read in the form:

“For the reason that [All scientists are inventive people]; {some inventive people are
not Americans}, inasmuch as {some scientists are not Americans}.”

Hence the phrase ‘some inventive people are not Americans’ is the conclusion:




Conclusion (bracketed): M: scientists S: inventive people
P: Americans

Standard Syllogistic form: Some M are not P
All M are S
Some S are not P

L.e.: OAO3; mood and figure

Rule Justification

OK, only major premise is negative

OK, major premise is negative, asis the conclusion

OK P is distributed in conclusion as in major premise

A
B
C OK, M is distributed in minor
D
E

OK by default — major premise is particular

An example like this indicates how one can’t just rely on what follows the premise
indicators alone, one must read carefully modifying phrases as well."

When translating into standard form, keep in mind that:

1. “None but Q are P’ = “All P are Q.” This is because the phrase “none but”
signals that Q is a necessary condition (i.e., a the conclusion in the universal
conditional: “For all x, if Px then Ox.””) And a universal conditional is equivalent
to an A-form, i.e. “For all x, if Px then Ox.” is equivalent to “All P are Q.” For
example, saying: “For all x, if x is a man, then x is mortal” is equivalent to saying
“All men are mortal.”

2. For the same reasoning above, the contrapositive to a conditional “If P then Q” is:
“If not-Q then not-P ““, which, it turns out is equivalent to the conditional.
(Example: “If I'm tired, then I’ll sleep” is equivalent to saying “If I can’t sleep
then I must be tired.”

I1.d) “Nothing is both safe and exciting, so, since playing checkers is safe, it’s not
exciting.”
¢ The conclusion indicator is so, which modifies the phrase “it is[the thing
belonging to the class of all checker games] not exciting (i.e. doesn’t belong to
the class of exciting things.)

' These examples can get subtle-no one caught this last semester when I posted these answers.



Conclusion (bracketed): S: games of checkers P: exciting things
M: Safe things

Standard Syllogistic form: No M are P
All S are M
No S are P
EAE; mood and figure

Validity

Rule Justification

A OK, only major premise is negative

B OK, major premise is negative, so is conclusion

C OK, M is distributed in major premise

D OK, S is distributed in conclusion as in minor premise. P is distributed in
conclusion as in major premise.

E both premises are universal, as is the conclusion

IL.e) “If it is not a Mercedes Benz, it is not worth having, and, moreover, if it is a
Mercedes Benz, then it is expensive, therefore none but expensive things are worth
having..”

e The conclusion indicator is therefore, which modifies the phrase “None but
expensive things are worth having” = “All things worth having are expensive
things”

e “Ifitis nota MB, then it is not a thing worth having” = “If it is a thing worth
having, then it is a MB” = “All things worth having are MBs”

e “Ifitis a MB, then it is an expensive thing” = “All MBs are expensive things”

Conclusion (bracketed): S: things worth having P: expensive things
M: Safe things

Standard Syllogistic form: All M are P
All S are M
No S are P AAE; mood and figure
Validity
Rule Justification
A OK, none of the premises are negative
B No Pass: conclusion is universal negative, but none of the premises are
C OK, M is distributed in major premise
D No Pass: S is distributed in conclusion as in minor premise, but P is
distributed in conclusion but not in major premise
E OK both premises are universal, as is the conclusion




