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Logical Fallacies

in document one and two from the set of documents A House Divided
(draft term paper)
The editor of the collection of historical documents Constructing the American past 
, Eliott Gorn has carefully selected the two documents to show the richness of the opposite points of view and how divided American people were in their opinions - a mark for the diversity of thought present throughout the history of the country. The extracts from Cannibals All!
 by George Fitzhugh and The Impending Crisis of the South
 by Hinton Rowan Helper exclude introductions and conclusions but provide the reader with the body of some sort of manifestos or credos based on the subjective impressions of their authors. Because of the number of logical fallacies and the lack of supportive data, the documents cannot be argumentative essays. However, they are not deprived of general theses and multiple hypotheses. In my paper, I will try to demonstrate the presence of fallacies and the absence of arguments in the consequence they appear in the texts.   

Document #1 

Thesis: Slavery is the very natural state of affairs as the multitude of weak people should be subordinated to and taken care of by the fewer masters who are entitled of their superiority by race, virtue, education, and property.

Hypotheses: 

1) Slavery is cheaper than free labor and, therefore, more economically viable, i.e. – natural. 

2) Free workers do not have rights but only duties.

3) The weak person „exhibits” the „strength of weakness”
 by manipulatively provoking the power of affection of their superior towards them. 
4) „The more perfect the subordination, the greater the harmony and the happiness.”  

5) Weaker people are not capable of just voting.

6) „The mass of mankind cannot be governed by Low”
, but by forceful subordination. Riots, mobs, strikes, and revolutions are normal daily events. 

7) Restrictions are normalizing. Otherwise, free individuals demonstrate eccentricity and commit crimes.  

There may be more hypotheses to be found because almost every sentence of the document is a statement of an opinion expressed in a universalising manner and thus aiding in hiding the fact that no evidence is presented to prove them. Because of this fashion of enlisting hypotheses, the paper reads better as a manifesto. Unfortunately, like every manifesto, it is not deprived of logical fallacies:

From the very start, the author takes for granted that free labor equates to wage slavery, which is an example of the so-called Moral Equivalency Fallacy, but also of the Faulty Analogy Fallacy. Fitzhugh tries to justify this equivalence by stating that the cruelty of free labor is greater because more is exacted form these workers than from the black slaves.
 However, no supportive statistics are given and the „argument” has the state of an opinion from personal experience and impression. This makes it trapped in the logical fallacy of Hasty Generalization. The same is valid for the following statement: „ ...the master allows the slave to retain a larger share of the results of his own labour than do the employers of free labor.” We are not convinced by any statistical data, research or narration based on a real-life event that could support that the masters of slaves are all that benevolent and all employers are so „matter of fact” towards their dependents. This pattern of stating an opinion is repeated throughout the text making the Hasty Generalization Fallacy the most common one. Other examples are: mothers and children, infirm and aged slaves are treated with care while employees do not have „welfare” rights; black people „spend their time in perfect abandon” while white masters would „die of ennui” given „so much of license and liberty”
; masters protect slave women from the violence of their husbands. This numbering of the „benefits” of being a slave is rather pinkish to be universally true, provided that no concrete examples are given and that literature describing the opposite scenario is abundant. 

The second most common logical fallacy is the Leap of Faith, also called Argument from Ignorance or Non-Testable Hipotesis. Starting with „we conclude that about 19 out of every 20 individuals have ‘a natural and inalienable right’ to be taken care of and protected […]”
, going through the „strength of weakness” as something granted together with the naturalness of subordination within the family and on the workplace, and finishing with the presentation of riots, mobs, strikes, and revolutions as daily occurrences, these statements apply to non-testable hypotheses. All of these statements are doomed to this particular fallacy because they treat highly questionable issues like innate versus acquired superiority, the Natural state of society and the essence of family life. Because of the ever-open ending of these questions, they are theoretically/ speculatively treated as philosophical and empirically treated by contemporary applied social sciences. As many other statements in the texts, these ones fall into more than one type of fallacy such as Dogmatism, Non-sequitur Fallacy, and Faulty assumption.        

„A very little individuality is useful and necessary to society – much of it begets discord, chaos and anarchy
 … [and] how many good citizens would shoot like firey comets, from their spheres [if ‘social, political, and domestic duties’ removed]”
, „All governments must
 originate in force and have been continued by force”
 are rather dogmatic statements and no explanation is provided. Thus, they fall into the corresponding type of fallacy – Dogmatism. 
„The order and subordination observable in the physical, animal, and human world show that some are formed for higher, others for lower stations.”
 This statement places physical objects, animals and human on equal terms, while the semantic division of them is because of their differences. This makes it a Faulty Analogy statement, but also Hasty Generalization, Non-sequitur and Argument from Ignorance Fallacy.   

As far as I can see, a fallacy that occurs only once is the Ad Baculum Fallacy that bases itself upon emotional appeal and the fear of something unpleasant awaiting if the statement should be disregarded: „To violate or disregard such rights [the natural and inalienable rights, whatever these mean], is to oppose the designs and plans of Providence, and cannot ‘come to good’”
 
Document #2
 
Thesis: Southern states are worse off than the Northern states because the former have Black Slavery, whereas the latter don’t. 

Hypotheses:

1) Southern states do not produce goods and artistic works worthy of merit.
 

2) The South is dependent upon the North for their basic supplies including means of construction and production.
 

3) Slavery brought disgrace and reproach; „no kind of labor is free or respectable”.
4) A slave is treated as a „loathsome beast, shunned with utmost disdain”.

5) „As a general rule, poor white persons are regarded with less esteem and attention than negroes […] vast numbers of the former are infinitely worse off.”

6)  Masters „have purposefully kept you [black people] in ignorance, and […] induced you to act in direct opposition to your dearest rights and interests …”

7) Slaveowners vote for themselves to rule the country.
 

8) No race is superior to other, in spite of their different origin. The whole issue is of no importance when it comes to economy and politics.
 

9) Slavery is not only bad for the black but also for the white.
 

Like in the first document, in this one the most common fallacy is also the Hasty Generalization Fallacy. The expose begins with generalizations: „almost every article”, „we contribute nothing to the literature”, „no foreign trade”, „no princely merchants”, „almost everything produced in the North...” etc. They are not argumentative statements because they lack examples and data. The same generality is valid when the author describes the state of the individual:”every white man [...] is treated as if he was a loathsome beast, and shunned with the utmost disdain”.
; „vast number [of the white persons] are infinitely worse off.”; „every hand”, etc.
Closely related to Hasty Generalizations are the Arguments from Ignorance/ Non-Testable Hypotheses/ Leaps of Faith because in argumentative essays a statement based on divine authority, general knowledge or common sense are not arguments at all. One example in this document is: „Were it possible that the whole number [of slaveowners] could be gathered and transformed into four equal gangs of licensed robbers, ruffians, thieves, and murderers, society, we feel assured, would suffer less from their atrocities than it does now...”
 This is a very imaginative suggestion, indeed, but it is very hard to prove it. We have only the „guarantee” of the „authority” of the group that is assured of the result of such transformation. Another example is: „all men are endowed by their Creator with certain inalienable rights, among which are life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness.”
 In this statement, we have the logical fallacy of non-testable hypothesis because the „source” of the inalienable rights is a divine, transcendental instance. Similar to these two examples is the following:”facts of the eyes and facts of the conscience – crowd around us on every hand, heaping proof upon proof, that slavery is a shame, a crime, and a curse [etc.]”.
 Here the supreme authority seems to be „conscience” and the „facts of the eyes” In this statement there are at least three fallacies: Leap of Faith and Petitio Principi or Begging the Question by listing how bad is slavery because it is bad, and Ad Baculum that equates slavery to a curse.     

The very thesis is shaky because it blames a single social policy responsible for the economic failure of the Southern states without taking into consideration geography, demography, education and technology, and other sources of influence: „May all be traced to one common source [of disgrace and reproach] and there find solution in the most hateful and horrible word, that was ever incorporated into the vocabulary of human economy, - Slavery!” Slavery is the „black sheep”, if it weren’t for it, all would be perfect. This is an example of the Fallacy of Exclusion. 
The autor often speaks in the first person in plural which presents him as a speaker of a wider group that share his views: „every intelligent Southerner”
, „we deem it a duty”,”we declear”
, „we feel assured”, „we hope and believe”, „in our humble way of thinking” 
 Without explicitly nameing who is we,  this manner of speaking is fallacious because it bases its resoning on falce/ questionable autority, the so-called Anonimus Authority Fallacy or Weasel Word: „In our opinion, an opinion which has been formed from data obtained by assiduos researchers, and comparisons, from labourosu investigation, logical reasoning, and earnest reflection...”
 This implies an Argument from Authority Fallacy as well. On the other side, there are the mysterious they who are conspiring against we: „They have purposefully kept you [black people] in ignorance, and have, by moulding your passions and prejudices to suit themselves, induced you to act in direct opposition to your dearest rights and interests …”
 This is an accusation at random people members of the anonymous conspiring body of they/ the masters. It can be seen as an example of Hasty Generalization Fallacy.  
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� This document (less than 2 and a half pages) is shorter than the first one (more than 3 pages) and contains fewer logical fallacies but more apparent hypotheses.
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