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[ X is not trustworthy, ]

has specific interests, etc.

NOTE:

ad hominem ("against the man/woman")
arguments are always fallacies, because
they are only directed against the author
of an argument, independently of what
the argument itself says. Sometimes,
however, for example when we expect
that the author of an argument has
specific interests in a case or is biased,
it might be appropriate to illuminate the
context of an argument by means of an
ad hominem argument.



mh327
Line

mh327
Line

mh327
Line

mh327
Line

mh327
Line

mh327
Line

mh327
Line

mh327
Line

mh327
Line

mh327
Line

mh327
Line

mh327
Line

mh327
Line

mh327
Pencil

mh327
Pencil

mh327
Pencil

mh327
Pencil


	Page 1 (untitled)

