Jing Shen


TOK Notes – Recreation of 3/28/03 Psychology Period One (or close to it)

Questions to consider:

1. Do all people possess ability to reason?

Responses:

· Yes, everyone can “weed out” false info and understand a flow of reasoning with time – some parts/types of reasoning must be learned.

· People who cannot reason usually are not developed yet or have problems – young children, mentally abnormal, etc. 

· Another view – children can reason, ex. I’m hungry => there are cookies that can satisfy my hunger => I should have a cookie. A parent, on the other hand, may not see that as a good enough reason to eat cookies right before dinner. The child’s reasoning is not fallacious; it simply has a different goal then that of the parent.

2. Give example of an “argument” you tried to win using fallacious lines of reasoning. 

Several examples:

· When angry with a brother over a car and using all kinds of arguments to try to convince parents to buy a new car.

· When young and reading a book with mother, insisted that a female lion was a tiger because it does not have a mane like a normally pictured male lion.

3. What does bias/prejudice come from?

· Past experiences and generalizing from one experience – does not have to be a direct experience.

Ex. - If parents favor Republican party, child will tend to favor it as well.

· If a person is nice to you and gains your trust, you tend not to believe or heed evidence against them, developing a positive bias.

· When experiencing problems with a product or several products from one company, tend to avoid all products from that company (namely Microsoft, Chrysler).

· Meeting one person from a group and thinking that everyone else is similar to that person.

Rest of class was spent on discussing occasions when one has formed an opinion that seems justified, but may have been biased.

· Fashion Square Mall – personally does not satisfy because it lacks the specific stores and merchandise preferred, but this opinion of its inadequacy does not necessarily mean it is so.

· People should back up president when in need. In the past, presidents such as FDR had a unified country when the situation was like it is today – recession, political problems, etc. and it all helped them when they acted together and supported him (not provable).

· Beliefs in general – opinions are logical when backed by beliefs, but the question becomes whether the beliefs are well founded.

· Politicians should be backing “morning-after” idea that would not offend anti-abortionists because it prevents the egg from being fertilized so no baby is created in the first place. Therefore, people should be informed because they would act on it and back it if they knew about it.

And our all-time favorite:

- We should not put babies in microwaves because babies are cute and we like babies.

Finally, logic as presented:

Premise: P => Q where P and Q can be replaced with any situation that make logical sense.


Ex. If I get paid => I will go out to dinner

Inverse: If I don’t get paid => I won’t go out to dinner  - Logical? NO – could have gone out to dinner some other way without contradicting premise because it did not state that I won’t go out to dinner If and only if I get paid.

Converse: If I went out to dinner, I got paid. 

     - Logical? NO – same as above.

Contrapositive: If I didn’t go out to dinner => I didn’t get paid.    – Logical? YES – Note: the contrapositive is always logically equivalent with the premise. 

The final, final thought:

Intuitive reasoning is not always accurate – some types of reasoning must be learned, and other types some people will never understand. 

