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This bibliography of literature on the fallacies is intended to be a 
resource for argumentation theorists. It incorporates and sup-
plements the material in the bibliography in Hansen and Pinto’s 
Fallacies: Classical and Contemporary Readings (1995), and 
now includes over 550 entries. The bibliography is here present-
ed in electronic form which gives the researcher the advantage 
of being able to do a search by any word or phrase of interest. 
Moreover, all the entries have been classified under at least one 
of 45 categories indicated below. Using the code, entered as 
e.g., ‘[AM-E]’, one can select all the entries that have been des-
ignated as being about the ambiguity fallacy, equivocation.  
 Literature about fallacies falls into two broad classes. It is 
either about fallacies in general (fallacy theory, or views about 
fallacies) or about particular fallacies (e.g., equivocation, appeal 
to pity, etc.). The former category includes, among others, con-
siderations of the importance of fallacies, the basis of fallacies, 
the teaching of fallacies, etc. These general views about fallacies 
often come from a particular theoretical orientation about how 
fallacies are best understood; for example, some view fallacies 
as epistemological mistakes, some as mistakes in disagreement 
resolution, others as frustrations of rhetorical practice and com-
munication. Accordingly, we have attempted to classify the en-
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tries about fallacies in general under one of several possible per-
spectives, but a given classifications is only an indication of the 
approach taken in the work, it does not imply that the entry is 
not relevant to other perspective on fallacies.  
 If fallacy-research is not about fallacies in general, it is 
about particular fallacies (e.g., equivocation, secundum quid, 
etc.), or particular kinds of fallacies (e.g., mathematical falla-
cies). We have decided on some 40 categories for classifying 
individual fallacies. There are also some other particular useful 
categories; for example, one indicating that the entry is devoted 
to a historical treatment of fallacies, the other an index of other 
bibliographies on fallacies.  
 This is a work in progress which will lend itself to correc-
tion in future versions by those who make use of it. We sincere-
ly hope that readers will bring to our attention any of the mis-
takes in the present version. The kinds of mistakes we anticipate 
are: (i) mistakes in an entry (author(s), title, medium, date, pag-
es, etc.); (ii) the inclusion of something that should not be in this 
bibliography; (iii) the failure to include something that should 
have been included in the bibliography; (iv) a mis-classification 
of an entry; and (v) a failure to add a useful classification code 
to an entry. (An entry can have more than one index code.) 
 For their help in developing the present version of the bib-
liography, we are very grateful to Andrew Aberdein, Maurice 
Finocchiaro, and Ralph H. Johnson. 

 
 
 

Coding key – Code to Subject 

PERSPECTIVES ON FALLACIES 
GF-N Fallacies (theory) in general / no evident perspective  

GF-C Fallacy taxonomies / classification  

GF-D Fallacies (theory) – dialectical / dialogical perspective 

GF-E Fallacies (theory) – alethic / logical /epistemic perspective 

GF-F Fallacies (theory) -- formal (logic) perspective 

GF-T Fallacies (theory) – pedagogical perspective / issues 

GF-R Fallacies (theory) – rhetorical perspective 

GF-P Fallacies (theory) – sociological-gender-psychological  
perspective 

GF-V Fallacies (fallacy theory) – virtue/vice perspective 



   A Searchable Bibliography of Fallacies  

 
 
© Hans V. Hansen & Cameron Fioret. Infomal Logic, Vol. 36, No. 4 (2016), pp. 432-472. 

434 

PARTICULAR, OR KINDS OF, FALLACIES 

AA (Fallacious) Appeals to authority (includes fallacious  
ad verecundiam) 

AB Ad baculum 

AC Ad consequentiam (fallacious appeal to consequences) 

AT Accent 

AD Accident 

AH-N Ad hominem in general / no discrimination 

AH-A Ad hominem abusive  

AH-C Ad hominem circumstantial  

AH-L Ad hominem Lockean 

AH-Q Ad hominem tu quoque  

AI Ad ignorantiam 

AM-A Ambiguity – Amphiboly 

AM-E Ambiguity – Equivocation 

CF Collection. Includes papers/ chapters on fallacies  

BR Base rate fallacy 

BT Textbook with significant attention to fallacies 

BQ Begging the question / Circular reasoning  

CM Composition / combination 

DI Division (parts and words) 

FA Faulty analogy 

FB Biased sample / Biased reasoning 

FC Causal fallacies (post hoc, false cause, common cause) 

FD False disjunction (dichotomy, alternatives) 

FF Formal fallacy / fallacies 

FG Genetic fallacy 

FI Intentional fallacy 
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PARTICULAR, OR KINDS OF, FALLACIES 

FK Conjunction fallacy 

FM Mathematical fallacy / fallacies 

FN Naturalistic fallacy 

FQ Many questions 

FR Gamblerʼs fallacy 

FX Gender related fallacy / fallacies 

HG Hasty generalization 

HIS Historical studies – modern work on historical expositions  
of fallacies 

IE Ignoratio elenchi / Strawman  

MIS Ad misericordiam 

OB Other fallacy bibliographies 

POP Ad populum 

SB Shifting the burden of proof illicitly 

ScF Scope fallacy 

SQ Secundum quid (fallacies dependent on qualifications) 

SS Slippery slope 

SF Statistical fallacy 

XX Cannot classify 

YY Should not be included in this bib 

 

ALTA Proceedings: Proceedings of the NCA/AFA (National 
Communication Association/ American Forensic Association) 
Summer Conferences on Argumentation held at Alta, Utah, can 
be accessed through 
  <http://altaconference.org/proceedings.html>.  

 
ALTA 8 (1993) R.E. McKerrow, Ed. Argument and the Post-

modern Challenge. Annandale, VA: Speech Communica-
tion Association. 
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ALTA 12 (2002) G.T. Goodnight, Ed. Arguing Communication 
& Culture. Washington, DC: NCA. 

ALTA 13 (2003) C.A. Willard, Ed. Critical Problems in Argu-
mentation. Washington, DC: NCA. 

ALTA 15 (2007) S. Jacobs, Ed. Concerning Argument. Wash-
ington DC: NCA.  

 
ECA 1 (2016): Argumentation and Reasoned Action, Proceed-

ings of the First European Conference on Argumentation, 
Lisbon 2015, Dima Mohammed and Marcin Lewiński, Eds. 
London: College Publications. (Bound in 2 volumes.) 

 
ISSA Proceedings: The conference proceedings of the Inter-
national Society for the Study of Argumentation (ISSA) can be 
accessed through the following works. 

 
ISSA 1 (1986) Proceedings of the First International Confer-

ence on Argumentation F.H. van Eemeren, R. Grooten-
dorst, J.A. Blair & C.A. Willard, Eds. Dordrecht: Foris, 
1987. (Bound in three volumes.) 
ISSA 1 Argumentation: Across the Lines of Discipline.  
ISSA 1A Argumentation: Perspectives and Approaches 
ISSA 1B Argumentation: Analysis and Practices. 

ISSA 2 (1990) Proceedings of the Second International Con-
ference on Argumentation, F.H. van Eemeren, R. Grooten-
dorst, J.A. Blair & C.A. Willard, Eds. Amsterdam: SicSat, 
1991. (Bound in two volumes.) 

ISSA 3 (1994) Proceedings of the Third International Confer-
ence on Argumentation, F.H. van Eemeren, R. Grooten-
dorst, J.A. Blair & C.A. Willard, Eds. Amsterdam: SicSat, 
1995. (Bound in four volumes) 

 ISSA 3A Perspectives and Approaches. (vol. 1) 
 ISSA 3B Analysis and Evaluation. (vol. 2) 
 ISSA 3C Reconstruction and Application (vol. 3) 
 SSA 3D Special Fields and Cases (vol. 4) 
ISSA 4 (1998) Proceedings of the Fourth Conference of the 

International Society for the Study of Argumentation, F.H. 
van Eemeren, R. Grootendorst, J.A. Blair & C.A. Willard, 
Eds. Amsterdam: SicSat, 1999. 

ISSA 5 (2002) Proceedings of the Fifth Conference of the In-
ternational Society for the Study of Argumentation. F.H. 
van Eemeren, J.A. Blair, C.A. Willard & A.F. Snoeck Hen-
kemans, Eds. Amsterdam: SicSat, 2003. 
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ISSA 6 (2006) Proceedings of the Sixth Conference of the In-
ternational Society for the Study of Argumentation. F.H. 
van Eemeren, J.A. Blair, C.A. Willard & B. Garssen, Eds. 
Amsterdam: SicSat, 2007. (Bound in to volumes.) 

ISSA 7 (2010) Proceedings of the Seventh Conference of the 
International Society for the Study of Argumentation. F.H. 
van Eemeren, B. Garssen, D. Godden & G. Mitchell, Eds. 
Amsterdam: SicSat, 2007. [Compact Disc] 

ISSA 8 (2014) Proceedings of the Eighth Conference of the 
International Society for the Study of Argumentation, B. 
Garssen, D. Godden, G. Mitchell & A.F. Snoeck Henke-
mans, Eds. Amsterdam: SicSat, 2015. [Compact Disc] 

 
OSSA Proceedings: The collected proceedings of the Ontario 
Society for the Study of Argumentation (OSSA) can be ac-
cessed through the http://scholar.uwindsor.ca/ossaarchive/. 

 
OSSA 1 (1995) Argumentation and Education. Hans V. Han-

sen & Christopher W. Tindale, Eds. Informal Logic 17:2.  
OSSA 2 (1997) Argumentation and Rhetoric. Hans V. Han-

sen, Christopher W. Tindale & Athena V. Colman, Eds. (St 
Catharines: OSSA, 1998) 

OSSA 3 (1999) Argumentation at the Centuryʼs Turn. Christo-
pher W. Tindale, Hans V. Hansen & Elmar Sveda, Eds. (St. 
Catharines: OSSA, 2000) 

OSSA 4 (2001) Argumentation and its Applications. Hans V. 
Hansen, Christopher W. Tindale, J. Anthony Blair, Ralph H. 
Johnson & Robert C. Pinto, Eds. (Windsor: OSSA, 2002) 

OSSA 5 (2003) Informal Logic @ 25. J. Anthony Blair, Daniel 
Farr, Hans V. Hansen, Ralph H. Johnson & Christopher W. 
Tindale, Eds. (Windsor: OSSA)  

OSSA 6 (2005) The Uses of Argument. David Hitchcock & 
Daniel Farr, Eds. (Hamilton: OSSA) 

OSSA 7 (2007) Dissensus & The Search for Common 
Ground. Hans V. Hansen, Christopher W. Tindale, J. An-
thony Blair, Ralph H. Johnson & David M. Godden, Eds. 
(Windsor: OSSA) 

OSSA 8 (2009) Argument Cultures. Juho Ritola, Ed. (Wind-
sor: OSSA) 

OSSA 9 (2011) Argumentation: Cognition & Community. 
Frank Zenker, Ed. (Windsor: OSSA) 

OSSA 10 (2013) Virtues of Argumentation. Dima Mohammed 
& Marcin Lewinski, Eds.  (Windsor: OSSA) 

OSSA 11 (2016) Argumentation, Objectivity and Bias. Patrick 
Bondy & Laura Benacquista, Eds. (Windsor: OSSA) 
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A Searchable Bibliography of Fallacies, 2016 
HANS V. HANSEN & CAMERON FIORET 

 
ABATE, CHARLES J., 1979, “Fallacies and invalidity,” Philoso-

phy & Rhetoric, 12: 262-6. [GF-N] 
ABERDEIN, ANDREW, 2007, “Fallacies in mathematics,” Proc. of 

the British Society for Research into Learning Mathematics, 
27: 1-6. [FM] 

—, 2013, “Fallacy and argumentational vice,” OSSA 10. [GF-V] 
—, 2014, “In defence of virtue: The legitimacy of agent-based 

argument appraisal,” Informal Logic 34: 77–93. [GF-V]  
—, forthcoming, “The vices of argument,” Topoi [GF-V]  
ACHOURIOTI, THEODORA, 2007, “Fallacies and context-

dependence: Considering the strategic maneuvering ap-
proach,” ISSA 6: 21-5. [GF-D]  

ADLER, JONATHAN E., 1993, “Critique of an epistemic account 
of fallacies,” Argumentation, 7: 263-72, [Criticism of Fogelin 
and Duggan 1987]. [GF-E] 

__, 1994, “Fallacies and alternative interpretations,” Australa-
sian J. of Philosophy, 72: 271-82. [GF-E] 

__, 1996, “Charity, interpretation, fallacy,” Philosophy & Rhet-
oric, 29: 329-43. [GF-E] 

__, 1997, “If the base rate fallacy is a fallacy, does it matter how 
frequently it is committed?” Behavioral and Brain Sciences, 
20: 774-5. [BR] 

__, 2000, “Belief and negation,” Informal Logic, 20: 207-22. 
[ScF]  

__, 2007, “Conversation and dissemblance,” in Hansen and Pin-
to 2007, 201-12. [FQ] 

AIKIN, SCOTT, 2008, “Tu quoque arguments and the significance 
of hypocrisy,” Informal Logic 28:155-69. [AH-Q] 

__, 2016, “A (modest) defence of fallacy theory,” OSSA 11. 
[GF-N] 

AIKIN, SCOTT, and JOHN CASEY, 2013, “Don’t feed the trolls: 
straw men and iron men,” OSSA 10. [IE] 

__, forthcoming, “Straw men, iron men, and argumentative vir-
tue,” Topoi, [IE]  

ANGER, BEVERLEY, and CATHERINE HUNDLEBY, forthcoming, 
“Ad stuprum: The fallacy of appeal to sex,” OSSA 11. [FX] 
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BACHMAN, JAMES, 1995, “Appeal to authority,” In Hansen and 
Pinto, 1995, 274-86. [AA] 

BACK, ALLAN, 1987, “Philoponus on the fallacy of accident,” 
Ancient Philosophy, 7: 131-46. [AD] [HIS 

__, 2009, “Mistakes of reason: Practical reasoning and the falla-
cy of accident,” Phronesis, 54: 101-35. [AD] 

BAGWELL, GEOFFREY, 2011, “Does Plato argue fallaciously at 
Cratylus 385b–c?” Apeiron, 44:  13-21. [HIS]  

BALL, ANDREW, forthcoming, “Are fallacies vices?” Topoi, 
[GF-V]  

BARBEAU, E. J., 2000, “Mathematical fallacies, flaws, and flim-
flam,” Mathematical Association of America, Washington D. 
C. [FM] [SF] 

BAR-HILLEL, YEHOSHUA, 1964, “More on the fallacy of compo-
sition,” Mind, 73:125-6, [CM] [Reply to Rowe 1962]. 

BARKER, JOHN A., 1976, “The fallacy of begging the question,” 
Dialogue, 15: 241-55. [BQ] 

__, 1978, “The nature of question-begging arguments,” Dia-
logue, 17: 490-8. [BQ] 

BARTH, E. M., and J. L. MARTENS, 1977, “Argumentum ad hom-
inem: from chaos to formal dialectic,” Logique et Analyse, 
20: 76-96. [AH-L] 

BASU, DILIP K., 1986, “A question of begging,” Informal Logic, 
8: 19-26, [Reply to Woods and Walton 1982b]. [BQ] 

__, 1994, “Begging the question, circularity and epistemic pro-
priety,” Argumentation, 8: 217-26. [BQ] 

BATTERSBY, MARK, and SHARON BAILIN, 2011, “Fallacy identi-
fication in a dialectical approach to teaching critical think-
ing,” OSSA 9. [GF-T] [GF-D] 

BEHLING, RICHARD W., 1987, “On the naming of formal falla-
cies,” International Logic Review, 18: 69-70. [Reply to Wertz 
1985]. [FF]  

BENCIVENGA, ERMANNO, 1979, “On good and bad arguments,” 
J. of Philosophical Logic,  8: 247-59. [Reply to Massey's 
1975 papers] [GF-E] 

VAN BENTHAM, JOHAN, FRANS H. VAN EEMEREN, ROB 
GROOTENDORST and FRANK VELTMAN (eds.), 1996, Logic 
and Argumentation, Amsterdam: Royal Netherlands Acade-
my of Arts and Sciences. [CF] 

BERMAN, MICHAEL P, and BRIAN A. LIGHTBODY, 2010, “The 
metaphoric fallacy to a deductive inference,” Informal Logic, 
30: 185-93. [FA] 
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BIRO, J. I., 1977, “Rescuing ‘begging the question’,” 
Metaphilosophy, 8: 257-71. [BQ] 

__, 1984, “Knowability, believability and begging the question: 
a reply to Sanford,”  Metaphilosophy, 15: 239-47. [BQ] 

__, 1987, “A sketch of an epistemic theory of fallacies,” in ISSA 
1B: 65-73. [GF-E], 

BIRO, JOHN and HARVEY SIEGEL, 1992, “Normativity, argumen-
tation and an epistemic theory of fallacies,” in ISSA 1B: 85-
103. [GF-E] 

BLAIR, J. ANTHONY, 1995, “The place of teaching informal fal-
lacies in teaching reasoning skills or critical thinking,” in 
Hansen and Pinto 1995, 328-38. [GF-T] 

BLAIR, J. ANTHONY, and RALPH H. JOHNSON, (eds.), 1980, In-
formal Logic: The FirstInternational Symposium, Inverness, 
Calif.: Edgepress,] (Selected papers from the First Interna-
tional Symposium on Informal Logic). [CF] 

__, 1987, “The current state of informal logic and critical think-
ing,” Informal Logic, 9: 147-51. [GF-E] 

__, 1991, “Misconceptions of informal logic: A reply to 
McPeck,” Teaching Philosophy, 14: 35-52, [GF-N] (Reply to 
McPeck 1991).  

BOGER, GEORGE, 2003, “Formal logic’s contribution to the 
study of fallacies,” ISSA 5: 133-7. [FF] 

BOKMELDER, DMITRI, 2015, “Cogntiive biases and logical falla-
cies,” ISSA 8: 147-53. 

BONDY, PATRICK, 2016, “Bias in legitimate ad hominem argu-
ments,” OSSA 11. [AH-N] [FB] 

BONEVAC, DANIEL, JOSH DEVER, and DAVID SOSA, 2011, “The 
counterexample fallacy,” Mind, 120: 1143-58. [SF]  

BOONE, DANIEL N., 2002, “The cogent reasoning model of in-
formal fallacies revisited,” Informal Logic, 22: 93-111. [GF-
E] 

BOTTING, DAVID, 2012, “Fallacies of accident,” Argumentation, 
26: 267-89. [AD] 

__, 2012, “What is a sophistical refutation?” Argumentation, 26: 
213-32. [GF-D] 

__, 2014, “Without qualification: An inquiry into the secundum 
quid,” Studies in Logic, Grammar and Rhetoric, 38: 161-70. 
[SQ] 

BOUDRY, MAARTEN, FABIO PAGLIERI, and MASSIMO PIGLIUCCI, 
2015, “The fake, the flimsy, and the fallacious: Demarcating 
arguments in real life,” Argumentation, 29: 431-456. [GF-N] 
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BRINTON, ALAN, 1985, “A rhetorical view of the ad hominem,” 
Australasian J. of Philosophy, 63: 50-63. [AH-N] 

__, 1992, “The ad baculum re-clothed,” Informal Logic, 14:85-
92, [AB] (Disagrees with some conclusions in Wreen 1987b, 
1988a, 1988b, 1989). 

__, 1994, “A plea for argumentum ad misericordiam,” Philoso-
phia, 23: 25-44. [MIS] 

__, 1995, “The ad hominem,” in Hansen and Pinto 1995, 197-
212. [AH-N] 

BROAD, C. D., 1950, “Some common fallacies in political think-
ing,” Philosophy, 25: 99-113. [GF-N]. 

BROYLES, JAMES E., 1975, “The fallacies of composition and 
division,” Philosophy & Rhetoric, 8: 108-13. [CM] [DI] 

BUENO, ANIBEL A., 1988, “Aristotle, the fallacy of accident, and 
the nature of predication: a historical inquiry,” J. of the His-
tory of Philosophy, 26: 5-24. [AD] [HIS] 

BUNCH, BRYAN, 1997, Mathematical Fallacies and Paradoxes, 
New York: Dover Publications. [FM] 

BURKE, MICHAEL, 1994, “Denying the antecedent,” Informal 
Logic, 16: 23-30. [FF] 

CAPALDI, NICHOLAS, 1973, The Art of Deception, Buffalo: Pro-
metheus Books. [BT] 

CARROLL, NOËL, 1997, “The intentional fallacy: defending my-
self,” J. of Aesthetics and Art Criticism, 55.3: 305-9. [FI] 

CARROLL, ROBERT, 2013, The Critical Thinker’s Dictionary: 
Biases, Fallacies, and Illusions and What You Can Do About 
Them, Amazon: Kindle Ebook. [BT]  

CHATHAM, CHRISTOPHER HUGHES, 2013, “The consistency fal-
lacy and failures of theory embellishment,” Frontiers in Psy-
chology, 4: 965. [GF-P]  

CIURRIA, MICHELLE, and KHAMEIEL ALTAMIMI, 2014, “Argu-
mentum ad vericundiam: new gender based criteria for ap-
peals to authority,” Argumentation, 28: 437-52. [AA] [FX] 

COHEN, DANIEL H., 2003, “Logical fallacies, dialectical trans-
gressions, rhetorical sins, and other failures of rationality 
in argumentation,” ISSA 5: 201-6. [GF-N] 

COHEN, L. JONATHAN, 1979, “On the psychology of prediction: 
whose is the fallacy?” Cognition, 7: 385-407. [GF-P] 

__, 1980, “Whose is the fallacy: a rejoinder to Daniel Kahneman 
and Amos Tversky,” Cognition, 8: 89-92. [GF-P] 

__, 1982, “Are people programmed to commit fallacies?” J. for 
the Theory of Social Behaviour, 12: 251-74. [GF-P]  
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COLE, RICHARD, 1965, “A note on informal fallacies,” Mind, 74: 
432-3. [GF-E] 

COLEMAN, EDWIN, 1995, “There is no fallacy of arguing from 
authority,” Informal Logic, 17: 365-383. [AA] 

__, 2007, “Mediated Fallacies,” ISSA 6: 265-9. (Some fallacies 
are dependent on the medium in which they occur.) [XX] 

COLLINS, JOHN M., 2011, “Agent-relative fallacies,” ISSA 7: 
281-8. [XX] 

COLWELL, GARY, 1989, “God, the Bible and circularity,” Infor-
mal Logic, 11: 61-73. [BQ] 

COPI, IRVING M., 1953, Introduction to Logic, New York: Mac-
millan. Subsequent editions 2nd to 7th: 1961, 1968, 1972, 
1978, 1982, 1986; with CARL COHEN, 8th to 10th, 1990, 1994, 
1998; with third author, KENNETH MCMAHON, 11th to 14th: 
2002, 2005, 2009, 2011, Pearson Publications. [BT] 

COWAN, JOSEPH L., 1969, “The gambler's fallacy,” Philosophy 
and Phenomenological Research, 30: 238-51. [FR] 

CROUCH, MARGARET A., 1991, “Feminist philosophy and the 
genetic fallacy,” Hypatia, 6: 104-17. [FG] 

__, 1993, “A ‘limited’ defense of the genetic fallacy,” 
Metaphilosophy, 24: 227-40. [FG] 

CUMMINGS, LOUISE, 2000, “Mind and body, form and content: 
how not to do petitio principia analysis,” Philosophical Pa-
pers, 29: 73-105. [BQ] 

__, 2000, “Petitio principii: The case for non-fallaciousness,” 
Informal Logic, 20: 1-18. [BQ] 

__, 2002, “Evaluating fallacies: Putnam’s model-theoretic lega-
cy,” Philosophica, 69: 61-84. [GF-E] 

__, 2002, “Hilary Putnam's dialectical thinking: an application 
to fallacy theory,” Argumentation, 16: 197-229. [GF-E] 

__, 2002, “Reasoning under uncertainty: the role of two infor-
mal fallacies in an emerging scientific inquiry,” Informal 
Logic, 22: 113-36. [AI] [FA]  

__, 2003, “Formal dialectic in fallacy inquiry: An unintelligible 
circumscription of argumentative rationality?” Argumenta-
tion, 17: 161-83. [GF-D] 

__, 2004, “Analogical reasoning as a tool of epidemiological 
investigation,” Argumentation, 8: 427-44. [FA] 

__, 2004, “Argument as cognition: A Putnamian criticism of 
Dale Hample’s cognitive conception of argument,” Argu-
mentation, 18: 331-48. [ GF-E]  
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__, 2004, “Rejecting the urge to theorise in fallacy inquiry,” Ar-
gumentation, 18: 61-94. [GFN] 

__, 2005, “Giving science a bad name: Politically and commer-
cially motivated fallacies in BSE inquiry,” Argumentation, 
19: 123-43. [AA] [FA]  

__, 2009, “Emerging infectious diseases: Coping with uncertain-
ty,” Argumentation, 23: 171-88. [AI] [FA]  

__, 2010, Rethinking the BSE Crisis: A Study of Scientific Rea-
soning under Uncertainty, Dordrecht: Springer. [AH-N] [AI] 
[AA] [BQ] [FA] [IE] 

__, 2011, “Considering risk assessment up close: The case of 
bovine spongiform encephalopathy,” Health, Risk & Socie-
ty, 13: 255-275. [AI] [FA]  

__, 2012, “The contribution of informal logic to public health,” 
Perspectives in Public Health, 132: 66-7. [AI] [GF-N]  

__, 2012, “The public health scientist as informal logician,” In-
ternational J. of Public Health, 57: 649-50. [AI] [FA]  

__, 2012, “Scaring the public: Fear appeal arguments in public 
health reasoning,” Informal Logic, 32: 25-50. [AB]  

__, 2013, “Circular reasoning in public health,” Cogency, 5: 35-
76. [BQ] 

__, 2013, “Public health reasoning: Much more than deduction,” 
Archives of Public Health, 71: 25. [AI] [AA] [BQ] [FA] 

__, 2014, “Analogical reasoning in public health,” J. of Argu-
mentation in Context, 3: 169-97. [FA]  

__, 2014, “Circles and analogies in public health reasoning,” 
Inquiry, 29: 35-59. [BQ] [FA] 

__, 2014, “Coping with uncertainty in public health: The use of 
heuristics,” Public Health, 128: 391-4. [AI] [AA] [BQ] [FA]  

__, 2014, “Informal fallacies as cognitive heuristics in public 
health reasoning,” Informal Logic, 34: 1-37. [AI] [AA] 

__, 2014, “Public health reasoning: A logical view of trust,” 
Cogency, 6: 33-62. [AA]  

__, 2014, “The ‘trust’ heuristic: Arguments from authority in 
public health,” Health Communication, 29: 1043-56. [AA]  

__, 2015, Reasoning and Public Health: New Ways of Coping 
with Uncertainty, Dordrecht: Springer. [AI] [AA] [BQ] [FA]  

__, 2015, “The use of ‘no evidence’ statements in public 
health,” Informal Logic, 35: 32-65. [AI] 
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