
Read & Download (PDF Kindle) 
Crimes Against Logic: Exposing the Bogus 

Arguments of Politicians, Priests, 
Journalists, and Other Serial Offenders

 Jamie Whyte

http://dl.neutronbyte.com/pdf-file/18oYWaTP/e/GERQ/KqPw/YqBQe/Crimes-Against-Logic-Exposing-the-Bogus-Arguments-of-Politicians-Priests-Journalists-and-Other-Serial-Offenders
http://dl.neutronbyte.com/pdf-file/18oYWaTP/e/GERQ/KqPw/YqBQe/Crimes-Against-Logic-Exposing-the-Bogus-Arguments-of-Politicians-Priests-Journalists-and-Other-Serial-Offenders
http://dl.neutronbyte.com/pdf-file/18oYWaTP/e/GERQ/KqPw/YqBQe/Crimes-Against-Logic-Exposing-the-Bogus-Arguments-of-Politicians-Priests-Journalists-and-Other-Serial-Offenders
http://dl.neutronbyte.com/pdf-file/18oYWaTP/e/GERQ/KqPw/YqBQe/Crimes-Against-Logic-Exposing-the-Bogus-Arguments-of-Politicians-Priests-Journalists-and-Other-Serial-Offenders
http://dl.neutronbyte.com/pdf-file/18oYWaTP/e/GERQ/KqPw/YqBQe/Crimes-Against-Logic-Exposing-the-Bogus-Arguments-of-Politicians-Priests-Journalists-and-Other-Serial-Offenders
http://dl.neutronbyte.com/pdf-file/18oYWaTP/e/GERQ/KqPw/YqBQe/Crimes-Against-Logic-Exposing-the-Bogus-Arguments-of-Politicians-Priests-Journalists-and-Other-Serial-Offenders


Uncover the truth under all the BSIn the daily battle for our hearts and minds--not to mention our
hard-earned cash--the truth is usually the first casualty. It's time we learned how to see through
the rhetoric, faulty reasoning, and misinformation that we're subjected to from morning to night
by talk-radio hosts, op-ed columnists, advertisers, self-help gurus, business "thinkers," and, of
course, politicians. And no one is better equipped to show us how than award-winning
philosopher Jamie Whyte.In Crimes Against Logic Whyte take us on a fast-paced, ruthlessly
funny romp through the mulligan stew of can, folderol, and bogus logic served up in the media,
at the office, and even in your own home. Applying his laserlike wit to dozens of timely examples,
Whyte cuts through the haze of facts, figures, and double-talk and gets at the real truth behind
what they're telling us."An incisive philosopher."--Sunday Telegraph

"ÝWhyte¨ whets a long knife of ultra-rationalism on the cold stone of logic, and death by a
thousand cuts is inflicted on prejudice, statistics, morality, religion, weasel words, and seductive
sirens such as politicians, New Agers, advertising executives, and, of course, journalists who
expect you to be persuaded by anything other than facts.""He ruthlessly exposes logical flaws
and sheer nonsense. . . in likably angry and witty style.""[Whyte] whets a long knife of ultra-
rationalism on the cold stone of logic, and death by a thousand cuts is inflicted on prejudice,
statistics, morality, religion, weasel words, and seductive sirens such as politicians, New Agers,
advertising executives, and, of course, journalists who expect you to be persuaded by anything
other than facts."From the PublisherJamie Whyte (London, England) is a past lecturer of
philosophy at Cambridge University and winner of Analysis journal's prestigious prize for the
best article by a philosopher under 30.About the AuthorJamie Whyte (London, England) is a
past lecturer of philosophy at Cambridge University and winner of Analysis journal's prestigious
prize for the best article by a philosopher under 30.Read more

http://dl.neutronbyte.com/pdf-file/18oYWaTP/e/GERQ/KqPw/YqBQe/Crimes-Against-Logic-Exposing-the-Bogus-Arguments-of-Politicians-Priests-Journalists-and-Other-Serial-Offenders


This is a sample. The number of pages displayed is limited. This is a sample. The number of
pages displayed is limited. This is a sample. The number of pages displayed is limited. Pages
8 - 162 are not included in this sample.

Moonwalking with Einstein: The Art and Science of Remembering Everything Being Logical: A
Guide to Good Thinking The Tools of Argument: How the Best Lawyers Think, Argue, and Win
How to Think About Weird Things: Critical Thinking for a New Age How to Argue & Win Every
Time: At Home, At Work, In Court, Everywhere, Everyday The Fallacy Detective: Thirty-Eight
Lessons on How to Recognize Bad Reasoning Thank You For Arguing, Revised and Updated
Edition: What Aristotle, Lincoln, And Homer Simpson Can Teach Us About the Art of Persuasion
Mastering Logical Fallacies: The Definitive Guide to Flawless Rhetoric and Bulletproof Logic

http://dl.neutronbyte.com/pdf-file/18oYWaTP/e/GERQ/KqPw/YqBQe/Crimes-Against-Logic-Exposing-the-Bogus-Arguments-of-Politicians-Priests-Journalists-and-Other-Serial-Offenders


watzizname, “Good Concise Expose of Invalid Reasoning. Jamie Whyte has given us a very
good review of the commonest forms of invalid arguments, well worth reading, despite some
flaws:On page 4, he writes: "It [entitlement] has a political or legal interpretation, by which we are
all entitled to any opinion we might have, however groundless. But it also has an epistemic
interpretation, that is, one related to, or concerned with, truth or knowledge."(1) On page 5, he
writes "So, the two senses of entitlement could not be further from each other."The first of three
meanings of entitlement given in The American Heritage Dictionary is: "The act or process of
entitling." For example, Mr. White entitled his book "Crimes Against Logic." I submit that this
sense of 'entitlement' is further from either of the two senses mentioned by Mr. Whyte than those
two are from each other. Mr. Whyte grossly overstated his case; he need only have pointed out
that the two senses he mentioned are not the same, from which his conclusion quite correctly
follows, that equivocating between those two senses constitutes muddled (and often deceptive)
logic.Of all the many times I have read "nothing could be further from the truth." I don't recall any
time I couldn't think of something further from the truth. For an enlightening discussion, see
Isaac Asimov's 
  
The Relativity Of Wrong

  
  
.At the bottom of page 5, (NOT A FLAW) he mentions that "When confronted with
counterarguments, [many of us] do not pause and wonder if they might be wrong after all. They
take offense." For more background on this unfortunate fact, see Farhad Manjoo's excellent 
  
True Enough: Learning to Live in a Post-Fact Society



  
  
, and see my review thereof.One of the significant virtues of this book is that the footnotes are
where they belong, at the bottom of the page they are referenced on. I would add a small
addendum to footnote 2 on page 23. Mr. Whyte writes that "Letting public opinion guide your
policies, though not much increasing your chance of being right, greatly increases your chance
of being elected." But at least here in the United States, where most of the vote counting is done
by privately owned companies, being the candidate favored by those companies increases your
chance of being elected much more.(2) On page 104, after discussing the faulty reasoning
behind Karl Marx's claim that capitalism exploits the workers, Whyte writes: "But I deny it is
exploitation." Because Marx grossly overstates his case it does not follow that Whyte may
legitimately overstate his. Not all capitalist enterprises exploit their workers; I think (and hope)
that most don't, BUT SOME DO!  For egregious examples thereof, see Professor Kevin Bales' 
  
Disposable People: New Slavery in the Global Economy

  
  
     and 
  
Ending Slavery: How We Free Today's Slaves

  
  
.Another non-flaw: On page 112, Whyte writes: " The main benefit of snorting cocaine,
perhaps the only benefit, is the pleasure it gives the snorter. Prohibitionists never consider this



benefit." I would add, of course not; they probably don't consider it a benefit. Puritanism has
been defined as "the haunting fear that someone, somewhere, might be having a good time."(3)
And finally, on pp. 115-6, is the worst flaw in the book: Whyte is himself guilty of equivocation.
He writes: "For example, describing an income-tax cut as a 'giveaway' assumes that a citizen's
gross income is not her own but is, rather, the property of the government. Describing the
government's spending plans as generous embodies the same assumption. The virtue of
generosity does not consist in giving away others' money: it requires you to give away your
own." He is equivocating between 'generous' in the sense of a generous (ample, bigger than
average) portion (e.g. of food) and 'generous' in the sense of a generous (unselfish, sharing)
person. Also, it is not true that describing an unwarranted tax rebate to the wealthy as a
'giveaway' or a transfer payment to a poor family as 'generous' assumes what he claims it does.
It actually assumes that the PORTION of a person's gross income that is paid in taxes thereby
BECOMES government property, which it does; NOT that her entire gross income IS
government property, which it isn't.People unfortunately tend to take government services for
granted, and resent having to pay for them, but they would be very upset if the government
stopped providing schools, police protection, national defense, roads, bridges, tunnels, garbage
collection, and all the many other services they get for their tax money.Despite two minor flaws
(1 & 2) and one rather major one (3), this book has much to recommend it. It is well worth the
price.”

ChicagoLarry, “If only everyone in the world would read this book.... If only everyone would listen
and think more clearly before making decisions based on what they hear and read! This little
book should be required reading in any formal education, so that more people become aware of
exactly how politicians, journalists, preachers and "other serial offenders" use bogus arguments
through empty words, inconsistency, equivocation, begging the question, misusing statistics,
putting a fancy dress on prejudice, etc.So many specific examples have already been given in
the other reviews that I'll add my two cents in support of this work by giving you a couple of page-
long quotes, one from near the beginning, one from the end. I should think these would whet
anyone's appetite. Well, maybe not a person described in the first quote..."Does your right to
your opinion oblige me to let you keep it? ... On matters like whether or not a car is about to
crush them, everybody is interested in believing the truth; they will take the correction of their
errors as a favor. The same goes for any other topic. If someone is interested in believing the
truth, then she will not take the presentation of contrary evidence and argument as some kind of
injury."It's just that, on some topics, many people are not really interested in believing the truth.
They might prefer it if their opinion turns out to be true--that would be the icing on the cake--but
truth is not too important. Most of my friends, though subscribing to no familiar religion, claim to
believe in a 'superior intelligence' or 'something higher than us.' Yet they will also cheerfully
admit the absence of even a shred of evidence. Never mind. There is no cost in error, because
the claim is so vague that it has no implications for action (unlike the case of the oncoming car).



They just like believing it, perhaps because it would be nice if it were true, or because it helps
them get along with their religious parents, or for some other reason."But truth is not really the
point, and it is most annoying to be pressed on the matter. And to register this, to make it clear
that truth is neither here nor there, they declare, 'I am entitled to my opinion.' Once you hear
these words, you should realize that it is simple rudeness to persist with the matter. You may be
interested in whether or not their opinion is true, but take the hint, they aren't."The second
quote:"...It becomes clear that many are more interested in displaying their concern and
sincerity than in arguing cogently. Indeed, they seem to believe that genuine concern licenses
irrationality. 'You can't argue with his sincerity' is the reaction they seek. And in seeking this, they
resemble many of their listeners."The idea that you can't argue with the morally sincere, that
caring licenses irrationality, is as pernicious as it is popular. It displays a lack of moral
seriousness. If the matter at hand is something you genuinely care about, then you should seek
more than ever to believe the truth about it. And rationality is merely that way of thinking that
gives your beliefs the greatest chance of being true. To dispense with it on the ground that you
care is preposterous. As the moral temperature rises, so should our devotion to the truth and
hence to proper reasoning. ..."People will hold an opinion because they want to keep the
company of others who share the opinion, or because they think it is the respectable opinion, or
because they have publicly expressed the opinion in the past and would be embarrassed by a
'U-turn,' or because the world would suit them better if the opinion were true, or...."Perhaps it is
better to get on with your family and friends, to avoid embarrassment, or to comfort yourself with
fantasies than to believe the truth. But those who approach matters in this way should give up
any pretensions to intellectual seriousness. They are not genuinely interested in reality."Nor are
they genuinely concerned about the welfare of others. For we all live in reality, even if we might
wish it otherwise. To know what is in the best interests of those you care about, you need to
understand the world in which they live. If heaven does not really exist, for example, then those
deprivations the religious recommend as the path to it are not really in their children's best
interests. If they are seriously concerned about their children, they should be serious about the
existence of heaven. And if this is true for religion, it is even more obviously true for physics,
biology, economics, psychology, medicine, and everything else on which people have
opinions."Separating intellectual from moral seriousness is harder than those who are
intellectually frivolous may care to admit."”

Sascha, “Lesenswert, wenn auch oft stark vereinfachend. Ich habe das Buch mit viel Freude
gelesen und fand viele gute Beispiele und Erklärungen darin.Klar, ein solches Werk ist keine
wissenschaftliche Abhandlung und vereinfacht die Dinge oft ein wenig bis hin einigem, was man
schon als "Strohmann"-Argument bezeichnen könnte, aber mehr kann man in diesem Rahmen
auch kaum erwarten.Dafür ist es eben gut verständlich, man kann es ohne allzu große
Anstrengungen in einem Rutsch durchlesen und hat nicht das Gefühl seine Zeit vergeudet zu
haben. Was will man mehr? Noch eines von der Sorte vielleicht. Für mich jedenfalls: gerne



wieder!”

The book by Jamie Whyte has a rating of  5 out of 4.2. 290 people have provided feedback.
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