Non Sequitur

(also known as. derailment, “that does not follow”, irrelevant reason, invalid inference, non-support,
argument by scenario [form of], false premise [form of], questionable premise [form of], non-
sequitur)

Description: When the conclusion does not follow from the premises. In more informal reasoning,
it can be when what is presented as evidence or reason is irrelevant or adds very little support to the
conclusion.

Logical Form:

Claim A is made.

Evidence is presented for claim A.
Therefore, claim C is true.
Example #1:

People generally like to walk on the beach. Beaches have sand. Therefore, having sand floors in
homes would be a great idea!

Explanation: As cool as the idea of sand floors might sound, the conclusion does not follow from
the premises. The fact that people generally like to walk on sand does not mean that they want sand
in their homes, just like because people generally like to swim, they shouldn’t flood their houses.

Example #2:

Buddy Burger has the greatest food in town. Buddy Burger was voted #1 by the local
paper. Therefore, Phil, the owner of Buddy Burger, should run for president of the United States.

Explanation: I bet Phil makes one heck of a burger, but it does not follow that he should be
president.

Exception: There really are no exceptions to this rule. Any good argument must have a conclusion
that follows from the premises.

Tip: One of the best ways to expose non sequiturs is by constructing a valid analogy that exposes
the absurdity in the argument.

Variations: There are many forms of non sequiturs including argument by scenario, where an
irrelevant scenario is given in an attempt to support the conclusion. Other forms use different
rhetorical devices that are irrelevant to the conclusion.

False or questionable premises could be seen as errors in facts, but they can also lead to the
conclusion not following, so just keep that in mind, as well.
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