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When analyzing arguments and reasoning processes, textbooks often categorize various errors in
logic under the umbrella of fallacies. One particular term that appears in discussions about flawed
reasoning is "instituting," which, although less common as a standalone label, can be associated with
specific fallacious patterns. In this article, we will delve into what this statement might signify,
explore the nature of fallacies involved, and provide a comprehensive understanding of how
"instituting" functions as a fallacious approach within arguments. By doing so, readers will gain
clarity on identifying and avoiding such reasoning errors in their own critical thinking and
discussions.

Understanding Fallacies in Reasoning

What Is a Fallacy?
A fallacy is a flaw or error in reasoning that weakens an argument. Fallacies often seem convincing
on the surface but lack logical validity upon closer examination. Recognizing fallacies helps ensure
that debates and discussions are based on sound reasoning rather than misleading or deceptive
tactics.

Common Types of Fallacies

Ad Hominem: Attacking the person rather than the argument.

Straw Man: Misrepresenting an opponent’s position to make it easier to attack.

False Dilemma: Presenting only two options when more exist.

Appeal to Authority: Relying on authority rather than evidence.

Begging the Question: Assuming the conclusion in the premises.



Deciphering "Instituting" as a Fallacy

What Does "Instituting" Mean in This Context?
The term "instituting" generally refers to establishing, initiating, or setting up something. In the
context of fallacies, it might refer to the act of introducing or creating a particular line of reasoning
or argument that is flawed. When a textbook refers to "instituting" as a fallacy, it is likely addressing
a specific pattern where an argument is built upon a faulty foundation or where the process of
establishing a claim involves fallacious reasoning.

Possible Interpretations of "Instituting" as a Fallacy

Fallacious Establishment of Authority: When someone "institutes" a rule, principle, or1.
authority as unquestionable without sufficient justification, it can be fallacious. For example,
asserting that a policy is correct because it was "instituted" by a certain authority without
further evidence.

Creating a Faulty Framework: Setting up a premise or framework that is inherently flawed,2.
then building the entire argument upon it. This is akin to "instituting" a faulty assumption or
principle.

Institutional Fallacy: When the act of establishing an institution or system is used as3.
evidence of its correctness or validity, which can be fallacious if the institution's existence is
not inherently justified.

Distinguishing "Instituting" from Other Fallacies

How Is It Different from Other Fallacies?
"Instituting" as a fallacy emphasizes the process of establishing or initiating a claim or system,
which may involve flawed reasoning. Unlike fallacies that attack the content directly (like ad
hominem), "instituting" falls on the procedural or foundational aspect of an argument.

Examples for Clarification

Fallacious Example: "Because the government instituted this policy, it must be the best
option." — Here, the reasoning assumes that the act of instituting a policy inherently makes it
valid, which is fallacious.

Non-Fallacious Example: "The policy was instituted after thorough analysis and public



debate, which supports its credibility." — In this case, the act of instituting is supported by
evidence, not assumed as proof.

Related Fallacies and Concepts

Appeal to Tradition
One closely related fallacy is the appeal to tradition, which argues that something is correct or
better because it has been "instituted" or practiced for a long time. This fallacy presumes that the
mere act of longstanding tradition justifies a practice without examining its merits.

Begging the Question
Another related fallacy involves assuming the conclusion in the premises, which can sometimes
occur when an argument "institutes" a premise based on previous assumptions that are not
substantiated.

Implications of Recognizing the Fallacy of "Instituting"

Why Is It Important?
Understanding this fallacy helps in critically evaluating arguments that rely heavily on the act of
establishment or initiation rather than on evidence or logical reasoning. Recognizing this pattern
prevents accepting claims solely because they have been "instituted" or set up without proper
justification.

How to Avoid Falling for This Fallacy

Question the basis of the act of instituting: Is there evidence supporting the validity of the act
or system?

Evaluate whether the act of establishment is being used as a substitute for evidence.

Remain skeptical of claims that rely solely on the fact that something was "instituted" or
"created" without further substantiation.



Conclusion
Although "instituting" is not a traditional fallacy name like ad hominem or false dilemma, when used
in argumentation, it can point toward a fallacious reasoning pattern where the act of establishing or
initiating something is mistaken for proof of its validity. Recognizing this as a fallacy involves
understanding that the act of creation or initiation does not inherently justify a claim or system.
Instead, critical thinkers should demand evidence and logical support beyond mere acts of
instituting. By doing so, we uphold rigorous standards of reasoning and guard ourselves against
flawed arguments that rely on the superficial appeal of establishment rather than substantive proof.

Frequently Asked Questions

What is an example of a fallacy associated with the term
'Instituting' as described in your textbook?
It refers to a logical fallacy where a conclusion is based on the assumption that an institution or
authority endorses a claim without sufficient evidence.

How does the fallacy 'Instituting' typically manifest in
arguments?
It manifests when someone argues that a claim must be true because an institution or authority
supports it, rather than providing direct evidence.

Can you give an example of a statement that illustrates the
'Instituting' fallacy?
Certainly. Saying 'The university's president says this policy is effective, so it must be true,'
exemplifies the 'Instituting' fallacy by relying solely on authority.

Why is relying on authority alone considered a fallacy in
logical reasoning?
Because authority figures can be wrong or biased, and their support doesn't constitute valid
evidence for the truth of a claim.

What is the correct way to evaluate claims that are initially
supported by institutional endorsement?
One should seek independent evidence and logical reasoning rather than relying solely on
institutional backing to verify the claim.



Additional Resources
Instituting: Analyzing the Fallacy and Its Role in Logical Reasoning

---

Introduction

In the realm of critical thinking and logical analysis, identifying fallacies is essential to evaluating
the strength of arguments. Fallacies are errors in reasoning that can undermine the validity of an
argument, often leading to misleading conclusions. Among the many fallacies, some are more subtle
and insidious than others, making it vital for students, scholars, and everyday thinkers to recognize
and understand them thoroughly.

The phrase "According to your textbook, the following statement is an example of what type of
fallacy? Instituting" appears to refer to a specific fallacious reasoning pattern. The keyword
"Instituting" in this context hints at a particular kind of logical mistake. This article aims to explore
what "instituting" might mean in a fallacious context, analyze its characteristics, and provide a
comprehensive understanding of the associated fallacy.

---

Understanding the Term "Instituting" in Logical
Contexts

Before delving into the fallacy itself, it's crucial to clarify what "instituting" might imply in logical
reasoning. The term "instituting" generally means establishing, initiating, or setting up
something—often a rule, procedure, or institution.

In the context of fallacies, "instituting" could refer to:

- The act of establishing a rule or premise that is used to justify an argument.
- The process of creating a foundation for a claim that may be flawed.
- The unwarranted acceptance of a premise or authority as legitimate without proper scrutiny.

Given this, "instituting" as a fallacy might involve the uncritical acceptance or establishing of a
premise or authority that leads to flawed reasoning.

---

Possible Fallacies Associated with "Instituting"

Based on the conceptual clues, "instituting" could relate to several fallacies, including:



- Begging the Question (Circular Reasoning): When the premise assumes what it is trying to prove,
the reasoning is circular. The "instituting" here might be establishing a premise as true without
proper justification.
- Appeal to Authority: When an authority figure or institution is used as the sole basis for a claim
without further evidence.
- False Authority: An improper or illegitimate authority is used as a basis to justify a conclusion.
- Appeal to Tradition: When a practice or belief is justified solely because it has been instituted or
established over time.
- Hasty Generalization or Instituting a Premise Based on Insufficient Evidence: When an initial policy
or rule is established based on inadequate evidence.

Of these, the most fitting in many contexts appears to be "Instituting" as a form of "Begging the
Question" or "Appeal to Authority."

---

Deep Dive into the Fallacy: "Instituting" as a Form of
Circular Reasoning

What is Circular Reasoning?

Circular reasoning occurs when an argument's conclusion is presupposed in one of its premises.
Essentially, the argument "begs the question" by assuming what it seeks to prove. For example:

- "The Bible is true because the Bible says so."
- "This law is valid because it is instituted by the government."

In such cases, the reasoning is flawed because the premise and conclusion are essentially the same,
leading to a logical loop.

How Does "Instituting" Relate?

When someone "institutes" a rule, premise, or authority without proper justification, they may be
committing a form of circular reasoning. For example:

- "This policy is right because it was instituted by the authority, and since the authority established
it, it must be correct."

Here, "instituting" is used as a basis for legitimacy, but without independent evidence or reasoning,
this becomes a fallacious appeal to authority.



Characteristics of Circular Reasoning in "Instituting"

- Premise depends on the conclusion: The justification for a statement is based on a premise that
presupposes the truth of the statement itself.
- Lack of independent evidence: The reasoning relies solely on the fact that something was
established or instituted, rather than on evidence or logical necessity.
- Appeal to authority or tradition: The act of instituting becomes a stand-in for evidence, which can
be fallacious if the authority or tradition is unexamined.

---

Analyzing "Instituting" as an Appeal to Authority or
Tradition

Appeal to Authority

An appeal to authority occurs when the credibility of a claim relies solely on an authority figure or
institution, without presenting supporting evidence. When someone says, "It is instituted by the
government, so it must be correct," they are appealing to the authority of the institution.

- Fallacious Aspect: Authority figures or institutions are not infallible; their decisions or
establishments should be scrutinized rather than accepted uncritically.

- Example: "The law was instituted by the government; therefore, it is just." This ignores the
possibility that the law could be unjust or flawed.

Appeal to Tradition (Insta-tutionalizing)

Another form of fallacy associated with "instituting" is the appeal to tradition, where a practice or
rule is justified solely because it has been established over time.

- Fallacious Aspect: The longevity of a practice doesn't necessarily prove its correctness or moral
standing.

- Example: "We have always instituted this practice; therefore, it must be right." Such reasoning
neglects to evaluate the practice on its merits or modern ethical standards.

---

Institutionalization as a Source of Fallacious Reasoning



The act of "instituting" can sometimes serve as a basis for fallacious reasoning when the mere fact of
being established or institutionalized is taken as evidence of validity or correctness.

Common scenarios include:

- Legal Systems: Justifying laws solely because they are enacted by authorities, without examining
their moral or logical foundations.
- Cultural Practices: Defending customs or traditions just because they are longstanding.
- Educational or Scientific Establishments: Accepting claims because they are taught or accepted by
reputable institutions, without independent verification.

Potential pitfalls:

- Relying solely on institutional authority can suppress critical inquiry.
- Traditions can perpetuate errors or unjust practices.
- Institutional decisions can be biased or flawed.

---

Distinguishing Between Legitimate and Fallacious
"Instituting"

Not every act of establishing or instituting is fallacious. When properly used, "instituting" can lend
legitimacy to a practice or rule:

- Legitimate Use: When a rule or law is instituted based on thorough research, evidence, and ethical
considerations.
- Fallacious Use: When the act of instituting is used as the sole justification for its correctness,
without supporting reasoning.

Key distinctions:

| Aspect | Valid "Instituting" | Fallacious "Instituting" |
|---------|---------------------|--------------------------|
| Basis | Evidence, ethical reasoning, consensus | Authority, tradition, unexamined acceptance |
| Justification | Well-reasoned, transparent process | Reliance on the act of establishment alone |
| Critical scrutiny | Encouraged | Discouraged |

---

Examples to Illustrate the Fallacy

Example 1:
"The law was instituted by the council, so it must be fair."
Fallacy: This assumes that the act of instituting the law guarantees fairness, which is unwarranted.



Example 2:
"This custom has been instituted for generations; therefore, it is morally correct."
Fallacy: Longevity does not necessarily equate to moral correctness.

Example 3:
"The university instituted this policy because experts approved it, so it must be the best approach."
Potential fallacy: Relying solely on expert approval without considering alternative evidence or
viewpoints.

---

Strategies to Avoid the Fallacy of "Instituting"

To prevent falling into this fallacy, consider the following approaches:

- Question the basis of the institution: Why was this rule, law, or practice instituted? Was it based on
evidence, ethical reasoning, or mere authority?
- Seek independent evidence: Don't accept the legitimacy of a claim solely because it is established
or institutionalized.
- Evaluate the reasoning process: Is the act of instituting being used as a shortcut to justify
correctness? If so, it is likely fallacious.
- Recognize the difference between legitimacy and fallacy: Properly instituted rules are the result of
thorough processes; uncritical acceptance signals a fallacy.

---

Conclusion

The phrase "According to your textbook, the following statement is an example of what type of
fallacy? Instituting" highlights a common pitfall in reasoning—taking the act of establishing or
instituting something as a definitive proof of its correctness or validity. While instituting can be a
legitimate process when grounded in evidence, ethical reasoning, or democratic consensus, it
becomes fallacious when it relies solely on the fact that something has been established or
institutionalized.

Understanding this distinction helps in sharpening critical thinking skills, avoiding errors like
circular reasoning, appeal to authority, or appeal to tradition. Recognizing the fallacy associated
with "instituting" encourages us to seek independent evidence and rational justification rather than
accepting premises based solely on their status as instituted norms.
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