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How many is a few? As you’ve most likely heard people say (and quite likely said yourself), a few can mean three. Or four. Or seven. Because there’s no real cutoff for what makes “a few” of something. Nor is there a concrete cutoff for “a couple of things” or “several things.” But if somebody told you they’'re a great student because they slept
through class only a few times, what would you think? And then what would you think if you asked them to clarify their statement and found out they slept through class twelve times during the semester? You’d probably feel deceived, and you might point out that they purposely used the phrase’s ambiguity to hide just how many times they actually
slept through class. Because that’s exactly what they did. There’s a name for this kind of deception: equivocation. Grammarly helps you communicate confidently What is the equivocation logical fallacy? Equivocation, aka “calling two different things by the same name,” is the logical fallacy of using a word or phrase in an argument either: In an
ambiguous way To mean two or more things Here’s an example: Salad is healthy, and taco salad is a salad. Therefore, taco salad is healthy. Obviously, taco salad isn’t a dish most people would consider healthy. Sometimes, equivocation is used for a humorous effect. In other cases, it’'s employed as a way to make a bad faith argument. For example,
when asked about an overdue assignment, a student might tell their teacher that they worked on the assignment the night before. It’s technically true, but while the student assumes the teacher thinks they mean “finished,” they actually meant that they merely did some work on the still-unfinished assignment. The phrase “bad faith argument” means
a statement or position that the arguer knows isn’t honest or fair. Generally, individuals make bad faith arguments in attempts to avoid having to think critically about the issues they’re discussing and to avoid acknowledging that their opponents’ positions are well-reasoned and understandable. Equivocation isn’t the only logical fallacy that can be
employed in a bad faith argument or an argumentative essay. Other fallacies that often arise in these kinds of discussions include the straw man fallacy and red herring fallacy. Equivocation is an informal fallacy, which means the illogical part of the argument lies with how the argument is applied rather than the structure of the argument itself.
Equivocation is often spelled out in this format: “If X is Y, and Y is Z, then Z must be X.” Here are a few examples: Soil is natural. Natural things are good for you. So it’s okay to ingest soil. All men are created equal. Women aren’t men, so all women aren’t created equal. Cats make great pets. Tigers are big cats. That means tigers make great pets.
Equivocation is easy to spot when it’s spelled out like this. It can even seem comically simple, so much so that it feels ridiculous to group it with other logical fallacies you might encounter in writing. But equivocation isn’t always formatted this way. Sometimes, as we discussed in our example of the student telling their teacher that they’d worked on
their assignment the night before, it’s used as a strategy to lie by omission. Here are a few examples: A driver who gets pulled over tells the officer that they drank only a few beers when in reality they had a few beers plus two mixed drinks. A consultant tells you they haven’t worked for your direct competitor but fails to mention that they’ve worked
for other competitors. A pharmaceutical company states that a drug could have minor side effects when they know that the drug can actually cause heart attacks. What is the purpose of the equivocation fallacy? Equivocation is often used as an obfuscation strategy. Another term you might know, doublespeak, refers to equivocation. A few common
instances of doublespeak in English include: Ill-advised instead of flawed idea Person of interest instead of suspect Reducing costs instead of cutting jobs Doublespeak often involves euphemisms, but it doesn’t always. Because there are so many ways to use equivocation, it can be one of the trickier logical fallacies to pick out in a piece of writing. You
can identify equivocation in writing by examining an argument closely to find the gap between the arguer’s initial claim and their final conclusion. This can take some dissecting, especially when you’re facing an argument that isn’t as clearly spelled out as those in the first set of examples we provided. Take a look at this example: A self-defense class
teaches participants how to fight better, but fighting is wrong. So we shouldn’t have a self-defense class on campus. The arguer begins with the premise that self-defense classes teach their participants how to fight more effectively. Whether this is true or not, this is the arguer’s assertion. Remember, dismantling a logical fallacy involves pointing out
the flaw in how the argument is constructed, not proving it wrong. Whether a statement is true or false has nothing to do with whether it’s fallacious or not. Next, look at the arguer’s final conclusion: we shouldn’t have self-defense classes on campus. They don’t claim this is because the classes would teach participants how to fight better but because
fighting is wrong. That second claim, that fighting is wrong, does not logically follow the first claim. Again, whether it’s true or not is irrelevant here—logically, a more sound claim would be that making students better fighters would lead to more interpersonal violence. Working through an instance of equivocation requires some critical thinking to
identify fact versus the writer’s opinion. Similarly, it requires you to take a nuanced look at the argument—while you might agree that fighting is wrong in most circumstances, you likely also agree that knowing how to defend oneself from an unprovoked attack can be an important skill. When you’re facing equivocation in a written discussion or a
face-to-face debate, ask your opponent to clarify their statement. Tell them that you can’t respond critically to vague claims, so in order to continue the discussion in good faith, you need specific examples or concrete figures. You can also ask them to explain how they came to the conclusions they’re stating—which, if they’'re open to it, might cause
them to see the flaw in their own argument. Examples of equivocation logical fallacy Equivocation can look like this: I told my family that I’d miss the reunion because I'm coming home from vacation that week. I get home Thursday, and the reunion is Friday, but I didn’t lie to them about when I would be home. Raspberries are fruits, so raspberry
sherbet counts as a serving of fruit. It can also look like this: Our company prides itself on efficiency, which is why we’ve decided to reduce costs this year. I have the right to free speech, so it’s right for me to say whatever I want. Equivocation logical fallacy FAQs What is the equivocation logical fallacy? Equivocation is the logical fallacy of using a
word or phrase in an argument in either an ambiguous way or to mean two or more things How does the equivocation logical fallacy work? The equivocation fallacy works by relying on a word’s ambiguous meaning or distinct meanings to confuse and withhold information from the reader or listener. How can you identify the equivocation fallacy? You
can identify equivocation in writing by examining an argument closely to find the gap between the arguer’s initial claim and their final conclusion. In some cases, it requires you to take a nuanced look at the argument and separate the writer’s opinion from fact. What is equivocation fallacy? Equivocation is the purposeful use of ambiguous or vague
vocabulary with the goal of misleading people or avoiding taking a stand. An individual is equivocating when they respond evasively to a direct question with a general statement that does not address the query. Equivocation fallacy The equivocation fallacy can be defined as a logical fallacy in which a term or phrase is used multiple times to convey
different meanings, making the argument it is used illogically. The equivocation fallacy happens in two ways: When words or phrases are used in ambiguous waysWhen the word used means more than one thing in the sentence All trees have bark, and every dog barks. Therefore, every dog is a tree. This statement is fundamentally wrong since the
words “bark” used in the first and second parts of the sentence mean entirely different things. This fallacy in the argument is the equivocation fallacy. In many cases, authors may use the equivocation fallacy to create a humorous situation or to discuss an important argument laced with humor. But in many cases, the equivocation fallacy may be used
to support a claim of bad faith. “Bad faith argument” refers to a stance that the person making the claim knows their claim is false or not fair. People usually use these in an effort to avoid being forced to take the problems at hand seriously and to circumvent admitting that their adversaries’ viewpoints are reasonable, as well as substantiated. There
are other fallacies in the English language similar to the equivocation fallacy that can be used to support a claim of bad faith. These include the red herring and straw man fallacies. Equivocation fallacy Since the equivocation fallacy is informal in nature, more importance is given to the application of the argument than its structure. The general
format of an equivocation fallacy is “If A is B and B is C, then C must be A.” Mushrooms have many health benefits, and autumn skullcap is a mushroom. Therefore, eating autumn skullcaps is beneficial for human health.Harry Styles is a star, and the sun is also a star. Therefore, Harry Styles and the sun are the same as each other.Loud horns in the
traffic give me a headache. Ibuprofen is good for reducing headaches. So, ibuprofen can help me get rid of loud horns in traffic.Cats are good pets. Tigers are huge cats. Therefore, tigers are good pets. In the sentences given above, it is easier to spot the equivocation since the logical absurdity is clearly seen. But in some cases, the fallacy may not be
in a format similar to the above sentences. It is also used for lying by omission. Consider a situation where a cosmetic company is advertising a new moisturizing face cream they have introduced into the market. The company may only enumerate the positive features or effects of the cream. They may hide the fact that prolonged use of the cream may
lead to skin cancer, even if they are aware of it. This “lying by omission” can also be considered a subset of the equivocation fallacy. Equivocation is an obfuscation technique that’s quite common. There are certain concepts associated with equivocation that help a reader form a better understanding of the technique. Some of them include:
Doublespeak can be defined as communicating something in a manner that distorts or conceals the truth. This is done with the intention of hiding the real message behind the words and confusing the reader or listener. Doublespeak is occasionally used to reduce the effect of the message on the audience, especially when the message is conveying a
negative event. But it is more frequently employed to hide the truth. using “collateral damage” rather than “multiple fatalities”using “reducing costs” rather than “cutting jobs”using “ethnic cleansing” rather than “genocide”using “alternative facts” rather than “misinformation” or “lies” Circumlocution can be defined as the process of using words
more than required to convey a message with the intention of being ambiguous, evasive, or deceptive. For instance, a politician may employ circumlocution by providing a lengthy and ambiguous answer to an inquiry in an effort to conceal the fact that they did not actually address the topic. Circumlocution can be considered a kind of equivocation.
Thus, circumlocution might be seen as a particular kind of equivocation. But keep in mind that, like equivocation, this type of communication is not always motivated by bad intentions. People often mistakenly use too many words when they are forced to bring up a subject that makes them uncomfortable. An equivocation fallacy can be frequently
employed in a comedic context. Puns, for instance, are hilarious methods that occasionally depend on the premise that a single word can have multiple meanings. Consider the following joke: “Donald Duck walked into a bar and ordered a whisky neat. The bartender said,” $5.” Donald Duck replied, “Put it on my bill.” the printed statement of the
money owed for the whiskythe beak of the bird. This ambiguity gives it a comedic quality. Quibbling is when someone makes a flawed attempt to refute an argument by interpreting one of its terms differently than it was intended to be understood. There is an abundance of equivocation fallacy examples in literature. The famous Shakespearean
tragedy Macbeth is an example of how a skilled writer can use the equivocation fallacy to create suspense and twists in the story. The phrase “none of woman born” is used in the play to denote the way Macbeth will die. The reader draws the inference that no individual born of a woman will be able to kill Macbeth. But Shakespeare used this term to
simply mean that a person who was born naturally will not be able to kill Macbeth. The author here is quiet about a person who was born through a Caesarean procedure. This is lying by omission or an equivocal fallacy. This is proven when Macbeth is killed by Macduff, a man born by Caesarean birth (“from his mother’s womb / Untimely ripped”) or
as the author said, “none of woman born.” How can a reader identify the equivocation fallacy? Critical thinking is necessary to identify the equivocation fallacy and to separate fact from the author’s opinion. A reader should carefully consider both the starting argument and the ending opinions of the author to identify the discrepancy between them.
The reader should not be focusing on the correctness of the two facts presented but rather on the logical connection shown between them. Can authors use the equivocation fallacy in any form of writing? Many authors use the equivocation fallacy to create funny situations, especially in fiction. It may also be used by authors when writing suspenseful
fiction to deliberately mislead the reader. How can the equivocation fallacy be avoided when writing? Authors can avoid the equivocation fallacy by giving a clear and concise explanation of the topics they are discussing. Avoiding synonyms alone to maintain uniform terminology and then continuing with conceptual consistency can also be helpful. So
you've probably heard the word fallacy tossed around in conversations about logical arguments and critical thinking. But let’s zero in on a particular kind of fallacy that’s more common than you might think: the equivocation fallacy. An equivocation fallacy occurs when a word or phrase is used with two different meanings in the same argument,
leading to confusion or a misleading conclusion. By the end of this article, you’ll understand the ins and outs of the equivocation fallacy, complete with examples, historical tidbits, philosophy and even the psychology behind it. Imagine you're in a debate. Your opponent keeps using the same word, but it feels like they're using it in different ways to
make their point. That's called an equivocation fallacy. This tricky tactic can make an argument seem solid when it’s really not. They use a word or phrase with more than one meaning, but act like it’s just one. That confuses things. How does the equivocation logical fallacy work? You can think of the equivocation fallacy like a chameleon. A chameleon
can change its color to blend into different surroundings. Similarly, a word in an equivocation fallacy changes its "color" or meaning to fit different parts of an argument. This tactic can mislead people or just cause a lot of confusion. For instance, if someone says, "Freedom is the right to do whatever you want, so I have the freedom to steal," they are
using the term freedom in different ways. The first instance of "freedom" talks about a general concept, while the second one is about specific actions. That's a misleading use of the word, and that's how equivocation fallacies trip people up. Fallacies are logical errors, usually in arguments, that people make which lead to inconsistent reasoning. The
equivocation fallacy is a logical fallacy when a word or phrase is used not in its correct literal sense but in a figurative sense that may be technically true but doesn't logically follow the context. Straw Man Fallacy: Misrepresenting someone's argument to make it easier to attack. Slippery Slope: Saying that one small event will lead to major
consequences without showing how. Red Herring: Throwing in unrelated information to distract from the real issue. False Dichotomy: Presenting only two options when there might be more. Circular Reasoning: Making a conclusion based on a premise that assumes the conclusion is true. The equivocation fallacy concept has been around for
centuries, often appearing in the works of ancient philosophers like Aristotle. The term "equivocation" itself comes from the Latin word aequivocus, which means "called by the same name." This directly points to the fallacy of equivocation's nature of using the same term in multiple ways to deceive or mislead. "Our laptops are feather-light, so they
must be top-quality," claims the advertisement. In this example, the term "feather-light" is used to imply both literal lightness and high quality. The term equivocates on the word "light" to make it seem like the product is superior when, in fact, weight and quality are two separate issues. "Fish swim in schools, so they must be smart." Here, "school" is
used to mean a group of fish and also an institution for learning. This equivocation falsely equates the two meanings to make an incorrect claim about fish intelligence. "The Constitution says you have the right to bear arms, so it’s fine to have nuclear weapons." In this case, "arms" refers to both small firearms and highly destructive weapons like
nuclear arms. The equivocation misleads by not specifying the scope of the term. "Justice is blind, so how can it be fair?" "Blind" is used both metaphorically to mean impartial and literally to imply an inability to see, thereby questioning the fairness of justice. "Home is where the heart is, so you should never leave your hometown." Here, "home" is
used both to describe a location and an emotional state, leading to a misleading conclusion. "Our family has always been in business, so you should trust us." The term "business" is used to mean both a commercial enterprise and the activity of one's daily life. This can mislead people into thinking the family has professional expertise. "Kids learn
through play, so video games must be educational." The term "play" is equivocated to mean both constructive learning activities and video gaming, which may or may not be educational. "This food is natural, so it must be healthy." Here, "natural" is used to describe both the source of the food and its supposed health benefits, which is misleading. "I
didn’t mean to hurt you, so it can’t be bad." The term "mean" is used to imply both intent and outcome, confusing the issue at hand. "They say money talks, so my wealth should speak for my character." "Talks" is used to imply both literal communication and the influence or power of wealth, leading to a misleading conclusion. "This energy is clean, so
it’s good for the environment." The term "clean" is used both to imply non-polluting and beneficial for the environment, which may not be the same thing. "Fast cars are exciting, so speed must be good for you." Here, "fast" is used to describe both the speed of the car and the idea that speed in general is positive, which can be misleading. "Old is wise,
so of course all old people must be wise." The term "old" is used to describe both age and wisdom, leading to a misleading stereotype. "Love is sweet, so all sweet things must be good for you." The term "sweet" is used to describe both a flavor and an emotional state, which leads to a misleading conclusion. "Water is clear, so it must be pure." Here,
"clear" is used to imply both transparency and purity, which is not always true. "Laughter is the best medicine, so you don’t need to see a doctor." The term "medicine" is used to describe both actual medication and the act of laughing, which can be misleading. "Green is the color of money, so it must be good." Here, "green" is used to describe both
the color and the implied goodness associated with money, leading to a misleading conclusion. "Young is innocent, so young people can’t do wrong." The term "young" is used to describe both age and innocence, creating a misleading stereotype. "Words have power, so they must always be true." The term "power" is used to describe both influence
and factual accuracy, leading to a misleading conclusion. "If you love something, set it free. So, you should let your pets go." The word "love" is used to describe both affection and a supposed act of liberation, which is misleading. "This deal is a steal, so you must take it." The term "steal" is used to describe both a good deal and an illegal act, making
the statement confusing. "People who live in glass houses shouldn't throw stones, so you should never criticize." Here, "glass houses" is used both literally and metaphorically, leading to a misleading statement about criticism. "Fresh air is good for you, so new ideas must be beneficial." The term "fresh" is used to describe both air and new ideas,
leading to a misleading conclusion. "Time heals all wounds, so you don't need medical treatment." The word "time" is used to describe both the passage of time and a supposed method of healing, which is misleading. "This bank has been around for 100 years, so it must be trustworthy." The term "bank" is used to describe both a financial institution
and a symbol of trust, which is not necessarily true. "Silence is golden, so you should never argue." Here, "silence" is used to describe both the absence of sound and a supposed virtue, which is misleading. "An apple a day keeps the doctor away, so you don’t need health insurance." The term "apple" is used to describe both a fruit and a supposed
healthcare plan, which is misleading. "Brain food is good for you, so you should always eat before a test." Here, "food" is used to describe both actual nourishment and cognitive benefits, leading to a misleading conclusion. "All’s fair in love and war, so anything goes." The term "fair" is used to describe both an ethical standard and a supposed absence
of rules, which is misleading. Equivocation fallacies often play on our brain's preference for shortcuts, called heuristics. Your mind likes to process information quickly, which is why it sometimes jumps to conclusions. When someone uses the same word in two different ways within the same argument (even if it really does have multiple meanings!),
your brain might not immediately catch the switch. You think you're following a logical trail, when in fact you're being led down a confusing path. Another psychological aspect at play here is confirmation bias. If the equivocation supports something you already believe or want to believe, you're more likely to overlook the logical flaw. Your brain sees
what it wants to see. In essence, the equivocation fallacy exploits these natural cognitive tendencies, making the argument with ambiguous language that can be taken in more than one sense seem more convincing than it actually is. The equivocation fallacy can have real-world consequences. For example, in politics, a candidate might use
equivocation to mislead voters, clouding their judgment. In advertising, brands can use this fallacy to make their products seem better than they actually are, affecting consumer choices. Even in personal relationships, equivocation can create misunderstandings and trust issues. The impact is not just theoretical; it can affect your decisions, your
beliefs, and even your relationships. Spotting an equivocation fallacy requires you to be vigilant and critical. Pay attention to the key terms and how they're being used. If a term seems to be serving multiple roles in an argument, question it. Ask yourself, or the person making the argument, to define their terms clearly. Countering an equivocation
fallacy involves exposing the double meaning. Point out the term that's being used in different ways and ask for clarification. By making the equivocation explicit, you remove its power to mislead. Keep in mind that some people may not even be aware they're using this fallacy, so approaching the situation with a desire to clarify rather than confront
can be more effective. It could just be a grammatical or sentence structure issue, so no need to jump to conclusions about intent. Equivocation is the deliberate use of vague or ambiguous language, with the intent of deceiving others or avoiding commitment to a specific stance. For example, when a person is asked a direct yes-or-no question, and
gives a vague response that doesn’t answer the question, that person is equivocating.The equivocation fallacy is a logical fallacy that involves alternating between different meanings of a word or phrase, in a way that renders the argument that contains them unsound. For example, the statement “I have the right to say whatever I want, so it’s right for
me to do so” is fallacious, because the word “right” is used in two different senses: first, to refer to something that someone is entitled to, and second, to refer to something that is morally good.The term ‘equivocation’ is sometimes used to refer to the equivocation fallacy, particularly when used in discussions on the topic of logic, though the two
concepts are distinct from one another.Equivocation and the equivocation fallacy are both frequently used in various forms of discourse, so it’s important to understand them. As such, in the following article you will learn more about these concepts, and see how you can respond to their use as effectively as possible.EquivocationThere are two main
components to equivocation:The use of vague or ambiguous language, which makes the meaning of what is being said unclear.The intent to deceive listeners or to avoid committing to a specific stance.As such, equivocation involves the intentional use of imprecise language, together with other forms of misleading or confusing forms of
communication, such as statements that are ambiguous, contradictory, tangential, or evasive. For example, equivocation often involves the use of red herrings, which in this context are irrelevant statements that distract people from the main issue that’s being discussed.People frequently use equivocation in various everyday situations. For example,
people often rely on equivocation when faced with an unpleasant request, in an attempt to avoid direct conflict with the person making that request.Furthermore, equivocation is prevalent in contexts where it’s important to maintain a certain image of oneself. For example, in politics, politicians often equivocate in order to avoid giving a direct answer
to questions that they’'re asked, if they believe that the answers to those questions might reflect badly on them, either now or later.The use of equivocation in these contexts can be highly effective, and research has shown, for example, that deliberate vagueness can be an effective rhetorical technique in some cases, such as when someone needs to
communicate a message that people are likely to disagree with.Note: the term ‘equivocal’ is used to denote that something is ambiguous and open to interpretation, or that a certain statement is phrased in a way that involves equivocation, while the term ‘unequivocal’ is used to denote that something is clear and unambiguous.Examples of
equivocationAn example of equivocation in politics and the media is the following:Interviewer: Do you support the new law that is being proposed?Politician: I think that the new law has to do with an interesting and important topic. This is a topic that I know quite a bit about, and others have been discussing it often lately, which could help more
people learn about it too. Furthermore, this is something that I care about, and will continue to care about over time.In this example, the politician equivocates by using evasive language, which involves making a lot of vague, semi-related statements, instead of directly answering the question at hand.Another example of equivocation is the
following:Interviewer: Your company has been accused of using various legal loopholes to avoid paying taxes. Can you say how much your company paid in taxes last year?CEO: We paid all the taxes that we owed.In this example, the CEO equivocates by giving a vague answer to the question; the notable issue here is that saying that they paid all the
taxes they owed doesn’t necessarily contradict the accusation that they’ve used loopholes to avoid owing taxes in the first place, and as such this answer is entirely ambiguous.Finally, a simple example of equivocation in everyday life is the following:[Kid breaks vase]Parent: Who broke the vase?Kid: Someone.Here, the kid is equivocating by giving an
ambiguous answer, that is technically true, but that doesn’t contain the information their parent is looking for.Difference between equivocating and lyingThe concept of equivocation is generally viewed as being distinct from the concept of lying. Specifically, this is because lying involves telling a falsehood directly, while equivocation involves
concealing the truth or avoiding commitment to a specific stance, without necessarily telling any falsehoods.As such, it’s possible to tell a lie without equivocating, just as it’s possible to equivocate without telling a lie, though lying and equivocation can also be used in conjunction with one another. For example, this means that someone might
equivocate while telling a lie, in order to make it harder for listeners to notice that lie.How to respond to equivocationln order to properly respond to someone’s equivocation, you must first make sure that they’re equivocating. This is generally relatively simple to do, based on the signals that we saw earlier, and namely the use of vague or ambiguous
language together with the intent to evade or mislead.However, if you’re unsure whether someone is equivocating, there are some relevant questions that you can ask yourself to help yourself analyze the situation:Is the speaker using language that makes it unnecessarily difficult to understand them?How hard is it to identify the speaker’s core
message?ls the speaker trying to avoid committing to a specific stance?How relevant are the speaker’s statements to the discussion at hand?If the speaker is responding to a question, to what degree does their statement answer that question?If you've determined that the speaker is indeed equivocating, you can respond in various ways, based on
your goals and on how they’re equivocating. For example:If the equivocator is using vague language, ask them to explain their stance in a more precise manner.If the equivocator is presenting a lot of unrelated information, ask them to stick to the topic at hand.If the equivocator is trying to avoid committing to a specific stance, ask them to do so
explicitly. However, there are two important caveats to keep in mind when dealing with someone who is equivocating:In some cases, the use of equivocation can be reasonable. For example, if someone is pressured to give a yes-no answer in a situation where a more complex answer is needed, or if someone is pressured to give their opinion on
something that they don’t have sufficient information about, they may choose to use equivocation in their response. In cases where this happens, you should consider why the person who is equivocating is choosing to do so, and modify your assessment of them and your response to them accordingly.People sometimes appear to be equivocating, even
though their choice of language is unintentional. For example, someone might think aloud during a conversation, if they’re trying to figure out the answer to a tough question as they’re answering it, which can make them speak in a manner that appears similar to equivocation. It’s important to keep this issue in mind when responding to the potential
use of equivocation, to reduce the likelihood that you’ll falsely accuse someone of equivocating. In situations where it appears that someone is using unclear language unintentionally, instead of accusing them of equivocation, simply try to direct the conversation in a way that allows them to express themself more clearly.Note: a useful concept to keep
in mind when responding to equivocation is Hanlon’s razor, which in this context suggests that when someone is using vague or ambiguous language, you should not assume that their intents are malicious, unless you have a compelling reason to think so.How to avoid equivocatingThere are various things that you can do to avoid equivocating.
Notable among them are the following:Use language that is as unambiguous as possible, meaning that it can only be reasonably interpreted in one way.Use language that is easy to understand, for example by avoiding the use of unnecessary technical or obscure terms that people won’t be familiar with.Avoid mentioning unnecessary information that
isn’t relevant to the discussion.Make sure that your main point is easy to identify.If necessary, make sure to explicitly commit to a certain stance.If you're being asked a reasonable question that calls for a direct response, make sure to provide a clear answer to that question, and make that the answer is easy to identify.Note that, if you find yourself in
a position where your best course of action is to intentionally equivocate, for example because you’re being pushed to give an unreasonably simplified answer to a complex question, it’s generally preferable to be open about your use of equivocation, and to explain why you’re using it in that situation. However, this isn’t always a viable option in cases
where you’'re pushed to equivocate in the first place.The equivocation fallacy“The fallacy of equivocation, then, consists in this: that in the course of an argument a term changes its meaning in such a way that the conclusion seems to follow when it doesn’t. Whether or not the writer is aware of the equivocation, it is still a fallacy. If the reader is not
careful, he may think that if the same word appears twice in an argument, it must have the same meaning. This is what causes the trouble.”— From “Thinking Straight” (Beardsley, 2013)The equivocation fallacy revolves around a misleading shift between different meanings or connotations of the same word or phrase, within a single argument. As
such, the equivocation fallacy occurs as a result of a short-term semantic shift, meaning that there is a change in the meaning of a word or phrase (i.e. in its semantics), which is why this fallacy is sometimes also referred to as semantic equivocation. This semantic shift can occur as a result of several different things, such as:A shift between the literal
and figurative senses of a word or phrase.Polysemy, which is a phenomenon where a word or phrase has multiple meanings, which leads to semantic ambiguity (sometimes also referred to as lexical ambiguity). Homonyms, which is a phenomenon where two separate words share the same pronunciation (homophones) or spelling (homographs).The
semantic shift that the equivocation fallacy is based on is usually implicit and subtle. This is because subtle shifts are more likely to occur by mistake, when it comes to unintentional uses of this fallacy, and are also more effective from a rhetorical perspective, when it comes to intentional uses of this fallacy.Note: the equivocation fallacy is sometimes
also referred to as the fallacy of ambiguity. However, a distinction is sometimes made by saying that the equivocation fallacy refers specifically to semantic ambiguity, that relies on the use of a certain word or phrase with multiple meanings, while the fallacy of ambiguity can also involve other forms of ambiguity, such as ambiguity that is based on
grammatical structure. Furthermore, in some cases, the equivocation fallacy is therefore classified as one of multiple fallacies of ambiguity.Examples of the equivocation fallacyThe following is an example of the equivocation fallacy:Premise: Annoying customers are a headache.Premise: Aspirin can help you get rid of a headache.Conclusion: Aspirin
can help you get rid of annoying customers.Here, the equivocation fallacy occurs as a result of a shift from the figurative sense of the term ‘headache’ and its literal sense, in a way that is fairly overt.However, the equivocation fallacy can also be more subtle than that. For example:“Just as you have faith in science, I have faith in God.”In this example,
the speaker shifts between two similar but different meanings of ‘faith’, the first of which has to do with having confidence in something, and the second of which has to do with believing in a religious figure based on spiritual conviction.Note that, in general, words that refer to concrete concepts and words with a small number of possible meanings
are less likely it is to be used in the equivocation fallacy. This means, for example, that a word such as ‘table’ is less likely to be used in this fallacy than a word such as ‘love’.How to respond to the equivocation fallacy“The method for handling the fallacy of equivocation is... distinguish the different meanings and mark each distinct meaning with a
distinct term; the equivocation then disappears. What is left is a simple non sequitur, as childish and harmless as the argument: ‘Anything that goes up must come down. The moon is made of green cheese. Therefore, the moon must come down.'”— From “Thinking Straight” (Beardsley, 2013)The method for dealing with the equivocation fallacy is
relatively straightforward; you simply need to identify the word or expression in the argument that is used with different meanings, and point out this issue, while explaining how this shift invalidates the original argument.There are several things that you can do in order to highlight this issue:Explain the difference in meaning between the different
instances where the problematic term is used.Substitute the different instances of the problematic term with different terms, such as synonyms or full definitions, that accurately reflects the meaning of the term in each case.Substitute all uses of the term with a single alternative term that clearly represents only one of the meanings that the speaker
meant to convey.Note that the use of this fallacy isn’t always intentional, so you should avoid assuming that this is the case, unless you have a good reason to do so.Furthermore, in some cases, you can ask the person using the fallacy to clarify the exact meanings of the term, in order to help them identify the issue in their reasoning. This will also be
an effective way to respond to such arguments when their use of the equivocation fallacy is intentional, since it helps highlight the issues with the argument.Note: when in doubt whether or not someone’s argument contains the equivocation fallacy, you should apply the principle of charity, which denotes that, when interpreting someone’s statement,
you should assume that the best possible interpretation of that statement is the one that the speaker meant to convey.How to avoid using the equivocation fallacyTo avoid using the equivocation fallacy yourself, you should make sure to remain consistent when using the same term multiple times in an argument, by sticking to a single meaning of this
term throughout the argument.If you suspect that you might be using the equivocation fallacy, you can use the techniques that you would use to highlight this issue in other people’s speech, such as substituting the different uses of the term with a synonym or with a full definition, in order to identify such cases in your own reasoning and
speech.Concepts related to equivocationEquivocation is associated with some related concepts, which are briefly explained below. These concepts are not crucial to your understanding of equivocation, but can be of interest to those who want to learn more about the topic.DoublespeakDoublespeak is deliberately obscure language, that revolves
around the use of ambiguity, distorted terms, and euphemisms.For instance, the following is an example of doublespeak:“The company recently modified its forecasts based on market performance, and is now expecting to adjust the size of its staff accordingly.”This is a euphemism-heavy way of saying that the company is performing worse than
expected, and is now going to fire people.Note: the term ‘doublespeak’ is based on a combination of two terms, ‘newspeak’ and ‘doublethink’, which appear in George Orwell’s famous dystopian novel “1984“.CircumlocutionCircumlocution is the act of saying something using more words than necessary, often with the intent of being vague, evasive, or
misleading. For example, a politician might use circumlocution by giving a long and vague response to a question, in order to make it difficult for people to notice that the politician didn’t actually answer the question.Circumlocution can therefore be viewed as a specific type of equivocation. However, note that similarly to equivocation, this form of
communication isn’t always driven by negative intentions. For example, in some cases, people unintentionally use more words than necessary when they have to discuss a topic that they feel uncomfortable about.Concepts related to the equivocation fallacyThe equivocation fallacy is associated with a number of related concepts, which are briefly
explained below. These concepts are not crucial to your understanding of this fallacy, but can be of interest to those who want to learn more about the topic.AntanaclasisAntanaclasis is a literary and rhetorical technique in which a word or phrase is repeated twice within the same sentence, with a different meaning each time. Antanaclasis involves an
open shift in meaning, in a way that doesn’t render the statement logically unsound, so it doesn’t involve the equivocation fallacy.For example, Benjamin Franklin, one of the founding fathers of the United States, is reported to have said the following, when calling for colonial unity:“We must, indeed, all hang together, or assuredly we shall all hang
separately.”In the first case here, ‘hang’ means ‘stand’ or ‘stay’, while in the second case ‘hang’ refers to being executed via hanging.Antanaclasis is frequently used in commercial slogans, in order to make them more memorable and appealing. For example:Shampoo commercial: “If you don’t look good, we don’t look good.” AmphibologyAmphibology
is ambiguity that occurs when a statement can be interpreted in more than one way, as a result of its grammatical structure. For example, the following is a famous joke by comedian Groucho Marx, which relies on amphibology:“I once shot an elephant in my pajamas. How he got in my pajamas I'll never know.”The ambiguity in this case occurs
because “I once shot an elephant in my pajamas” can be interpreted to mean either that the speaker was wearing his own pajamas or that the elephant was wearing them. The more logical and intuitive interpretation is the first one, which is why there’s a comic effect when listeners later find out that the second interpretation is the right one in this
case.Because amphibology is a form of ambiguity that occurs as a result of the grammatical structure of a sentence, it’s different from the equivocation fallacy, which is based on the semantic ambiguity that occurs as a result of multiple meanings of the same term. Accordingly, amphibology is sometimes referred to as ‘grammatical ambiguity’, while
equivocation is referred to as ‘semantic ambiguity’ or ‘lexical ambiguity’.Note: amphibology is sometimes also referred to as amphiboly, or as the fallacy of amphiboly in cases where it renders an argument logically unsound.The equivocation fallacy in humorThe equivocation fallacy is often used to achieve a comic effect. For example, puns are
humorous devices which sometimes rely on the fact that the same term can have different meanings, as in the following example:“I met some nice aliens from outer space. I have to say, they were pretty down to earth.”This is a play on the fact that the literal sense of “down to earth” refers to the aliens coming down here from outer space, while the
term “down to earth” is also used to call someone friendly and humble.QuibblingIn the context of logic, quibbling occurs when someone attacks an argument in a fallacious manner, by addressing one of the terms in the argument based on a different meaning than was originally intended. This is explained in the following quote:“There is a special kind
of equivocation that involves two people: we shall call it ‘quibbling.” A dispute between two people is a conversation in which one of them argues for, and the other argues against, a certain conclusion. Now, suppose A gives a reason for a statement, using a certain term in one sense, and B gives a reason against the statement, using the same term in a
different sense. Then B is quibbling on the term.”— From “Thinking Straight” (Beardsley, 2013)Accordingly, quibbling can also be viewed as a specific type of a strawman argument, since it involves attacking a distorted version of an opposing stance.The White Horse DialogueWhen a white horse is not a horse is a paradox in Chinese philosophy,
which revolves around whether it’s truthful to say that “a white horse is not a horse”.The statement is viewed as paradoxical, because it seems to not make sense to say that a white horse is not a horse. One potential explanation for this paradox is that the statement involves the equivocation fallacy, when it comes to the different possible meanings of
the word ‘is’. Specifically, there are two possible meanings to the word ‘is’ in this context, each of which leads the statement to mean something else:Is’ can mean ‘is a member of group X’. When this meaning of ‘is’ is selected, the statement ‘a white horse is not a horse’ means that a white horse is not a type of horse, which is false.’Is’ can mean ‘is
identical to X’. When this meaning of ‘is’ is selected, the statement ‘a white horse is not a horse’ means that a white horse is not the exact same thing as a horse, which is true, because ‘horse’ is a more general concept (there are also, for example, black horses).Most people intuitively pick the first interpretation for this statement, which is false.
However, the person stating that it’s possible for this statement to be true is focusing on its second, less intuitive interpretation.The fallacy of four termsThe fallacy of four terms is a logical fallacy that occurs when a categorical syllogism contains four categorical terms, instead of three, in a way that invalidates its logic.For example, a sound syllogism
with three categorical terms is the following:Premise 1: Chickens are birds.Premise 2: Birds lay eggs.Conclusion: Chickens lay eggs.The three categorical terms in this case are ‘birds’, ‘chickens’, and ‘eggs’. Adding a fourth term renders this syllogism invalid, because the conclusion cannot be logically derived from the premise. This happens, for
example, when we add in the term ‘dogs’:Premise 1: Chickens are birds.Premise 2: Birds lay eggs.Conclusion: Dogs lay eggs.Usually, the fallacy of four terms is more subtle than that, and occurs as a result of the equivocation fallacy, in situations where one of the three terms is used with two possible meanings, thus creating a fourth categorical term
and invalidating the syllogism. For example:Premise 1: Nothing is better than a valuable lesson.Premise 2: A pointless lesson is better than nothing.Conclusion: A pointless lesson is better than a valuable lesson.Here, the argument is rendered invalid because the term ‘nothing’ is used in two senses, first to suggest that what it’s being compared to is
of relatively high value, and then to suggest that what it’s being compared to is of relatively low value.Note: this fallacy is sometimes also referred to as quaternio terminorum, and as the fallacy of the ambiguous middle term or the fallacy of the ambiguous middle when it occurs as a result of the equivocation fallacy, though any of the terms in the
syllogism can be the one that renders it invalid.Summary and conclusionsEquivocation is the deliberate use of vague or ambiguous language, with the intent of deceiving others or avoiding commitment to a specific stance.You can respond to equivocation in a variety of ways, such as asking the equivocator to clarify what they mean, asking them to
stick only to relevant information, or asking them to commit to a specific stance.The equivocation fallacy is a logical fallacy that involves alternating between different meanings of a word or phrase, in a way that renders the argument that contains them unsound.For example, the statement “I have the right to say whatever I want, so it’s right for me
to do so” is fallacious, because the word “right” is used in two different senses: first, to refer to something that someone is entitled to, and second, to refer to something that is morally good.You can respond to the equivocation fallacy by pointing out the shift in the meaning of the problematic term and demonstrating how this invalidates the original
statement, and by using additional techniques, such as substituting the different instances of the problematic term with alternatives terms (e.g. synonyms or full definitions), which accurately reflect the meaning of the term in each case. Share — copy and redistribute the material in any medium or format for any purpose, even commercially. Adapt —
remix, transform, and build upon the material for any purpose, even commercially. The licensor cannot revoke these freedoms as long as you follow the license terms. Attribution — You must give appropriate credit , provide a link to the license, and indicate if changes were made . You may do so in any reasonable manner, but not in any way that
suggests the licensor endorses you or your use. ShareAlike — If you remix, transform, or build upon the material, you must distribute your contributions under the same license as the original. No additional restrictions — You may not apply legal terms or technological measures that legally restrict others from doing anything the license permits. You
do not have to comply with the license for elements of the material in the public domain or where your use is permitted by an applicable exception or limitation . No warranties are given. The license may not give you all of the permissions necessary for your intended use. For example, other rights such as publicity, privacy, or moral rights may limit
how you use the material. Equivocation Fallacy Example Puff Daddy Star outer space: Lev Savitskiy / Moment, cartoon Puff Daddy: doodlemachine / DigitalVision Vectors It’s all about the meaning. This is especially true when it comes to equivocation fallacies, which is when a word or phrase is used with a different meaning or ambiguously to create a
fallacy. Explore equivocation examples found in real-life situations, media, and literature. Considered a logical fallacy, equivocation fallacies arise from ambiguity. Words or phrases in these fallacies can be used ambiguously or have double meanings. For example: It is true that Puff Daddy is a star. A giant ball of gas is a star.However, Puff Daddy is
not a giant ball of gas. See the ambiguity? In the example, the word ‘star’ is used to mean a famous person and a celestial body. The double meaning of the word ‘star’ creates the fallacy. So an argument using equivocation will appear to be valid but given the double meaning of the word, it is not. See this in action through some real-life examples. In
2006, George Bush stated: The United States does not torture. Looking at this statement it seems pretty clear. However, this was an equivocation fallacy because George Bush’s statement was true but only based on a special definition he gave the word 'torture.' His definition of torture left out waterboarding and mock execution. A drunk driver gets
pulled over by a police officer. Visually inebriated, the driver tells the officer: I only had a few beers. In this context, the driver is saying, in truth, he only had a few beers. However, this doesn’t cover the other alcoholic beverages he may have consumed. In this case, he’s using the equivocation fallacy to try to convince the officer he only had a few
alcoholic beverages. While politicians use equivocation fallacy pretty regularly, it's also used in media. In an advertisement, equivocation fallacy is typically found to be clever or add humor. For example, a billboard company might advertise their billboards by saying: Looking for a sign? This is it! The double meaning is found in the word 'sign'. While
billboard is a sign, the statement also plays on a sign from God. Therefore, the billboard is a sign from a deity, so you should advertise here. Laughter is always good advertising. Check out a few more fun examples. In a humorous media campaign “Clean your dirty balls”, AXE used equivocation fallacy to play on the double meaning of the word 'balls'.
In ads and television commercials, this soap, designed for men, was used to clean dirty sports equipment. However, the ads had a double meaning since the product line is designed for cleaning men’s bodies. Think about that for a minute. Equivocation fallacy can work great in comedy. Just ask Abbot & Costello in their famous Who’s on First bit. The
joke starts out: Abbott: Well, let's see, we have on the bags, Who's on first, What's on second, I Don't Know is on third...Costello: That's what I want to find out.Abbott: I say Who's on first, What's on second, I Don't Know's on third.Costello: Are you the manager?Abbott: Yes.Costello: You gonna be the coach too?Abbott: Yes.Costello: And you don't know
the fellows' names?Abbott: Well I should.Costello: Well then who's on first?Abbott: Yes. By giving the players names like Who, What, and I Don’t Know, the comedians make comedic use of equivocation fallacy that is a laughing good time. When you're looking for a good equivocation example, look no further than literature. The double meaning or
ambiguity of equivocation can come in handy as a plot device, just ask Shakespeare. Shakespeare actually makes a lot of use of equivocation in his story of Macbeth. However, one of the most famous uses is when Macbeth visits the witches. Be bloody, bold, and resolute; laugh to scorn / The power of man, for none of woman born / Shall harm
Macbeth. The fact that 'none of woman born' can harm Macbeth makes him sound invincible. However, when the witches say ‘none of woman born,’ they actually mean those of natural childbirth. Those born from a cesarean section don’t count. Hence the reasons Macduff isn’t ‘of woman born’. Very tricky Mr. Shakespeare! The ambiguity of words
can be used to your advantage, especially if you're trying to deceive someone. Just ask politicians! Would you like to learn more about fallacies? Don’t just stop at equivocation; explore examples of false dilemma and circular reasoning. You won't believe all the fallacy examples out there. Equivocation is a fallacy that involves the use of one word to
mean two or more meanings, creating ambiguity. The word has one meaning in one part of the argument and another meaning in another part. For example, you could say that the penalty for breaking the law is imprisonment. A space rocket violated the law of gravity. Therefore, the space rocket should go to prison. Here, we've use the concept of
‘the law’ from one context and tied it to its use in another context. The equivocation fallacy is often used in humor and irony. We generally find it funny due to its absurdity. However, sometimes, people fall into making this logical fallacy in their arguments, as well. Equivocation Fallacy Examples Scenario: All trees have bark. Every dog barks.
Therefore, a dog is a tree. Ambiguous Phrase: Bark This quintessential equivocation fallacy is one that every professor uses to teach their students. Here, the term ‘bark’ is being used in two separate contexts. When the contexts are merged, the logic becomes fallacious. In the first instance, we’re talking about tree bark. In the second, we’re talking
about the sound a dog makes. When we combine them in the third sentence, we come up with the absurd idea that dogs and trees must be the same thing because they are both associated with the word ‘bark’. This extreme version of an equivocation fallacy allows us to contemplate how people use words ambiguously and out of context in order to
create false logic. Scenario: A person who received his Ph.D in mathematics is asked questions about philosophy by his friend. The person responds “I don’t know about philosophy!” The friend asks, “Wasn’t your degree doctor of philosophy?” Ambiguous Phrase: Philosophy The term Ph.D stands for ‘doctor of philosophy’. However, you can get a Ph.D
in any topic, not just philosophy. Today, this word philosophy in Ph.D has become more-or-less meaningless. However, in this scenario with semi-humor and semi-ironic content, the friend decides to grill his friend about being good at philosophy because he has a doctorate of philosophy. The irony exists because he knows nothing about philosophy -
his Ph.D is in mathematics! In the first context, the term ‘philosophy’ refers to a degree that has been awarded to the mathematician, and in the second context, the term refers to a specific field of knowledge. This has caused confusion and ambiguity. Scenario: A flight attendant goes onto the plane’s loudspeaker and calls “Is there a doctor on the
plane? We have a medical emergency” One person in the crowd said, “I am a doctor.” The nurse says, “Please give medical attention to this man immediately.” The person answered this question, “I can’t ... I'm a doctor of philosophy!” Ambiguous Phrase: Doctor In this fallacy example, which is another variation of our previous example, the term
‘doctor’ has been used ambiguously. In the first instance, it was used in the everyday meaning of the term: a medical doctor. In the second instance, it was use to refer to a person with a Ph.D (doctor of philosophy). The irony occurs because a person with a Ph.D usually doesn’t have any medical training. So, they can’t treat the poor person who needs
help! This is one reason why I never go by the name ‘Dr’ even though I have a Ph.D and ‘Dr’ is written on the door to my office at work! Outside of academia, it causes ambiguity and can become part of an equivocation fallacy. Scenario: A conservative lawmaker says “I'm right-wing. I like small government, freedom of speech, and traditional values.
One could say that I'm on the right side of every issue.” Ambiguous Phrase: Right In the first instance, the term ‘right’ is used for right-wing, which is a political philosophy. In the second instance, the term is used as a substitute for ‘correct’. The two terms have been conflated here to create comic effect. The lawmaker is insinuating that right-wing
people are always correct because they have the word ‘right’ in their descriptor. Unfortunately, this is an equivocation fallacy because the use of the term ‘right’ differs from one sentence to the next, yet he’s trying to establish continuity. The term ‘right-wing’ doesn’t originate from the word ‘correct’. It originates from republican France, where the
conservatives used to sit on the right-hand side of the parliament while the liberals say on the left-hand side. Scenario: The person says to his friend, “My dog has no nose!” Then his friend asks “Then, how does it smell?”. The dog owner’s response is: “Terrible!” Ambiguous Phrase: Smell This dialogue is a typical example of the use of equivocation



fallacies in humor. The confusion generated here is that ‘smell’ can be ambiguously interpreted. On the one hand, someone can do smelling, while on the other hand, they can have a smell. Here, the two uses of the term are used side-by-side to achieve comic effect. The idea is that the questioner wants to know how the dog achieves the ability to
smell. However, his friend replies that the dog has a bad smell, thereby responding with the wrong use of the term. Scenario: The person tells his partner that the cause of aging is free radicals. His wife’s response is as follows: “All evil comes from radicals!”. Ambiguous Phrase: Radical In this dialogue, the person is actually referring to “free radicals”
in the medical sense. These are molecules in the body that supposedly cause the aging process. However, his wife, who understands “radicals” in a political context, falls into the typical fallacy of equivocation by saying that all evil comes from radicals - as in, radical people. Thus, the conflation of two different understandings of the term ‘radical’ has
been achieved here to construct a fallacy - i.e. a logical inconsistency - that has meant the two conversationalists are not on the same page! Scenario: The priest told me I should have faith. I have faith that I will strike it rich on the stock market this year. Therefore, the priest should be happy with me. Ambiguous Phrase: Faith In this scenario, the
priest uses the word “faith” to mean that one must believe in the existence of God without resorting to any proof. However, the person talking to the priest understands the word “faith” to mean “belief that something will happen”. Thus, he says he has faith ... but not necessarily in god. He’s turned the priest’s ambiguity against him, and allowed
himself to intentionally misinterpret the message of the priest. At his next confessional, he may insist that the priest should be very happy because he took the priest’s advice. He went out into the world and focussed more on having faith. The priest, of course, will accuse him of employing the equivocation fallacy to misrepresent the priest’s message.
Scenario: “All laws were created by someone. Nature has laws. Therefore, there is a God who is the creator.” Ambiguous Phrase: Laws This equivocation fallacy is one that we commonly come across among people arguing for the existence of God. In this fallacy, they are conflating laws governing society and laws governing nature. Legal laws (e.g.
laws set by a government) obviously have human creators. In fact, we can go and look at the bills created in parliament and see who signed their name against them! But laws of nature do not have an obvious creator in the same sense - they’re simply a set of physical constraints on how the world can operate. People who are religious may say that
there is a creator, but humanists and scientists might argue that the laws come from physics, not a god per se. Whether we believe in God or not, this is perhaps not the best argument for God. In this scenario, the equivocation fallacy is employed by conflating legal laws and physical laws, in order to prosecute evidence for God. This also happens to
be an example of a false dilemma fallacy. Scenario: Cotton is light. What is light is not dark. So, cotton cannot be dark. Ambiguous Phrase: Light In this example, we see an erroneous conclusion based on the multiple meanings of the word “light”. In the first sentence, the word “light” is used to refer to the relative weight of cotton, while in the second
sentence we encounter use of “light” to express color. And as a result, we are faced with the absurd conclusion from this confusion that cotton is “light” and therefore “cannot be dark”. A child might make this equivocation fallacy if they find some blackened cotton, and fails to realize that it’s cotton because ‘it’s not light’. Scenario: We witness many
miracles such as cyborgs and space travel every passing day. So when atheists say there is no miracle, they are wrong. Ambiguous Phrase: Miracles In this example, the person conflates religious miracles and the hyperbolic use of the term ‘miracle’ to express wonderment. In the first sentence, the term miracle is employed to indicate that something
is marvelous. Isn’t it amazing that people can travel to space! We may hyperbolically call this a miracle, but in reality, it’s simply a feat of science. In the second sentence, the person states that atheists are wrong in their claim that so-called miracles do not actually exist. In this example, “miracle” is used to mean something achieved by a God that
defies nature. Equivocation fallacies are fallacies that people often fall into, consciously or unconsciously, especially in discussions about politics, religion, or science in daily life. Therefore, in arguments accompanied by seriousness, i.e. when we are sure that the parties are not joking with each other, it can be very useful to be aware of the
equivocation fallacy to prevent any of the members of the dialogue from reaching erroneous conclusions by using a word with more than one meaning. The Equivocation Fallacy is a logical error that occurs when a word or phrase is used ambiguously within an argument, resulting in a misleading or invalid conclusion. This fallacy exploits the multiple
meanings of a term to confuse the audience or disguise the lack of sound reasoning. Understanding this fallacy is essential for constructing clear, persuasive arguments and for recognizing faulty reasoning in debates and discussions. Equivocation happens when a key term or phrase shifts its meaning in the middle of an argument. It typically involves
using a word with more than one definition and treating these definitions as if they were the same. This creates the illusion of a logical connection between ideas that, upon closer examination, are unrelated. For example: Premise 1: A feather is light. Premise 2: What is light cannot be dark. Conclusion: Therefore, a feather cannot be dark. In this
argument, the word “light” is used with two different meanings: one refers to weight, and the other to brightness. The ambiguity renders the argument invalid. Ambiguous Language: The fallacy relies on a word or phrase with multiple meanings. Shifting Definitions: The meaning of the term changes partway through the argument. Deceptive
Reasoning: The argument appears logical on the surface but falls apart under scrutiny. Premise: Only man is rational. Premise: No woman is a man. Conclusion: Therefore, no woman is rational. Here, “man” shifts in meaning from “human being” in the first premise to “male human” in the second premise. Premise: The government should not
interfere with the free market because people deserve freedom. Conclusion: Therefore, the government should not regulate industries. In this example, “freedom” equivocates between individual liberty and market deregulation, which are not necessarily the same. “We guarantee our product is fast!” In this case, “fast” could mean quick delivery,
rapid performance, or ease of use, but the ambiguity allows the advertiser to avoid specifying which meaning applies. Premise: Laws are made to be broken. Premise: Breaking the speed limit is against the law. Conclusion: Therefore, it’s acceptable to break the speed limit. The equivocation lies in the phrase “laws are made to be broken,” which shifts
from referring to guidelines that accommodate exceptions to literal legal violations. To identify equivocation, ask the following questions: Does the argument rely on a term with multiple meanings? Is the term being used consistently throughout the argument? Would the conclusion still hold if the term’s meaning were clarified or defined explicitly?
Equivocation often arises unintentionally due to unclear communication, but it can also be used deliberately to mislead. Common reasons include: Complex Language: Words with multiple definitions create confusion. Lack of Precision: Ambiguous phrasing can obscure logical flaws. Persuasion Tactics: Shifting meanings can manipulate emotions or
distract from weak reasoning. Equivocation undermines the credibility of an argument by exposing logical inconsistencies. It can lead to misunderstandings, derail productive discussions, and erode trust in a speaker’s intentions. Define Terms Clearly: Specify the intended meaning of key terms upfront to prevent ambiguity. Be Consistent: Use words
with the same meaning throughout the argument. Request Clarification: If someone else’s argument seems ambiguous, ask them to explain their terms. “Faith is important for science because scientists must have faith in their methods.” Here, “faith” shifts from religious belief to confidence in a scientific process, creating a misleading connection.
“This candidate has a lot of experience. Experience is what matters most, so we should hire them.” The word “experience” may refer to time spent in a field or the quality of that experience. The ambiguity can influence decision-making. “A fetus is a human, and humans have rights. Therefore, a fetus has full human rights.” The term “human” may
shift between biological classification and moral personhood, making the argument unclear. The Equivocation Fallacy is a common but avoidable error in reasoning that hinges on the ambiguous use of language. By recognizing how meanings shift within arguments, we can better evaluate the validity of claims and construct clearer, more logical
discussions. Avoiding equivocation strengthens communication and ensures that debates focus on substance rather than semantics. No hashtags A few can mean three, as you've probably heard others say (and very possibly stated yourself), or four or seven. There is no set limit for how many constitute “a few.” Likewise, there isn’t a clear limit for
what constitutes “several things” or “a couple of things.” So, if you are using double-meaning words or phrases and deceiving somebody, you are committing the equivocation fallacy. What would you think if someone told you they were a brilliant student because they occasionally slept in class? What would you think if they were questioned about
their claim and it came out that they had missed twelve classes during the semester? You might feel duped and point out that they purposely hid how frequently they slept through class by using the phrase’s ambiguity. Equivocation is a term used to describe this type of dishonesty. What is the logical equivocation fallacy? Equivocation, which is
naming two distinct things with the same name, is considered a logical fallacy of employing a term or phrase in reasoning either: In an unclear manner To imply more than two things Here’s a sample: Taco salad is a salad, and salads are nutritious. As a result, Taco salad is nutritious. Taco salad is obviously not a dish that most people would consider
to be healthy. Equivocation can occasionally be employed to create a comic effect. In other instances, it is used to support a claim of bad faith. For instance, a student might respond to a teacher’s inquiry about a pending homework by saying that they worked on it the night before. Technically speaking, it’s accurate, but the student assumed the
teacher would interpret their words as “done” when they only meant that they had made some progress on the task that was still unfinished. The term “bad faith argument” refers to a claim or stance that the arguer is aware is untrue or unfair. People typically use bad faith arguments to avoid seriously considering the problems at hand and admitting
that their opponents’ viewpoints are well-supported and understandable. There are other logical fallacies that can be used in an argumentative essay or bad faith argument besides equivocation. The straw man and red herring fallacies are two other fallacies apart from the equivocation fallacy frequently appearing in conversations of this nature.
Equivocation is an informal fallacy; therefore, the argument’s illogic is in the argument’s application rather than in the argument’s structure. It is common to express equivocation in the following manner: “If X is Y and Y is Z, then Z must be X.” Here are a few illustrations: Natural soil exists. Natural things are healthy for you. So it’s safe to eat soil.
Men are equal. Women are not men, so all women are not equal. Cats are wonderful pets. Tigers are considered big cats. Hence, tigers are wonderful pets. Equivocation is obvious when it is expressed in this manner. It can even come out as humorous, making it appear absurd to arrange it with other logical fallacies you could come across when
writing. However, the equivocation fallacy doesn’t always take this form. It’s possible to lie by omission, as we covered in our example of the student who told their teacher they had worked on their assignment the night before. Here are a few samples: When a driver is pulled over, they claim to have only a couple of beers, but they actually had two
mixed drinks in addition. A consultant claims they haven’t worked for your main rival but leaves out that they have for other rivals. A doctor states that medicine can have slight side effects when he knows that the medicine can cause a heart attack. What is the equivocation fallacy used for? Equivocation is a common obfuscation technique.
Equivocation is also referred to as doublespeak, which you may be familiar with. Several examples of doublespeak in English are as follows: A bit shaky instead of very poor quality person of interest instead of subject passed away instead of died Euphemisms are frequently used in doublespeak, but they are not always used. For example, equivocation
can be one of the toughest logical fallacies to spot in a piece of writing since there are so many different ways to use it. In writing, you can spot the equivocation fallacy by carefully scrutinizing an argument to find the discrepancy between the arguer’s initial assertion and their final conclusion. However, it can be difficult to dissect when you’re up
against an argument that isn’t as succinctly stated as those in the first set of examples we gave. Look at this sample: Participants in self-defense classes learn how to fight more effectively, but fighting is wrong. Therefore, a self-defense class shouldn’t be offered on campus. The argument is made from the premise that self-defense classes teach
students how to fight more effectively. It is the claim being made, whether it is true or not. A logical fallacy must be exposed for what it is—a weakness in how the argument is put together—rather than being proven false. Whether a claim is fallacious or not has nothing to do with whether it is true or false. Take a look at the disputer’s conclusion: self-
defense classes shouldn’t be offered on campus. Fighting is immoral, they assert, not because the training would teach participants how to fight more effectively. According to the second claim, fighting is wrong and does not naturally follow the first. Again, whether it is true or not is unimportant in this situation; a more rational claim would be that
developing pupils’ fighting skills will increase interpersonal violence. Critical thinking is necessary to separate fact from the author’s viewpoint in a case of equivocation fallacy. Similarly, it demands you consider both sides of the issue. For example, while you might concur that fighting is wrong in most situations, you also probably concur that being
able to defend one against an unprovoked attack can be a valuable ability. In a written argument or a face-to-face debate, if your opponent is being ambiguous, ask them to be more specific. Inform them that you need precise examples or numerical data to continue the conversation in good faith because you cannot reply critically to ambiguous
assertions. If they’re open to it, you can also ask them to clarify how they arrived at their conclusions, which might help them recognize the weakness in their own case. Sample logical equivocation fallacy Equivocation may appear as follows Since I was returning from vacation that week, I informed my family that I would be unable to attend the
reunion. So even though the reunion is on Friday and I return home on Thursday, I didn’t tell them an untruth regarding my return date. Kiwi is a fruit, so a kiwi soft drink is considered a serving of fruit. It may also appear as follows: Since our business prides itself on efficiency, we’ve chosen to cut expenses this year. I have the freedom to speak, so
it is correct to speak my mind. The logical fallacy of employing a word or phrase in an argument in an ambiguous manner or to mean two or more things is known as equivocation. The equivocation fallacy relies on a word’s ambiguous meaning or several interpretations to perplex the reader or listener and omit important details. In writing, you can
spot the equivocation fallacy by carefully scrutinizing an argument to find the discrepancy between the arguer’s initial assertion and their final conclusion. In some circumstances, you must scrutinize the argument and distinguish between the writer’s opinion and the facts. Total Assignment Help Incase, you are looking for an opportunity to work from
home and earn big money. TotalAssignmenthelp Affiliate program is the best choice for you. Do visit : for more details Total Assignment help is an assignment help online service available in 9 countries. Our local operations span across Australia, US, UK, South east Asia and the Middle East. With extensive experience in academic writing, Total
assignment help has a strong track record delivering quality writing at a nominal price that meet the unique needs of students in our local markets. We have specialized network of highly trained writers, who can provide best possible assignment help solution for all your needs. Next time you are looking for assignment help, make sure to give us a
try. Get the best Assignment Help from leading experts from the field of academics with assured onetime, 100% plagiarism free and top Quality delivery. Order Now Equivocation Fallacy Example Puff Daddy Star outer space: Lev Savitskiy / Moment, cartoon Puff Daddy: doodlemachine / DigitalVision Vectors It’s all about the meaning. This is
especially true when it comes to equivocation fallacies, which is when a word or phrase is used with a different meaning or ambiguously to create a fallacy. Explore equivocation examples found in real-life situations, media, and literature. Considered a logical fallacy, equivocation fallacies arise from ambiguity. Words or phrases in these fallacies can
be used ambiguously or have double meanings. For example: It is true that Puff Daddy is a star. A giant ball of gas is a star.However, Puff Daddy is not a giant ball of gas. See the ambiguity? In the example, the word ‘star’ is used to mean a famous person and a celestial body. The double meaning of the word ‘star’ creates the fallacy. So an argument
using equivocation will appear to be valid but given the double meaning of the word, it is not. See this in action through some real-life examples. In 2006, George Bush stated: The United States does not torture. Looking at this statement it seems pretty clear. However, this was an equivocation fallacy because George Bush’s statement was true but
only based on a special definition he gave the word 'torture.' His definition of torture left out waterboarding and mock execution. A drunk driver gets pulled over by a police officer. Visually inebriated, the driver tells the officer: I only had a few beers. In this context, the driver is saying, in truth, he only had a few beers. However, this doesn’t cover the
other alcoholic beverages he may have consumed. In this case, he’s using the equivocation fallacy to try to convince the officer he only had a few alcoholic beverages. While politicians use equivocation fallacy pretty regularly, it's also used in media. In an advertisement, equivocation fallacy is typically found to be clever or add humor. For example, a
billboard company might advertise their billboards by saying: Looking for a sign? This is it! The double meaning is found in the word 'sign'. While billboard is a sign, the statement also plays on a sign from God. Therefore, the billboard is a sign from a deity, so you should advertise here. Laughter is always good advertising. Check out a few more fun
examples. In a humorous media campaign “Clean your dirty balls”, AXE used equivocation fallacy to play on the double meaning of the word 'balls'. In ads and television commercials, this soap, designed for men, was used to clean dirty sports equipment. However, the ads had a double meaning since the product line is designed for cleaning men’s
bodies. Think about that for a minute. Equivocation fallacy can work great in comedy. Just ask Abbot & Costello in their famous Who’s on First bit. The joke starts out: Abbott: Well, let's see, we have on the bags, Who's on first, What's on second, I Don't Know is on third...Costello: That's what I want to find out.Abbott: I say Who's on first, What's on
second, I Don't Know's on third.Costello: Are you the manager?Abbott: Yes.Costello: You gonna be the coach too?Abbott: Yes.Costello: And you don't know the fellows' names?Abbott: Well I should.Costello: Well then who's on first?Abbott: Yes. By giving the players names like Who, What, and I Don’t Know, the comedians make comedic use of
equivocation fallacy that is a laughing good time. When you're looking for a good equivocation example, look no further than literature. The double meaning or ambiguity of equivocation can come in handy as a plot device, just ask Shakespeare. Shakespeare actually makes a lot of use of equivocation in his story of Macbeth. However, one of the most
famous uses is when Macbeth visits the witches. Be bloody, bold, and resolute; laugh to scorn / The power of man, for none of woman born / Shall harm Macbeth. The fact that 'none of woman born' can harm Macbeth makes him sound invincible. However, when the witches say ‘none of woman born,’ they actually mean those of natural childbirth.
Those born from a cesarean section don’t count. Hence the reasons Macduff isn’t ‘of woman born’. Very tricky Mr. Shakespeare! The ambiguity of words can be used to your advantage, especially if you're trying to deceive someone. Just ask politicians! Would you like to learn more about fallacies? Don’t just stop at equivocation; explore examples of
false dilemma and circular reasoning. You won'’t believe all the fallacy examples out there. Have you ever found yourself confused by a statement that seems to twist meanings right before your eyes? That’s the essence of the equivocation fallacy. This sneaky form of reasoning plays on the multiple meanings of words, leading to misleading conclusions
and misunderstandings. It can pop up in everyday conversations, debates, or even persuasive writing.The equivocation fallacy involves using ambiguous language that misleads or confuses. It often leads to erroneous conclusions based on double meanings of words.An equivocation fallacy occurs when a term is used with different meanings in an
argument, creating confusion. For instance, consider the statement: “A feather is light; therefore, a light feather can’t be heavy.” Here, the word “light” shifts from being a descriptor of weight to indicating brightness. This shifting meaning misleads the conclusion.Equivocation has roots in ancient rhetoric and philosophy. Aristotle discussed
ambiguous language as misleading in arguments. Throughout history, philosophers and logicians have highlighted its role in debates and discussions, emphasizing the importance of clarity. The use of equivocation can be traced back to various texts, illustrating how it remains relevant across contexts like politics or advertising today.Recognizing the
equivocation fallacy involves understanding how ambiguous language misleads arguments. This fallacy often appears in everyday discussions and can distort reasoning.Consider the statement: “I have the right to watch ‘“The Real Housewives,’ so it’s right for me to watch it.” Here, “right” shifts from a legal entitlement to a moral justification.Another
example is: “A bank is a place where you deposit money; therefore, a riverbank must be similar.” The term “bank” changes context between finance and geography, leading to confusion.A classic case shows up in this form: “All trees have bark; all dogs bark; therefore, all dogs are trees.” Here, “bark” serves two distinct meanings yet creates a
misleading conclusion.Identifying equivocation requires careful analysis of language used within an argument. Look for terms that might have multiple meanings or contexts.Check for shifts in meaning: If a word changes its sense during an argument, you may face equivocation.Examine claims closely: Determine if conclusions rely on ambiguous
phrases.Assess context thoroughly: Consider whether the surrounding discussion clarifies or complicates terms.By honing these skills, you strengthen your ability to spot and challenge equivocation effectively.Equivocation fallacies can severely impact communication and reasoning. Understanding their implications enhances your ability to engage in
clear discussions.In everyday conversations, equivocation can lead to misunderstandings. For example, when someone says, “I can’t trust him; he’s a politician,” the word “trust” might shift from a personal feeling to a general implication about politicians. This ambiguity can create barriers in meaningful dialogue.Another common instance occurs
with statements like, “The law is the law.” Here, “law” may refer to legal statutes or societal norms. Such shifts confuse listeners and obscure the speaker’s intent.In formal arguments, equivocation undermines logical integrity. Consider the claim: “All trees have bark; all dogs bark; therefore, all dogs are trees.” The term “bark” shifts meanings
between different contexts—leading to a false conclusion.Legal discussions often feature equivocal language too. A lawyer might say, “Ignorance of the law is no excuse,” using “ignorance” ambiguously between awareness of specific laws versus general knowledge of legal systems. This can mislead jurors or judges regarding
culpability.Understanding these examples helps you recognize how equivocation operates across various contexts. By identifying ambiguous terms and phrases early on, you strengthen your argumentation skills and enhance clarity in communication.Understanding how to avoid the equivocation fallacy enhances clarity in communication. This
approach involves recognizing ambiguous language and ensuring that terms remain consistent throughout your argument.To communicate clearly, consider these strategies:Define key terms: Always clarify what you mean by specific words at the beginning of your argument. For instance, specify whether “right” refers to a legal entitlement or a moral
stance.Use precise language: Replace vague terms with specific descriptors. Instead of saying “light,” use “not heavy” or “bright” depending on context.Eliminate ambiguity: Rephrase statements that could be interpreted in multiple ways. For example, instead of saying “the bank is near,” add context like “the river bank” or “financial
institution.”These steps help ensure your audience understands your message without confusion.Various tools can assist in analyzing potential equivocations:Logical frameworks: Use syllogisms to test arguments for consistency. If an argument fails when rephrased using different words, it may contain equivocal terms.Peer review: Share your
argument with others who can identify unclear sections. They might see ambiguities you overlook.Contextual analysis: Examine how a term functions within different contexts. Recognizing shifts in meaning helps pinpoint where confusion arises.Employing these tools strengthens your critical thinking skills while refining your ability to spot
equivocation fallacies quickly. Equivocation FallacyEquivocation Fallacy Definition:Equivocation fallacy is when someone has a specific meaning in mind for a word but uses a different term instead, which changes the meaning of their argument. In this article, we will explore an example of an equivocation fallacy and explore what happens when
someone uses this fallacy as part of an argument. Jane presented arguments for why the city should buy her goldfish stand. There are several reasons the city should buy my goldfish stand.Rhetoric and Equivocation FallacyRhetoric is basically a skill set that can be used to persuade. It’s also considered a joke and is not taken seriously in most cases.
However, it is true that it can be used to persuade and is sometimes a form of art. It’s also true that it can be a form of logical reasoning.In Rhetoric, several fallacies are used to make the argument seem stronger. Equivocations Fallacy is one of the more popular ones.Equivocation is a fallacy in which a term means one thing in one place and is
suddenly restricted to another meaning in a different place. It is an issue of ambiguity and can be applied to analogies and to definitions.The fallacy occurs when there are two different definitions for the same word, and one definition is used in one place, and the other definition is used in another place.The Equivocation Fallacy is an often-cited form
of argument known as a logical fallacy. Critics of this argument cite situations where people confuse two different meanings of a term and then make an assertion contrary to the normal meaning.One way to think about the Equivocation Fallacy is to think of it as being similar to a slippery slope argument. One example of an Equivocation Fallacy is
when a person says that they have a “right to bear arms.”Equivocation Fallacy ExamplesEquivocation Fallacy Examples in real lifeExamples of Equivocation Fallacy in Real Life: Don't miss out on the best discounts and top-rated products available right now! Shop Now and Save Big Today!*As an Amazon Associate, I earn from qualifying purchases.A
person who is in the military and has been deployed overseas for a long time might say, “I'm not going to be home this Christmas.”.The speaker means that they will not be home on December 25th because of their deployment, but some people may interpret it as meaning that they are never coming back at all.This is an example of equivocation
fallacy because there was no clear explanation about what the speaker meant by “not going to be home.”Equivocation Fallacy Examples in MediaExamples of Equivocation Fallacy in Media:A popular example of equivocation fallacy in media is using a word’s meaning to change an argument.For instance, when someone says, “I’'m not racist because I
have black friends,” they are using the definition of racism as prejudice against people because of their skin color and then changing it to mean discrimination against people based on their race.This changes the meaning of the word and makes it seem like it doesn’t apply to them.Equivocation Fallacy Examples in AdvertisingExamples of Equivocation
Fallacy in Advertisements:Equivocation Fallacy is when a word or phrase has two different meanings, and the speaker uses one meaning in one sentence and another meaning in a second sentence. For example: “I can’t believe you ate all my cookies!” (The speaker means that they are surprised because they were expecting their friend to share) vs. “I
can’t believe you ate all my cookies!” (The speaker is angry because their friend stole them).Don't miss out on the best discounts and top-rated products available right now! Shop Now and Save Big Today!*As an Amazon Associate, I earn from qualifying purchases.Equivocation Fallacy Examples in PoliticsExamples of Equivocation Fallacy in
Politics:Equivocation is a fallacy of ambiguity that occurs when someone uses the same word in two different senses within a sentence, and it’s not clear which sense they mean.For example, “I'm going to make this perfectly clear” could be interpreted as meaning either “I will explain this so there are no misunderstandings” or “This will be easy to
understand.”The first interpretation is an example of equivocation because the speaker has used one word with two different meanings.The second interpretation is not an example of equivocation because the speaker has used one word with only one meaning.Equivocation Fallacy Examples in MoviesExamples of Equivocation Fallacy in Movies:The
protagonist in the movie is a detective who says, “I'm not saying that you’'re lying.”. A character in the film says, “It’s not like I'm going to be able to do anything about it.”. The main character of the story says, “I’'ll never stop trying.”Equivocation Fallacy Examples in LiteratureExamples of Equivocation Fallacy in Literature:Equivocation is the use of
a word with more than one meaning, especially in such a way that the different meanings are incompatible or incongruous.In literature, equivocation can be found when an author uses words to mean something different from what they typically mean.Don't miss out on the best discounts and top-rated products available right now! Shop Now and Save
Big Today!*As an Amazon Associate, I earn from qualifying purchases.For example, if someone says “I'm going to take a shower” and then goes outside for 30 minutes without taking off their clothes, this would be considered equivocation because it’s not clear whether they meant “take a bath” or “take a walk.”Equivocation Fallacy Examples in
NewsExamples of Equivocation Fallacy in News: The article claims that the President is a liar because he said, “I never told Comey to stop investigating Flynn,” and then later admitted in an interview with NBC News’ Lester Holt, “I did fire him, yeah.”A statement can be true in one sense but false in another sense. For example, if I say “the sky is
blue,” it’s true that the sky’s color is blue; however, it’s not true that there are no clouds up there. Misleading use of a term with multiple meanings For other uses, see Equivocation (disambiguation). In logic, equivocation ("calling two different things by the same name") is an informal fallacy resulting from the use of a particular word or expression in
multiple senses within an argument.[1][2] It is a type of ambiguity that stems from a phrase having two or more distinct meanings, not from the grammar or structure of the sentence.[1] Main article: Fallacy of four terms Equivocation in a syllogism (a chain of reasoning) produces a fallacy of four terms (quaternio terminorum). Below is an example:
Since only man [human] is rational. And no woman is a man [male]. Therefore, no woman is rational.[1] The first instance of "man" implies the entire human species, while the second implies just those who are male. Main article: Motte-and-bailey fallacy The motte (raised area) and bailey (walled courtyard) defenses at Launceston Castle Equivocation
can also be used to conflate two positions which share similarities, one modest and easy to defend and one much more controversial. The arguer advances the controversial position, but when challenged, they insist that they are only advancing the more modest position. Philosophy portalPsychology portal Antanaclasis: A related purposeful rhetorical
device Circumlocution: Phrasing to explain something without saying it Equivocality: Organizational information theory Etymological fallacy: A kind of linguistic misconception Evasion (ethics): Tell the truth while deceiving False equivalence: Fallacy based on flawed reasoning If-by-whiskey: An example Map-territory relation: Concept that words used
to describe an underlying reality are arbitrary abstractions not to be confused with the reality itself Mental reservation: A doctrine in moral theology No true Scotsman: Changing a definition to exclude a counter-example Persuasive definition: Skewed definition of term Plausible deniability: A blame-shifting technique Polysemy: The property of word
or phrase having certain type of multiple meanings Principle of explosion: One of the fundamental laws in logic Syntactic ambiguity, Amphiboly, Amphibology: Ambiguity of a sentence by its grammatical structure When a white horse is not a horse: An example ™ a b ¢ Damer, T. Edward (21 February 2008). Attacking Faulty Reasoning: A Practical
Guide to Fallacy-Free Arguments. Cengage Learning. pp. 121-123. ISBN 978-0-495-09506-4. ~ Fischer, D. H. (June 1970), Historians' fallacies: toward a logic of historical thought, Harper torchbooks (first ed.), New York: HarperCollins, p. 274, ISBN 978-0-06-131545-9, OCLC 185446787 The dictionary definition of equivocation at Wiktionary
Retrieved from " If it is permissible, it can be said that writing assignments during college days are one of the most feared tasks which a student is asked to do. There is no doubt that most of the assignments have a complex nature and create unwanted pressure on the students. Despite this, students get to work on several assignments each day given
by their professors. Completing assignments becomes difficult for those students who are weak in writing and understanding assignment problems. Such students get stuck while writing their assignments and have no clue where to go and whom to ask for help. Academic assignments can be complex or simple, depending upon the subject matter. If a
student gets an assignment help from someone, things will become much more manageable. But the problem before the student arises when his peers are not ready to help him, or they also find the assignment complex. The problem becomes even more intense when the professor has no time to listen to students' requests. So, how can the student
solve the assignment and with whose help? Well, not to boast of our quality, but it is a fact that in such situations, a student can contact totalassignment.com, and we can help him in completing his assignment despite the severity. In the above section, only a single reason has been discussed for students asking for assignment help services; there are
many other reasons a student may ask for online assignment help services. For example, the reasons may include prior work to be finished as per the schedule, other urgent assignments to be submitted, or you have less time to finish the work, etc. If we say that Total Assignment Help can get you an A+ grade, would you believe that? In all
probability, the answer will be a no. But before making an opinion about our services, we would request you to ask your peers and friends about the quality of our assignment services. Indeed, your friends or peers must have used our services to complete their pending assignments. It is not easy to get an A+ grade once enrolled in a university, as
writing assignments with superficial content can only lead to average grades. If you are looking for a higher grade, you need to put in a lot of effort to solve the assignment problem. You should understand and learn all the details of assignment writing and produce work expected from a student. You should understand the assignment requirement and
why it is essential to solving it as per the stated guidelines. In most cases, it is difficult for students to produce an assignment as per their professors' expectations. This was the ultimate reason we started our assignment help services online. Our chosen assignment helpers are there for you whenever you need them. They take care and develop a
paper that meets the requirements and stands on the parameters set by your professors. The assignment delivered gives you peace of mind and satisfaction and gets you the A+ grade you have been looking for for a long time. We have been extending our services in UK for a long time, thereby helping thousands of students get the grades they had
never dreamed of getting while writing themselves. Connect with us today if you want to experience the joy of getting the assignment written from Total Assignment Help. Yes, getting assignments done through online help providers saves a lot of time. As we have previously said, writing assignments is not an easy task and involves a lot of time. If you
get stuck in solving one of the questions, you will have to sit back for hours until you find a solution, or there may be a case where you leave the question. It is unknown to the professor that you do not know how to solve the problem assignment. There are other reasons as well that can waste the students' time. One of the foremost reasons behind the
wastage of time is when a student does not know how to write the assignment. The other reason may be the nearing deadline of the assignment you do not know. In such a situation, if you think of reading materials and coursework on the assignment topic, then it is likely that you will end up missing your assignment submission. In a hurry to meet the
deadline, you will submit low quality work or an incomplete assignment. So, why waste time writing an assignment that does not meet the quality expected from you. If you have no other option, you will have to submit the low-quality assignment. When a student has some options and choices that can save a student's time, he should try them. You can
conveniently take the assignment writing services from totalassignment.com and achieve the grades you look for from any assignment. The assignment helpers from totalassignment.com write fresh assignments as per the prescribed guidelines. The assignments are completed within the timeline provided by the student. However, we always advise
the students taking our services to check the assignment and match it with requirements before submitting it at the university. It helps check the quality and completeness of an assignment and helps a student learn and understand the assignment content. These days hiring an assignment helper has become much easier if placing an assignment
order with the assignment writing company is simple to understand. Unfortunately, the easy steps to place an order cannot be found in all the assignment service providers, and therefore it becomes difficult to choose the best assignment helper. You need to search for a service provider who can help instantly in times of need. Thankfully, the steps to
hire an assignment helper at totalassignment.com are much easier as compared to our competitors, and a student can come to us for kinds of requests. In addition, writing assignments with our experienced and professionals assignments helpers is much easier, and you can hire them at any time. For hiring the services of our assignment helpers, you
need to let us know the subject to which the assignment belongs. Then, the online customer care personnel will help you with a detailed list of subject matter experts who are qualified enough to perform the task. The process of order placements will not cost you an hour; it can be done within a few minutes if you have everything ready at your end.
The things you need include details of the assignment task, word count, timeline, and payment details. Then, when you have chosen the assignment helper, you can make the payment. When the partial payment has been made, chosen assignment helper gets down to working on the assignment as per the instructions. Assignments placed by the
students are essential not because it involves money but rather create a sense of satisfaction. It motivates us to work hard and meet the requests of all the students coming for help from our assignment helpers. We search for qualified experts who are masters in their disciplines, guaranteeing quality. A student can sit back and relax and wait for the
assignment delivery. Equivocation FallacyEquivocation Fallacy Definition:Equivocation fallacy is when someone has a specific meaning in mind for a word but uses a different term instead, which changes the meaning of their argument. In this article, we will explore an example of an equivocation fallacy and explore what happens when someone uses
this fallacy as part of an argument. Jane presented arguments for why the city should buy her goldfish stand. There are several reasons the city should buy my goldfish stand.Rhetoric and Equivocation FallacyRhetoric is basically a skill set that can be used to persuade. It’s also considered a joke and is not taken seriously in most cases. However, it is
true that it can be used to persuade and is sometimes a form of art. It’s also true that it can be a form of logical reasoning.In Rhetoric, several fallacies are used to make the argument seem stronger. Equivocations Fallacy is one of the more popular ones.Equivocation is a fallacy in which a term means one thing in one place and is suddenly restricted
to another meaning in a different place. It is an issue of ambiguity and can be applied to analogies and to definitions.The fallacy occurs when there are two different definitions for the same word, and one definition is used in one place, and the other definition is used in another place.The Equivocation Fallacy is an often-cited form of argument known
as a logical fallacy. Critics of this argument cite situations where people confuse two different meanings of a term and then make an assertion contrary to the normal meaning.One way to think about the Equivocation Fallacy is to think of it as being similar to a slippery slope argument. One example of an Equivocation Fallacy is when a person says
that they have a “right to bear arms.”Equivocation Fallacy ExamplesEquivocation Fallacy Examples in real lifeExamples of Equivocation Fallacy in Real Life: Don't miss out on the best discounts and top-rated products available right now! Shop Now and Save Big Today!*As an Amazon Associate, I earn from qualifying purchases.A person who is in the
military and has been deployed overseas for a long time might say, “I'm not going to be home this Christmas.”.The speaker means that they will not be home on December 25th because of their deployment, but some people may interpret it as meaning that they are never coming back at all.This is an example of equivocation fallacy because there was
no clear explanation about what the speaker meant by “not going to be home.”Equivocation Fallacy Examples in MediaExamples of Equivocation Fallacy in Media:A popular example of equivocation fallacy in media is using a word’s meaning to change an argument.For instance, when someone says, “I’'m not racist because I have black friends,” they
are using the definition of racism as prejudice against people because of their skin color and then changing it to mean discrimination against people based on their race.This changes the meaning of the word and makes it seem like it doesn’t apply to them.Equivocation Fallacy Examples in AdvertisingExamples of Equivocation Fallacy in
Advertisements:Equivocation Fallacy is when a word or phrase has two different meanings, and the speaker uses one meaning in one sentence and another meaning in a second sentence. For example: “I can’t believe you ate all my cookies!” (The speaker means that they are surprised because they were expecting their friend to share) vs. “I can’t
believe you ate all my cookies!” (The speaker is angry because their friend stole them).Don't miss out on the best discounts and top-rated products available right now! Shop Now and Save Big Today!*As an Amazon Associate, I earn from qualifying purchases.Equivocation Fallacy Examples in PoliticsExamples of Equivocation Fallacy in
Politics:Equivocation is a fallacy of ambiguity that occurs when someone uses the same word in two different senses within a sentence, and it’s not clear which sense they mean.For example, “I'm going to make this perfectly clear” could be interpreted as meaning either “I will explain this so there are no misunderstandings” or “This will be easy to
understand.”The first interpretation is an example of equivocation because the speaker has used one word with two different meanings.The second interpretation is not an example of equivocation because the speaker has used one word with only one meaning.Equivocation Fallacy Examples in MoviesExamples of Equivocation Fallacy in Movies:The
protagonist in the movie is a detective who says, “I'm not saying that you’'re lying.”. A character in the film says, “It’s not like I'm going to be able to do anything about it.”. The main character of the story says, “I’'ll never stop trying.”Equivocation Fallacy Examples in LiteratureExamples of Equivocation Fallacy in Literature:Equivocation is the use of
a word with more than one meaning, especially in such a way that the different meanings are incompatible or incongruous.In literature, equivocation can be found when an author uses words to mean something different from what they typically mean.Don't miss out on the best discounts and top-rated products available right now! Shop Now and Save
Big Today!*As an Amazon Associate, I earn from qualifying purchases.For example, if someone says “I’'m going to take a shower” and then goes outside for 30 minutes without taking off their clothes, this would be considered equivocation because it’s not clear whether they meant “take a bath” or “take a walk.”Equivocation Fallacy Examples in
NewsExamples of Equivocation Fallacy in News: The article claims that the President is a liar because he said, “I never told Comey to stop investigating Flynn,” and then later admitted in an interview with NBC News’ Lester Holt, “I did fire him, yeah.”A statement can be true in one sense but false in another sense. For example, if I say “the sky is
blue,” it’s true that the sky’s color is blue; however, it’s not true that there are no clouds up there. When it comes to language, there’s always a chance of flawed logic or ambiguity taking over and changing the validity of its grammar. Equivocation fallacy is one such type of flawed logic that is sometimes intentionally used to depict humor. Did You
Know? Equivocation literally means ‘to speak in more than one voice.” Tell us what comes to your mind when you read this: Religion teaches us that having faith is necessary when we pray for whatever it is that we want. Faith is defined as an irrational belief in the absence of concrete evidence. Therefore, religion promotes irrationality. Wait, what?!
Something doesn’t quite add up there, does it? Religions don’t promote irrationality, but it is the structure of that sentence that makes it seem so. Every language is so versatile, and gives us countless opportunities to shape our sentences and phrases the way we want, so as to create the desired effect of the same. However, sometimes, certain
sentences or phrases can be rather vague and ambiguous, which might lead to a confused interpretations. At other times, sentences are deliberately misinterpreted for a funny effect. These misinterpreted phrases may lead the listener/reader to make a conclusion that is far from the truth. Experts call this phenomenon a fallacy of ambiguity. So what
is a fallacy of ambiguity? It is, like the name suggests, flawed logic where a phrase or a sentence does not have a concrete, clear, well-understood meaning, but is vague and disoriented. Such types of fallacies not only are capable of misinterpreting any statement, but are also capable of drawing incorrect conclusions. Ambiguous fallacy types are
several, and are often used intentionally or unintentionally for making sarcastic or humorous statements. The most popularly used fallacies of ambiguity are accent, amphiboly, composition, division, and equivocation. Equivocation Fallacy: Meaning Whenever any word is used in order to make a statement or an argument, ideally, it should be used in a
way that it has the same meaning for a consistent period of time, right? Equivocation fallacy begs to differ. Equivocation fallacy occurs when one word has two different meanings. Simply put, the same word is used in two different contexts in the same phrase. Phrases that contain equivocation fallacy are not grammatically incorrect, but a change in
the meaning of a word tends to change the subject of that sentence or phrase entirely. Equivocation fallacy is intentionally used to depict humor or puns, more often by cartoonists. Both meanings of the same word are factually and grammatically correct when used in different contexts, but end up making an illogical statement when used in the same
sentence/phrase/argument. This fallacy makes an invalid argument or a phrase look like it is actually valid and reliable. To make the concept easier, we have covered some popular and easy-to-understand examples of this type of fallacy in the next section. Equivocation Fallacy: Examples Sometimes, equivocation fallacy occurs unintentionally, but
there are times when it is used on purpose. Let us look at some popular, hilarious, and widely-used examples of equivocation fallacy in politics, media, and in our everyday lives. For better understanding, we are highlighting the words where equivocation fallacy can be observed. Context 1: The sign says ‘fine for parking here.’Context 2: The sign says
parking is fineConclusion: I'm parking my car here. Trees have branches. My bank has branches all over the world. Therefore, my bank is a tree. Two wrongs don’t make a right, but three lefts make a right. All killers are inhuman. Hence, no killer is a human. Thrilling books are very rare. Rare books are expensive. So, thrilling books are expensive. A
noisy child is a headache. My medicine makes a headache go away. So, my medicine makes children go away. Jesus is the word of God. The Bible is the word of God. So, Jesus is the Bible. Money put in the bank earns you interest. A bank is the land beside a river. If I want interest on my money, I must put it in the land beside the river. All trees have
barks. Every dog barks. Therefore, every dog is a tree. It is expected that we only do what is right. We have the right to eat as much as we want. Therefore, it is right to eat as much as you want. Man is rational. No woman is a man. Therefore, women are not rational. (Really? We don’t find this funny!) Be bloody, bold, and resolute; laugh to scorn the
power of man, for none of woman born shall harm Macbeth. - Macbeth (Act 4, Scene 1) Shakespeare used equivocation in Macbeth, for eventually it is Macduff who kills Macbeth, and he is born by the Caesarian section (ripped untimely from his mother’s womb) so is not ‘mother-born’ in that sense. However, the scene we’ve mentioned above leads us
to initially believe that Macbeth is immortal or invincible. So these were some examples of equivocation fallacy. Isn’t it funny how one word can change the meaning of a phrase or an argument entirely just because it is not used in the correct context? Can you think of more examples of equivocation fallacy? If yes, feel free to let us know through the
comments below! Disclaimer: The examples provided in this article are not meant to offend anyone in any way. Welcome to GrammarBrain. Let's learn English and proper grammar together. Ready to have some fun? The latest from our experts. Is it sit in a chair or sit on a chair? Is it experience with or experience in? Thank you! Your submission has
been received! Oops! Something went wrong while submitting the form.



