Skill Exercise #2 – Faulty Logic 
Paragraph 1: Genetically engineered foods
1. Unfair emotional or ethical appeal
· Example: “The motives of the companies selling genetically engineered foods are not to save the lives of starving people but to line their own pockets by profiting from the biotechnological industry”
· Explanation: The author fails to provide substantial evidence or statistics to support their point, and instead, relies on the readers' emotions. This can be proven as the author uses words like “people” and “profit” in the same sentence pitting them against each other. This implies companies are heartless, viewing their consumers only as profit. By using this type of phrasing, it sways the reader’s opinion into agreeing with the author, despite the lack of evidence because the wording clouds the readers’ judgment. Facts and evidence must be presented, otherwise, the author’s points can be easily refuted if the readers are unaffected by the emotional appeal.
2.  Slanted language
· Example: “The public is being told that genetically engineered foods are a safe and effective way to grow a lot of food faster by inserting genetic material of one species into another. Although the proponents of genetically engineered foods attempt to convince the public that this technology will save lives, the reality is that major biotechnology companies are developing genetically engineered food crops to maximize their profits”.
· Explanation: In this example, the author suggests that the only reason biotechnology companies are developing genetically engineered food is because they want to make more money. The author also suggests that these companies are not to be trusted with their statements because their interest in increasing profits overpowers any desire to help others. This is an example of slanted language. To elaborate, there are no facts or statistics mentioned to support the authors' claims. If the author wants to utterly convince their readers that major biotechnology companies are only developing genetically engineered food to generate more profit, they need to include facts as to why it is the case. If the author does not include statistics or facts, their argument becomes more manipulative rather than persuasive. This can ultimately make their justification easier to reject as it now becomes an argument based on the authors' opinions and biases rather than facts. 
3. Unfair weighing of options
· Example: “As a society, we should move to force government to ban the development of genetically modified foods before it is too late.” 
· Explanation: In this example, the author is telling its readers that the only way to properly proceed with this scenario is “to force government to ban the development of genetically modified foods before it is too late”. First off, the author is one sided. They do not mention the pros to genetically modified (GM) foods (for example: they use less pesticides or have reduced cost). If the author did mention the pros, they could have possibly made many more suggestions as to what needs to be improved regarding GM foods. That way, the readers have more options and ideas when it comes to what can be done better. In this case, the author gave only one option which is unfair as there are many more options that could have been mentioned but were not because it may contradict their personal opinion. In addition, the author is not giving any real consequences after saying “before it is too late”. What does the author think will happen if we do not force the government to ban the development of genetically modified foods? We as readers do not understand the consequences and urgency that the author is trying to express in this paragraph. Therefore, it limits our knowledge of this matter and, in a way, gives us a very broad consequence to GM foods. Why wouldn't the author explain the consequences? 
Paragraph 2: The legalization of marijuana
1. Oversimplification of cause/effect
· Example: “The typical Canadian would be exposed to many harsh drugs […] because of the increased acceptance of drugs within the community”
· Explanation: The author says that the legalization of marijuana will lead most people to more dangerous drugs like cocaine etc. The author oversimplifies this by simply saying “the typical Canadian” would start doing harsher drugs without any statistics to even suggest it. The reasoning of “because of the increased acceptance of drugs within the community” is also extremely simplified with no evidence to support it.

2.  Unfair emotional or ethical appeal
· Example: “The legalization of marijuana would destroy society as we know it today.”
· Explanation: The author implies that marijuana would be detrimental to society simply by the fact that it is classified as a drug. They did not present any scientific evidence, nor did they mention any factual statements throughout the paragraph to support their argument. Instead, the author relies on the use of unfair emotional appeal to convey their readers on a one-sided argument. The use of the word such as “destroy” in this statement attempts to instill a sense of fear within the readers. It implies that the legalization of drugs such as marijuana would be the downfall of society. Despite not having any evidence to support their claim, the author still attempts to use emotional manipulation to suggest that marijuana is harmful and the only means to save society is by the prohibition of this drug.      
3. Unfair emotional or ethical appeal
· Example: “Clearly, our society would sink into a despicable level if this drug were legalized.”
· Explanation: The author tries to appeal to the reader’s emotions by exaggerating or imposing his thoughts regarding the legalization of marijuana and its effects. By using words having a heavy negative connotation such as “despicable level,” they try to influence readers into refusing the presence of legal drugs in the society by trying to cloud their judgement through heavily charged language and appeals.    
 
        
