CHAPTER 10: CRITICALLY EVALUATING WRITTEN MATERIAL

Directions: Read these passages and analyze them by filling in the blanks beneath each. (“Type of support” includes facts, opinions, expert testimony, research findings, personal experience or observation, and examples.) Based on your analysis, decide whether the writer’s argument is valid and credible.

Passage One

     There should be a federal law banning smoking in restaurants and all public places. To begin with, the health risks associated with smoking and breathing secondhand smoke have been documented in the research literature for years. Also, the Journal of Medicine confirms that people with respiratory problems, young children, and older people face additional risks from being around smoke. In addition, a 2004 survey by Public Research, Inc. reveals that more than 80 percent of nonsmokers report that the smell of cigarette smoke in a restaurant interferes with the enjoyment of their meal. Many commented that they resent having their meal needlessly ruined by someone else’s thoughtlessness. Finally, according to etiquette authority Judith Martin (“Miss Manners”), it is simply common courtesy for smokers to refrain from imposing their smoke on those who do not smoke. 

· Issue: “What controversial topic is this passage about?”

· Author’s argument: “What is the author’s position on the issue?”
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· Type of support: “What type(s) of support does the author present?”

· Relevance of support: “Does the support pertain directly to the argument?”

· Objectivity and completeness: “Is the argument based on facts and other appropriate evidence?” and “Did the author leave out information that might weaken or disprove 

      the argument?”

· Validity and credibility: “Is the author’s argument logical and believable?” Why (not)?

Passage Two

     All Americans should have the right to smoke whenever and wherever they want, including restaurants and all public places. First of all, it’s a free country. Second, the fact that a few disagreeable people object to smoking in public places doesn’t mean that all smokers should be made to suffer. If non-smokers don’t want to be around smoke, they can stay home. Moreover, not being able to smoke right after a meal lessens smokers’ enjoyment of eating out in restaurants. Finally, not allowing smoking in restaurants and public places would cause many smokers to stay away, and that would hurt many establishments financially. It doesn’t make good business sense to ban smoking in any venue.

· Issue: “What controversial topic is this passage about?”

· Author’s argument: “What is the author’s position on the issue?”
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· Type of support: “What type(s) of support does the author present?”

· Relevance of support: “Does the support pertain directly to the argument?”

· Objectivity and completeness: “Is the argument based on facts and other appropriate evidence?” and “Did the author leave out information that might weaken or disprove 

      the argument?”

· Validity and credibility: “Is the author’s argument logical and believable?” Why (not)?

Based on your analysis, does Passage One or Passage Two present the stronger argument?

Why? 










