CHAPTER 10: EVALUATING AN AUTHOR’S ARGUMENT
SET 3 QUIZ

Directions: Read each paragraph, and then answer the questions about the argument presented in it. This exercise on evaluating material critically consists of an editorial from Business Week, the type of magazine college students would very likely use as an information source. Since this selection is an editorial, the “author” is one or more magazine editors or staff members who have contributed to it. No author’s name appears on it since it represents the viewpoint of the magazine. 

Free Trade Deserves a Fast Track

     Ross Perot's description of the "giant sucking sound” of jobs being lost to Mexico from the North American Free Trade Agreement was one of the most memorable phrases of the 1992 Presidential election—but it turned out to be wrong. There was no sucking sound, and only a few American jobs were lost. Indeed, NAFTA succeeded in a key goal: promoting trade between Mexico and the U.S. And the removal of barriers boosted trade in both directions, so that U.S. trade with Mexico is far better balanced than it is with other trading partners. The U.S. trade deficit with Mexico is 10% of total trade between the two (exports plus imports). For Japan the figure is 38% and for China it's 72%.

     NAFTA has also helped the U.S. economy in a more subtle way that hasn't been as widely appreciated. With or without NAFTA, low-skilled jobs would have left the U.S. NAFTA helped direct many of those jobs to Mexico instead of, say, China. By keeping those jobs close to home, NAFTA encouraged production sharing—the swapping of parts back and forth across the border in ways that take advantage of each country's strengths. Plastic molding operations in El Paso, for example, make parts that are shipped to Mexico for others to assemble. If those assembly jobs had gone to China, it's likely that the molding jobs would have gone with them-rather than remaining in the U.S.

     NAFTA continues to have its critics. Some of the maquiladoras—the assembly plants on the Mexican side of the border--are deservedly denounced for poor working conditions and a troubling environmental record. And on June 26, the House of Representatives passed a bill restricting Mexican trucking in the U.S., an indication that NAFTA remains politically unpopular among many Americans. But for workers coming from impoverished Mexican villages, the maquiladoras represent an opportunity to earn a far better living.

     A bill to give the President greater authority to negotiate trade agreements—so-called fast-track authority—was recently reintroduced in Congress, after being defeated during the Clinton Administration. Congress should give the President that authority and encourage him to use it. Congress and the Administration need to continue America’s longstanding commitment to free trade.

Source: “Free Trade Deserves a Fast Track,” Business Week, July 9, 2001, p. 124.

1. The issue presented is

a. Ross Perot’s 1992 bid for the presidency.

b. how NAFTA benefits Mexico’s maquiladoras.

c. whether Congress should give the President fast-track authority to negotiate trade agreements.

d. low-skilled jobs leaving the United States and going to other countries.

2. The authors’ argument is

a. Congress should give the President more authority to negotiate trade agreements with other countries.

b. NAFTA should be done away with since it hurts the U.S. economy.

c. The United States should no longer trade with China since our trade deficit is 72%.

d. Working conditions in Mexican assembly plants are poor, and the problem needs to be corrected.

3. An assumption the authors make is

a. Mexicans like working in assembly plants.

b. If critics knew more about free trade, they would not oppose it.

c. People have no interest in free trade issues,

d. The U.S. would be better off if the President had more authority in all areas.

4. The types of support the authors present consist of

a. quotes from experts.

b. a series of experiments.

c. direct personal observations.

d. claims, examples, and statistics.

5. How relevant is the support?

a. The personal observations are of questionable relevance.

b. The statistics about the better trade balance between Mexico and the U.S. are relevant.

c. The experiments reported are very relevant.

d. The claims made by the authors are not relevant.

6. Is the authors’ argument objective and complete?
a. It is neither objective nor complete.

b. It is very complete, but not objective in the least.

c. The objectivity is weakened by claims that appear to be unsupported; the authors acknowledge criticisms of NAFTA, and this makes the argument is more complete. 

d. It is both as objective and complete as possible.

7. Is the argument valid and credible? 

a.  The argument is entirely valid because the authors substantiated every claim, and it was also very credible because it was well-reasoned.

b.  The argument would have been more valid the claims were better substantiated, and more credible if there was more objective support for the reasons that Congress should approve presidential fast-track trade agreement authority.

c. The argument has little validity or credibility because the authors did not give any reasons for authorizing the president to negotiate fast-track trade agreement without Congressional approval

d. The argument has no validity or credibility; it is neither well-reasoned nor believable.

