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Jonathan Watts and Graham Readfearn assert that we cannot believe that the message brought forward by the scientists to convince us that there is little that we need to do for the climate change issue. Climate change is affecting every aspect of life and that raises our concern for the whole issue. We cannot assume luck to save us from the impact of the already projected effect of climate changes. the scientists who have recently been working around the clock to show the most probable outcome of climate change, have indicated that people should not be that worried since they have narrowed the range of the probable climate outcome. This should be taken well and should act as a relief to the world. However, should people seat back and expect luck to will save people from climate change? This will be a bad move by the policymakers as they are supposed to put in place measures that will automatically counter the effects that will be brought about by the changes in climate if they happen to take place.
The United Nations intergovernmental panel published a report that pointed out that it was expected that if the amount of carbon dioxide in the atmosphere doubled from its pre-industrial level of around 280 parts per million there is a 66% that of bringing about heat levels between 1.5C to 4.5C. However, in May, the atmospheric carbon dioxide levels reached 477 parts per million and are increasing by around 2.5 parts per million per year. Climate sensitivity is a very important thing that should be taken seriously by anyone who is trying to talk more about climate change. Another study that was published in reviews of Geophysics seems to have ruled out the findings by the United Nations Intergovernmental Panel. They indicated a different range of between 2.6C and 3.9C. They also asserted that the range of climate sensitivity could be even wider given that all kinds of uncertainties were taken into consideration.
Jonathan and Graham appear to be appealing to the pathos of the people. People have been made to cling to the belief that climate change will cause a huge change (increase in heat) and which might be destructive than anticipated. He embraced the findings published in the reviews of Geophysics as he seemed to be considering such findings as good news. The reviews by Geophysics showed that there was a possibility there to be a reduction of the probability of some of the catastrophically high estimates. He goes further to declare that the society was planning for the worst and that the worst had become less likely. 
Jonathan and Graham structure their argument in a logical manner that turns out to be convincing their audience via a series of carefully-documented as well as inarguable claims. They first strive to establish the credibility of the authors or the articles and journals and they appear to be picking on the peer-reviewed ones. They pick on the work of Gabi Hegerl who is a professor at the University of Edinburgh. He seems to be pulling together the different resources and pointing out that they are all helpful concerning the issue that the earth is facing. He says that the papers tackling the issue of climate change have gone a step further than any time in history to bring together different sets of evidence. It is through considering all the information detailed in the peer-reviewed journals and articles that we get a chance to have thorough coverage of the issue. We cannot rely on one peer-reviewed paper to establish a finding of this magnitude. Therefore, we should consider findings from all these credible articles and journals for us to come up with a decision.  
After having proven that only peer-reviewed news articles and journals or any other publishing should be trusted, Jonathan and Graham shift their focus towards incorporating some of the findings that they have noted in the papers. They include climate sensitivity since it is one of the main factors that influence changes in temperatures. At this point, he gets so much logical as he considers what is happening and what the findings have already been published. 
In the first paragraph, Jonathan and Graham rely on logos and ethos to convince the audience. They are also shifting their tone towards the end of the article as they strive to show their emotions to establish a connection. In the first paragraph of the article, the authors assert that doomsayers and hope mongers need to revise their predictions regarding climate change after a study rules out what they had earlier predicted. As they wrap up the article by indicating that the results that have been published by the scientists about climate change might be premature. 
[bookmark: _GoBack]Finally, Graham and Jonathan seem to be striving to achieve their goal as they appear to convince that these findings are not the final say as to what the future holds for them in terms of climate change. There is still hope that climate change might not take place to the extent that some scientists might have projected in their publications. They attain this by putting at the bottom of the article what Gavin Schmidt who is the director of the Nasa Goddard Institute for Space Studies in New York had earlier said about the predictions so far published. This helps by giving the audience a sign of relief as they wait for the findings which might be final. 


