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Critical Thinking Essay.
The first editorial titled "Open Primaries Produce Viable Candidates: Our View" was written by the USA Editorial Board on 1st  July 2014.The Editorial Board is granted the mandate of making editorial opinions, and it is evident that many editorials usually present opposing views. The second editorial titled "Closed Primaries prevent Mischief; opposing view” was written by Adam Brandon on 1st  July 2014.The first editorial by the Editorial board asserts that open primaries are prone to trickery, but they can also be used as the basis of producing moderate and all round candidates who can subsequently take part in general elections and become successful leaders (The Editorial Board, 2014). The second editorial by Adam Brandon hints that open primaries are very prone to mischief as people in the Democratic party can easily manipulate the Republicans and Vice versa. There is also an assertion that legalizing open primaries will be like creating two general elections whereby the Republicans can impose on the Democrats and the other way round(Adam, 2014). Brandon hints that primaries should be performed independently as this forms the basis of competition and selection of effective and reliable leaders in general elections. I agree with the arguments presented in the two editorials due to their persuasiveness but the first one by the editorial board which covers the strengths and flaws of open primaries seems to be more convincing than the second one by Brandon which is more subjective and only covers the flaws of these primaries.
The first editorial "Open Primaries Produce Viable Candidates: Our View" seems to support the relevance of open primaries. The primary assertion is that these primaries lead to a consensus on the nomination of candidates for the general elections and hence, they should be legalized. The arguments used in supporting open primaries are persuasive in that when the followers of the two main parties are allowed to nominate members from either side, neutrality is achieved. This is a very practical aspect which can lead to good leadership. As evident from the historical periods, the members of the two dominant parties always present diversified ideas and this is usually the basis of conflict. The candidates presented for nomination by either party may not necessarily be flawed, but segregation is always inevitable due to the varied opinions and ideals of both parties. 
The arguments presented are credible and valid since when voters are allowed to nominate a candidate from the opposite sides, objectivity is achieved As evident, the court has also upheld the viability of open primaries, and hence, this presents a more persuasive argument of the relevance of open primaries. Having witnessed the conflict which arises from independent party primaries, I support the assertion that open primaries present moderation and present leaders who are neutral. I also agree with the argument that the open primaries cannot bring polarization to an end and the only way of solving this division is by merging the two main parties which is almost impossible. As evident, the first editorial seems to balance between the strengths and weaknesses of open primaries and hence, it is very persuasive.
The second editorial by Adam Brandon also presents persuasive arguments concerning the dangers of open primaries. The editorial presents a very strong opposing argument on open primaries and asserts that they are prone to manipulation and when citizens are allowed to vote on either side, there is no a need for a general election (Adam,2014). I strongly agree with this argument on the basis that the primaries are part of the elections and cannot be used to replace the general elections. In other words, careful execution of the closed primaries should be sought to provide strong candidates on each side, and it is this competition which leads to the selection of the most appropriate leaders. This editorial is however flawed as it only presents the negative aspect of open primaries and does not present a single advantage of the same.
To sum up, it is evident that the two editorials are persuasive in the presentation of their arguments in supporting and also in opposing open primaries. The first editorial by the Editorial Board argues that these primaries are the basis of creating a neutral ground in nomination of leaders and this is a valid argument. The second editorial by Adam Brandon is also convincing as it argues that this sought of primaries are prone to manipulation and also seems to replace the general elections. It is however evident that the first editorial is more persuasive than the second one as the former evaluates the strengths and weakness of open primaries and presents a supporting opinion while the latter only focuses on the negative side and hence, its conclusion might be subjective or biased. 
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