Question 1
Do you think this is a precise figure? If not how would you change it?
The graph is misleading since the vertical scale fails to show if it begins at zero or if it is truncated. Some data is also left out, and the labelling is done improperly. Some numbers in the scale have been skipped too hence having a biased labelling. The reader may be primed by the biased labelling on the axis as it is hard to get the exact reading especially because the graph is not drawn on a graph paper but rather a plain paper. It is almost impossible for the reader to get accurate readings from the figure for this reason. 
Fabricated trends are also present that may lead the leader to believe in patterns of expected deaths on the graph. In this case, the uncorrelated data might have been used which might be intentional for misleading or not.     
Indications of the truncated graph are also missing while the scale doesn’t start from zero. The figure, therefore, tends to create an impression to the reader that there is significant change while in the real sense there may be none or little of it. It is hard to see differences when the graph is not truncated. Truncating a graph saves on space too and clearly shows crucial differences in the data presentation. Regular figures do not show small variations. The starting value for the y-axis should have been something less than five. It is confusing to the reader during the interpretation of data. 
Graphs require proper construction to make it easier for the user to interpret the data. When misleading figures are used, they extrapolate obscure trends and can easily be manipulated. I would make this graph clear by making sure it’s sketched on a graph paper for accuracy in reading data. I would also ensure that the scale on the axis either starts from zero or show if it is truncated. 
Question 2
What are things missing from the graph which should be included so that the observer is not misled?
[bookmark: _GoBack]In this graph, there is an absence of scale. Scales are vital in all figures as they can either exaggerate or minimize the sketch variations and it is critical to discern what is presented on them. The graph also lacks the starting value for the y-axis, and therefore one would not know if it is truncated or not. Tick marks on the scales are also missing which raises the question of proper scaling. It is too easy to manipulate the variation of different bars in the absence of the scales. Different graphs of the same data can have a different visual appearance and the angles made by the lines on the graph if plotted in different scales. It also intervals; hence the expression of change is difficult to discern. There is no evidence of scatter plots which could also show that the graphs have omitted data and that’s probably why they appear linear with no variation. Again, the figure does not indicate a beginning value on the y-axis which makes it misleading to the reader as is not clear if it is truncated or not. 



