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John Olive Persuasive Talk on Mental Health
John olive talk on mental health is very persuasive and interesting to watch. He uses comedic bits to persuade his audience to open up and talk about mental health and appeals for better mental health care in the country. He begins his speech by, "mental illness, the things artists pretend to have to win Oscar's." The statement has some comedy in it and attracts attention as well.  He used a psychiatrist, Dr. Harold Schwartz, to explain how people don't talk about mental health, but they don't do it well when they do. From Dr. Harold's speech, Olive emphasized a comedic part where the doctor used the descriptive word, "Cray Cray." He says that Cray Cray is a terrible name to call a person with a mental illness. “It is an excellent name for cartoon Crayfish who just won a skirling contest. You did it, Cray Cray. You just won the race!” .A bit of comedic is employed by Olive when he referred to a television show, "The Dr. Oz Show," where everybody wants to know if they are normal, and concentrated on Dr. Phil's funny comment the insane people.
Olive referred to multiple sources to show claims and evidence on mental health and how it has become a serious problem in society. It is surprising how he managed to combined claims and evidence perfectly together. I can identify the use of inductive reasoning in Olive's persuasive speech.  He concludes by referring to different sources and presents new ideas. His claims are very specific, making his argument to be more cogent. The examples that he use are very relevant, proxemics and concrete. "The aftermath of a mass shooting might be the worst time to talk about mental health," he argues. “Because, for the record, the vast majority of mentally ill people are non-violent. And the vast majority of gun violence is committed by non-mentally ill people.” "Mentally ill people are far likelier to be the victims of violence rather than the perpetrators,” he continues. “So the fact we tend to only discuss mental health in a mass shooting context is deeply misleading.” 
I think John Olive employs three persuasive appeals. His employees use red herring, posting irrelevant arguments to distract the audience from the argument at hand; use ad hominem when he attacked the government for funding prison more than a mental institution. "We, as a society, have to figure out how to fund [these programs]," he says. "Not just because it makes fiscal sense but because it would save lives. And if I remember rightly, some politicians claim to be pretty motivated to address this problem … If we're going to constantly use mentally ill people to dodge conversations about gun control, then the very least we owe them is a fucking plan."  He attacks an institution rather than his argument; He also uses false analogy by comparing similar occurrences to enhance his argument.
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