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Reading Analysis

 (
The last one!
)TITLE: “Tarring Opponents as Extremists Really Can Work”
          AUTHOR: Emily Badger (pp. 538-540)

1. (1 pt) In her title, Badger is ALLUDING to an old practice of “tarring and feathering.” Was this an EFFECTIVE ALLUSION – that is, did you understand it without having to look it up? 

2. (1 pt) LOOK UP “tar and feather” and briefly explain this unique form of punishment. (When, where, why was it used?) 

3. (1 pt) Badger used a BRIEF ANECDOTE as her ATTENTION GRABBER. What story did she tell and why was it RELEVANT to her article?

4. (1 pt) An Ad Hominem Attack is a kind of LOGICAL FALLACY. LOOK UP Ad Hominem, and give its definition. 

5. (1 pt) (1 pt) Another way to get out of defending an idea for which there is no good defense is to use something called a RED HERRING FALLACY. LOOK UP Red Herring and briefly explain what it means.

There are lots rhetorical tricks that can be used to win an argument, although being an underhanded, mean-spirited, bald-faced, scum-sucking liar is not something Aristotle would have recommended.  


Respond to all the prompts: (20 pts)

Candidates for public office (local, state and federal) have often used Ad Hominem attacks. 
· Give AN EXAMPLE of such an attack where, rather than discussing an ISSUE, one person attacked his or her opponent PERSONALLY. 
· WHO was using an Ad Hominem attack? 
· WHAT was the ISSUE the attacker was trying to avoid?
· What do you think about candidates who employ such tactics? 
· We are heading into a presidential election. What could/should be done to curb the often vicious personal attacks in campaigning for the highest office in the land? 
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