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Section I
Question 1
Emily Badger uses an effective allusion: tarring and feathering in the title, "Tarring Opponents as Extremists Really Can Work” (538). The allusion is appropriate with the context based on the constant provocation and humiliation that the public figure uses to torture those championing for gender equality and the environment. The allusion is explicitly owing to the individual’s interpretation based on the extremist's connotation of the environmentalists and feminists by the public 
Question 2
The phrase, “tar and feather” is a weird punishment act used to humiliate and provoke individuals through public torture (Badger 539). This form of punishment was mainly used by the public as a form of enforcing revenge and unofficial justice. During the early modern era, the colonies of feudal Europe and American frontiers used this method as a means of vengeance by the mob.
Question 3
Badger uses the story of the golf tournament campaign as an anecdote to show how the public was highly attached to gender discriminative roles, especially to the feminine gender (539). The anecdote is ideal for this article as the story affirms the provocative measures taken by the national press against the key feminist leader: Martha Burk. She gets branded with such demeaning names like extreme, dogmatic and radical.
Question 4
"Ad hominem attack" is a logical fallacy entailing the avoidance of genuine discussion but rather attacking motive, character, general attributes, and other qualities of the one raising the argument (Hitchcock 411). This fallacious argumentative method surpasses all odds and attacks those associated with the topic instead of examining the key aspects of the argument.
Question 5
Red Herring Fallacy is another logical fallacy whereby an irrelevant topic is initiated in the argumentation process, mainly to obscure the listener’s attention (Rivera 210). The listener's attention on the original issue is, therefore, deviated, resulting in false conclusions on the topic at hand.
Section II
 Hitchcock argues that most candidates in the public figure, especially the political arena, utilizes fallacious attack: "Ad hominem attack" to express their feelings based on prejudice (415). Such leaders, instead of focusing on serious issues, they go a notch higher and attack the personality of their opponents. As such, the personal motive is attacked without proper reasoning. A good example is depicted in the political arena: presidential debates. In such debates, opponents may attack themselves based one’s believes.  For instance, such discriminative questions like "How dare you to claim to be a Christian? Do you belong to any church?"  are deliberately used to heighten the offensive and demeaning terms used by leaders to gain political mileage.
On the same line, an ad hominem attack has been frequently used by politicians. You find an opponent in the political field using such abusive remarks to attack the physical attributes of his or her colleague. Instead of focusing on the faults of the leader, the aspirant uses uncouth words such as, “how could you vote such a person, just have a glance at his face!” In such cases, the opponents ignore the use of logic by mocking the colleague as a process of gaining popularity in politics.
Candidates who employ such abhorrent tactics should be termed as ill-mannered people with no respect to ascend into power. A good leader should never be determined by the ill motives against his or her opponent. However, leadership should entail logic reasoning and well-stipulated manifestoes in the quest for power and popularity. Therefore, candidates should learn to moderate on the personal attacks against their colleagues, notwithstanding their ideological differences.
To curb these vicious personal attacks, especially during the electioneering periods, politicians and the public at large should be sensitized on personal respect and dignity. Leibowitz states that avoidance of ideological reasoning and fallacious arguments creates leaders that are more sound in logical affairs with less prejudice (510). In that regard, leaders will sort out their differences in amicable and peaceful manners, thus acting as the role model of the general public. Henceforth, there will be reduced personal claims at the creation of conducive political discourse suitable for the highest bid in the political field: presidential elections. 
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