Toulmin argument
Public smoking should be banned
In most countries, public smoking of drugs like cigarettes is legal. This makes other non-smokers vulnerable because they are exposed to passive smoking, like children, the elderly woman and pregnant women. Other people with respiratory diseases such as asthma, bronchitis and sinuses are also at a high risk. Smoke that is second-hand is very poisonous and contains over 4000 chemicals and some of these chemicals can cause cancer. People smoking in public cause harm to not only themselves but also to the people around them, and in long-term exposure, passive smokers have the risk of contracting diseases such as lung cancer, stroke, breathing problems like asthma, heart disease and others. Banning public smoking would prevent and reduce all that risk. 
It can also cause harm to children and babies and can cause Sudden Infant Death Syndrome (SIDS) and other lung infections. Ear infections can be caused by smoke because it might cause fluid build-up in the middle of the ear. This is very unfair to cause harm to innocent children who do not even know anything about smoking just for the sake of allowing people to smoke in public hence public smoking should be banned to keep those not involved safe. It will also help the smokers to reduce the amount of smoking they do hence also reduce their risk of lung cancer and other illnesses caused by smoking. Some people claim that passive smoking has very minimal effects to people and just a small percentage is affected, however, it is not enough t assume the small percentage of people that are affected. Just one person being put at risk is more than enough to consider and in conclusion smoking in public should be banned.

Rogerian Argument
Is the death penalty moral? People have different view when it comes to punishment by death. The people who claim that death penalty should be the punishment for criminals claim that offense doers should be kept away from the rest of the world because they are a threat to their lives and the best way is by eliminating them completely. Murders, rapists, terrorists and others do not deserve to live even behind bars because they can break out at any time or even commit more harm in prison. They probably have pending revenge they want to do before they die and would do anything to accomplish that. Most of these people are mentally unstable or are under the influence of drugs. Keeping such people alive is a big risk to mankind, that’s the argument the executioners have for claiming that death penalty is moral.
However, according to most religious, and I quote Christianity, no one should take the other person’s life as God is the creator of life and therefore only, He should take it. Not only does Christianity term it wrong but also other religions and also the generally public and the moral law of nature. Every person deserves a second chance whether guilty or not, they all deserve time to learn for their mistakes and rectify hence killing them denies them that chance. 
[bookmark: _GoBack]Moral-wise, killing someone is not moral and it should not be done. They should be given a second chance to learn and pay for their mistakes because killing them would be punishment enough.

