[bookmark: _GoBack]A good argument is divided into four parts that fills the curiosity of the listener and expounds on all points that the arguing sides have. It is divided into claims, counterclaims, reasons and evidence. The supporting and opposing sides of an argument should consider all the four parts and specialize on the evidence part because it validates the claims and counterclaims. 
The common question in all the arguments is if consumers should know whether the foods they are taking are genetically modified or organic. The main viewpoints are that companies should label genetically modified food just like that label organic foods. Arguments against labelling justify profits based on the theory of demand and supply while arguments for labelling consider consumer’s health as the attacking point. Argument against labelling have no evidence but they state the undersupply of organic foods that will hit the market once the demand rises. Arguments for labeling foods have facts based on the outcomes of the European market. The only disadvantage is that it does not specify the health effects of eating genetically modified foods. 
Critical thinking helps refute the claims of the opposing faction by quashing the language or the arrangement of thought. The source of an argument helps validate the evidence; good sources must be certified and reliable. 
1. Convicts right to vote. Do convicts have the legal and social right to vote?
2. Efficiency of the direct recording electronic voting machines. Do direct recording electronic voting machines improve or impede the democratic process of voting?
3. Use of ethanol as fuel. Is ethanol beneficial or detrimental to the environment and economies of the world?
An argument presents the claims and counterclaims of an idea while a report just gives evidence to either side of an argument. 
1. Argument
2. Report
3. Argument
4. Report
Inductive and deductive arguments. Arguments are divided into claims, supporting points and evidence. 
1. Moldy blueberries. The customer wants a refund
2. Not interrupting the studies. The complainant cooked the dinner.
3. Saving gas. Walking and riding to workplaces and shops.
4. Real estate and house selling. Customers Interest in house statistics. 
5. Buying dogs. Dogs are loyal, simple and easy to feed. 
Fallacies are invalid theories about a certain topic. They revolve around rumors and notions that people have. Poisoning the well is based on attacking the points of an argument while personal attacks base on the integrity of the presenter. Red herring is misleading information, pointing to another wrong is justifying one wrong point basing on the cons of the opposing points, straw man fallacies attack the opposing points that are yet to be presented, and circular reasoning is based on convincing the opposing faction using their points in an argument. 
1. Appeal to pity
2. Appeal to pity
3. Appeal to fear
4. Non-fallacious
5. Appeal to fear
6. Non-fallacious
Question 14
1. Legitimate
2. Legitimate
3. False authority
4. Legitimate
5. Legitimate
6. false authority

Question 15
1. TV is harmful to children. It keeps them off the street
2. Lowering the volume of the TV. Taking a shower at night
3. Smoking in a car that has a child. Exhaling when the window is open
4. High unemployment. Reducing public debt
5. Air pollution. Heroism of people in government
Question 16
1. Straw man fallacy
2. Non-fallacious
3. Non-fallacious
4. Non-fallacious
5. Non-fallacious
6. Straw man fallacy
Question 17
1. Circular reasoning
2. Non-fallacious
3. Circular reasoning
4. Circular reasoning
5. Circular reasoning
6. Circular reasoning
7. Circular reasoning
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