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In developing a strong argument, it is important to consider various elements. First, the arguments used should be valid enough to reach the anticipated conclusion. This validity is usually established through consideration of the relevant information, its logic and whether the premises are true. In this regard, “torture: time for the congress to end the debate” presents a strong argument compared to the alternative.
[bookmark: _GoBack]First, the essay employs a deductive form of argument where it seeks to establish why the premises used are true and how they lead to the specified conclusion. For instance, although the essay explains the advantages associated with waterboarding as a method of torture, it also considers other negative consequences. Moreover, the essay employs a higher logical degree in its explanations. For example, the essay shows why it is inadequate to conclude that waterboarding important method of extracting information following the fact that the information is usually classified.
The essay also includes all the necessary information that forms the foundation of the argument. For example, it considers the theme from different points of view. For example, it considers what different people conclude as far as the aspect of waterboarding is concerned. It uses a true conclusion following the premises provided. Through the general conclusion that the only way to terminate this routine of torture is to Barr it in other circumstances forms the basis of the argument employed. For example, it shows essay considered both the positive and the negative consequence of the act.
On the other hand, “torture: severe interrogations work” uses inductive kind of argument which makes it weak in presenting the main point. For instance, it employs different degrees of logical strengths which put its conclusion in doubts. For example, according to the essay, it may not be necessary to use torture to prisoners following the fact the information can be retrieved via the use of other means. However, the essay also explains how the stakeholders are left with no choice but it uses torture since they will risk the lives of the American people.
Furthermore, the essay contains both fallacies with unacceptable premises as well as those with irrelevant premises. Some of the examples of the fallacies with unacceptable premises used include false dilemma; the essay falls under this trap since its conclusion considers two alternatives to solve the problem when in real scenario they are more. For example, the conclusion denotes how the stakeholders are limited in choices in termination of the problem. In this case, it concludes that the prisoner can only be set free or murdered, but does this mean that there are no other relevant ways to acquire the information? Does death serve as the best remedy? The essay lacks the basics of explaining these points since other methods can be used. For example, limiting the prisoners’ freedom to mitigate the risk of future attacks.
The essay also has a slippery slope fallacy. The essay does not employ good reasons to present the argument. For example, it fails to explain how the American nation developed various enemies around the world. It does not present into details how this situation came to be instead it uses the phrase “crossed paths”. Why were the paths crossed? It does not also present the consequences of crossing the paths to the enemies but focuses on the problems that the American people face as far as the matter is concerned.
It also suffers from the fallacy of hasty generalization. Its conclusion draws a major conclusion about a target based on an inadequate sample size of data collection. Although the essay urges that the story of Mohammed helped the government to arrest numerous terrorists, it is however not logical to conclude the results of a phenomenon following one single test.  The second essay also suffers from limitations brought by fallacies of irrelevant premises. First, it employs the concept of appeal to popularity where a claim is believed to be true simply because is supported by a significant number of people. The story of the captured terrorist who helped the government to locate others may be hard to believe since most the information is always classified. However many people believe it despite a lack of substantial evidence. Finally, the essay suffers from composition fallacy. It assumes that since a certain method to solve the problem worked, it is ideal to use in almost every related scenario. What the writer fails to understand is that different scenarios required different forms of approach.
In conclusion, the essay “torture: time for congress to end the debate” presents a strong argument. This is mainly because adequately considers the crucial elements that constitute its validity. It explains the stated points specifically into details. The premises used to connect with the conclusion. Additionally, it does not suffer from various fallacies which reduce the degree of validity and logical strength. Valid argument requires evaluation of the points while paying attention consequences anticipated both negative and positive.
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