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UNIT 1: RHETORIC OF THE OP-ED PAGE 
What are ethos, pathos, and logos, and how can we use these 

concepts to persuade others? 
 

The Art of Rhetoric:   
Learning How to Use the Three Main Rhetorical Styles 

 
Rhetoric (n): the art of speaking or writing effectively (Webster's 
Definition).  
  
According to Aristotle, rhetoric is "the ability, in each particular case, 
to see the available means of persuasion." He described three main forms of 
rhetoric: Ethos, Logos, and Pathos. In order to be a more effective writer, 
one must understand these three terms.  
 
In his Rhetorica Aristotle delineates between artistic and inartistic 
proofs.  Inartistic proofs are merely used by the rhetor; artistic proofs 
are invented.  Aristotle then identifies the three canonical modes of 
artistic proof:  ethos, pathos and logos on grounds that, in order to 
persuade, one must exude good character, move the audience by appealing to 
emotions, and, of course, advance good reasons.  Aristotle further asserts 
that a trustworthy character is one of the requisites of persuasion because 
people are more readily persuaded by those whom they trust.  
 
 Ethos  

At the beginning of Book II, Aristotle subdivides ethos into phronesis, 
arete, and eunoia because, in order to establish credibility, the rhetor's 
[the speaker/persuader/writer] words must project practical wisdom, virtue, 
and good sense.   Aristotle discusses this tripartite division in terms of 
the techne of rhetoric.  An ethos-driven document relies on the reputation 
of the author. 
 
 Pathos  

This is the appeal to passion/emotion.  Human beings are not moved by logic 
alone.  One must also stir the emotions in order to move the audience to 
action therefore the end and purpose of persuasion is action. The 
relationship of pathos and style is important in rhetoric. Attending to 
aesthetics in one's argumentation is important, if for no other reason, 
than that it exercises imagination (both the speaker's and the 
audience's.)  It reminds us that rhetoric attempts to appeal to humans in 
the fullness of their being. Advertisements tend to be pathos-driven. 
 
 Logos 

This is the appeal to REASON, hence LOGIC—the mind. “If I am to be 
persuaded by you, I must hear good reasons.” Documents distributed by 
companies or corporations are logos-driven. Scholarly documents are also 
often logos-driven. 
 
 
 
 
 

http://www2.dsu.nodak.edu/users/jtallmon/inv.htm
http://www2.dsu.nodak.edu/users/jtallmon/style.htm
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What is an Op-Ed? 
An op-ed is an opinion piece written by a reader on a topic that is 
relevant to the newspapers' audience. Depending on the newspaper, the 
topics of op-eds can range from a hotly debated national issue to a problem 
only important to the readers of a small town newspaper.  
The author of an op-ed piece will almost always have explicit experience or 
knowledge with their topic; as a result we rarely find younger or senior 
citizens published. This is not to say that newspapers are biased against 
the insights of the young and the old, but the majority of writers who have 
special standing on a relevant topic are middle aged professionals.  
 

How to write a good op-ed 
Culled from advice given by editors around the country  

• When deciding on your topic, narrow your scope to something that 
pertains to the readership of that paper. Do not write about oil rights 
in Alaska if you are sending your op-ed to Tennessee.  

• Make your argument accessible to a general audience, not just an 
academic one.  

• Make your point early on and make sure it is clear. The first sentence 
should reveal exactly what you intend to write about.  

• Don't just attack other groups; make your own point about an issue.  
• Bring in local connection to a national issue if possible.  
• Demonstrate the standing that you have regarding the issue. People will 

be convinced of your dedication if you show them where you are coming 
from.  

• Avoid writing about tired subjects.  
• Know something about the paper you are sending your piece to and the 

type of pieces they print and adjust accordingly.  
• Do not use profane language or commit libel.  
• Check the newspaper's guidelines for their rules regarding op-eds. Some 

papers will only print your op-ed if it has not been sent to another 
paper. You can check the guidelines for all major papers at this 
website.  

 
What are they writing about? 

 
Special Op-Ed Opportunities 
 All papers--and all days of the week--are not equal. Some newspapers 
provide special opportunities for the publications of local opinions. The 
Chicago Tribune, for example, runs a daily segment called "Voice of the 
People," which is devoted to contributions by local people on local issues. 
 And on Sundays, many newspapers expand their opinion sections. At 
that time, The Washington Post runs a feature called "Closer to Home" that 
focuses on local issues and the Dallas Morning News dedicates a portion of 
its paper to pieces by students in a feature called "Younger Voices." When 
trying to have a piece published, it can be an incredibly advantageous to 
know where and when these special opportunities exist. 
 And it can also be advantageous to know your competition. Syndicated 
columns outnumber op-eds published by a ration of 2-to-1, and the presence 
of these columns in a newspaper necessarily affects the opportunities 
available to other op-ed writers. Syndicated columnists, for example, 
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frequently write on timely issues, while topics covered by published op-eds 
are often less timely and more local in scope. 
 In addition, in an editor's drive to make the opinion pages balanced, 
he will often choose to publish op-eds that contrast with their columns. A 
liberal op-ed, then, may be rejected by a paper that consistently runs 
pieces by liberal columnists. 
 
General Op-Ed Topics 
 
Here are some examples of broad topics people often write opinion pieces 
about:  
Foreign affairs 
Local policy (Is your town voting on a school referendum? Implementing new 
recycling policies?) 
Economics 
Public education and schools 
Politics (campaigning, scandals, character issues) 
Race 
Personal experience or "human interest" 
Crime and justice 
Environment 
Health-care 
Something humorous 
Drugs, smoking or alcohol 
Child care 
Media issues 
Science and technology 
College education/universities 
National policy issues  
 
Who's Writing Op-Eds 
 
Occupation  
"Experts" on a particular field or subject generally write op-eds. This 
tendency reduces the number of opportunities for lay people to write about 
these subjects (unless they had some personal experience or slant on the 
issue). The most popular fields represented are professors and the "Non-
profit, etc." category -- people whose job it is to be experts.  
 Although the op-eds are generally authored by experts, the writing 
style generally is comfortable and lay person-friendly. The fact that 
experts generally author the op-eds lessens the coverage of op-eds by 
students and local citizens. There was one exception that we found. The 
Atlanta-Journal Constitution published much work from local citizens on 
local issues. This is probably a result of its local readership. This 
"expert" tendency likely contributed to the fact that much of the writing 
subjects include business, political, and policy matters. Reasons for 
professionals being represented more include:  
1. Professionals often make up the main readership of these larger 

publications.  
2. These professionals often represent organizations and businesses that 

are concerned with getting their voice out. The implication of not 
having as many non-professional authors includes the fact that many of 
the people affected by these businesses and policies are not 
represented.  
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Age  
 The vast majority of authors of op-ed pieces -- at least to the 
extent that could be determined--were middle-aged. In general, the age of 
the authors could only be determined when they were relevant to the content 
of the piece. Young people were published only when they wrote about issues 
that were related in some way to their status as young people, and though 
many who are considered seniors probably did write op-eds, there was no way 
to determine this--so the only senior citizen writers recorded were those 
whose senior status was explicitly declared in their byline or in the 
context of their piece. "Experts" at the top of their careers are more 
likely to be found among the ranks of the middle-aged. But insights from 
both younger and older people are clearly lacking on the op-ed pages of 
America's top newspapers.  
 
Gender  
 There was a noticeable disparity between the number of women writing 
op-eds compared to men. Though no one can know for sure why this disparity 
exists, there are a few explanations which seem plausible. First, the 
topics often covered by op-eds include subjects that men are more likely to 
have opinions on, such as national security, wars, and scandals. Women tend 
to write about social issues (i.e. education, hunger, and homelessness) and 
are more apt to voice their opinions in magazines. Second, men are still in 
the majority on newspaper editorial boards and could be choosing to 
highlight more male perspectives than those of females. Thirdly, men are 
brought up to be more confident in their opinions and are therefore more 
comfortable airing them in a public forum. As women and men begin to have 
equal numbers in the upper echelons of the work force, there should be an 
increase in the number of women experts who will offer their opinions in 
op-ed sections.  
 
Politics  
 Republicans slightly edged out Democrats for the most op-eds by 
elected officials. Most elected officials with a declared party affiliation 
in their byline were national legislators and most of their op-eds were 
pieces praising legislation they had introduced. Officials did not usually 
philosophize or write in general terms about policy. Instead they used the 
op-ed page as an outlet to reach voters and gain support for their 
legislative projects. Except for professional politicians, political 
affiliation is not usually considered an important component of an author's 
byline.  
 
Work Cited:  
"DeWitt Wallace Center Op-Ed Resource." Terry Sanford Institute of Public  

Policy: Duke University. Duke University. 28 Jun 2007  
<http://www.pubpol.duke.edu/courses/op-ed/>. 
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UNIT 1: Rhetoric of the Op-Ed Page 
“The Op-Ed—Up Close and Personal” Assignment 
 

NOTE: This assignment requires internet and printer access. 
Meets California State Standards:  

2.1 Reading and Comprehension analyze both the features and the 
persuasive devices of different types of public documents [e.g. 
policy statements, speeches, debates, platforms] and the way in which 
authors use those features and devices. 
 
2.2 Analyze the way in which clarity of meaning is affected by 
patterns of organization, hierarchical structures, repetition of main 
ideas, syntax, and word choice in the text. 

 
Activity 6: Introduction to the Op-Ed Page 
 
PART ONE 
Re-read and review the following selections in your ERWC Workbook.  (NOTE:  
We have already read these once as a class, so this is your second reading 
hence the direction to “re-read”—this is your reading “against the grain.”) 

• “The Art of Rhetoric: Learning How to Use the Three Main Rhetorical 
Styles” (pg 2) 

• “Three Ways to Persuade” by John Edlund (supplement) DO NOT do the 
“Questions for Discussion” 

  
Answer the questions below in full and complete sentences on BINDER PAPER. 
1.  Who is considered the “father” of art of persuasion because he defined 
and classified this art?  Explain, in your own words, the definition of 
“the art of persuasion”—better known as rhetoric. 
 
2.  There are three technes or techniques which are regarded as essential 
components when constructing an effectively persuasive argument—what are 
these and how do they function [work] in an argument?  Explain in your own 
words. 
 
3.  “When an actor in a pain reliever commercial puts on a doctor's white 
coat, the advertisers are hoping that wearing this coat will give the 
actor the authority to talk persuasively about medicines.” This is an 
example of which technique?  Why?  
 
4.  What is an argument called when one “attacks the character or 
personality of the speaker instead of attacking the substance of his or 
her position,” and why is this a weakness in argumentation—explain. 
      
5.  Since persuasive arguments are NOT based on certain truths one is 
always trying to persuade the listener or writer that what is probably 
TRUE? What are the potential problems with this? 
 
6.  When using persuasion, what—in effect—is one hoping to achieve?   
  
7.  What is the most effective and powerful means of persuasion, and do you 
think that this is fair as a device—to manipulate people thereby to 
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persuade them rather than merely by using reasons which are rational? 
     
8.  What are the following examples of in terms of one of the techniques of 
persuasion—identify the technique and then explain.  (HINT:  Remember to be 
clear about what the ultimate goal is in each situation—in other words, 
what is the speaker’s purpose in attempting to persuade the officer?) 

a. "Gosh, officer, I know I made an illegal left turn, but if you 
give me a ticket, you better make sure your family is in a 
really safe place."  

b. "Gosh, officer, I know I made an illegal left turn, but please 
don't give me a ticket. If you do, they'll suspend my license, 
I'll lose my insurance, I won't be able to work, and my kids 
will go hungry." 

c. "Gosh, officer, I know I made an illegal left turn, but we cops 
have to stick together." 

d. "Gosh, officer, I know I made an illegal left turn, but there 
ought to be special laws for those of us proud to be American 
and driving American cars on American streets, instead of making 
us follow the same rules as those foreign-made cars that have 
ruined the economy and put so many of us good Americans out of 
work." 

e. I'm becoming a vegetarian. I.B. Singer said it is the ethical 
thing to do, and he won the Nobel Prize!    
  

PART TWO 
Use pages 3-5 to answer the questions below in full and complete sentences 
on BINDER PAPER. 
1.  What is an Op-Ed?  Where can you generally find op-ed pieces and what 
is their purpose?  How can they be seen as valuable? 
 
2.  Examine the list of “General Op-Ed Topics.”  Identify and list the 
three categories about which you would most like to read an op-ed piece, 
and explain why for each category.  
 
3.  Generally speaking, who writes op-ed pieces?  Address the four 
categories—occupation, age, gender, and politics. 
 
PART THREE 
Go to http://www.nytimes.com/pages/opinion/index.html to access The New 
York Times Opinion Pages.  Scroll down and click on Op-Ed.  Browse the op-
ed pieces listed (note the link at the bottom that says “more”) and choose 
one.  Make sure it is thought-provoking and interesting TO YOU.   
 
PRINT the Op-Ed piece you have chosen. (Use the print icon to make things 
easier.) READ the piece (with-the-grain). RE-READ the piece (against-the-
grain). Answer the following questions on binder paper. 
 
1.  Who is the author of the op-ed?  Do you trust him/her?  Why or why not? 
2.  How does the author appeal to pathos?  How does the author appeal to 
ethos?  How does the author appeal to logos?  Use examples. 
3.  Considering that the purpose of an op-ed piece is to persuade the 
reader, how well—or how poorly—did this author persuade you?  In other 
words, does the piece work for you?  Why or why not?  Use examples. 

http://www.nytimes.com/pages/opinion/index.html
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VOCABULARY: The Rhetoric of the Op-Ed Page 
 
    Word       Par +   Meaning in context 
       N 
       -  

 
1. biotechnology [1] altering genes to produce useful or desirable organisms. 

2. nanotechnology [1] microscopic machines that work at the molecular level 

3. esoteric  [1] known only to a few experts 

4. purveyors [3] sellers or providers 

5. activists [3] people who work for a cause 

6. humane   kind, merciful, respectful 

7. crave   [4] strongly desire, need 

8. stimuli  [4] sensory input, sensations, related to “stimulate.” 

9. deterioration [4] worsening, decline 

10. isolating [5] causing to be alone 

11. cognitive [7] thinking 

12. conceptual [7] having to do with ideas 

13. dominant [7] most powerful, opposite of subservient 

14. fashioned [7] made 

15. sophisticated [9] complex 

16. individualism [10] sense of self—belief in self 

17. groom  [10] comb, brush  

18. distinguishes [11] differentiates 

19. mortality [11] death 

20. comprehend [11] understand 

21. kin  [11] relatives 

22. dopamine [12] a chemical found in the brain 

23. neurochemical [12] a chemical that stimulates activity in nerves 

24. striking [13] shocking, surprising 

25. anatomy  [13] physical structure of a living thing 

26. instinct [14] a behavior which is not learned 

27. instinct [14] a behavior or ability that is programmed by genes, and  

    thus instinctive, unlearned 

28. goslings [14] baby geese 

29. portend  [15] indicate, predict 

30. subjected [15] forced to experience 

31. human consumption [15] being eaten by humans 

32. empathy  [17] experiencing the feelings of others. 
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"A Change of Heart about Animals"  
by Jeremy Rifkin 
Copyright 2003 The Times Mirror Company; Los Angeles Times  
All Rights Reserved 
Los Angeles Times, September 1, 2003 Monday Home Edition 
SECTION: CALIFORNIA; Metro; Editorial Pages Desk; Part B; Pg. 15 
LENGTH: 1022 words 
HEADLINE: Commentary; A Change of Heart About Animals; They are more like 
us than we imagined, scientists are finding. 
 
BODY: 

 1  Though much of big science has centered on breakthroughs in 
biotechnology, nanotechnology and more esoteric questions like the age of 
our universe, a quieter story has been unfolding behind the scenes in 
laboratories around the world--one whose effect on human perception and 
our understanding of life is likely to be profound. 

 
 
 
 
 

 
 2  What these researchers are finding is that many of our fellow 

creatures are more like us than we had ever imagined. They feel pain, 
suffer and experience stress, affection, excitement and even love--and 
these findings are changing how we view animals. 

 
 
 
 
 

 
 3  Strangely enough, some of the research sponsors are fast food 

purveyors, such as McDonald's, Burger King and KFC. Pressured by animal 
rights activists and by growing public support for the humane treatment 
of animals, these companies have financed research into, among other 
things, the emotional, mental and behavioral states of our fellow 
creatures. 

 
 
 
 
 

 
  4  Studies on pigs' social behavior funded by McDonald's at Purdue 

University, for example, have found that they crave affection and are 
easily depressed if isolated or denied playtime with each other. The lack 
of mental and physical stimuli can result in deterioration of health. 
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 5  The European Union has taken such studies to heart and outlawed the 

use of isolating pig stalls by 2012. In Germany, the government is 
encouraging pig farmers to give each pig 20 seconds of human contact each 
day and to provide them with toys to prevent them from fighting. 

 
 
 
 
 

 
 6  Other funding sources have fueled the growing field of study into 

animal emotions and cognitive abilities. 
 

 
 
 
 

 
 7  Researchers were stunned recently by findings (published in the 

journal Science) on the conceptual abilities of New Caledonian crows. In 
controlled experiments, scientists at Oxford University reported that two 
birds named Betty and Abel were given a choice between using two tools, 
one a straight wire, the other a hooked wire, to snag a piece of meat 
from inside a tube. Both chose the hooked wire. Abel, the more dominant 
male, then stole Betty's hook, leaving her with only a straight wire. 
Betty then used her beak to wedge the straight wire in a crack and bent 
it with her beak to produce a hook. She then snagged the food from inside 
the tube. Researchers repeated the experiment and she fashioned a hook 
out of the wire nine of out of 10 times. 

 
 
 
 
 

 
  8  Equally impressive is Koko, the 300-pound gorilla at the Gorilla 

Foundation in Northern California, who was taught sign language and has 
mastered more than 1,000 signs and understands several thousand English 
words. On human IQ tests, she scores between 70 and 95. 

 
 
 
 
 

 
  9  Tool-making and the development of sophisticated language skills are 

just two of the many attributes we thought were exclusive to our species. 
Self-awareness is another. 
 
 
 
 



ERWC Workbook 2017-18  Unit 1: Rhetoric of the Op-Ed 11 

 
  10  Some philosophers and animal behaviorists have long argued that 

other animals are not capable of self-awareness because they lack a sense 
of individualism. Not so, according to new studies. At the Washington 
National Zoo, orangutans given mirrors explore parts of their bodies they 
can't otherwise see, showing a sense of self. An orangutan named Chantek 
who lives at the Atlanta Zoo used a mirror to groom his teeth and adjust 
his sunglasses. 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 
  11  Of course, when it comes to the ultimate test of what distinguishes 

humans from the other creatures, scientists have long believed that 
mourning for the dead represents the real divide. It's commonly believed 
that other animals have no sense of their mortality and are unable to 
comprehend the concept of their own death. Not necessarily so. Animals, 
it appears, experience grief. Elephants will often stand next to their 
dead kin for days, occasionally touching their bodies with their trunks. 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 12    We also know that animals play, especially when young. Recent 

studies in the brain chemistry of rats show that when they play, their 
brains release large amounts of dopamine, a neurochemical associated with 
pleasure and excitement in human beings. 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 13 Noting the striking similarities in brain anatomy and chemistry of 

humans and other animals, Stephen M. Siviy, a behavioral scientist at 
Gettysburg College in Pennsylvania, asks a question increasingly on the 
minds of other researchers. "If you believe in evolution by natural 
selection, how can you believe that feelings suddenly appeared, out of 
the blue, with human beings?" 
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14  Until very recently, scientists were still advancing the idea that 

most creatures behaved by sheer instinct and that what appeared to be 
learned behavior was merely genetically wired activity. Now we know that 
geese have to teach their goslings their migration routes. In fact, we 
are finding that learning is passed on from parent to offspring far more 
often than not and that most animals engage in all kinds of learned 
experience brought on by continued experimentation. 

 
 
 
 
 

 
15  So what does all of this portend for the way we treat our fellow 

creatures? And for the thousands of animals subjected each year to 
painful laboratory experiments? Or the millions of domestic animals 
raised under the most inhumane conditions and destined for slaughter and 
human consumption? Should we discourage the sale and purchase of fur 
coats? What about fox hunting in the English countryside, bull fighting 
in Spain? Should wild lions be caged in zoos? 

 
 
 
 
 

 
16  Such questions are being raised. Harvard and 25 other U.S. law 

schools have introduced law courses on animal rights, and an increasing 
number of animal rights lawsuits are being filed. Germany recently became 
the first nation to guarantee animal rights in its constitution. 

 
 
 
 
 

 
17  The human journey is, at its core, about the extension of empathy to 

broader and more inclusive domains. At first, the empathy extended only 
to kin and tribe. Eventually it was extended to people of like-minded 
values. In the 19th century, the first animal humane societies were 
established. The current studies open up a new phase, allowing us to 
expand and deepen our empathy to include the broader community of 
creatures with whom we share the Earth. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
Jeremy Rifkin, author of The Biotech Century (Tarcher Putnam, 1998), is 
the president of the Foundation on Economic Trends in Washington, D.C. 
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Text—“Hooked on a Myth: Do Fish Feel Pain?” 
 
Prereading 
Activity 13A: Surveying the Text (Braithwaite) 
 
The following questions, applied to the Rifkin article above, are equally relevant 
here: 
 
Where and when was this article published? 
 
Who wrote the article? Do you know anything about this writer? (Hint: Look at the 
beginning of the article.) How could you find out more? Is this writer more or 
less credible than Jeremy Rifkin? 
 
What is title of the article? The subtitle? What do these words tell you about 
what the article might say? Can you make some predictions? 
 
 
Activity 13B: Understanding Key Vocabulary 
 
Look at this list before reading the article. Because the article is written for 
non-scientists, it defines many of these words in the text. 
 

Word       Par  + Meaning in context 
        N 
        -  
 
1.  nociceptors  (3)  nerve endings that detect damage and cause feelings of pain 
 
2.  trigeminal nerve  (3)  the main nerve for the face in all vertebrates 
 
3.  vertebrates   (3)  animals with a spine 
 
4.  A-delta & C fibers (3)  types of nociceptors 
 
5.  noxious   (5)  harmful, poisonous or unpleasant 
 
6.  adverse behavior   (5)  contrary,  harmful or unfavorable 
 
7.  mammalian  (12)  an adjective describing animals that have breasts, nurse young 
 
8.  amygdala   (12)  part of the brain associated with emotions 
 
9.  hippocampus  (12)  part of the brain associated with memories 
 
10. automata   (13)  a self-operating machine 
 
11. crustacean  (17)  an animal with an exoskeleton  such as a crab, shrimp, or lobster 
 
 
Activity 13C: Reading for Understanding (Braithwaite) 
 
Before reading the Braithwaite article, discuss the following questions: 
 

• Have you ever gone fishing? Did you catch a fish? What did the fish do? How 
did it behave? Did you eat it? 

• What other experiences have you had with live fish? Do you have an aquarium 
at home? Have you been to a public aquarium? What did you learn from these 
experiences? 

• From your experiences, do you think that fish feel pain? Why or why not? 
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Activity 14A: Considering the Structure of the Text—Descriptive Outline 
 
Do a descriptive outline of the Braithwaite text.  Work with a partner.  See the 
Descriptive Outline we did together on pages 9-12 as an example. 
 
 
Activity 14B: Analyzing Stylistic Choices 
 
Answer the following questions about the Braithwaite text: 

1. What is the effect of the use of scientific terms in an article that is 
written for newspaper readers? 

2. Do these terms confuse the reader? 
3. Do they make the writer more credible? 
4. Do they help the reader understand the type of argument being made? 

 
Postreading--Activity 14C: Summarizing and Responding 
 
Summarize the article in your own words, answering the following questions: 
 
Why does Victoria Braithwaite think that we should treat fish more like the way we 
treat other animals, such as birds and mammals?  Do you agree? Why or why not? 
 
Text—“Of Primates and Personhood: Will According Rights and ‘Dignity’ to Nonhuman 
Organisms Halt Research?” 
 
Activity 14D: Pre-Reading Discussion 
 

• Discuss the first part of the title, “From Primates to Personhood.” 
• Have you ever seen gorillas, chimpanzees, bonobos (which are sometimes 

called “pygmy chimpanzees”) or orangutans, all of which are considered to be 
“great apes,” at a zoo? In what ways are they like humans? In what ways are 
they different? 

• Most of us know people who treat their pets like people. What does this 
mean? What types of behavior characterize these pet owners? 

• Do great apes deserve to be treated like people? Why or why not? 
• If apes had “personhood,” would it still be okay to keep them in zoos? 

 
Respond to Activity 14D in the box below. 
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Activity 15: Noticing Language—Vocabulary 
Below are lists of words and phrases from the Yong article that you might not know 
(or might be confused about), some that are related conceptually to the module’s 
key concept, and some that are technical. 
 

Word       Par  +,N,- Meaning in context 
 

1.  primates      (title)   apes and monkeys 
 
2.  primatologists  (1)  scientists who study primates. 
 
3.  schism   (1)  a split 
 
4.  great apes  (1)  humans, chimpanzees, bonobos  (pygmy chimpanzees) and orangutans 
 
5.  unprecedented  (1)  without precedent; never happened before 
 
6.  domain    (1)  a territory one rules or controls 
 
7.  implement   (3)  put into effect 
 
8.  ventures   (3)  businesses or projects 
 
9.  captivity   (3)  a state of being held captive; to be captured or imprisoned 
 
10. obligations  (4)  duties; requirements 
 
11. compelling  (4)  “compelling reasons” are reasons that are so forceful and  

important that they cannot be ignored 
 
12. salvo   (6)  a volley of gunfire; in this case, the gunfire is metaphorical  

and the word refers to opening  arguments or legal moves 
 
13. traction   (6)  a tire with traction  sticks to the road and can move forward; in  

this case the “traction” is political: people are buying the 
argument and making changes. 

 
14. sanctuary   (7)  a safe place 
 
15. inroads   (8)  advances into defended territory 
 
16. invasive   (8)  something that invades across a boundary, such as a border, or  

the skin 
 
17. rigorously  (8)  done with great care and precision 
 
18. paragon   (9)  a person or thing that is a perfect example of something, or a  

high point in excellence 
 
19. unaligned   (9)  independent, not part of a group or faction 
 
20. dignity   (9)  a state of respect and status 
 
21. interventions  (9)  literally to “come between”; acts by an outsider  that interfere   

or change an ongoing process or relationship 
 
22. humiliation  (9)  from “humility,” the state of being humble; to reduce the dignity  

of an individual 
 
23. disproportionately(9)  out of proportion; unequal or unfair 
 
24. instrumentalized  (9)  made into a tool or object 
 
25. decapitation  (10)  behead; cut off the head 
 
26. impermissible  (10)  not permitted or allowed 
 
27. preliminary  (10)  at the beginning; before the actual start 
 
28. macaques   (11)  a type of monkey 
 
29. advisory    (11)  giving advice, not orders 
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30. clinical   (11)  related to medical practice 
 
31. termination  (12)  ending 
 
32. enamored    (13)  in love with 
 
33. obligation  (14)  duty; required  action 
 
Postreading--Activity 16A: Summarizing and Responding in a Quickwrite 
 
Summarize the Yong article in your own words, answering the following questions: 
 
What is/are the event(s) related to animal rights that motivate Ed Yong to write 
this article? What questions does Yong raise about this issue? What positions do 
people take on these questions? 
 
Activity 16B: Thinking Critically—Defining “Personhood” 
 
In paragraph 7, Yong discusses the case of Hiasl (pronounced Hee-sel), a former 
research chimpanzee who is going to be homeless because his sanctuary is going 
bankrupt.  It is clear from the article that Hiasl’s fate depends on how we define 
“person.” Can Hiasl be declared a person with rights?  Answer the following 
questions: 
 

• What exactly is Hiasl? 
• What qualities does Hiasl have that would make us call him a person? What 

qualities does he have that would make us call him something else? (You 
might want to make a chart.) 

• Is Hiasl a person? 
• What should we do about Hiasl? 
• Does Hiasl’s plight have potential as an appeal to pathos? Does Yong use it 

for this purpose? 
• Is Yong entirely objective? How can you tell? 

 
Activity 16C: Considering the Writing Task—Letter to the Editor 
 
A common way to respond to an editorial is to write a letter to the editor. Now 
that you have worked extensively with this text, you are ready to write a well-
informed response to Rifkin’s or Braithwaite’s ideas. 
 
Some points to note before writing your letter to the editor follow: 
 

1. A good letter to the editor is focused and concise. It should make your point, but no 
words should be wasted. It is sometimes best to write a longer draft and then cut out 
everything that is not essential. 

2. Newspaper editors often cut letters to fit the available space or to make a letter 
more focused. If your letter is published unedited, you are very lucky. 

3. Some letters respond to the thesis of the editorial, either in support or 
disagreement, and provide further arguments or further evidence. Other letters focus 
on one point made by the original author and support it, question it, or refute it. 

4. These days, most letters are emailed to the newspaper.  To get a letter published in 
a major newspaper, you must write it quickly and send it within a day or two of the 
publication date of the editorial to which you are responding. 

5. If the newspaper wants to publish your letter, you will normally receive a call or an 
email to get permission and to verify that you really are who you say you are. 

6. Newspapers are interested in a wide range of viewpoints from diverse citizens. If 
your letter is a good expression of a particular viewpoint, brings up new information 
or arguments, or has some particularly good phrases, it has a good chance of being 
published. 
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Choose one of the Letter-to-the-Editor assignments below. 
 
OPTION A—Response to Rifkin 
After thinking about your reading, discussion, and analysis of Rifkin’s 
article and the letters in response to it, what do you personally think 
about Rifkin’s point? Do you think it is true, as Rifkin says, that “many 
of our fellow creatures are more like us than we had ever imagined”? Do you 
think we need to change the way we treat the animals around us? Or do you 
think Rifkin is wrong? Write a letter expressing your viewpoint to the 
editor of the newspaper. 
 
Notes and Thoughts on OPTION A: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
OPTION B—Response to Braithwaite 
Victoria Braithwaite argues that fish have nervous systems that are similar 
to humans and are very likely to feel pain the way we do. She says, “We 
should adopt a precautionary ethical approach and assume that in the 
absence of evidence to the contrary, fish suffer.” She also says, “Of 
course, this doesn’t mean that we necessarily must change our behavior.  
One could reasonably adopt a utilitarian cost-benefit approach and argue 
that the benefits of sport fishing, both financial and recreational, may 
outweigh the ethical costs of the likely suffering of fish.” 
 
Should we ban the use of barbed hooks? Should we change our fishing 
practices because fish might suffer? Or is Braithwaite making a big deal 
out of nothing?  Write a letter expressing your viewpoint to the editor of 
the newspaper. 
 
Notes and Thoughts on OPTION B: 
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Activity 18: Taking a Stance—Letter to the Editor 
 
Before you write your own letter in response to Rifkin, look at the two sample 
letters to the editor below by Bob Stevens and Lois Frazier—both are written in 
response to “A Change of Heart about Animals.”  
 
Re: "A Change of Heart About Animals"  
Commentary: Sept. 1  
 
Jeremy Rifkin argues that science has shown that the differences between animals 
and humans are less than we think and that we should extend more "empathy" to 
animals. I disagree. In nature, animals naturally kill and eat each other. If the 
hawk does not care about the feelings of the rabbit that it eats, why should 
humans be any different? Is Rifkin saying that nature is wrong? 
 
Rifkin goes so far as to say that pigs need social contact and should be provided 
with toys. There are many real human children in the world who do not have these 
things. Are animals more important than human children? Should our society spend 
scarce resources on toys for pigs? 
 
Anyone who has owned a pet knows that animals can feel pain, happiness, anger, 
and other simple emotions. Most people have heard a parrot or a mynah bird talk, 
but this is just imitation and mimicry. We don't need science to tell us that 
animals can do these things. However, does a parrot understand what it is saying? 
Can an animal write a poem, or even a grocery list? 
 
Rifkin is simply an animal rights activist hiding behind a handful of scientific 
studies. He wants to ignore human suffering and focus on animal discomfort. He 
wants animals to have more rights than humans. Let's not be fooled. 
 
Bob Stevens 
 
 
 
 
 
Much thanks to Jeremy Rifkin for showing us that science supports what we pet 
owners and animal rights activists have known in our hearts all along: animals 
have feelings and abilities not very different from humans. I found the stories 
about Koko the gorilla who is fluent in sign language, and Betty and Abel, the 
tool-making crows, intriguing and heart-warming. When will more people begin to 
realize that we share this world with many creatures deserving of our care and 
respect? 
However, Rifkin should take his argument farther. Animals have a right to live 
without being confined, exploited, tormented or eaten. That means no animal 
experimentation, no fur or leather clothing, and a vegan or vegetarian lifestyle. 
Meat eating and animal abuse lead to spiritual disturbance and physical disease. 
Let's free ourselves from the evils of the past and live in harmony with our 
fellow creatures! 
 
Lois Frazier 
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Ethos, Pathos and Logos—“Letter to the Editor” 
 
Getting Ready to Write 
Before you write your own letter in response to Rifkin, look at two sample 
letters to the editor written in response to "A Change of Heart about 
Animals." 
 
Discussion Questions: 
 
1. Bob Stevens disagrees with Jeremy Rifkin, and makes several points. 
Does Stevens refute Rifkin's arguments? 

 
 
 

2. In his first paragraph, Stevens argues that because a predator like a 
hawk does not feel empathy for its prey, humans should not need to feel 
empathy for the animals they eat, and that such feelings would be 
unnatural. Do you agree? 

 
 
 

3. Stevens notes that some animals can mimic human speech, but argues that 
they do not understand what they are saying. What would Rifkin say to this? 

 
 
 
 

4. Stevens implies that it would be a waste of resources to give toys to 
pigs, especially when some human children don't have them. Do we respond 
logically or emotionally to this argument? Is this argument fair to 
Rifkin? 

 
 
 
 

5. Is it true, as Stevens argues, that Rifkin wants animals to have more 
rights than humans? 

 
 
 
 

6. Lois Frazier says that pet owners know that animals have feelings and 
abilities not too different from humans. Do some pet owners treat their 
pets like people? Is this a good thing? Why or why not? 
 
 
 
 
7. Lois Frazier argues that Rifkin needs to take his argument farther 
and promote a vegetarian lifestyle with no animal products. Is this a 
reasonable conclusion to draw from Rifkin's arguments? Do you agree 
with her? 
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1120 Harvard Way 
El Dorado Hills, Ca  95762 
October 1, 2012 
 
 
 
Nicholas Goldberg 
Editor of the Editorial Pages 
Los Angeles Times 
202 West 1st Street 
Los Angeles, Ca  90012 
 
Dear Mr. Goldberg OR Dear Editor: 
 
Jeremy Rifkin claimed in his September 5th letter declaring that animals were capable of every emotion a 
human being was, and demanding that all people extend a sense of equality and empathy to animals equal to that 
they would give another human being. This is obviously absurd and, if you really take a step back and look at 
the process behind the idea, ironic.  
 
This stems from the fact that one of the topics that differentiate human beings from animals is their ability to 
feel at all good or bad regarding the fates of creatures outside their species. If humanity is expected to step 
above animals in terms of not killing those creatures that would reasonably be food for us were we still merely 
hunter-gatherers, then does it not follow that we have stepped above our animal instinct to kill, eat, mate, and 
escape our predators? Rifkin tries to convince us that animals experience understand the concept of mortality by 
using observations of elephants, who “often stand next to their dead kin for days.” (9) If understanding mortality 
can be recognized by proximity to a corpse, then must vultures be the most conscious of all animals to that 
impending fate of death? If humanity is the most capable and versatile of the animals, so as to even consider 
such thoughts as this, shouldn’t we be preserved? If we test a cure for a disease that will save thousands or even 
millions of human beings on a lab rat or an animal bred specifically by humans to serve a like purpose, is it not 
reasonable? As Rifkin commented, a lab rat’s brain, when they play, “release[s] large amounts of dopamine.”(9) 
Does the ability to experience pleasurable feelings keep its predator from eating it, or it from eating its predator, 
if it gets the chance?  
 
The only reason people call for people to take a more “natural” view of life is because they are mistaking eating 
salads and clearing away pollution for the less appealing idea of killing whatever animal you can find that is 
smaller than you when you feel hungry. While it is very much like humankind to feel for other creatures around 
us, we should not be confused as to which of human or animal requires our attention or empathy more. 
 
Yours Sincerely,  
 
 
 
A. Model Student 
12th-grade English student 
Oak Ridge High School 
El Dorado Hills, California 
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Activity 22A: Getting Ready to Write 
 
At this point you should have a good idea what your stance toward the issue is and 
how you are going to support it. However, before you actually put pen to paper or 
fingers to keyboard, you may want to try some of the following steps: 
 
Organize your notes and other materials in the order you think you will use them. 
 
Create a rough outline of your main points. (This is usually a good idea if you 
are going to do a timed writing, but it also can keep you on track as you write a 
longer piece.) 
 
Write down a statement of your position and share it with a classmate or family 
member.  Listen to his or her response. (Examples: “No matter what Jeremy Rifkin 
says, humans are different from animals,” or “Current laws for the protection of 
animals from cruelty are adequate.”) 
 
 
Activity 22B: Preparing to Write Your Letter to the Editor 
 
As noted above, some letters respond to the thesis of the editorial, either in 
support or disagreement, and provide further arguments or further evidence. Other 
letters focus on one point made by the original author and support it, question 
it, or refute it. A letter to the editor will probably have a beginning, middle, 
and end structure something like this: 
 
Introduction 
 
In [Title of Op-Ed Piece], [Writer of Op-Ed Piece] says [Quote or Paraphrase from 
Op-Ed]. This is then followed by your own position statement.  You may want to 
also indicate what role or experience you have in the matter as a way of 
establishing ethos. 
 
Middle 
 
The middle paragraph (or paragraphs) presents arguments in favor of your position. 
It may cite and respond to ideas from the original piece. Be concise! 
 
Conclusion 
 
The conclusion may make a strong final point or advocate a course of action for 
the reader. 
 
 
Revising and Editing--Activity 22C: Revising Rhetorically 
 
At this point, we will apply critical thinking questions based on ethos, logos, 
and pathos similar to the ones you applied to the Rifkin article in Activity 14. 
 
Ethos 
 
What kind of ethos have you created for yourself in this text? Are you 
knowledgeable and rational? Are you passionate? Are you formal or informal? Are 
you sarcastic? 
 
Are there any words or sentences that conflict with the image of yourself that you 
have created in the text? 
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Logos 
 
What are your major claims? 
 
Do you have sufficient arguments and evidence to support these claims? 
 
Have you left any facts or issues out because they contradicted your claims? Will 
your reader see the gap, and figure this out? 
 
Pathos 
 
Have you included any stories, images, or observations that will affect your 
reader’s emotions? 
 
Do these emotional appeals work together with your logical arguments? 
 
Do you think that your use of emotions is an unfair manipulation of the reader? 
(This is a judgment call. For example, exaggerating risk to make your reader feel 
unreasonably afraid is probably manipulation. Reminding people of actual or 
probable events that would normally cause strong emotions is probably a legitimate 
emotional appeal.) 
 
 
Editing Guidelines for Individual Work 
 
If possible, set your essay aside for 24 hours before rereading it to find errors. 
 
Read your essay aloud so you can hear errors and any rough spots. 
 
At this point, focus on individual words and sentences rather than on overall 
meaning.  Take a sheet of paper and cover everything except the line you are 
reading. Then touch your pencil to each word as you read. 
 
With the help of your teacher, figure out your own pattern of errors—the most 
serious and frequent errors you make. 
 
Look for only one type of error at a time. Then go back and look for a second type 
and, if necessary, a third. 
 
Use the dictionary to check spelling and to confirm that you have chosen the right 
word for the context. 
 
Use the following scoring guide to evaluate your final product. 
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GRAMMAR SEGMENT:  Noun Forms and Subject–Verb Agreement 
“The Rhetoric of the Op-Ed Page” 

 
Chapter Focus:  Forming Nouns and Making them Agree with Verbs 

Nouns refer to people, animals, places, or abstract ideas or 
qualities.  They are the subjects and objects of verbs, and together with 
verbs they make up sentences.  They are also the objects of prepositions 
and can be modified by adjectives and used with determiners.  Without 
nouns, we could not express our ideas.  The more precise we are in choosing 
the nouns we use, the clearer and more effective our writing will be.   

When nouns or pronouns are used as subjects of sentences, they must 
agree with the main verb of the sentence.  In other words, if the subject 
is singular, the verb must be singular; if the subject is plural the verb 
must be plural.  This can be tricky if the subject is separate from the 
verb, or if it is not obvious whether the subject is singular or plural.  
This chapter based on “The Rhetoric of the Op-Ed Page” will help clarify 
how singular and plural nouns are formed and how to make sure subjects and 
verbs agree. 

 
Activity 1:  Guided composition activity Based on John Edlund, “Three Ways 
to Persuade” 
Teacher will read a paragraph and students will take notes so as to 
reconstruct the paragraph from the notes. 
 
3.1 NOUNS 
Singular / Plural Forms of Nouns 
Nouns can be written to show whether they refer to a single thing and are 
singular or whether they refer to more than one item and are plural.  Most 
plural nouns end with –-s, but some nouns are irregular—their plurals are 
formed in different ways: 
 

• ax  axes [addition of –-es] 
• church churches 
 
• child  children [within the word itself] 
• woman  women 

 
Proper nouns are the names of particular person, place, or thing.  Proper 
nouns start with a capital. 
 
 Jeremy Rifkin    Koko   Burger King 
 Washington National Zoo  Pennsylvania U.S. 
In conversation, we can usually tell from context if a noun is singular or 
plural, so having the correct ending is often not essential.  In writing, 
however, correctly forming nouns to indicate singular or plural is very 
important.  You should make sure that the words you use “agree” in number 
with the verb and with other elements of the sentence that they are used 
with. 
 
Some common SINGULAR words and phrases 
Noun phrases  Possessives   Reflexive pronouns 
everyone his     himself 

(never “hisself”) 
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everybody   her     herself 
no one    its 
anyone 
someone 
one of the people 
attacking  
each student 
rhetoric 
The United States 
a group of students 
 
Some common SINGULAR words and phrases (continued) 
Verbs 
is 
was 
has 
*runs, writes, uses (-s ending on verbs for singular subjects!) 
 
Some common PLURAL words and phrases 
Noun phrases  Possessive adjectives Reflexive pronouns 
people  their    themselves  
women        (never “theirselves” or 
some of the scientists    “theirself,” or “themself”) 
most of the people 
a lot of students 
speaking and writing  
 
Exercise 2:  Identifying singular and plural nouns Based on John Edlund, 
“Three Ways to Persuade” 
Directions:  Underline the nouns in the following sentences from the Guided 
Composition.  Label the nouns “sing.” for singular or “pl” for plural. 
 
                 pl          sing       sing 
1.  Over 2,000 years ago, the Greek philosopher Aristotle argued that there 
were three  

  pl 
basic ways to  persuade an audience. 
 
2.  One way to convince an audience is through the character or image that 
the writer projects. 
 
3.  Another way is through the use of logical arguments.  
 
4.  Writers can also appeal to our emotions.    
 
5.  Advertisers and politicians still use these appeals today. 
   
6.  A politician often questions the character and values of an opponent. 
   
7.  Advertisers frequently appeal to our desire to be attractive to the 
opposite sex.   
 
8.  Recognizing these appeals helps us decide if we agree with an argument. 
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Count nouns and non-count nouns 
Another category of nouns only occur in the singular.  These are called 
non-count nouns because they cannot be counted.  They include mass nouns 
that can’t be separated into parts and abstract nouns that refer to ideas. 
 
 sugar   sugars 
 milk   milks 
 dirt   dirts 
 freedom  freedoms 
 discrimination discriminations 
 knowledge  knowledges 
 
Abstract non-count nouns are very important in expository writing since 
abstract ideas are at the heart of constructing arguments.  All the words 
in bold below are non-count nouns.   

 
The way animals are raised for food can cause controversy. 
The health and well-being of animals depend on their emotional state. 
Politics is another arena where ethos is an important factor. 
Logic and rationality are highly valued in our society. 

 
Some nouns can be both count and non-count nouns depending on their 
meaning.   

 
Artistotle argues that we will believe someone with good moral 
character. 
(Character is non-count when it means someone’s moral qualities.) 
 
The characters in the new James Bond movie are more complex than in 
the earlier movies. 
(Character is a count-noun when it refers to a role in a play or 
movie.)  

 
Exercise 3:  Identifying count and non-count nouns Based on John Edlund, 
“Three Ways to Persuade” 
 
Directions:  Go to the section of “Three Ways to Persuade” called “Pathos:  
The Emotions of the Audience.  Find five examples of count nouns and five 
non-count nouns.  Put a question mark by any that you are not sure about.  
Now compare your list with a partner. 
 

COUNT NOUNS NON-COUNT NOUNS 
 
1. 

 
1. 

 
2. 

 
2. 

 
3. 

 
3. 

 
4. 

 
4. 

 
5. 

 
5. 
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Nouns and Determiners 
 
Determiners are used with nouns to limit the meaning in some way: 

• Articles:  A quieter story has been unfolding behind the scenes 
around the world. 

• Demonstratives:  These researchers are finding that animals are a lot 
like us. 

• Possessives:  In studying pigs, scientists have found that their 
behavior is a lot like our behavior. 

• Quantifiers:  Some philosophers have argued that animals are non 
self-aware. 

• Numerals:  Two New Caledonian crows were able to use tools and even 
create them. 

 
“Number of” is used with count nouns:  A large number of pigs were studied. 
“Amount of” is used with non-count nouns:  A large amount of time was used 
to study them. 
 
“Fewer” is used with count nouns:  Fewer pigs will suffer if they have 
human contact. 
“Less” is used with non-count nouns:  Less human contact means more 
depressed pigs. 
 
“Little” is used before non-count nouns:  People used to have little 
sympathy for animals. 
“Few” is used before count nouns:  Few scientists studied animal feelings. 
 
Exercise 4:  Words that go with singular and plural nouns: Based on Jeremy 
Rifkin, “A Change of Heart about Animals”   
Directions: Circle the correct word (or words) by deciding if it/they 
should have a plural or a singular form.  
 
1.  No one should assume their / his or her position on the treatment of 
animals is shared by others. 
 
2.  One fast food company has funded their / its own research about 
animals’ emotions. 
 
3.  Farmers must spend 20 seconds with each of their / his or her pigs each 
day. 
 
4.  A large amount/number of advertisements try to make us feel insecure 
about our appearance. 
 
5.  Some people haven’t considered their / his or her responsibility to 
animals. 
 
6.  We sometimes wish politicians would use less / fewer rhetoric and took 
more action to solve problems. 
 
7.  Scientists used to believe that only people felt grief when their / his 
or her loved ones died. 
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3.2  Subject and Verb Agreement 
The basic rule of subject-verb agreement is that if the subject is 
singular, the verb should be singular; if the subject is plural, the verb 
should also be plural.  Although it is usually natural to make subjects and 
verbs agree, if the subject is separated from the verb by other words or if 
there is more than one subject, it is more difficult.   
 
Verb forms that need to agree: 
 
present tense:   Scientists study whether animals feel emotions. 
 
Present-perfect tense: Some people have argued that animals have rights. 
 
Helping verbs:   Does an elephant feel grief for a dead mate? 
 
Main verb “be”:   Daily play is essential for happy pigs. 
 
Pay particular attention when you have the following situations: 
 
If two or more subjects are joined by the conjunctions and, or, or nor, the 
conjunction determines if you use a singular or a plural verb. 
 

• When the subject of a sentence is composed of two or more nouns or 
pronouns connected by and, use a plural verb. 

Correct:  Anger and pity are powerful emotions. 
  Incorrect:  Anger and pity is powerful emotions. 
 

• When the subject of a sentence is composed of two or more singular 
nouns or pronouns connected by or or nor, use a singular verb. 

Correct: Either anger or pity is an emotion that can cause us to 
take action. 
Incorrect: Either anger or pity are an emotion that can cause us 
to take action. 

 
• When the subject of a sentence is composed of a singular and a plural 

noun connected by or or nor, the noun closest to the verb determines 
whether it is singular or plural. 

Correct: In the commercial, neither the doctor nor the 
advertisers are being completely honest. 
Incorrect: In the commercial, neither the doctor nor the 
advertisers is being completely honest. 

 
If the subject and the verb are separated by a phrase or clause, make sure 
that the verb still agrees with the true subject of the sentence—not with a 
noun or pronoun in the phrase. 
 
Examples: 

• one of the philosophers is (“philosophers” is not the subject) 
• the people who understand rhetoric are (“rhetoric” is not the 

subject) 
• the farmer, as well as his neighbors,is (“neighbors” is not the 

subject) 
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• the farmer with all the pigs is playing (“pigs” is not the subject) 
 
Some words, that might sound plural, are actually singular and take a 
singular verb.  These words are: each, each one, either, neither, everyone, 
everybody, anybody, anyone, nobody, somebody, someone, and no one. 
 
Examples:   

• each of these animals  is   
• either of the philosophers is 
• everyone  is       

(“Everyone” seems plural, but the verb agrees with “one,” which is 
singular.) 
In sentences beginning with “there is” or “there are,” be aware that 
“there” is not the true subject.  Therefore, the verb has to agree with the 
noun that follows the verb. 
Examples: 

• There  are  many  arguments 
• There   is  an    argument 

 
Exercise 5:  Correcting subject-verb agreement errors based on John 
Edlund’s “Three Ways to Persuade” 
Directions:  Double underline the verb and underline the subject in these 
sentences. Write “sing” for singular or “pl” for plural over the subject.  
Then correct the subject-verb agreement problems.  Note:  All verbs should 
be in the present tense.  When you are finished, compare your answers with 
a partner. If you are not sure, ask your teacher for help.   
                 sing 
1.  For Aristotle, a speaker’s character contribute to whether the audience 
will believe the speaker’s argument. 
 
2.  There is several other reasons why an audience might believe an 
argument. 
 
3.  Advertising, both for products and in politics, depend on ethos of the 
person in the advertisement. 
 
4.  One of the advertisements use a slender movie star to sell a new diet 
drug. 
 
5.  Each of the advertisements that rely on celebrities are really a 
deceptive illusion. 
 
6.  Writers, consciously creating their images through word choice and 
style, has occurred for years. 
 
7.  Everyone, including student writers, want to communicate an image of 
authority. 
 
8.  Using difficult and unusual words seem like a good way to sound like 
expert, but this strategy can backfire. 
 
9.  Sometimes a writer or a speaker attack the character of the opponent, a 
tactic called an ad hominem argument.  
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Exercise 6:  Making verbs agree with subjects in text Based on Jeremy 
Rifkin, “A Change of Heart about Animals” 
Directions: Underline the subject of the sentence. Then circle the verb in 
bold that agrees with the subject. When you have finished, compare your 
version to the original. 
 Tool-making and the development of sophisticated language skills 
is/are just two of the many attributes we thought was/were exclusive to our 
species.  Self-awareness is/are another. 
 Some philosophers and animal behaviorists has/have long argued that 
other animals is/are not capable of self-awareness because they lacks/lack 
a sense of individualism.  Not so, according to new studies.  At the 
Washington National Zoo, orangutans given mirrors explores/explore parts of 
their bodies they can’t otherwise see, showing a sense of self.  An 
organgutan named Chantek who lives/live at the Atlanta Zoo used a mirror to 
groom his teeth and adjust his sunglasses. 
 Of course, when it comes/come to the ultimate test of what 
distinguishes/distinguish humans from the other creatures, scientists 
has/have long believed that mourning for the dead represents/represent the 
real divide.  It’s commonly believed that other animals has/have no sense 
of their mortality and is/are unable to comprehend the concept of their own 
death.  Not necessarily so.  Animals, it appears, experiences/experience 
grief.  Elephants will often stand next to their dead kin for days, 
occasionally touching their bodies with their trunks. 
 
Exercise 7:  Making verbs agree with subjects in authentic text Based on “A 
Change of Heart about Animals:  Letters to the Editor” 
Directions:  Fill in the blanks with the correct form of the verb in 
parentheses.  When you have finished, compare your version to the original. 
 
 Re “A Change of Heart About Animals,” Commentary, Sept. 1:  Jeremy 
Rifkin __________ (argue) that science __________ (have) shown that the 
differences between animals and humans __________(be) less than we 
__________ (think) and that we should extend more “empathy” to animals.  I 
disagree.  In nature, animals naturally __________ (kill) each other.  If 
the hawk __________ (do) not care about the feelings of the rabbit that it 
__________ (eat), why should humans be any different?  __________ (be) 
Rifkin saying that nature __________ (be) wrong? 
 Rifkin __________ (go) so far as to say that pigs __________ (need) 
social contact and should be provided with toys.  There __________ (be) 
many real human children in the world who __________ (do) not have these 
things.  __________ (be) animals more important than human children?  
Should our society spend scarce resources on toys for pigs? 
 Anyone who __________ (have) owned a pet __________ (know) that 
animals can feel pain, happiness, anger, and other simple emotions.  Most 
people __________ (have) heard a parrot or a mynah bird __________ (talk), 
but this __________ (be) just imitation and mimicry.  We __________ (do) 
not need science to tell us that animals can do these things.  However, 
__________ (do) a parrot understand what it __________  (be) saying?  Can 
an animal write a poem, or even a grocery list? 

Rifkin __________ (be) simply an animal rights activist hiding behind 
a handful of scientific studies.  He __________ (want) to ignore human 
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suffering and focus on animal discomfort.  He __________ (want) animals to 
have more rights than humans.  Let’s not be fooled. 
Exercise 8:  Editing your own writing 
 
Directions:  Pick a paragraph from your letter to the editor.  Make sure 
the nouns are formed correctly and that subjects and verbs agree.  Put a 
question mark (?) in the margin next to any subjects or verbs that you are 
unsure about.   
 

• Exchange your paragraph with a partner and discuss any questions you 
have about you partner’s marking.  Check with your teacher if you 
can’t agree on an answer.   

• Now edit your whole letter for subject-verb agreement. 
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Scoring Guide for Letters to the Editor—CONTENT 

 
 

Four categories: 
1. Focus 
2. Word choice including use of text from the article 
3. Argument and support, including the use of logical [logos], emotional 

[pathos] and/or ethical appeals ethos]. 
4. Grammar and mechanics 

 
4—-Superior A 

 The letter is tightly focused on the issue or issues raised in the 
editorial, article or opinion piece to which it responds 

 The letter uses words effectively and efficiently and quotes key words and 
phrases from the article. 

 The letter makes a clear point or points and provides convincing support, 
including logical, emotional, and/or ethical appeals. 

 There are no grammatical or mechanical errors. 
 

3—-Good B 
 The letter focuses on an issue or issues raised in the editorial, article or 

opinion piece to which it responds. 
 The letter uses words accurately and effectively. 
 The letter makes a clear point or points and provides support. 
 Grammatical or mechanical errors, if present, are minor and easily 

corrected. 
 

2——Fair C 
 The letter discusses an issue or issues raised in the editorial, article or 

opinion piece it responds to, but may be unclear or vague in focus. 
 The letter is sometimes repetitive or vague in language. 
 The letter does not make a clear point or does not provide support. 
 Grammatical or mechanical errors inhibit communication. 

 
l—-Poor—F 

 The letter fails to address an issue raised in the article clearly. 
 The letter is vague, repetitive, and/or confusing in language. 
 The letter fails to make a clear point. 
 Grammatical and mechanical errors confuse and distract the reader. 

 
 

Letter Format Rubric: 
1. Fully blocked and correctly spaced!     Y N 
2. Salutation and Complimentary closure correctly punctuated Y N 
3. Addresses and date correctly set forth    Y N 
4. Addresses and date correctly punctuated    Y N 

 
 


	What is an Op-Ed?
	How to write a good op-ed
	What are they writing about?
	Special Op-Ed Opportunities
	General Op-Ed Topics
	Who's Writing Op-Eds


