“Taxing Snack Foods: What to Expect for Diet and Tax Revenues” Workshop
Describe the tone and language used in this piece? Why is it written the way it is?

Fred Kuchler, Abebayehu Tegene, and J. Michael Harris begin by identifying existing positions on this social issue. In your own words, describe the different arguments for and against snack taxes in this report.  





Now that you’ve read the chapters dealing with cause/effect, compare/contrast and persuasion and argumentation and have looked at my post on Aristotelian argumentation, what kinds of claims and arguments are being presented? For example, many legislators must deal with an argument of definition (what is a snack?), for one. 



What is the position of the authors of this report? 



Create a list of unfamiliar terms and vocabulary. What is defined by the authors and what is undefined? What can you infer about unfamiliar words from the context in which they appear?



Who do you think is the intended audience? Who else might this report be of value to? If you were the intended audience, how might the authors revise this report?




As a reader, what could be supported or developed? Does the report open up new questions?





Are there any logical fallacies in the claims/arguments presented? 



