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Placing Labels to make a Point
“Why Republican Politicians keep selling Out Freedom” was written by Jo Jorgensen who was the United States Libertarian Party candidate for vice-president in the 1996 U.S. presidential election, the running mate of presidential candidate Harry Browne. The United States presidential election of 1996 was a contest between the Democratic national ticket of President Bill Clinton of Arkansas and Vice President Al Gore of Tennessee and the Republican national ticket of former Senator Bob Dole of Kansas for President and former Housing Secretary Jack Kemp of New York for Vice President. Businessman Ross Perot ran as candidate for the Reform Party with economist Pat Choate as his running mate. This is a speech given by Jo Jorgensen in an attempt to sway voters away from Republican representatives Bob Dole and Jack Kemp. This text is not effective in using the appeal of pathos and the conceptual tools of point of view and contrast to convince the American voting public to elect the libertarian party for president of the United States.
With the use of emotion Jorgensen it trying to relay humor, but her story is dreadful and this loses listeners attention. She starts her speech with an anecdote relaying the appeal of pathos. In her opening statement she compares the actions of Republican politics to the cheap thrill of phone sex, making the point that it costs us a lot of money,  is not very satisfying, and does not live up to its promises. She makes an attempt to appeal to the emotions of her audience by trying to add humor to a cheap and dirty animalistic form of self-gratification that is not relatable to everyone. After painting a degrading picture, which is demoralizing and disgraceful, she retracts part of her statement by explaining that many Republicans are fine voters and fine Liberal Republicans. She loses credibility in a story that is degrading, and then withdrawing part of her statement. 
In addition the author’s use of the conceptual tool point of view within her speech and is not effective. The point of view she expresses involves a few illogical fallacies. “Why do Republican Politicians keep selling out freedom?”— “More individual freedom means less government.”— “Voting for more government is voting for less freedom.”—“We will either succeed our way to success – or fail our way to success.” These are great examples of Either-or fallacies, suggesting that there are only two choices in a very complex situation. “Ronald Reagan’s lowest deficit was higher than Jimmy Carters highest deficit.” This is an example of a false analogy. She is assuming that any increase in debt is only logically the result of Republican politics. Jo Jorgensen’s argument loses integrity with the use of these misconceptions. Her point of view is overshadowed by the logic of these fallacies.
While using the conceptual tool of contrast, the statements she uses are confusing. The accounts alone may favor her political view, but the people making those statements typically tend to oppose Libertarian politics. Jorgensen uses a statement by conservative writer George Will to support her claim. George Will sometimes supports Republican and Libertarian views/politics. This removes validity from her claim. His Republican views go against her speech while Libertarian views support it, and George’s viewpoint changes. Jorgensen uses a statement by Irving Krisol, although Irving rejects many liberal programs. This removes validity from her claim, because although he makes a point she likes and uses, he also rejects many of the values and policies she is running to support. Jorgensen also uses a statement by Newt Gingrich to support her claim. Newt Gingrich is a Republican and appalled when an amendment for tax cuts, welfare reform and a balanced budget is held up in the senate over the objection of liberal/progressive interest. Jo Jorgensen is trying to contrast the differences between Republican politics with Libertarian politics, but only shows Libertarians doing a similar form of politics as Republicans. 
In conclusion Jo is using the appeal of pathos – although she is trying to make light of Republican political actions, it comes across as cheap and tawdry. With the use of her point of view, she tries to use ethos and bring up the credibility of various authors and political officials. Jorgensen does not take the time to research their political views. She is only using bits and pieces of their arguments, which she thinks will reinforce her argument. This argument is ineffective in convincing the American public to vote the Libertarian party for president of the United States during the 1996 election. This is mainly due to how she used Pathos in her opening statement and the conceptual tools of point of view and contrast throughout her speech. She only seems to state the views that are in support of her point of view, while overlooking all others. Her use of fallacies make her arguments lose credibility and makes the audience lose interest. Maybe this is why in the 1996 presidential election Harry Browne and Jo Jorgensen received less than one percent of the vote and zero Electoral College votes.
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