The author, in general, chooses to comment on the negative points that he believes the opposite side has rather than mentioning the positive points of the side that he supports in the argument. So, the article is mostly based on refutation and criticism of the opposite point of view in the discussed topic. 

The text is full of examples of that kind. The author talks about the current Bush Administration and their actions mentioning what they have done wrong so far, such as creating fake fears on the community by leaving them ignorant or abusing the support of Americans by doing actions that they won’t benefit. The one of the most important points that makes this political article a different one is the fact that the author claims that Bush Administration has produced many wrong actions on purpose, based on their long “chain-reaction” strategy to keep the voters under control and keep their support up for the next elections. This is a big accusation to the current U.S. administration and it acts as the pivot of the all other claims and comments made by the author.

There is almost no point that the author, Boyko, uses concession. As far as it can be concluded from the article, he is in a total agreement with his side and doesn’t believe that the opposing side has any superior properties. This type of structure may reflect back in two different ways from the intended readers. The refutations solidified with soft evidences may be extremely successful in convincing people about the main claim and gaining their support. But; on the other hand, the lack of any concessions can cause just the opposite; a sharp decrease in the credibility of the text and so its effectiveness in convincing the readers. Since the text usually lacks of having a balanced argument, it might be said to be one-sided. Boyko didn’t specify the reasons why people should support his perspective, and instead, he just listed the reasons why they shouldn’t support the rival point of view. The structure of the text can be generalized as being pure black or white instead of being grey.

Boyko preferred a simple, informal language throughout of his article. This is an advantage as the article is supposed to address to a large group of people who are having different backgrounds. He used quotes to grab the attention of the readers and talked about the “recent news” to support his opinions. But he avoided providing the readers with too many details or numerical facts within the charts or other typed of data presentation in order not to loose the brief structure. This may seem as a handicap, but when the “humanist” nature of the topic is considered, it is more appropriate and successful to use humanistic appeals. The tone of the passage can be said to be serious rather than entertaining or humorous but again the tone used is parallel and well chosen due to the sensibility and importance of discussed topic. Although having been written in a serious tone, the overall style is not boring since the author had made some comments that can be considered as “funny” for the neutral people for the discussed topic, but on the other side, are highly blaming and may be even humiliating for the people of the opposite view. But this is not a potential weakness since the people of the opposite point of view are out of the intended audience.

