[image: image1.png]VICTORIAN CURRICULUM AND ASSESSMENT AUTHORITY




VCE English/English as a Second Language Study Design

ESL Units 3 and 4: 2008 Support Material
	Area of Study 3 – Using language to persuade
Outcome 3


Introduction

The assessment task in Area of Study 3 for ESL students requires them to present ‘a sustained and reasoned point of view ….. that demonstrates the persuasive use of language’…..in written or oral form.
The following samples aim to assist teachers and students when preparing to analyse the (persuasive) use of language in written form.
Area of Study 3, Outcome 3
The writers of the following samples were analysing ‘the use of language in texts that present a point of view on an issue….’ (page 28, English/ESL Study Design).  The writers based their analysis on the text Chickens Run Free which was published in the ESL Sample examination.
Sample 1
The writer asserts that breaking the law to free the chickens was justified. She uses carefully chosen words and a photograph to persuade readers about her point of view. The photograph supports her description of the inhumane way that chickens are kept in small spaces where they can’t move and don’t have enough air. The photograph will attract readers’ attention and shock them. The use of emotive terms such as ‘trapped’ highlights the plight of the chickens and tries to make the readers feel guilty.

The writer points out the amount of media material criticising the action. The language used in the media to describe the farmer, the action and the whole event clearly show that the media was critical and dismissive of the action. The writer of this article is trying to ensure that readers hear the other side of the story – because ‘someone’ has to stand up for the rights of animals. She encourages the reader to support her sympathy for direct action. She suggests that we should know more about how animals are kept in captivity and describes the keepers with emotional terms such ‘murderers’ and ‘torturers’. The repeated use of ‘should’ draws the reader to a sense of obligation to take action in support of animals. Readers may feel uncomfortable about preventing animals from living a natural life.

Jo Smith concludes that our human-centred view needs to change. She claims some authority on the issue by membership of Australians for Animal Rights, as well as specific knowledge of the conditions ‘cages only 450 square centimetres in size’ to convince the reader of her credibility and so gain support from the readers. The description of animals as ‘furred and feathered friends’ makes them seem cute and in need of protection. This encourages readers to think the action was justified. Describing some animals as “so-called ‘farm animals’” suggests that human beings have artificially separate animals into categories in order to justify inhumane treatment.

Sample 2

The writer makes fun of the media critics of direct action for animal rights. She demonstrates how one-sided the media reports have been and describes a radio presenter as belittling the issue with his ‘sneering’ comment’ ‘Want a free chicken dinner?’ She positions him as prone to exaggeration when he called the activitists ‘antisocial bludgers’. Her readers are encouraged to see the media reporting as lacking authority because they quote an insignificant ‘man … walking his dog’.

The writer attempts to persuade the readers to change their attitudes to animals by stating that animals have the same rights as humans because they have similar needs, for example to ‘breathe fresh clean air’. Readers are lead to feel that freedom is the natural state for animals, human or otherwise, when the writer uses ‘we’ and the rhetorical question ‘Shouldn’t all animals be free to lead natural lives?’

To persuade readers that farming or keeping animals is cruel the writer exaggerates and states that they have human qualities ‘…have feelings and can suffer just like we do’. Readers are expected to feel sympathy for the animals and if they don’t, the implication is that they are no better than ‘murderers and torturers’. The photograph of sick-looking, imprisoned chickens provides visual support that visually reinforces her view. This point supports the writer’s view that breaking the law is therefore justified.
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