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I am writing to provide an evaluation of a recent campaign advertisement by Henry Levine. The advertisement criticized your handling of Oakland’s demonstrations where Levine’s speech employs both emotive and cognitive content to appeal to the electorate. This indicates the essence of recognizing the strengths and weaknesses to help us formulate a compelling rebuttal.
Cognitive vs. Emotive Content in Levine’s Speech
Levine’s speech contains cognitive content where he presents factual information about your academic achievements and credentials, including the prestigious Young Economist’s Essay Award. The statements are verifiable and objective, which provide credibility to Levine’s argument. Referencing your economics background implies that you should be competent enough to effectively manage Oakland’s financial landscape. However, Levine does provide evidence of resource mismanagement. On the other hand, Levine’s speech transitions into emotive content as he describes demonstrators as “young and disgruntled vagrants” while accusing you of building a “house of cards”. Such phrases invoke strong emotions of instability and frustration which paints the current administration as chaotic. Levine also claims that Oaklanders deserve better and further appeals for change even though he is not specific to how his leadership will address the mentioned issues. 
Benefits of Cognitive and Emotive Content in Political Messaging
Cognitive content is crucial in political discourse since it provides voters with credible information. For this reason, Levine’s reference to your achievements and education acknowledges your qualifications, an issue that could be used to appeal to voters who prioritize expertise and experience in economic matters. Additionally, emotive content is crucial for generating urgency given that Levine’s language was focused on provoking concern and frustrations for the voters to associate their struggles with your leadership. Despite emotional appeals being powerful, they are not reliable compared to factual arguments hence they can mislead voters particularly if they are not credible. 
Bias and Influence on Reliability
The speech demonstrates bias through the use of selective framing and emotive language. This is because Levine refers to demonstrators as “vagrants” which indicates that he dismisses their concerns and dehumanizes them without acknowledging the essence of their protests. Bias also influences reliability by presenting an exaggerated perspective of the mentioned issues. Levine’s argument therefore lacks a discussion of the challenges experienced in Oakland without offering any change proposals. Rather, Levine relies on rhetorical approaches to create a failure narrative which is misleading to voters who do not assess the claims. 
Evaluation of Levine’s Message
Despite the effectiveness of Levine’s speech in appealing to dissatisfaction by voters, it lacks specificity and depth. This is because his main argument that the protests in Oakland are due to your leadership, without having substantial evidence. Levine does not also address the main reason behind the demonstrations and does not also present an alternative plan for addressing economic or financial concerns. Instead, Levine’s message depends on rhetorical flourishes and vague promises rather than policy positions. Crafting your rebuttal should rely on a direct response and factual integrity to the raised concerns. Consequently, a substantial counterargument should include economic progress achieved under your leadership. This will acknowledge that the demonstrations were peaceful, in contrast to Levine’s sentiments, an issue that will set a clear vision for the future of Oakland under your administration. 

