
STUDENT_______________________                          DATE_________


THE ULTIMATE GED ESSAY WRITING GUIDE 2018

(NOTE: DO NOT WRITE IN ALL CAPS ON THE GED. THIS IS JUST FOR APPEARANCE)


1. TWO ARTICLES ARGUED WHETHER __________________________    
____________________. AUTHOR ______________ OF “ARTICLE ONE” 
ARGUES FOR IT. ON THE OTHER HAND, AUTHOR ______________ OF “ARTICLE 
TWO” ARGUES AGAINST IT. BOTH AUTHORS USED PERSUASIVE TECHNIQUES, 
BUT “_______” IS MORE CONVINCING.


2.FIRST, “ARTICLE ONE” USED VARIOUS WAYS TO CONVINCE READERS THAT 
_______________________. ONE THING HE USED IS ___________________. 
HE USED THIS WHEN HE SAID, “______________________”. THIS (IS/IS NOT) 
GOOD EVIDENCE BECAUSE ___________________.THEN, HE USED 
________________. HE USED THIS WHEN HE SAID, 
“____________________”. THIS (IS CONVINCING/IS NOT CONVINCING) 
BECAUSE _________________________________. OVERALL, HIS ARTICLE (IS 
CONVINCING/IS NOT CONVINCING).


3.NEXT, “ARTICLE TWO” USED VARIOUS WAYS TO CONVINCE READERS THAT 
_______________________. ONE THING HE USED IS ___________________. 
HE USED THIS WHEN HE SAID, “______________________”. THIS (IS/IS NOT) 
GOOD EVIDENCE BECAUSE ___________________.THEN, HE USED 
________________. HE USED THIS WHEN HE SAID, 
“____________________”. THIS (IS CONVINCING/IS NOT CONVINCING) 
BECAUSE _________________________________. OVERALL, HIS ARTICLE (IS 
CONVINCING/IS NOT CONVINCING).


4.IN CONCLUSION, IN COMPARING THE ARGUMENTS OF THE TWO ARTICLES 
ON WHETHER ________________________, THE AUTHOR OF ARTICLE 
________ IS MORE PERSUASIVE. HE USED MORE VALID, RELEVANT, FACT-
BASED SUPPORT OF HIS ARGUMENT.




GOOD ARGUMENTS POOR ARGUMENTS
FACTS HAVE OPINIONS WITHOUT SUPPORT

CONSIDER THE OTHER PERSON’S 
ARGUMENT AND POINTS OUT WHY 
IT’S WRONG (COUNTERPOINT)

IGNORE THE OTHER PERSON’S 
ARGUMENT

USE EXPERT SOURCES FROM 
RESEARCHERS WITH PH.D.’s, 
EDUCATIONAL AND GOVERNMENT 
INSTITUTIONS

USE PERSONAL OPINIONS OR 
TESTIMONY FROM UNTRUSTWORTHY 
SOURCES SUCH AS FRIENDS OR SELF

USE UP-TO-DATE SOURCES USE OUTDATED SOURCES

SOUND REASONABLE AND LOGICAL COME OFF AS EXAGGERATING AND 
TOO GOOD TO BE TRUE

CREATE TRUST IN THE READER BY 
EXPLAINING WHERE HE GET HIS FACTS

HAVE NO EXPERTISE OR EXPERIENCE 
ON THE SUBJECT

USE SPECIFIC FACTS USE BROAD GENERALIZATIONS

ORGANIZE THEIR POINTS IN A SMOOTH 
FLOW

JUMPS ALL OVER THE PLACE WITH THE 
ARGUMENT LEAVING THE READER 
CONFUSED TRYING TO KEEP UP WITH 
THE MAIN IDEA

TALK ABOUT DOING THE RIGHT THING, 
THE LOGICAL THING, THE SMART 
THING

TALK ABOUT HOW HE FEELS, HOW 
ANGRY YOU SHOULD BE, 

HAVE NO THINKING ERRORS HAVE THINKING ERRORS (LOGICAL 
FALLACIES) SUCH AS NAMECALLING, 
BANDWAGON


