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Jordan Peterson Widely Mocked After Calling Sexy Swimsuit Cover ‘Authoritarian’https://www.forbes.com/sites/danidiplacido/2022/05/17/jordan-peterson-widely-mocked-after-calling-sexy-swimsuit-cover-authoritarian/?sh=36f7ff02ca4a
[bookmark: _Toc2]Article summary:
1. Jordan Peterson faced backlash on Twitter after calling a Sports Illustrated cover "authoritarian" and "not beautiful".
2. Peterson is known for his right-wing views and criticism of identity politics, but his statement on the swimsuit cover even alienated some of his own fans.
3. Despite announcing his departure from Twitter, Peterson was back tweeting a few hours later, continuing to engage in the culture war.
[bookmark: _Toc3]Article rating:
Appears strongly imbalanced: The article is written in a biased or one-sided way, and the information it provides is not trustworthy enough to be considered a reliable source. You should consult other sources to find reliable information on the presented issues.
[bookmark: _Toc4]Article analysis:
The article titled "Jordan Peterson Widely Mocked After Calling Sexy Swimsuit Cover ‘Authoritarian’" is a critical analysis of Jordan Peterson's recent tweet about a Sports Illustrated cover featuring Yumi Nu. The author of the article presents a biased view against Peterson, portraying him as a right-wing culture warrior on an all-meat diet who criticizes identity politics and pushes the idea that preferred pronouns, casual sex, and student activism are threatening to erode the foundations of Western civilization.

The article lacks objectivity and presents unsupported claims, such as stating that Peterson's fame has somewhat diminished since he became an important influencer on the right-wing media circuit. The author also fails to provide evidence for their claim that Peterson frames minor cultural changes as tyrannical. Moreover, the article does not explore counterarguments or present both sides equally.

The author's bias is evident in their use of language, such as describing Peterson's tweet as bizarre and his perspective as dramatic. The author also mocks Peterson for taking offense at being the subject of online mockery and leaving Twitter, suggesting that he is behaving like a cancelled celebrity.

Furthermore, the article contains promotional content for the author's Twitter account and website without providing any relevant information or context. The author also fails to note possible risks associated with mocking public figures online and promoting cancel culture.

Overall, this article lacks objectivity and presents a one-sided view against Jordan Peterson. It contains unsupported claims, missing points of consideration, unexplored counterarguments, promotional content, partiality, and not presenting both sides equally.
[bookmark: _Toc5]Topics for further research:
· Jordan Peterson's views on identity politics and their impact on Western civilization

· Critiques of Jordan Peterson's ideas and arguments

· The controversy surrounding Yumi Nu's Sports Illustrated cover and the debate over body positivity and representation in media

· Cancel culture and its effects on public figures and free speech

· The role of bias and objectivity in journalism and media coverage

· The impact of social media on public discourse and online harassment.
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