2

Recognizing sex work would allow women in this industry to unionize and access benefits that workers in other industries have
Major differences

The first significant difference between these two articles is the audience. The first article in https://journals.plos.org/plosmedicine/article?id=10.1371/journal.pmed.1002680, "Associations between sex work laws and sex workers' health…," is directed to a scholarly audience and published in a medical journal (Platt et al., 2018). The second article in https://www.aclu.org/news/lgbtq-rights/sex-work-is-real-work-and-its-time-to-treat-it-that-way, "Sex Work is Real Work, and it's Time to Treat it That Way," is directed to a general audience and published by the American Civil Liberties Union (ACLU) (Holston-Zanelli, 2020). The purpose of the first article is to review and analyze existing studies focusing on the link between sex work laws and the health of sex workers (Platt et al., 2018). The second article’s purpose is to advocate for the acknowledgement of the sex industry as real work and to call for the protection of the rights of sex workers (Holston-Zanelli, 2020). The first article is a literature review and meta-analysis, while the second article is an opinion piece.
Summary
The article by Platt et al. (2018) is a meta-analysis and literature review of existing research on the relationship between the laws that govern sex work and the health of sex workers. The authors conducted a systematic search of the literature and included both quantitative and qualitative studies in their analysis. They found that some laws were criminalizing sex work and as a result caused negative impacts on the workers such as increased rates of violence, STDs and HIV (Platt et al., 2018).

The article by Holston-Zanelli (2020) is an opinion piece that argues that just like any other field of profession, sex work should be acknowledged and workers in that field accorded the same respect and protection as other workers. They call for the acceptance of this field of work and for the recognition of the employees in the sex work industry sex work as people in the workforce entitled to benefits such as health insurance and workers' compensation (Holston-Zanelli, 2020). Additionally, the article addresses equality among the LGBTQ community, who receive harassment all the time. 

Arguments comparison
Both articles agree that laws that make sex work look like a crime are damaging workers in the industry, and that their rights are not considered as essential and important as that of workers in other fields (Benoit, 2021). The first article provides a more detailed and nuanced understanding of the specific health impacts of criminalizing sex work (Platt et al., 2018), while the second article provides a more general overview of the issues facing sex workers. Both articles also build on each other in that the first article provides evidence to support the argument made in the second article. The second article uses this evidence to argue for the acknowledgement of sex work as real work and the need to device measures to enhance the rights of sex workers (Holston-Zanelli, 2020). 
From the second article, it is seen that the aspect of human rights is highlighted more, essentially showing that the public can see the inequalities that sex workers experience, and a change is needed (Holston-Zanelli, 2020).  The first article was more useful to me in understanding the topic because it provided detailed and nuanced information about the specific health impacts of criminalizing sex work (Platt et al., 2018). This difference was related to the information included, as the first article focused on a specific aspect of the issue (the health impacts of criminalizing sex work) and provided detailed information.

Rhetorical choices
The first article uses a more formal and academic style, including technical language and statistical analysis, while the second article uses a more informal and persuasive style, including personal anecdotes and emotive language (Khany et al., 2019). These differences in stylistic choices shape how these texts can participate in the conversation about sex work. The first article provides a more detailed and nuanced understanding of the specific health impacts of criminalizing sex work, making it more useful for scholars and researchers studying this issue (Platt et al., 2018). The second article, on the other hand, uses more persuasive and emotive language to appeal to a general audience and advocate for the acknowledgment of sex work as real work and promotion of the rights of sex workers (Holston-Zanelli, 2020). These different stylistic choices allow each text to participate in the conversation in different ways and speak to different audiences.

References

Benoit, C. (2021). Understanding exploitation in consensual sex work to inform occupational health & safety regulation: current issues and policy implications. Social Sciences, 10(7), 238. https://doi.org/10.3390/socsci10070238
Holston-Zanelli, L. (2020). Sex work is real work and it's time to treat it that way. ACLU.
Khany, R., Aliakbari, M., & Mohammadi, S. (2019). A model of rhetorical markers competence in writing academic research articles: a qualitative meta-synthesis. Asian-Pacific Journal of Second and Foreign Language Education, 4(1), 1-19. https://doi.org/10.1186/s40862-018-0064-0
Platt, L., Grenfell, P., Meiksin, R., Elmes, J., Sherman, S. G., Sanders, T., ... & Crago, A. L. (2018). Associations between sex work laws and sex workers' health: A systematic review and meta-analysis of quantitative and qualitative studies. PLoS medicine, 15(12), e1002680.

