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The Main Weaknesses Of My Primary Sources And How These Affect My Arguments:

I have used the following article as my primary source. WWF. (n.d.). The Ganges. [online] Available at: https://www.wwf.org.uk/where-we-work/ganges.
The article was written by a regional manager for the river Ganges. The article presents its information in a neutral manner allowing the reader to draw their own conclusions on how to handle the issue.
The article, however, is not without its weaknesses. For example, the article uses language that is more conversational rather than academic in order to capture the attention of individuals of all intellectual capabilities and backgrounds. While this creates good entry points for people who are not informed on the topic of pollution in and around the river Ganges, it may simplify the issue to the point of suspending vital information that is crucial to having a knowledge of the issue that can help bring about the necessary action. 
The article can also be perceived as though it is looking at the issue with ‘rose-tinted lenses’ especially when it ends the article talking about a group of activists called the Baal Mitras or ‘Friends Of The Ganges’ say that ‘‘Mitras’ have the strength in numbers and the know-how to approach the authorities and make a case for change’. This may fill the reader with a sense of satisfaction that the issue is being resolved and that no further action is needed. I do not believe this is accurate but it may be misinterpreted this way. 

