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History
HISTORICAL SPEECH: THE NEW DEAL – FRANKLIN D. ROOSEVELT  
The socio-economic crisis caused by the Great Depression notably changed traditional notions of the role of the federal government as qualified agency that could act directly on the lives of the American citizens. During Roosevelt’s era, however, Americans depended on the federal government in numerous ways. The New Deal expanded the direct involvement of the government in public works by introducing new agencies and programs, while expanding the existing ones. In his 1932 Appeal to the Democratic National Convention for the New Deal, Franklin D. Roosevelt warns the Convention that the Democratic Party has been and should continue to be the party of liberalism, progress, and safety to American institutions and that if such an appeal fails, it would lead to unreasoning radicalism. He is effective in using appeal to pathos to convince the Convention what Americans are going through, elaborate syntax to represent the troubles Americans are having, and appeal to logos to persuade the Convention into appreciating why their party is the only with clean hands to offer Americans a workable recovery program. 
Through the use of appeal to pathos, Roosevelt intensifies emotions around the reality of the socio-economic crisis that the Americans are undergoing as a defining moment for the future of the nation. In particular, he declares the crisis as “the great social phenomenon of the depression,” which “has produced but a few of the disorderly manifestations that too often attend upon such times,” and that failure by the party, as has the Republican Party in the past, to solve such troubles would degenerate into “unreasoning radicalism.” His use of appeal to pathos is at least a form of asking the simple question “why?” not only are so many Americans unemployed due to the depression, but more notably that many have been so for many years. Here, Roosevelt tries to convince the audience that the government can no longer continue to be ignorant of the fact that all Americans want is prompt resolving of their current troubles as a determining factors of their future. 
Roosevelt’s use of elaborate syntax portrays the intensity of the sorrows that majority of Americans have, with patience and “an orderly and hopeful spirit”, suffered so much “in these days of crushing want,” even prior to the current crisis of the depression. This indicates of the syntax by Roosevelt as one that would be too long and exhausting, just as the suffering and troubles of the roughly 28 million unemployed Americans and the millions of others who are quite worried about their economic future. Through appeal to logos, Roosevelt persuades the Convention into appreciating why their party is the only with clean hands to offer Americans a workable recovery program. He achieves this by citing evidence to demonstrate the two possible ways in which the role of the government on its people should be in matters that directly affect their social and economic life and wellbeing. In doing so, Roosevelt makes clear his argument for an equality-based approach by the government in providing for public concerns of the population as a whole. 
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Government 
THE FIGHT TO DEFINE INFRASTRUCTURE COULD CHANGE AMERICA
That quality infrastructure is a critical determinant of the competitiveness prospect of sustainable economy and safety net for a country into the future cannot be overstated. The US is no exemption. However, efforts by the Biden administration have been marked with undue political opposition, and Stephen Collinson argues in his article, The Fight to Define Infrastructure could Change America, it is more of a question of lack of consensus across the political divide on the meaning of “infrastructure” than one of necessity to invest. Through an elaborate use of evidence, appeal to ethos, and diction to portray the future prospect of the US founded on a redefinition of the word infrastructure, Collinson offers a compelling view that infrastructure should be treated to mean more than its traditional association with repairing of pothole in our highways or expanding the existing network. The use of diction is clear in that Collinson’s choice of words are centered on an unqualified desire to portray infrastructure as being all that is critical in shaping the sustainable economy and social safety net of the US as a society. He cites the need for revolutionizing home health care for the elderly and disabled, as well as investing for widespread adoption of eco-friendly energy and cars as evidence and ethical basis for redefining the meaning of infrastructure. 
BIDEN PUT US ON 'ROAD TO HELL' WITH 'SOCIALIST TROJAN HORSE' INFRASTRUCTURE PLAN
In the article, Rachel Campos-Duffy: Biden put US on 'Road to Hell' with 'Socialist Trojan Horse' Infrastructure Plan, Charles Creitz questions the plan based on claims of being massive and a risk for having detrimental socio-economic effects on Middle class Americans. In doing so, Creitz uses assuring diction, appeal to pathos, and elaborate syntax to portray the potential negative ripple-down effects the proposed plan risks having on the nation. Creitz’s use of assuring diction is clear in his argument that the proposed plan falls short of what is to be expected of the government simply because it deviates from usual standard infrastructure-related expenditures. This is despite expressly admitting that the plan promises great value as a platform for modernization the American infrastructure as a whole, from bridges, highways and roads to piping and sewer system to investing in programs for eco-friendly public transit and an expansive network of electric charging stations. Through appeal to emotions, Creitz is able to persuade the audience of the inherent detrimental risks that the inclusion of climate-centric economic policies in the plan would have on the middle class American. Creitz use of syntax is likely as long and exhausting, as the troubles Americans, especially the middle class are faced with.
SYNTHESIS ARGUMENT: SHOULD THE PROPOSED INFRASTRUCTURE PLAN BE IMPLEMENTED?

The fact that the world has evolved, in terms of changing technological advances and societal needs, tastes and preferences cannot be undermined. From the invasion of technology as a competitive alternative for fostering development in almost all aspects of our lives to the increasing concerning issue of global warming to growing concerns over an aging population and increased prevalence of disability, the need for appreciating the meaning of infrastructure beyond building and maintaining roads and piping systems cannot be overstated. To serve as an assured resource for revitalizing the economy and social safety net of the American nation into the future, climate-centric economic policies and health care should be given priority in a sound infrastructure plan by the government.      
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