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Barthes' Mythologies Article
According to the article ‘’Barthes' Mythologies’’ by Roland Barthes, a myth is a communication mode in a way that something is considered to be more vital and essential than what is being expected of it or being said. In the article ‘’Barthes' Mythologies’’, the myth functions as a naturalizing agent by explaining the advert of happiness and individualism. Roland Barthes also expresses the myth as a naturalizing agent by presenting it as a sign of a second-order semiotic system. Moreover, Roland Barthes, the author of the article ’Barthes' Mythologies’’ has portrayed a sign as a gesture or action used to convey an instruction or information. Roland Barthes indeed relates sign to the myth by taking a sign that is already constituted and turning it into a significant sign. Nevertheless, Roland Barthes relates sign to the myth by passing on its self-face-value and exploring its position in life and society.
Concerning the current culture in the article ‘’Barthes' Mythologies’’ by Roland Barthes, the iPod advert is advertising that the myth portrayed in the article is a metalanguage. By this, the author of this article describes it as a language that is overarching because it rationalizes and organizes perceptions as well as thoughts. In the article ‘’sell’’, the iPod advert presents a product from the Apple Company, a product that is a portable device for a media player capable of playing video files, music files, and video games, even though they were contained in the new model iPod touch.
Reference
 https://ardfilmjournal.wordpress.com/2009/06/19/barthes-mythologies-baudrillard-and-ipod/
Thank You for Smoking Movie
In the movie ''Thank You for Smoking'', whereby Nick Naylor is on the show of Jenny Shows, Nick Naylor uses fallacies. Indeed, the character and the chief spokesman of Big Tobacco found in the movie ‘’Thank You for Smoking’’ uses fallacies by making his life by defending smokers’ rights as well as the rights of the companies that currently make cigarettes in the neo-puritanical culture. In the movie ‘’Thank You for Smoking’’ Nick Naylor uses fallacies that appear as a belief that is mistaken because they are based on the appreciation of people because of smoking, an argument that sounds to be unsound. I concur that several strategies are used in the movie ‘’Thank You for Smoking’’ to win the argument of Nick Naylor, who is the spokesman in the movie. These fallacies are indeed used by manipulating minds that are considered feeble through the idea of portraying lobbyists as a great speaker. Also, the character, who is also the spokesman in this movie uses fallacies by using a character that is related to ethos, whereby he tries to make the personalities of persuaders to be appealing to the audience, something that was not expected to be pleasing and appealing to the audience in the movie ‘’Thank You for Smoking''.  I concur that fallacies have been used in the movie ''Thank You for Smoking'' by raising as well as the presentation of arguments by Nick Naylor that were defending the cigarettes almost in all situations that seem complicated. 
In accordance with the use of materials that are talking about false fallacies and bad arguments, the fallacies that are used by Nick Naylor in the movie ''Thank You for Smoking'' has emerged to be useful. It is true that the used fallacies are useful as well as necessary to the winning of the arguments of Nick Naylor because of the character/spokesman of the movie who was presenting the arguments excellent and talented in the way he spins his arguments and how he speaks when expressing and presenting his arguments the targeted audience. Basing my work in the movie ‘’Thank You for Smoking’’, the arguments that are used by the spokesman of the movie, Nick Naylor, emerge to be appealing to pathos, logos, and also ethos. According to the spokesman, it is true that the argument is appealing to the subjects of the study because of the evidence that was based on the rhetorical analysis of the movie ‘’Thank You for Smoking’’. I coincide that the arguments that are made and presented by Nick Naylor in the movie that he is acting as the spokesman are appealing to ethos, logos, and pathos in the incidences where the dark comedies are taking topics that are serious and change them to light topics via satire and delivering an argument that is putting crossbones label and skull on all packs of cigarettes, which is done in a hearing comprised of a congressional committee that was being led by a senator known as Finistirre, who was from Vermont. In the movies ''Thank You for Smoking'', arguments have been presented to be appealing to the given subjects when the spokesman claims that the warning labels are not supposed to be put on the packs of product that are already known by people to be dangerous, something that makes his argument to be more of rhetoric as well as humor.
Reference
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=yrxRCTUt6OY&ab_channel=Movieclips



