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Introduction 
This outline is critically analyzing an article entitled Limit your use of Technology, written by Julienne Vicente on 05/20/2019, and it was retrieved from www.newsela.com, whose main idea is limiting the way we use technology to be able to use our brains to think and avoid distractions. 
Brief Summary: The article in short talks about how when even simple questions are asked, and people have access to their smartphones or pcs, they always look up for answers. Thus, the article points to the way people have believed in the internet (Google), and they are now not relying on their brains to think and find solutions to even the simplest of the answers. Hence, the article points out that it is through overreliance on the internet that people’s brains have been distracted from thinking. 
Thesis: The author’s argument is credible since, in all aspects, people, especially learners are heavily relying on the internet and it is not helping then to critically think and find solutions even to the simple questions they are asked since they look everything virtually up on the internet by Googling. 
Organizational Structure 
Having gone through the article, there is a lot that one can notice how the content and how generally the article is organized. First and foremost, the article starts by rhetorically asking whether the reader has ever been asked not to Google anything and instead think and find answers (Vicente, 2019). Accordingly, from the start, the article is set to capture the attention of the reader, which means that the readers are called upon to think what they can do if the internet was suspended for a moment. They need to find solutions/ answers to some questions.  Besides, the article uses other articles to substantiate its claim that the internet does not improve our thinking. On that note, the report by Nicholas Carr, in which the author justifies that he is also a frequent Googler, notes that the distractions that are so rampant in Google from ads, for example, cannot allow people to have calm minds that can enable scientists to think (Vicente, 2019). 
One of the noticeable things in the organization of the article is that it has sub-titles which propel the audience from one point of view to another. Accordingly, having realized that her article is long, the author decided to partition it so that the readers can move from idea to idea and on that note have subsections that make the message stick. Besides, it was evident that Vicente does not rely exclusively on her understanding of the issue, but she borrows heavily from other writings. She, for instance, uses excerpts from David Price, Phillip Perry (talks about Cognitive Offloading), as well as Carr, as mentioned above. Thus, it means that the author has tried to read what others are saying about the subject and affirms that it is a matter that she fully understands. Thus, the author’s organizational structure is not only coherent, but also, it is one that makes sense since they move the readers from point to point while validating information with excerpts from other authors talking about a similar topic. 
Evidence Evaluation 
The author uses a lot of evidence to bring her point home in the article. Hence, the following are some of the evidence that she uses in the article:
The first evidence that the author uses to explain his point is hypothetical examples of how people searching from the internet move from one subject to another and, in the end, lose what they wanted to search for initially. For instance, in the article, the author gives an example where a Googler can search dates when the Great Wall of China was built, a question which would then lead to searches about World War I (Vicente, 2019). The evidence is relevant since it should the reader how jumbled up the searches can be until the time spent on the internet is wasted. On the other hand, the author uses the logical appeal by giving facts and literal analogies to substantiate claims that heavy reliance on the internet could be disastrous to our brains/thinking. 
The other evidence the author gives is in terms of how jumbled up internet searches can be to the extent that the searcher does not have exactly one thing that they pursue. For instance, in searching about the Great Wall of China, one can go up and search for other topics forgetting what they were searching for. The appeal, therefore here is pathos since there is that sympathy that the researcher is wasting time. 
The other evidence given by the author is how the internet affects our memory. On this note, Unlike the textbook, where there are no specific answers, Google gives answers direct, as Vicente (2019) says. Thus, when looking for a definition, for instance, someone does not have to save it in their memories since it is readily available in Google (Darby, 2019). On that respect, there is the application of ethos as the author balances the positives and negatives of using the internet. 
Language Use
The others use a lot of words to denote that overreliance on Google is dangerous. Thus, words like “going to Google by instinct” and that we forget so many things since the answers are readily available on the internet are some of the connotations that trusting the internet too much does a lot of harm to our brains and memory in particular. The author uses the language to express how adverse heavily relying on the internet affects people’s minds. In my opinion, the language is strong enough and appropriate to deter individuals who wish to depend on the internet to find even the simplest of the answers or also to confirm what they already know.   
Author Credibility 
I have to say that the information given by the author is very credible given that the generation born into the era of the internet and Google heavily relies on the two platforms to find solutions. On that note, the allusions that the author uses are credible, and it is very blatant the author is not biased. One of the assumptions that the author makes is that everybody born in the era of the internet, and Google is looking up for the answers from the internet. In my opinion, the assumption is credible since, more often than not, people use smartphones or other pcs that they have to search for answers from the internet. 
Conclusion 
From the article, it can be understood that the author is using a mixed structure to make his claims known to the public, where he uses his views and those of others as evidence to the widespread use of the internet to minimize the use of brains/thinking and/or memory. Thus, the claims made by the author are credible since, as Vicente postulates, Google is over depended on by people to find answers and solutions and therefore limiting the use of memory. 
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