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[bookmark: _Hlk86431407]Part One: Last Child in the Woods
In the book, Last Child in the Woods, Richard Louv accentuates the verity that as time passes, the relationship between nature and individuals further splits. The author appeals to his audience, persuading them that human beings have further separated themselves from nature over time. Notably, to reinforce his argument, Richard Louv deploys certain rhetorical strategies such as appeal to ethos, dialogue, and imagery literary devices and examples. 
Nevertheless, by unraveling his argument with clear examples, Louv triggers and improves its believability by the target audience. In the opening of the passage, the author applies genetic mutation to reveal that humans are attempting to alter nature instead of moving nearer to it. Starting from the second line to the fourth line, there is a lucid elaboration of how the State University of New York utilizes butterflies to mutate their wings by selecting the colors they prefer genetically. In a different example, Louv notes that even basic activities such as advertising separate humans farther away from nature. The author discloses that "the sheer popularity of using or simulating nature as advertisement space requires people to recognize and respect their cultural significance." In addition, separation from nature examples is attested via technology. Rather than looking out via the car window, children are engrossed in the fitted TV monitor on the back seat. Technological ingenuities and progress have indeed further separated humans from the real beauty of nature. 
Additionally, literary devices are deployed across the passage's entirety to assist and ensure an improved knack to convince the target audience that indeed individuals have been separated from nature by their actions and practices. The author depicts an image of the separation by demonstrating what it is like to view a scenic picture from the vehicle's backseat. Louv intensely depicts this by noting "the several architectures, all over; the water and fields and woods beyond the seamy ends." Crucially, the imagery offered by Louv enables his audience to noticeably view what they are missing out on in the current world. The author also incorporates dialogue by stating, "you did what?' they will ask. 'Yes, 'we will say, it is true. We actually looked out the car window." Louv incorporates dialogue to manifest how future and present generations will be like. Therefore, disclosing to his audience how progress and ingenuities like technology and accompanying disruptions have separated humans from nature. 
Moreover, the author attests and affirms his separation between nature and human beings argument evidence by appealing to ethos. By providing particular examples, Louv offers credible sources of those cases. For instance, when describing genetic mutation, the author offers credit to researchers or investigators at the State University of New York at Buffalo. In addition, in another example, when elaborating how kids no longer look out the car window when being driven in the car, the author describes how costly technology is to entertain kids. Louv uses a Mercedes SUV and the accompanying extra amenities prices to demonstrate how individuals utilize technology to evade nature. Hence, by utilizing vital sources as well as recognizing the sources, Louv proves to his target audience that his evidence is significant and factual. Ethos convinces the target audience that Louv's argument is factual/truthful. 
The author logically and competently argues that after time, individuals' relationship with nature gradually weakens. By deploying the appeal to ethos to support his evidence, literary devices to back up his evidence, and specific examples, Richard Louv lucidly convinces his target audience that nature and human beings have essentially separated. 
Part Two: "The Shining Houses"
Although applied in several contexts and with varying objectives, the Canadian mosaic typically defines the country as a multicultural landscape and signifies a national identity of diversity and inclusion. Canadians hold significant pride in the ideology, positioning it on the advancing facet of a range contrary to the US unicultural melting pot. According to the Canadian mosaic ideology, the protagonist in the "Shining Houses" can be regarded as a quintessential Canadian Character. The primary way the protagonist can be considered a quintessential Canadian character is based on the block settlement system that is typically evident in The Shining Houses. The protagonist lives in a block settlement community of individuals from diverse religious, racial, ethnic, and national backgrounds. This can be witnessed in the cultural collage surrounding the community and the people interacting with the protagonist. For instance, all Sundays and Saturdays, the men work around their houses. They dig drainage ditches and make rockeries as well as clear off and burn torn branches and brush. The synonymity and uniformity of their life and work depict a block settlement system typical of Canada. Therefore, revealing and underscoring that the protagonist can be regarded as a quintessential Canadian character. 
Part Three: The News Neil Postman
One key difference is that television airs a sequence of incidents in series, and the series is synonymous with all viewers. On the contrary, for a newspaper page displaying several items and events instantaneously, readers can decide the order they wish to read the news. One leading difference is that newspaper news is more in-depth, factual, and detailed. Contrarily, television news is brief, especially when reporting on not televisable items such as the budget. The other difference is that TV can offer live stream information and news all over the globe, unlike newspapers that are generally late in comparison. The author's views are factual and logical and do not show any inclination towards biasness. Every argument is truthful, credible, and credited since the author uses real examples. Thus, illegitimatizing opposition to the author's views.
