
Technology has changed the way people think, read, and communicate, and many writers have 

tried to make sense of these changes. Three important authors, Nicholas Carr, Maomi Baron, and 

John Perry Barlow, each discuss how the digital world affects people in very different ways. 

Carr’s “Is Google Making Us Stupid?” Written in 2008, argues that the internet is changing how 

our brains work, making it harder to focus and think deeply, Baron’s “Reading in a Digital Age” 

Written in 2017, looks at how reading on screens affects students' attention spans and 

understanding. Barlow's “A Declaration of the Independence of Cyberspace” Written in 1996, 

celebrates the internet as a place of freedom and creativity, free from government control. Each 

author uses different rhetorical strategies, appeals, and tones to express their ideas about 

technology, showing how digital tools shape the way people think, learn, and live.  

Nicholas Carr wrote “Is Google Making Us Stupid?” in 2008, when the internet was becoming a 

huge part of everyday life. His purpose was to warn readers that too much time online might hurt 

our ability to read deeply and think critically. Carr’s audience is mostly educated adults who read 

magazines like The Atlantic and who use the internet often. His tone is serious and thoughtful, as 

he mixes personal reflection with research to make his point that technology is changing our 

brains in ways we may not realize.  

Naomi Baron’s “Reading in a Digital Age” was written almost 10 years later, when people were 

already used to reading on phones, tablets, and laptops. Her purpose is to study how digital 

reading affects focus and comprehension. Barons' audience includes teachers, students, and 

researchers interested in education and literacy. Her tone is calm and informative. Instead of 

trying to scare readers, she presents research and data so readers can think critically about their 

own reading habits. 



John Perry Barlow wrote “A Declaration of the Independence of Cyberspace” in 1996, during 

the early days of the internet. Governments were beginning to talk about regulating online 

activity, and Barlow wanted to defend the web as a space of freedom. His audience was internet 

users, activists, and politicians. His tone is bold and rebellious, full of pride and energy. The 

essay is written like a political declaration, which makes it sound powerful and historical.  

Carr builds his credibility by connecting personal experience with research. He talks about how 

his own concentration has changed over time and supports this with evidence from scientific 

studies about reading and the brain. This mix of personal and academic evidence makes him 

sound both relatable and trustworthy. Barons' ethos comes from her background as a linguist and 

professor. She uses data from her surveys and studies to show that she knows what she is talking 

about because she focuses on facts and avoids emotional exaggeration, readers see her as a fair 

and reliable expert. Barlow's ethos is based on his passion and position as one of the early voices 

of the internet community. He does not use research or data, but he has confidence and moral 

authority to give his words strength. He presents himself as a defender of freedom and creativity.  

Carr appeals to emotion by making readers feel uneasy about how technology might be affecting 

them. He uses imagery, like comparing the human mind to a computer, makes readers worry that 

they are losing something human and deep. Baron's emotional appeal is softer but still important. 

She makes readers, especially teachers and students, think about how reading habits are changing 

and what that might mean for the future of learning. Barlow's writing is full of emotion. He uses 

strong, inspiring language to make readers feel proud of the internet and motivated to protect it. 

His passion and energy give his argument a sense of urgency and hope. 

Carr uses logic by showing clear cause-and-effect relationships between technology use and 

changes in the brain. He supports his claims with scientific studies and cultural examples. 



Baron’s argument is also very logical. She presents statistics, quotes from research, and surveys 

to prove that digital reading often leads to lower comprehension and focus. Barlow does not rely 

on data. Instead, his logic is moral and philosophical. He argues that since the internet was 

created by human minds, it should be free from government control. His reasoning is based on 

ideals, not numbers.  

Carr’s tone is serious and sometimes nostalgic. He uses emotional words to show concern about 

what might happen to our minds. Baron’s tone is formal, professional, and measured. She avoids 

emotional language and focuses on clear explanations. Barlow's tone is passionate and 

revolutionary. His language is filled with metaphors and strong statements, which makes his 

writing sound like a speech to inspire people.  Carr's essay is written like a traditional argument. 

He begins with a personal story, brings in research, and ends with a warning about the future. 

Baron organizes her essay around her studies and data, moving logically from one section to 

another to support her points. Barlow's Declaration is short and dramatic. It uses short 

paragraphs and strong sentences to mimic a political manifesto, giving it power and rhythm. Carr 

uses metaphors and comparisons to make abstract ideas clear. For example, he compares the 

human mind to a computer and suggests that the internet reprograms how we think. Baron uses 

examples from her research and student surveys instead of imagery, showing how people read 

differently on screens. Barlow uses poetic and symbolic imagery to make the Internet sound 

exciting and alive. 

When comparing these three authors, it is clear that they share an interest in how technology 

changes human life, but they approach it in very different ways. Carr and Baron both focus on 

negative or complicated effects of technology, While Barlow sees technology as something 

freeing and positive, cars tone is worried, Baron is balanced and Barlow's is confident and 



celebratory. Carr and Baron use logical reasoning and research, while Barlow relies more on 

emotion and moral appeal. Carr and Baron write for readers who want to think critically about 

technology, but Barlow writes to inspire movement, the differences in their tone and approach 

also reflect on where they are in history when they are writing. Barlow wrote when the internet 

was new and full of promise, while Carr and Baron wrote later on, when its effects were clearer 

and sometimes concerning. Together, their essays show how society's relationship with 

technology has changed over time in 1996, Barlow saw the internet as a symbol of freedom. In 

2008, Car worried that some technology was changing the way that people think. By 2017, 

Baron focused on how it was changing education and reading. Their different perspectives help 

readers to see both the benefit and the cost of living in a world full of screens. 

In conclusion, Carr, Baron, and Barlow each use rhetoric to shape how readers understand 

technology's role in modern life. Carr’s warning about shallow thinking, Baron's research on 

digital reading, and Barlow's call for freedom all revealed different sides of the same story, that 

technology has a deep and lasting impact on how people think and communicate. Together, their 

work reminds readers that technology is neither entirely good nor bad, it depends on how people 

use it and how carefully they think about it. 

 


