








Stafford writes his 
critique in first person 
and in a humorous style,
beginning with this 
cautionary note to his
readers. This style is
appropriate for the 
medium in which the
review appeared, a
personal blog.

Stafford is reacting
here rather than 
critiquing; however, 
he quickly moves into
thinking critically 
about Turkle's 
evidence

This is the claim, or main 
part of the critique. Stafford 
qualifies his claim by saying
that the argument could be
worth making but is flawed
because of weak evidence.

Stafford considers context 
for Turkle's 
argument here; 
psychoanalysis is one of 
Turkle's research interests.

Anecdotes, which are 
often hearsay or 
personal observations, 
may not be truly 
representative. 
Anecdotal evidence less 
convincing than 
scientific studies.

Stafford Shows the need to 
think critically about 
Turkle's argument. 





Stafford gives 
examples of Turkle's 
evidence to show why 
he does not accept it 
as convincing. 

Critiques look at the 
assumptions behind 
an argument. Stafford 
says that Turkle is 
assuming effects of 
technology rather than  
proving them. 

A critique can include 
observations of ethical 
or emotional appeals, 
not logical appeals 
only. 





A critique acknowledges
 what is both good and
bad in an argument. He
points out that a concern
over human relationships
"ramping down" is a 
valid point, but placing 
the blame on technology 
is a faulty assumption.

This paragraph returns to 
the question of the 
author's context; what does
she bring to the topic
that causes her to 
interpret the evidence in 
such a negative way?

This paragraph offers a 
counterargument to 
Turkle's assumption that 
humans related more 
directly before the new
technology.




































