Sabrina Fu #2

In her speech at the regional Broadway High School assembly entitled “How connected are you?”, SRC
President Kylie Noble measuredly posits the detriment her generation’s dependence on technology has
on their communication with others, imploring her audience to instead make the change of using social
media for good, with the intention of pushing forward the SRC’s student action plans for the year.

By opening her speech in a colloquial manner with “hi”, Noble immediately bolsters the idea that she is
equal to her peers, establishing a friendly tone in an effort to create a sense of camaraderie with her
peers who she is hoping will involve themselves with the cause. Noble avoids alienating her audience by
maintaining her friendly manner, and thus she shows that she is conscious of not wanting to appear
superior as she ultimately needs her peers to act on her recommendation. She uses the inclusive
language of “we” in an effort to create a shared understanding about how teenagers use technology and
thus garner her peers’ interest in an issue that applies to them. As she does not wish to appear explicitly
biased or forceful in the pushing of her agenda, she repeats the soft “pretty” adverb with the intention
of imbuing subtle impartiality in her words. Her use of the “100,000 words” statistic accompanied by
“bombed” connotes to her peers that they are passive recipients of an information attack through
various mediums, several of which she then lists to emphasise the extent of the attack, leading them to
examine their unwitting exposure to this information overload. The accompanying slide’s depiction of
teenagers using mobile phones as mouthpieces superimposed with the caption “How connected are
you?” leads her audience to question their own dependence on technology, and whether they are like
the teenagers on the slide. It draws attention to her first argument; that her generation’s heavy reliance
on mobile phones is replacing their face-to-face interaction with others.

Noble imbues seriousness in her speech with her emotive claim that “we are in danger”, raising alarm in
her peers to secure their interest in her subsequent words, and therefore in her agenda. Her brief
anecdote of texting her parents makes her appear more relatable, putting forth that she too is involved
in the issue she describes, emphasized by the casual hyperboles of “insane” and “loopy”. This is
intended to garner trust from her audience, which she hopes to use to her advantage in persuading
them into acting on her words. She contrastingly describes “words on a screen” as “bland and “human
connection” as “genuine”, connoting the former as stereotypical and mechanical, and the latter as real
and significant. This juxtaposition reinforces the difference between the two, leading her audience to
feel more inclined to instead seek the positively-connoted “human connection”. Bringing in the expert
opinion of psychologist Ms Miriam Sweitzer, she cites Sweitzer’s book as “recently published” so as to
make her excerpts from it appear credible to her audience who may be likely to question her claims. She
displays a slide portraying a baby feeding from a mobile phone with a Bluetooth earpiece, superimposed
with words such as “overwhelming” and “mindless” that implicate the “current generation” as having
succumbed to “superficial communication”. This is intended to lead her peers to feel that, like the
innocent baby, they too have been unwittingly complacent in their technology addiction, and thus will
endeavor to seek change in their ways.

Noble begins pushing her agenda by subtly collecting her language in an assured manner, stating a
personal anecdote with numerous uses of the self-referential pronouns “I” and “me” so as not to seem
like she is imposing on her peers. Her statement that she had joined an “online organization” on the
“recommendation of a friend” alludes to her forthcoming attempt to persuade her audience to do the
very same with the SAT’s project. She states three graphic facts about the sale of acid in India, followed
by “15-year-old girl” who’d been acid-attacked by a “38-year-old man”. This is intended to lead her
audience to feel appalled at the victimization of a girl around their own age by a much older man,
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appealing to their sense of legality so that they will want to protect the vulnerable girl. She rhetorically
asks why anyone would “NOT sign” the petition, intending to illicit guilt from audience members who
would not have taken action after hearing the highly graphic facts. Stating that her signature was
recorded in “seven seconds”, she intends to emphasize the ease and speed of contributing to a cause
that “worked” and dropped acid attacks “immediately”, implicating to her audience that they too can
make instantaneous change in the world with little effort. She then details the extensive involvement
and nationwide causes she has contributed to “since signing that petition, intending to make her peers
feel that they are also able to make such grand differences on a nationwide scale from an action as
simple as signing an online petition. Her connoting of technology and the Internet as “evil”, “endless”
and “mindless”, accompanied by her passive victimization of herself with “force me”, leads her audience
to be inclined to reject their passivity and instead seek to using their mobile phones as a “force for
good”.

As she has already appealed to her audience’s keen sense of justice and positioned them to be
motivated into action, Noble introduces the CARE project with the emotive and dynamic language of
“harness” and “power” to make the project sound exciting and important. Her use of “around the
world” and that they are in contact with “five different countries” projects to her peers that the project
is of a global scale, in order to position them to be more inclined to participate in a project that makes
such far-reaching differences. She acknowledges they project’s newness with “it’s early days yet”,
displaying an image of a plant sprouting from the soil cupped in hands, providing the audience with the
metaphor that great things can develop from their minor deeds. This slide, coupled with her quote from
Paul Kelly, also subtly implicates to her audience that her forthcoming recommendation to simply share
CARE’s message will lead to “big things”. She flags her explicit call for her audience’s help with “here’s
where we ask something of you” in order to suggest to them that she had not been trying to do so
throughout her whole speech. Again reaffirming her depiction of technology with “mindless” and
“skull”, she repeats her suggestion that her audience is currently passive in their technology usage to
incline them to join in on her following call to arms of “we need your help”. She concludes her speech by
emphasizing her repetition of the inclusive “we” and her emotive description of the project’s “potential”
as a “voice” that “echoes” globally “forever”, passionately reminding her audience of the good they can
do if they participate in CARE, and her last statement that she will “look for you all on Facebook” is a
final reminder of that.

It is through Kyle Noble’s description of the adverse effects of technological dependence on her
audience that she then affirms their ability to undo them and make differences on a global scale, doing
so whilst taking care not to be explicit in her core purpose of persuading them to partake in the Student
Action Team’s project.
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