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The effects technology is having on the modern day is something I don’t believe can be ignored. Millions of electronic devices are turned on and used every day, millions of search requests go through “Google”, and millions of texts and messages are sent through all facets of the web. How does this reliance on technology for communication, knowledge, and relaxation affect humans as social creatures? According to some, it had devastating effects on our ability to process emotions and information. Sherry Turkle, a joint doctorate holder of sociology and personality psychology from Harvard, a professor of the Social Studies of Science and Technology and the director of the initiative on Technology and self at M.I.T, believes this most. She worries that technology is harming our ability as humans to show and feel emotions. Using her piece, “The Empathy Diaries”, she explains and shows that technology is already damaging our capacity or empathy on both our youth and adults. On the other hand, Nicholas Carr, a journalist and writer who has published several books and articles on technology, culture, and business, shows more attention to the effects technology has on our ability to think deeply, mostly within our interactions with readings. Within his piece, “Is Google Making Us Stupid?”, Carr points out the issues technology has begun to cause to our attention span and our ability to deeply think and to engage in “deep reading”. Growing up with technology all around me from the first time I started having memories, I feel connected to both pieces in different ways. From one side, it feels harder to talk to people than it ever has in the ways people such as my parents described it as a kid. On the other hand, when I got a phone at 15, it changed the way I got information. Gone were the days I had to go looking through books or trying to get onto a school computer. Now, I had all that information at my fingertips with my phone. Truly, this scares me the most - I want to be able to learn about the world in a natural way, but the easier technology becomes at giving out information, the less natural it feels.	Comment by Peyton Perkins: Make sure you include a title	Comment by Peyton Perkins: This could be a sentence that could be shortened for simplicity. You could do this by simply saying that she explains that technology is damaging our capacity to feel empathy in both the youth and adults.	Comment by Peyton Perkins: I really like the way you include your “I say” in this and it flows really well	Comment by Peyton Perkins: When you state your thesis here, make sure you compare Carr and Turkle in a specific way about how technology feels unnatural
Technology has already begun to have an effect on our ability to process information and to really digest it, to understand what it means. The phrase “Wisdom Vs. Knowledge” I believe sums this up well. For Turkle, she sees this effect, explaining how real-world conversations lead to greater learning, especially for students, and that “conversations with a good teacher communicate that learning isn’t all about the answers” (347). Turkle is conveying this idea that being in a connected conversation with a teacher will allow students to better understand tricky topics and be willing to learn more difficult things. In a similar vein, Carr quotes Maryanne Wolf, a developmental psychologist at Tufts University, stating “We are not only what we read... We are how we read.” Wolf suggests that ... Carr then goes on to say 
“...the style of reading promoted by the Net, a style that puts ‘efficiency’ and ‘immediacy’ above all else, may be weakening our capacity for the kind of deep reading that emerged when an earlier technology, the printing press, made long and complex works of prose commonplace” (3). 
What Carr is stating here is ... For both Turkle and Carr, they have realized the overall effect technology is having on the human mind, with Turkle mostly commenting on how our communication is beginning to lack any true connections with each other, while Carr is noticing this retreat from “deep reading”. While they are not exactly bringing up the same ideas, both pieces support each other. I believe them here, and I’ve seen the effects technology has on people as they gather and search for information. If we lose the ability to have true conversations and the ability to understand the deeper meaning of literature, then we, as a society, are on a very harrowing path. 	Comment by Peyton Perkins: I am confused what this part is here	Comment by Peyton Perkins: This is something that would be really good for your thesis that would include the specificity of the author’s arguments	Comment by Peyton Perkins: You should use an example of why you believe them and how you have seen technology affect people
Even though both Turkle and Carr seem to be able to agree with each other on the fact that technology is having a definite and devastating effect on people throughout the world, the way they go about advocating for change is different.  For Turkle, she likes to, coincidentally, focus more on the emotional side of the argument, saying things such as “... for the audience that feels defeated, whose members mourn an “inevitable” flight from conversations...” (350), or “These silences – often in the presence of our children – have led to a crisis of empathy...” (347). What Turkle is trying to get across here is that people are giving up hope of trying to have conversations, and that it is affecting our children. Notice how she uses emotions to inform the readers. Meanwhile, for Carr, he is far more concerned with the facts, allowing people to see him as a “worrywart”, as he goes on to say, “Just as there’s a tendency to glorify technological progress, there’s a countertendency to expect the worst” (7).  Carr makes a few illusions to previous technological wonders as well, such as the printing press and before that, writing, explaining how both technologies had their own opposition, with even Socrates scared for the future of mankind because of the ability to write. What Carr is doing differently from Turkle is that he is able to see how modern technology has begun to affect us and change us as social and learning creatures but to also be able to see that this sort of thing has happened before in history and even the greatest thinkers of that time (and possibly all time) disagreed with the lifechanging technologies of their time. Still, they can both agree on the fact that the internet is no alphabet or printing press, it is much more than that. 	Comment by Peyton Perkins: This is a really good explanation of what Carr has to say, just be sure that you do the same for Turkle	Comment by Peyton Perkins: This is a good place to bring up the differences between Turkle and Carr and how Carr can see both the negatives and positives, while Turkle is mainly negative
Technology has always changed who we are as humans, and according to Turkle and Carr, modern technologies, such as the computer and phone, are no different. We, as humans, continue to adapt to the changing times, though we seem to lose something in the process. Turkle feels this has already affected the younger generation, saying “We forget how unusual this has become, that many young people are growing up without ever having experienced unbroken conversations either at the dinner table or when they take a walk with parents or friends. For them, phones have always come along” (351). To Turkle, the flight from conversation is like Climate change, that we don’t really think about it because we still have normal conversations and we feel safe in our homes, but we need to be able to see the bigger picture, to see how it is affecting others and not just the “exceptions”. To her, we have adapted to better use the phones and that the phones haven’t really changed to help us communicate. For Carr, something similar applies to this. He uses the example of the clock to think about how we have evolved as humans along with technology, saying “When the mechanical clock arrived, people began thinking of their brains as operating ‘like clockwork.’ Today, in the age of software, we have come to think of them as operating ‘like computers’” (4). We give our minds qualities of the technology we seem to idolize. To Carr, computers are beginning to work exactly like the brain, taking in more and more information. For both Turkle and Carr, they believe that humans are continuing to evolve with technology, that we are changing and fleeing from our old ways of being able to communicate with each other or being able to read a piece deeply.  It is hard to deny this effect, as technology rules most of our waking hours. In fact, for me to do what I am doing right now is only possible because it has been ingrained in me how to type, how to use a computer and set up the internet on it, and how to change the settings. In a way, kids don’t really have a choice but to be forced to evolve with the technology as institutions such as schools require the knowledge to know how to use these new technologies to get work done. 	Comment by Peyton Perkins: You should keep this topic sentence super simple by just saying the first part and not including the authors in this sentence	Comment by Peyton Perkins: This paragraph is like your statement piece of your essay and it is a very well written
As technology pushes forward, we are approaching a dangerous teetering edge for our society. For Carr and Turkle, the warning bells are ringing and have been ringing for a while now, and it is time for people to wake up to the mental effects technology is having on them. Despite their efforts, it seems as though technology is continuing down its predisposed path. Virtual Reality, A.I., and real robots are starting to dominate the technological realm and are proving the bad omens that Carr and Turkle were trying to convey. Constantly, occupations are being replaced by technology and every facet of daily life is dictated by the screen, down to the ability to gain an education. 	Comment by Peyton Perkins: James, you wrote an essay that is very clear with difficult topics to talk about and you conveyed them very well. One of my biggest issues that I had with your paper was that I do not necessarily know what your thesis is and if it is in here and I just missed it, be sure to put it at the bottom of your introduction. Your last body paragraph before your conclusion perfectly sums up what you had been hinting at throughout your essay. Overall, make sure to read aloud some of your sentences and double check you did not mix up affect and effect. Very good essay so far!
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