CLOSE AND CRTICAL READING 
Photograph
Apple Beats Microsoft on Greenpeace Environmental Index
By Jackson West, 5:20 PM on Tuesday July 1, 2008


The dirty little secret behind the keyboard-tapping, button-mashing, cell phone-yapping, Valley lifestyle? Electronics manufacturing and waste are incredibly toxic. The cycle of planned obsolescence may drive profit growth. It also drives continuing shipments of used and broken electronics to places like Guiyu, China, where workers like the one pictured here make pennies picking over silica wafers for precious metals, while drinking water polluted by lead and other industrial contaminants. Amidst all the clean tech hype that venture capitalists and entrepreneurs will save the world with technology, companies like Apple and Microsoft are still busy polluting it with old iPods and Xboxes. Microsoft is the second-worst polluter amongst large electronics manufacturers, according to Greenpeace. And while Apple's charming fakir Steve Jobs has made a public commitment to improving the company's environmental record, it lags behind less "innovative" rivals Dell, HP and Sony. But hey, can you believe the gas mileage you can get in a plug-in hybrid?(Photo from Getty Images)
	From http://valleywag.gawker.com/5021219/apple-beats-microsoft-on-greenpeace-environmental-index

	


Critical Reading—Suggested Answers

In the space provided below, answer the following questions about the photograph and paragraph on “Apple Beats Microsoft on Greenpeace Environmental Index.” 
What does the text say?  (Briefly summarize the photograph at the literal level.)

The photograph shows a girl sitting on a stool in front of a mound of computer parts.  The article below it states the manufacturing of electronics is profitable but toxic.  It notes that “planned obsolescence” results in the shipment of old electronics to places like China where people will work for pennies to collect precious metals.  The water they drink is polluted due to lead and “industrial contaminants.”  Apple and Microsoft say technology will save the world, but they are also polluting the world.  Dell, HP and Sony are a little better environmentally.  
Where/how does planned obsolescence come in???
How does it say it? In other words, how does the photographer develop the text to convey his/her purpose?   (What are the genre, format, organization, point of view, devices, features, etc.?) The photograph elaborates and expands the article below it.  The web address below it indicates it is an article on the internet.  The article with the picture indicates that it is a persuasive argument against “planned obsolescence.”  The title, “Apple Beats Microsoft on Greenpeace Environmental Index” reveals the target of criticism, Microsoft.   First, the photographer shot the picture of the girl and the technology mound from above.  Consequently, he/she made the girl appear small and inconsequential.  By using a wide angle lens the photographer captured the vast mound of technology.  Note that it is evident that the pile continues outside the lens’ capacity and emphasizes the vastness of planned obsolescence.  Next, the photographer selected a subject in a green shirt which emphasized a green motif and the unnaturalness of this waste.  Green is a color usually associated with life and nature.  The motif emphasizes the destruction to the environment and the “drinking water polluted by lead and other industrial contaminants.”  The photographer captures the compliance on the girl’s face.  Thus the photographer emphasizes the hopelessness of the poor and emphasizes the point that workers willingly “make pennies picking over silica wafers for precious metals” in an effort to survive.  The blue in the front foreground of the photograph provides the photograph with depth. The article gives specific examples of planned obsolescence: “old iPods and Xboxes.”  Thus, the reader of the photograph can imagine what items are components of the mound.
What does the text mean?  (What message/theme/concept is the author trying to get across?) Planned obsolescence has a human cost as well as an environmental cost. Or, both perceived obsolescence and planned obsolescence create the illusion of progress.
So what?  (What does the message/theme/concept mean in your life and/or in the lives of others?  Why is it worth sharing/telling? What significance does it have to your life and/or to the lives of others?) Answers will be personal and will vary but might include some of the following:
I am reminded how easily we buy into planned obsolescence.  A new cell phone is released and lines form overnight and around the block.  Recently my daughter started taking her I-pod into work at a research lab as she found it difficult to tune out the lab conversations.  Her professor, an intelligent man, mocked the age of her I-pod and the size of it.  It was one of the original I-pods, but it still works and she has found no reason to rid herself of it.  I thought it interesting that society’s embracing of consumption and planned obsolescence crosses all boundaries.  Rich or poor, black or white, we are all part of this destructive cycle.  What I find most disturbing is our unconsciousness of our participation.
