Water

1. 25,000 people

2. Factories release waste products into the lakes and these harmful chemicals are toxic and are absorbed by small creatures, these chemicals remain with the creatures when they are preyed on by bigger fish so these toxic chemicals are taken in by the bigger creatures, so these bigger creatures (The Beluga whale) become toxic and so they must be disposed of carefully so that they do not damage the environment.

3. Foaming rivers, Streams filled with domestic rubbish and a thin layer of oil on a lake’s surface.

4. Because the world’s population increased and so roughly, the same percentage of the world’s population did not have clean water.
- - - - - - 5 - - - - - -































The writer is very passionate about the subject and from the tone, anyone can understand that he is sad and angry and also concerned about the problems associated with the contamination of water, the passionate writing and also the use of strong language as well as facts, pulls the reader to the writer’s point of view.
 
The writer from the beginning talks about a rare creature called the Beluga whale as it is the only ‘Freshwater whales in the world’, the writer then goes on to describe it, and e describes the whale as white and ‘.....toxic’, this alarms the reader as normally none of us have ever heard of a ‘toxic animal’, and when the reader finds out that this is not natural and due to the pollution cause by ‘Industrial pollutants’ and ‘dangerous chemicals’, the reader feels angry as this majestic creature has done nothing to deserve this fate and because of the pollution and damage caused by humans, it is suffering not the humans, this seems very unjust to the reader. It also makes the reader sad as this whale is the only one of its kind and the fact that these creatures are becoming toxic tells the reader that these creatures may one day become extinct as the pollution of its habitat can cause the extinction of the entire breed of this type of whale. The information is framed as an unjust and selfish act by man and it appeals to the reader’s moral values because these whales have never done anything to harm us and we are harming for our selfish benefits.

The writer uses a rhetorical question, ‘is this the high point of industrial civilisation: that we are able to transform one of the world’s most beautiful and astonishing creatures into a floating toxic tip?’ this portrays industrial progress and industrialisation not as beneficial but as a means to destroy the habitats of innocent creatures. The phrase, ‘toxic tip’ sounds inhumane as something so beautiful and natural can be turned into a unwanted piece of junk, the reality that this is happening strikes the reader and makes him angry as the beauty of these creatures are shown to be valueless under the eyes of ‘big businessmen’.

The act is described to the reader as ‘desecration’ by the writer and this particular word strikes the reader hard as it is so strong. Desecration means to insult something or damage something revered or holy, something that is so dear and so sacred is being eradicated by these ‘big businessmen’, and this appears to the reader as a crime against innocence itself. 

The damage caused by this pollution in evident as the Canadian government has to dispose the Beluga whales body as a toxic waste but the people who cause this damage continually denies any wrong doing, ‘the companies involved in this desecration continue to deny any responsibility, as ever claiming that their products are harmless’, the phrase ‘deny any responsibility’ shows how irresponsible, telling us that these people are not willing to do anything for this rare breed of whales these people also these people continually deny this as implicates by the phrase, ‘as ever’, this shows the reader that these people never cared and possibly will continue to do so. This persuades the reader to the writer’s point: these people are irresponsible and selfish and also untrustworthy, since they are lying at something that is so evident.

The writer persuades the reader by giving in the view of marine experts, saying that ‘It has been a long argument of marine experts that all new products introduced into our seas and rivers should be considered to be potentially lethal until proven innocent’, the writer backs up his point of view: the pollution of industries are very harmful, by giving us the view of experts, so this gives the reader more reason to believe in what the writer is saying. The word ‘lethal’ means deadly or fatal, so if marine experts say that by default, that these chemicals are lethal, it strengthens the point that the writer is trying to make that these thing don’t damage but also kill and the fact that these chemicals should be considered lethal at the very tells the reader that these things are killers.

The writer also tries to relate to the reader by giving the reader visual proofs, ‘Some pollution is highly visible: foaming rivers, a sheen of oil on a lake’s surface, streams filled with domestic rubbish’. The reader might not have seen all of these proofs but at least has seen one either first hand or on television, so the second paragraph gives the reader more reason to believe in the writer.

The writer describes the marine life in the sea as those who have ‘provided man with a steady flow of food over centuries’ and we have replied unkindly, ‘exploitation at the hands of man’, the writer almost portrays this as though we have stabbed our own friends in the back, this makes the reader feel sad as well as angry because this penetrates to the reader’s moral feelings and the fact that man has over exploited innocent creatures seems so cruel. The writer in that paragraph appeals to the better understanding of the reader, ‘You would think we learn from the past, but we carry on making the same mistakes, year after year.’ So the writer takes the reader a sensible person and therefore persuading him onto his side, it is as if the writer knows the reader and knows the reader would learn from the past, so the writer involves the reader in the passage and therefore persuading the reader to his side.

People always try to save lives and when lives are at stake people act or change perspective towards things. The writer tells us ’25,000 people a day die from drinking polluted water’, this grabs the reader’s attention as people are suffering and dying because of polluted water and this can change many people’s view on the need to purify the water as lives are lost. Using this fact the writer persuades the reader and his opinion: we need to save water and prevent its pollution, is strengthened and looks much more justifiable to the reader.

In the beginning of the last paragraph, the writer says that there is no real shortage of money, ‘the shortage is no of water itself, but of compassion, but of compassion, justice and money from the rich North’. This makes the reader feel sorry as it shows that this is just not happening because the rich does not cares about these poor creatures and these suffering 25,000 people, they are selfish and this also makes the reader feel angry.

In the last paragraph, the writer uses rhetorical questions to fortify his argument and his perspective, he continually build on the need to purify our water and in the end, he asks two questions which the reader has to say ‘yes’ to so it fortifies the writer’s opinion in the reader.

