
[Student’s Last Name] 1  
  

[Student Name]  

Dr. David Bockoven  

WR121: Rhetorical Analysis #2  

[Date of Submission]  

  

David Crystal’s essay “2b or Not 2b”1 talks2 about the public anger that is directed toward text 

messages as a form of communication. All of the new communication forms that have become widely 

available in the last two decades have led to a lot of hand wringing about the supposed dire future of the 

English language. In the article, Crystal argues that text messaging may be a new medium, but the ways 

people are using it are not necessarily new. It has creative potential, but it is not going to destroy the 

English language. Language is constantly evolving, and this just represents the newest evolution. It still 

contains most of the elements of older language. I think the crux of the matter is about the best way to 

respond to change. Should we resist change or should we embrace it? Change is scary for most of us; 

that’s our nature as humans. But it is always happening, whether we want it to or not. Crystal tries to point 

out the lack of logic behind thinking that change will fundamentally change the way we think or act:  

change does not affect who we are as a species, only the way we do things.   

This article is an argumentative essay written in a persuasive, logical way. It is somewhat formal  

but not academic in tone – it is the sort of piece you would expect to read on a blog or a 

news/entertainment site for technology like Kotaku. The main themes that emerge are that change to 

language is not an ethical concern, and change is not something to be feared. One pattern that the author 

uses throughout is using history to explain the present. He tells the story of texting – how it developed, 

                                                      

1 When the student wrote this assignment, I was using a different set of assigned readings. If you wish to read the 

essay the student is referring to, see 2 this link.  

 I don’t recommend using “talks” as your primary signal verb in discussing written texts. For a list of common 

signal verbs, see p. 113 of Little Seagull, this list, or this list.  

http://cf.linnbenton.edu/artcom/english/bockovd/upload/crystalandchast.pdf
http://cf.linnbenton.edu/artcom/english/bockovd/upload/crystalandchast.pdf
https://www.antioch.edu/santa-barbara/wp-content/uploads/sites/4/2017/02/MLA-Signal-Phrases-for-Quotes-and-Paraphrases.pdf
https://www.uis.edu/cas/wp-content/uploads/sites/161/2013/03/Signal-Verbs-PUBLISHED-Fall-2017.pdf
https://www.uis.edu/cas/wp-content/uploads/sites/161/2013/03/Signal-Verbs-PUBLISHED-Fall-2017.pdf
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how it has been used – and compares its uses to previous uses of language. In a way, he tells the story 

of the evolution of language and simply makes space for texting in that history.   

Because of the open, friendly way this article is written, I think the audience is meant to be broad 

– it includes anyone who is open minded enough to read the essay and think about it. It is clear in what it 

argues, but it doesn’t insist on being right or accuse the other side – it isn’t a polemic. In fact, while 

dismissing concerns about language changing for the worse, the author makes a point of saying that 

those who fear linguistic change are in good company – many writers have feared the same things. I think 

this article includes specific sections that are targeted to those who self-identify as writers, though. In my 

experience, people who care about grammar are often heavily invested in the beauty and power of the 

written word. The scary thing about linguistic change, for them, is that beautiful, artistic writing will die. 

Crystal spends the last third of the essay talking about how text messaging has actually been used in a 

creative and groundbreaking way, reassuring those in his audience with an investment in the creative 

power of the written word that that power is not going anywhere. New media offers potential for new 

creativity, not the death of the art form.   

From the way this essay is written, I think the author strongly identifies as a writer himself. He is 

obviously fluent in academia and has read some sociology: you don’t run into the word “ludic” in your 

average editorial piece. And he’s obviously well read and aware of etymology. He knows his way around 

the Oxford English Dictionary, which is not something the average person is going to know much about. I 

think the primary motivation Crystal has for writing this essay is because it is an issue he has particular 

investment in as a writer. He seems to be addressing his colleagues as well as the general public, which 

makes me suspect this is a conversation he’s had in person with other writers. That’s not surprising, 

either, considering the amount of media attention the topic of texting and its effect on language has gotten 

in the past decade.   

Because he is a writer, though, Crystal might be more invested in this topic than the average 

person. Many people who read this essay may not know who Joseph Addison is, may never have 
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encountered earlier forms of linguistic variation such as “gissa,” and may not care about how text 

messaging is used for writing poetry. I think another factor that may constrain the audience is awareness 

of class issues. There is a huge undercurrent of classism and racism beneath the discussion of texting 

and linguistic variation. The assumption behind the argument about text messaging is often that the 

“unintelligent masses” will somehow taint the language for “everyone else.” Who are the “masses”? 

People who are less educated, people who are lower class, and people who use nonstandard forms of 

the English language such as ebonics (who are primarily minority group members). And who is “everyone 

else”? Members of the upper middle class who are college-educated. Framed that way, the anger toward 

text messaging is thinly disguised classism. I think without addressing the issue of class, some people are 

never going to let go of their linguistic prejudices. But I also think if Crystal were to address class in this 

essay he would lose some of the broad appeal of his argument, because then it would come off as leftist 

political rhetoric to some people.   

On the surface, this argument was caused by the introduction of text messaging to the general  

public. But really, this is a very old argument. People have always resisted innovation: the texting debate 

is really just the newest incarnation of the age-old struggle between conservativism and liberalism. The 

author perceives the topic to be at issue because more traditional forms of media, and even less 

traditional forms like blog posts, have been attacking text messages as degenerate since they were 

introduced. I think it is also personally at issue for him as a writer.   

I agree with Crystal’s thesis. Language evolves, spelling hasn’t always been standardized, and  

people are always afraid of new technology. New inventions have a lot of potential, even if it is not always 

realized. One other thing I think texting does that no one is talking about is that it makes space for people 

who are afraid of writing, or who may have learning disabilities such as dyslexia. The opening paragraph 

cites an angry quotation from Dr. John Sutherland, in which he accuses texting of “mask[ing] dyslexia,” 

but is this such a bad thing? Dyslexia is a handicap. Claiming that allowing people to “mask” their 

handicap is somehow wrong is a very unsubtle form of ableism. Maybe more informal ways of 
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communicating like texting can actually help those who are afraid of writing or struggle with it overcome 

their fear and get more informal practice at it. We know that writing in any context does improve one’s 

ability to write overall, so texting can only be a good thing for people with these handicaps.   
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