
Student’s Name

Professor’s Name

Course Number

Date

Loss of Trees in the US and its Impact: A Rhetorical Analysis

            Several health articles are being released occasionally to inform the reading audience on 

benefits of planting trees. One of such articles is this, published by the CNN Health. The CNN 

writer, Amy Chillag, begins by stating reasons to care about the loss of trees, then goes ahead to 

build credibility with notable facts. However, his several attempt to appeal to the readers, while 

being objective and also being able to successfully communicate his point, renders the whole 

article biased. 

 The writer can be said to be objective in his article with the use of verifiable facts and 

studies to back up his claims. From the beginning of the article, the writer makes use of a recent 

study published by the US Forest Service. The writer is able to place a number to the trees lost 

and backs it up with a fact saying, “a study published last year by the US Forest Service found 

out that we lost 36 million trees annually…”  He also makes sure to back up almost the entirety 

of the article with the research of the study’s co-author, David Nowak. Lines such as “…said 

David Nowak”, “…say Nowak” and “Nowak listed…” can easily be seen in the article. 

               However, the article being objective and being backed up with verifiable facts does not 

seem to be able to stop the writer from being biased in his claims. One sign of the writer being 

biased in his article is the fact that he does not seem to present two sides of an argument fairly, 



but leans on one side of it more than the other. The writer goes on to list numerous benefits of 

planting trees, but then “…there’s a downside to trees too such as pollen allergies or large 

falling branches in storms, but there are ways cities can manage trees” , overshadows it with a 

reason trees are needed. We also see the writer promoting tree planting organizations to the 

readers as he goes ahead to list them. 

                 While it is good to recognize that the article successfully communicates its point as it 

is meant to address the US Residents who live in the urban areas, “urban areas especially need 

our help to replace fallen trees. Unlike rural areas…”, the fact that the article came out objective

but biased cannot be overlooked. 
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