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Is Scare Our Destiny?

Many people will vote this November to determine who will be the next President. Democrats and Republicans will be competing for votes in the next couple of months. There is so much information from both sides on why you should vote for one or not  to vote for the other. Since the upcoming presidential election will determine the next four years in America, scrutiny should be used in processing the information from both parties. Brian Boyko of the Daily Texan, a student run paper of the University of Texas at Austin, wrote “Fear Sells in Political Marketplace” stating his analysis of the two parties. He aims to persuade students to vote for John Kerry, the Democratic Presidential Nominee. Many UT Austin students pick up a paper while riding the bus to campus or waiting in between classes; for most, the Daily Texan is their primary news source. Boyko’s article is very persuasive for its intended audience, people who have not decided who they will vote for or support Kerry, but have not decided if they will vote or people who feel victimized by the fear perpetuated by the Bush Administration. He makes an impression on international students about the Republican and Democratic parties as well.

Boyko uses logos to determine why people should vote for Kerry, by pointing out several instances that the current president has done poorly. One particular appeal to logic is the poorly funded 9/11 investigation; Boyko points out that there has been an insignificant amount of information revealed to the public about 9/11. He states that the investigations were opposed and were insufficiently funded, with only $3 million, compared to $70 million for Whitewater/Monicagate which had no importance to national security. This reveals that the Bush Administration attempts to hide the truth and to keep fear in the lives of many Americans. Thus, supporting his idea that Americans would be better off with Kerry. The author continues by stating that Bush’s support came from the fear of Americans induced by the terrorist attacks on 9/11. He states that Bush’s actions would have been dismissed as absurd before 9/11 and that he has only had this level of support because of 9/11. He adds that in the 2000 election, Bush failed to win the popular vote causing the reader to realize that the people didn’t elect the President and that he is undeserving of the position.

There are several facts presented in “Fear Sells in Political Marketplace” about President Bush, but how valid are they? Do you know that Brian Boyko is telling the truth? Boyko quotes Franklin Roosevelt trying to establish that he is credible by showing that he is knowledgeable about fear. By choosing the quote from a former president he shows that he understands the situation in the government. Other than providing information about 9/11, Boyko does not provide any information about what he knows and does not actually establish any other reason to believe what he is saying. He takes any focus from his credibility to making an emotional appeal to reader. At the end of the paper most who agree with him do not care if he is reliable, but want to correct Bush’s wrongdoings. Boyko effectively turns his intended audience against Bush without giving them reason to question him.   

The “chain reactions” established throughout the article by using superbly effective pathos are what make the article a very persuasive one. The author frequently appeals to people’s pride and fear that are some of our more powerful emotions and drive many of our actions. 

The first chain reaction is where he cites Franklin Roosevelt on the topic of fear that causes people to initially agree and be confident. But in the next sentence, he questions security by stating that we live in a world where the fear is “so powerful.” He goes on to characterize America as afraid and told what to be afraid of. This creates a strong reaction in audience and gathers support as no one wants to be told what to do, or even worse, what to be afraid of. The people living in the today’s world of independence must consider this as a humiliation.  After the first three paragraphs, the author has the audience’s attention by making them curious of what is the cause of such pandemonium.

The author then imitates the use of logic by noting little is known about the 9/11 attacks. In fact, this is the start of the second “chain reaction”, most probably the best one. He implicates that Republicans are ignorant, powerless, afraid, and compliant. The sentence that implies this is not actually logically true, but normally people do not consider this and take the sentence as it is implied. This is where he is most persuasive. He is showing his audience every reason to not vote for Bush and is now “showing” that anyone who would vote for Bush is essentially stupid. Does anyone want to be ignorant and stupid? Or more particularly called or known as ignorant and stupid? No, so of course do not do something that someone stupid and ignorant would do. Boyko makes sure that by the time the reader is finished with his article, the reader knows that only someone who is ignorant, stupid, or fear, would vote for George Bush. 

Boyko first begins to distance his opposition, conservatives and Republicans, by implying that they are constantly in fear and that liberals are only possibly in fear like the conservatives constantly are. Also he calls Republicans are “fear-mongers” while Democrats and particularly Presidential nominee John Kerry do not instill more fear into American society. In the next paragraph he compares Pres. Bush to Sen. McCarthy which has had an immensely negative connotation attached since the end of McCarthy’s career. Boyko goes on to point out many wrong-doings of the Bush Administration and that Bush has been able to this by “abusing” support gained by a national catastrophe. By pointing out these actions Boyko generates resentment towards the Bush Administration. Additionally, a hidden question “Do you still want to get abused?” is asked to the audience who are undecided about supporting Kerry. This is another nice use of patos.

“What is the solution to this problem?” is the next natural question. Boyko suggests that the Democratic campaign is based on “higher reasoning functions” while the Republican campaign is based on instincts that do not use any reasoning. So he is saying that if you have the ability to use reason and did use that reason; you would clearly see that Kerry is a superior candidate to Bush. Also if the Bush Administration is gaining support by appealing to peoples’ fears than Kerry could do the same thing to gain support and win the election. 

The article is convincing in that it utilizes the very thing it is warning against fear. Very cleverly, Boyko causes the audience to fear the opposition by showing that the Republicans control people, possibly including the reader, through fear. He inspects the opposition harshly and cast them into a light similar to the “Big Brother” image of 1984. Who wants to be told what to do? This aspect of the article may be criticized as the author follows the same method, abuses the fear of people to convince them about his point of view, that he blamed Bush Administration because of doing so.


In politics this type of argumentation has been used for centuries and is obviously effective. But how effective? Not everyone, hardly anyone is a political scientist or knows economic theory. So how do people make decisions regarding political candidates? Many people base who they vote for off of which candidate they like more. Not necessarily which one has the platform that is most like what they want. This is especially of those who do not research what each political candidate stands for. Boyko’s article is suited extremely well for the Daily Texan. The Daily Texan’s audience is primarily UT students whom are generally considered liberal. And one of the largest groups to not vote is people between 18 and 24. Since Boyko is writing to people that do not intend to vote, but are likely to agree with him; he is writing for that exact audience with a style that is effectively used in a manner that is historically shown to be persuasive.

The author, in general, chooses to comment on the negative aspects of the opposition rather than mentioning the positive points of the side that he supports in the argument. Thus, the article is based mainly on refutation and criticism of the opposite point of view in the discussed topic and makes no use of concession. The author seems to be in total agreement with his side and doesn’t believe that the opposing side has any redeeming qualities. This type of structure may reflect back in two different ways from the intended readers. The refutations solidified with soft evidences are successful in convincing people about the main claim and gaining their support. On the other hand, the lack of any concessions can cause just the opposite; a sharp decrease in the credibility of the text and thus its effectiveness in convincing the readers. Since Boyko only listed the reasons why they shouldn’t support the rival point of view, it might be viewed as one-sided. 

Boyko preferred a simple language throughout of his article. This is an advantage since the article is supposed to address to a large group of people with diverse backgrounds. He avoids using too many details or numerical facts in order to keep his audience’s attention. This may seem as a handicap, but due to the importance of the topic, it is more appropriate and successful to use emotional appeals. The tone of the passage can be said to be serious rather than entertaining or humorous but again this is due to the importance of topic and the deference it should be treated with. Some comments could be considered “funny” for the neutral people for the discussed topic. But to the opposition, Boyko’s arguments are highly accusatory and insulting, particularly when he says that the ignorant are the ones who vote republican. Since the intended audience is not republican or conservative, Boyko’s arguments are helping his paper much more than damaging it.

While Boyko does not intend this article to influence his opposition, they may be affected after reading the article. His opposition could become very frustrated with him and become more politically active or question their views. This results in people discovering more about the Republican Party in negative and positive ways. And for those who agree with him, it causes them to do the same thing but in favor of the Democratic Party. So, in either case his audience and opposition are discovering more about politics and taking a more active role in it. This is an important aspect of American politics, particularly in the next couple of months. So anyone who is able to vote should be learning about various parties and examining any information about them. 
