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Election 2004: Does Fear Conquer?
As the 2004 presidential election nears, many individuals, especially young adults in college, are still undecided about who to vote for. Brian Boyko, a journalism graduate at the University of Texas, wrote the article, “Fear sells in political marketplace” in The Daily Texan September 8, 2004 about the way politicians use fear as a tactic in the political marketplace. Through well supported ideas Boyko expresses how Republicans instill fear in American’s minds to gain public support. Boyko’s additional goal in the article is to state that he prefers that the Democratic Party wins the upcoming election. He supports his arguments by considerable reasoning using recent political events and American crises. He makes good points and is very successful in assisting the audience to understand his particular view. The author creates an easy to read and understandable environment for the reader, which aids his large audience in comprehending his arguments.

Within his article, Boyko suggest many reasons why the Bush Administration should not win the upcoming election. He writes that Bush has, “abused his support to pass policy and wage war that would have been dismissed as absurd before the terrorism scare.” Boyko makes his audience feel as if Bush has total control of the people by stating that ever since the 9/11 attacks most of Bush’s policies have been supported. Do people really support Bush’s actions, or have they been obligated to support him after 9/11? Boyko assures his audience that if Bush would have tried to the pass many current policies prior to September 11, 2001, people would have thought them to be unnecessary. He supports this by raising questions and examples of current events, and past occurrences that would cause readers to question Bush’s actions. 

In the article, Boyko uses the concept of fear as a key element to convince his audience. He states that the Bush Administration’s support gaining tactic is to frighten the American people. The process by which the Republicans have done this is by using fear to blind the Americans from the truth. An example of this is the fact that Americans know little about the Sept. 11 attacks and how the government is preventing and combating future terrorism. Also, Boyko states in his article that by not knowing the truth, Americans are more afraid and feel threatened. The more fear that the people are exposed to; the less reason is used to estimate the credibility or immediacy of these insecurities. The Bush Administration has cultivated an immense amount of fear to a point where Americans are too confused to search for answers. 

 Boyko appeals to his audience well when saying that the Republican Party has everything to gain by leaving Americans in fear. Boyko supports this statement by showing that all the support Bush has received after the election of 2000, in which he failed to win the popular vote, has come entirely from the fear that gripped the nation after September 11, 2001. Bush practices “security blanket” administration, and leaves people in fear by not letting them know crucial details. Boyko proves his point with pathos by explaining how the government only lets the public know what the government wants people to know. Boyko uses a clever approach by saying, “The ignorant are powerless, the powerless are afraid, the afraid are compliant, and the compliant vote Republican.” Even though he does not use hard evidence, he makes it seem like all his comments fit together by keeping his argument simple and easy to follow. Also, it allows a wide range of readers to understand his ideas and thoughts. He comes up with the conclusion that the ignorant vote Republican. This is clever in his part because nobody wants to be called ignorant. Thus, most of his audience, which are in the age group from 18-25, that do not have a strong decision about which political party they prefer will be least inclined to support the Republicans.

Though the article contains a vast amount of supporting evidence, the use of logos(facts, stats, hard evidence,  etc.) is very limited. Boyko points out that little information about the September 11, 2001, attacks was brought to light. In addition to the 9/11 implications, the Bush administration has constantly negated fact-finding investigations in relation to the occurrence. The investigation, launched after the attacks, was poorly funded. Boyko shows the fact that over twenty times more funding was given to the Clinton scandal (Whitewater/Monicagate) than to the actual investigation of 9/11. Correctly using the only two facts that he stated in his argument, the author effectively persuades the audience. By focusing on one major point, the 9-11 attacks, Boyko shows every detail in which the Bush Administration has tried to gain support by keeping Americans in fear. Thus, persuading readers in a simple manner not to vote Republican. 

The pathos appeal is used very effectively by Boyko throughout the entire article. He could use some help in gaining his credibility though. He makes a few unsupported claims attempting to make a decision for the audience. He says, “No politician has ever lost an election by overestimating the paranoia of the American people. This spells disaster for the Kerry campaign in November.” The article stresses that in order for the Kerry campaign to win the election, they must change their ways and use fear to gain support. He also makes the assumption, “It seems that people aren’t willing or able to do the right thing and reject the fear, to look at the issues, and think rationally.” How can he support this? There are plenty of people in this country that are able to look at the big picture and make the best decision based on their own knowledge and beliefs. 

One of the author’s underlined goals is to draw the audience into believing that voting democratic is more favorable. Boyko states his position without any doubt in the article, and it is very difficult to read the article and disagree unless you are a firm Republican supporter. He uses the fact that Bush did not win the popular vote in the 2000 election to prove that according to the people, Bush does not deserve to be in office. Boyko also persuades his audience by stating that by instilling fear in Americans, Bush plans to gain popular support. 

Although Boyko does a very good job in appealing and persuading the audience, he lacks explanations to support some of the assumptions he made. For example: In paragraph 13 of “Fear sells in political marketplace”, Boyko states that if the election was based purely on who had the best ideas to lead the country, Kerry would cruise to victory. However, the Bush administration has sunk low by cultivating so much fear in the people that reasoning functions may not work for the Kerry campaign anymore. He does not show much evidence on how he led to this bold assumption, but having to just read the previous sections where he used pathos and ethos very effectively, the way of presenting this assumption does not seem to discredit him.

 This article is not flooded with hard evidence to support his claims, but Boyko chose a different approach in persuading his audience: making the article easy to read, and appealing to the emotional side of the audience. The author is successful instilling his ideas to the general audience in informing them about flaws in the Republican party and giving them reasons to vote for Kerry. He attacks his opposition with facts and appealing emotionally to his audience by refuting the Republicans. The article is very adequate for his intended audience whom are college students in the age group of 18-25. It is encouraging students to think critically before making their trip to the polls next month.
