
The Science of Rhetoric

   “(...) what we call a subject consists mostly, if not entirely, of its language. If you 
eliminate all the words of a subject, you have eliminated the subject. Biology is not plants 
and animals. It is language about plants and animals . History is not events. It is language 
describing and interpreting events. Astronomy is not planets and stars. It is a way of 
talking about planets and stars.”  Neil Postman

   I have looked long for good books on rhetoric, and have yet to succeed. There is great 
need for such knowledge. Until such time as the books I seek are common enough for me to 
find and recommend them, this is what I know of rhetoric.

   Rhetoric is the science of effective communication.

   "Rhetoric may be defined as the faculty of observing in any given case the available means 
of persuasion." Aristotle 

   Rhetoric: premeditation of what you will say and how you will say it. Rhetoric is also a type 
of mind-magic.

   Humans can improve their rhetoric by reading, writing, listening to and giving speeches. In 
my very humble opinion, the best way to teach rhetoric is by examples. This PDF has 
examples of Rhetorical Excellence that no6ody has collected, plus a few comments. 

   u no y rhetoric is important? 

   “Each man is improved and preserved by corresponding acts, the carpenter 
by acts of carpentry, the grammarian by acts of grammar. But if a man 
accustoms himself to write ungrammatically, of necessity his art will be 
corrupted and destroyed.” Epictetus

   A Business Plan: "We assign tasks to the people best able to do them, and we give those 
people whatever they need."
    From Communist Land: "From each according to their abilities, to each according to their 
needs.' 
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   Rhetorical training grants power which may be greatly magnified when combined with 
psychological tricks. Rhetorical training has side-effects--an educated brain is a psych-rhet 
trick detection device. Not only will the rhetorically proficient taste the addiction of Power-
Over and the Greed... but after learning to fool 'em and make 'em sign on the dotted line, a 
rhetorically proficient person can quickly recognize 'psych-rhet' tricks directed at themselves. 
Humans do not like that, and humans remember every time that happens, for humans are 
'wired' that way. A significant number of such aware and resentful humans would likely lower 
profits. That's very scary to unethical profit-seekers and their profit-seeking ©orp$€.

   True story: Once upon a scientific study (Loftus and Zanni, 1975); in which some people 
were asked to watch a brief video of a car accident and then asked about what they had 
seen. Some people were asked if they had seen a broken headlight, and some people were 
asked if they had seen the broken headlight--and the latter group were more likely to report 
seeing a broken headlight. [The cars in the video did not break any headlights.] Later 
research using similar techniques inspired descriptions of imaginary barns as there were no 
buildings visible in the video. Psych.

   The beginning of wisdom is to call things by their right names.

   'Remotely Controlled Killing Machine'  or  'RoboWeapon with Spy    Cameras' are 
descriptive names not used.

   War machines are often named after predators, because killing is part of a predator's life. 
People do not begrudge a tiger its prey. 'Drones' can be defined as useless idlers or 
monotonous sounds. Drones are not threatening. This is why the ‘$cience of Rhetoric$’ gives 
the name 'Predator Drone' to a lethal collection of missiles, bombs, robotic aircraft, and 
cameras.!
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the Predator 

How many times have you seen this robot warplane portrayed as little and cute in the M$M? 
Kawaii!
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the Global Hawk

Definitely not cute--so definitely not in the M$M.
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Woe for those who's sole source of info comes from $whore$.

   "The great enemy of clear language is insincerity. When there is a gap between one's real and one's 
declared aims, one turns as it were instinctively to long words and exhausted idioms... All issues are 
political issues, and politics itself is a mass of lies, evasions, folly, hatred, and schizophrenia... But if 
thought corrupts language, language can also corrupt thought. A bad usage can be spread by tradition 
and imitation even among people who should and do know better. Political language is designed to 
make lies sound truthful and murder respectable, and to give an appearance of solidity to pure wind."  
George Orwell 
   Try to define the following words: liberal, conservative, neo-liberal, neo-conservative, right-
wing, left-wing, moderate. How are 'neo-cons' different from 'conservatives' and/or from 
'right-wing?'  "We have now sunk to a depth at which restatement of the obvious is the first duty of 
intelligent men."  George Orwell
   How can a war on 'terrorism' be fought? Or a war on poverty, or on crime, or on drugs? 
   "In our time political speech and writing are largely the defense of the indefensible."  George 
Orwell
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Another 'Jonik' cartoon from www.mindfully.org

   "It is error alone which needs the support of government. Truth 
can stand by itself."  Thomas Jefferson
  
     “What gets us into trouble is not what we don't know, it's what we know for sure 
that just ain't so.”   Mark Twain
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   Rhetorical skills are useful to detect and defuse propaganda, which is a extremely valuable 
skill these days. 

   "There are two kinds of propaganda -- rational propaganda in favor of action that 
is consonant with the enlightened self-interest of those who make it and those to 
whom it is addressed, and non-rational propaganda that is not consonant with 
anybody's enlightened self-interest, but is dictated by, and appeals to, passion." 
Aldous Huxley   Many people used to have this confused definition of propaganda which 
includes rational discussion. Mr. Bernays, in his 1914 book Propaganda, defined propaganda 
in this way; he also reported in his book that the magazine Scientific American “pleads” for 
the restoration to respectable usage of that "fine old word propaganda." People who 
accepted Mr. Bernays' definition (like Mr. Huxley) probably had endless arguments about 
what kind of propaganda was too non-rational to tolerate. These people may have forgotten 
that propaganda need not be tolerated at all. Mr. Bernays, one page before he states his 
definiton, said that "Propaganda is the executive arm of the invisible government." Mr. 
Bernays also renamed cigarettes 'liberty torches' to persuade more people to smoke. 
Perhaps he was part of such an 'invisible governbent.'
 

   My short* definition of Propaganda: communications designed to increase ignorance. With 
this definition, I know what to avoid--half-truths, lies, garbled or incomplete evidence, slogans 
as explanations, musical-mindworm-advert jingles, irrelevant trivia, and anything that 
attempts to evoke lust, fear, hate, greed, etc. This definition is easy to use and much less 
propaganda needs to be sampled before it is recognized as ignorance-inducing. 

* Propaganda is the subset of human communications that are intended to confuse/damage 
the recipient, making them more ignorant/deluded/non-rational/apathetic/fearful and/or 
receptive to accepting falsehoods as truth; an attempt to alter the reader/viewer/listener's 
behavior in ways that benefit the propagandist's paymasters. Propaganda is communications 
that contain emotional appeals, lies, and/or purposefully incomplete data.
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   "The trouble with America is that when the dollar only earns 6 
percent over here, then it gets restless and goes overseas to get 
100 percent. Then the flag follows the dollar and the soldiers 
follow the flag."  US Major General Smedley D. Butler  
[warisaracket.org]

A propaganda example from Whirled Whore $Two$ (because money made the whirled go 
'round): 

Guard Against Venereal Diseases
Lately there has been a great increase in the number of venereal 
diseases among our officers and men owing to prolific contacts with 
[deleted first country name]'s women of dubious character.
Due to hard times and stricken conditions brought about by the 
[deleted second country name] occupation of the islands, [deleted 
first country name]'s women were willing to offer themselves for a 
small amount of foodstuffs. It is advisable in such cases to take 
full protective measures by use of condoms, protective medicines, 
etc.; better still to hold intercourse only with wives, virgins, or 
women of respective character.
Furthermore, in view of the increase in pro-[deleted third country 
name] leanings, many [deleted first country name] women are more 
than willing to offer themselves to [deleted third country name]'s 
soldiers, and because [deleted first country name]'s have no 
knowledge of hygiene, disease carriers are rampant and due care must 
be taken.
[deleted name of an authority in the third country]

   Still potent mind-poison after all these years... ignorant and starving women are merely 
things to be used. If the reader believes this comes from TPTB, then the reader will think that 
TPTB don't care what you do with the women, implying there will be no punishment even for 
abuse/rape of wives, virgins, or women of respective character. Maybe the 
typos will alert the reader's BS detector... if the dehumanization of other humans hasn't 
already maxed it out. 
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More deconstruction of propaganda:

Ten things you need to know about propaganda  [an article attributed to Prof. 
Nancy Snow and shortened by me;  IMO, this is propaganda about propaganda 
and Ms. Snow may have had nothing to do with it.]

1 - Truth is not the absence of propaganda; propaganda thrives in presenting 
different kinds of truth, including half truths, incomplete truths, limited truths, 
out of context truths. (...) The Big Lie or Tall Tale is the most ineffective 
propaganda. [No6ody thinks the Big Lie still works as well as ever--in a better world, few 
would believe the 'conspiracy theory' that a sick old guy in a cave, directing a smallish group 
of young men with his cell phone--men who are armed only with box-cutters--could somehow 
result in a massive and successful attack against the world's largest military power.]

2 - Propaganda is not so much designed to change opinions [WRONG!] so much 
as reinforce existing opinions, prejudices, attitudes. The most successful 
propaganda will lead people to action or inaction through reinforcement of what 
people already believe to be true. [Once a population largely believes what the 
propagandist wishes them to believe, isn't the con-job done already?  "Those who can 
make you believe absurdities can make you commit atrocities." 
Voltaire]

3 - Education is not necessarily the best protection against propaganda. ['Not 
necessarily'? Then what works better--good looks?] Intellectuals and "the educated" 
are the most vulnerable to propaganda campaigns because they (1) tend to 
absorb the most information (including secondhand information, hearsay, 
rumors, and unverifiable information [In other words, intellectuals and "the educated" 
are really gullible fools! LOL!] "An intellectual is someone whose mind watches itself."  Albert 
Camus); (2) are compelled to have an opinion on matters of the day and thus 
expose themselves more to others' opinions and propaganda campaigns [Why 
would intellectuals feel especially compelled to have and express opinions? "The trouble 
with the world is that the stupid are cocksure and the intelligent are full of doubt."  
Bertrand Russell   "Ignorance more frequently begets confidence than 
does knowledge." Charles Darwin  "Education is the progression from a cocky 
ignorance to a miserable uncertainty." Mark Twain  "The ignorant know not 
the depth of their ignorance, but the learned know the shallowness 
of their learning." Ambrose Pierce]; and (3) consider themselves above 
the influence of propaganda, thereby making themselves more susceptible to 
propaganda. [In other words, intellectuals are so arrogant that they are easily mentally 
manipulated. These unsubstantiated assertions are rather unflattering to 'intellectuals' and 
'the educated.'  Anti-intellectualism is part of every propaganda system. The 
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knowledgeable are the first to detect and resist propaganda, unless you count those people 
so cynical that they believe no6ody.  
   "For no citizen will believe that he is unable to have opinions. Public opinion surveys 
always reveal that people have opinions even on the most complicated questions, except for 
a small minority (usually the most informed and those who have reflected most). The 
majority prefers expressing stupidities to not expressing any opinion: this gives them the 
feeling of participation." From Propaganda:  The Formation of Men's Attitudes by Jacques 
Ellul    
    "(...) propaganda for the masses had to be simple, it had to 
concentrate on as few points as possible, and then had to be 
repeated many times, with emphasis on such emotional elements as 
love and hatred."  Adolf Hitler
  "Such, then, was Hitler's opinion of humanity in the mass. It was a very low opinion. 
Was it also an incorrect opinion? The tree is known by its fruits, and a theory of human 
nature which inspired the kind of techniques that proved so horribly effective must 
contain at least an element of truth." Aldous Huxley in Brave New World Revisited
   "The propagandist strives for simplicity and vividness, coupled with speed and broad 
impact. He stimulates popular emotional drives... in so doing, he must for the most part 
bypass factual discussion and debate of any sort." Alfred McClung Lee, author, 
How_to_Understand_Propaganda  (1952)]

4 - [deleted due to low signal-to-noise ratio, boring]

5 - Propaganda seeks to modify public opinion, particularly to make people 
conform to the point of view of the propagandist. [This makes propaganda sound 
benign--no mention of lies/half-truths/emo appeals/etc.] In this respect, any propaganda 
is a form of manipulation, to adapt an individual to a particular activity. [The after-
effects of a heinous human behavior are to adapt an individual to some vague but limited 
activity. Quite an understatement!] 

6 - Modern forms of communication, including mass media, are instruments of 
propaganda. Without the monopoly concentration of mass media, there can be 
no modern propaganda. [What is 'modern' propaganda?] For propaganda to thrive, 
the media must remain concentrated, news agencies and services must be 
limited, the press must be under central command, and radio, film, and 
television monopolies must pervade. [Not true. In the past, sufficient fear of the 
consequences of disobedience has ensured compliance in a nation's media, for even in 
dictatorships, media domination by a very few corporations was impossible in the past. In 
democracies and republics, there are other way$. 
   "After the Rockefeller disaster in the coal fields of southeastern Colorado in April of 
1914, ordinary counter-publicity was insufficient to stem the tide of attacks on corporate 
America coming from mass circulation magazines such as Leslie's Illustrated Weekly, 
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McClures's, Everybody's, Success, Hampton's, Collier's, The Arena, The Masses, and others. 
A counterattack was launched to destroy the effectiveness of the magazines: West 
Virginia Pulp and Paper bought McClure's, Butterick Patterns bought Everybody's, bankers 
folded Success by calling in its loans and ordered the editors of Collier's to change its 
editorial policies, the distributor of Arena informed the publisher that unsold copies would 
no longer be returned, and Max Eastman's Masses was doomed by the passage of 
legislation enabling the postmaster to remove any publication from the mails at his own 
discretion. Through these and similar measures, the press and magazines of the United 
States had been fairly effectively muzzled by 1915 with not a single printing press broken 
by labor goons. These midrange steps in the socialization of American society can best be 
seen as exposing the will to homogenize at work in this country once the entire economy 
had been corporatized." John Taylor Gatto, in his book "The Underground History Of 
American Education"]

7 - [deleted due to low signal-to-noise ratio, boring]

8 - Modern propaganda began in the United States in the early 20th Century. 
During World War I, the mass media were integrated with public relations and 
advertising methods to advocate and maintain support for war. The Creel 
Committee established the first American publicity campaign to spread and 
disseminate the gospel of the American way to all corners of the globe. [What is 
'modern' propaganda, again? How is 'modern' 'ganda different from 'not-modern? What did 
the Creel C. actually do to 'disseminate the gospel?' (!) In My Opinion, these unconnected 
facts are not relevant and not worthy of a 'top-ten' list.]

9 - In the United States, private commercial propaganda is as important to 
notions of democracy as governmental propaganda. [I think this is a half-truth--unlike 
Ms. Snow (if she really wrote this), I believe in 'invisible governbents' and that corp and gov 
are one and the same in the Empyre of CorpWhore-istan.] Commercial appeals to the 
people through advertising, which plays on irrational fantasies and impulses, are 
some of the most pervasive forms of propaganda in existence today. [This implies 
that 'ganda isn't going to affect anyone unless they have irrational fantasies and impulses 
(whatever they are, no examples are given)--do you know anyone who would admit to that?]

10 - [deleted due to low signal-to-noise ratio, boring]

You can visit    -->   http://www.thirdworldtraveler.com/
Nancy_Snow10ThingsNeedKnowPropaganda.html  
  to read the original version. 'Traveler' is a great website, despite their decision 
to run this particular quote.
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Adam Smith, in The Wealth Of Nations, abruptly inserts this train of thought into 
a discussion of paper money and 'ready' money: "To restrain private people, it 
may be said, from receiving in payment the promissory notes of a banker, for 
any sum whether great or small, when they themselves are willing to receive 
them, or to restrain a banker from issuing such notes, when all his neighbours 
are willing to accept of them, is a manifest violation of that natural liberty which 
it is the proper business of law not to infringe, but to support. Such regulations 
may, no doubt, be considered as in some respects a violation of natural liberty."
   ~ assumes we-the-people are 'willing to receive' these bankster notes.
   ~ assumes someone could restrain private people from accepting such notes.        
   Restraining unscrupulous banksters who try to force acceptance of a currency 
upon an unsuspecting population is not quite the same thing as restraining 
private people from making financial deals with banksters - and 'gray' and 'black' 
market-trading is impossible to stop. What unspecified amorphous authority is 
trying to keep bankster paper away from those that desire it when, according to 
Smith, it is the business of law is to support such efforts? Twice Smith says that 
Natural Liberty (whatever that means) is violated when people are 'restrained' 
from accepting bankster paper. The first time he calls it a 'manifest violation of' 
and, if you won't believe that, Smith follows with 'may, no doubt, be considered 
as in some respects a violation of,' still trying to imply that everyone just loves 
those promissory notes more than gold or silver coins. 

   "If an Empire were of granite, it would be ground to dust by following 
its precepts." Napoleon speaking about Adam Smith's The Wealth of 
Nations.

"Propaganda in favor of action dictated by the impulses that are below self-
interest offers false, garbled or incomplete evidence, avoids logical argument and 
seeks to influence its victims by the mere repetition of catchwords, by the 
furious denunciation of foreign or domestic scapegoats, and by cunningly 
associating the lowest passions with the highest ideals, so that atrocities come to 
be perpetrated in the name of God and the most cynical kind of Realpolitik is 
treated as a matter of religious principle and patriotic duty." Aldous Huxley, 
Brave New World Revisited
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Slogans are a favorite of the propagandist. THREE WORD CHANT! THREE WORD CHANT! 
   Other slogans are:   Abstraction is Adjective!   Save the Noun!   Verb the Abstraction!   
Pejorative the Abstraction!

Slogans are one type of thought-terminating clichés. Others I know of: 

   -->   False dichotomy: when two choices are all that is offered when there are many other 
choices not stated.  'You are either with us or with the terrorists.' 

   -->   Emo-loaded words, usually negatively slanted. A 'conspiracy theorist' is defined as a 
nutcase that a rational person doesn't have to pay attention to, and is an epithet the M$M 
uses to disparage and to divert attention from corpgov-unfriendly truth-tellers. Other such 
nasty names like Librul, Troofer, Terrorist, Islamofascist, etc. are often used in the M$M.   
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You might be declared an 'enemy combatant.'
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the class war, that is... can those employees!
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Perhaps some of these old propaganda posters have new meanings for modern humans...
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:-)

   You still read: thank you. You are still reading--no6ody thanks you.

   "Employ your time in improving yourself by other men's writings, so that 
you shall gain easily what others have labored hard for."   Socrates 

   If you write...

   “A writer should concern himself with whatever absorbs his fancy, stirs his heart, and 
unlimbers his typewriter. I feel no obligation to deal with politics. I do feel a responsibility to 
society because of going into print: a writer has the duty to be good, not lousy; true, not 
false; lively, not dull; accurate, not full of error. He should tend to lift people up, not lower 
them down. Writers do not merely reflect and interpret life, they inform and shape life.”
(Writers at Work, Eighth Series, Penguin, 1988)  E B White

   "Blessed is the person who, having nothing to say, abstains from 
giving wordy evidence of the fact." George Eliot
 
   "People think that I can teach them style. What stuff it all is! Have something to say, 
and say it as clearly as you can. That is the only secret of style." Matthew Arnold

   Descriptive titles are always helpful. -->   an ebook label: Black Box Voting--Ballot Tampering 
in the 21st Century by Bev Harris    The Secrets of the Federal Reserve by Eustace Mullins    A 
History of Monetary Systems by Alexander Del Mar

   Define terms and state your intent--and do it early in your writings. "The religion of  the 
Servile State must have no dogmas or definitions. It cannot afford to have any definitions. 
For definitions are very dreadful things: they do the two things that most men, especially 
comfortable men, cannot endure. They fight; and they fight fair."  Gilbert Keith 
Chesterton   If you speak truth, definitions are your friend. 
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   "A man may take to drink because he feels himself to be a failure, and then fail all the more 
completely because he drinks. It is rather the same thing that is happening to the English language. It 
becomes ugly and inaccurate because our thoughts are foolish, but the slovenliness of our language 
makes it easier for us to have foolish thoughts. The point is that the process is reversible." from 
Politics and the English Language by George Orwell (1946)

   A metaphor that compares making a point with installing a fencepost... whack that sucker. 
If it leans, straighten it, then pound it in some more. Hit it once again, then move on to the 
next one. If you're near that fencepost again, drive it in a little further--but you should be 
driving in new fenceposts rather than pounding upon the old. Here's an example from  
Frederic Bastiat's book The Law:

   "It is not true that the function of law is to regulate our 
consciences, our ideas, our wills, our education, our opinions, our work, 
our trade, our talents, or our pleasures. The function of law is to 
protect the free exercise of these rights, and to prevent any person from 
interfering with the free exercise of these same rights by any other 
person.
   Since law necessarily requires the support of force, its lawful domain 
is only in the areas where the use of force is necessary. This is 
justice. 
   Every individual has the right to use force for lawful self-defense. 
It is for this reason that the collective force--which is only the 
organized combination of the individual forces—-may lawfully be used for 
the same purpose; and it cannot be used legitimately for any other 
purpose. 
   Law is solely the organization of the individual right of self-defense 
which existed before law was formalized. Law is justice." 

   "When law and force keep a man within the bounds of justice, they 
impose nothing upon him but a mere negation. They only oblige him to 
abstain from doing harm. They violate neither his personality, his 
liberty, nor his property. They only guard the personality, the liberty, 
the property of others. They hold themselves on the defensive; they 
defend the equal right of all.  They fulfill a mission whose harmlessness 
is evident, whose utility is palpable, and whose legitimacy is not to be 
disputed." 

Make your writing ‘sing’ if you are able - but If you have something to say, your first goal is to 
be understood. Here is an example of nonsense; which is the best I can do.
drastic gastric ore lick lap, practiced plastic back pack tap
crack sick addict more trick crap, whacked was wit writ snack sack stack
. Aldous Huxley, in Brave New World Revisited, has this unsettling thing to say about making 
your writing sing:
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“Singing Commercials are a recent invention; but the Singing 
Theological and the Singing Devotional - the hymn and the psalm - 
are as old as religion itself. Singing Militaries, or marching 
songs, are coeval with war, and Singing Patriotics, the precursors 
of our national anthems, were doubtless used to promote group 
solidarity, to emphasize the distinction between "us" and "them," by 
the wandering bands of paleolithic hunters and food gatherers. To 
most people music is intrinsically attractive. Moreover, melodies 
tend to ingrain themselves in the listener's mind. A tune will haunt 
the memory during the whole of a lifetime. Here, for example, is a 
quite uninteresting statement or value judgment. As it stands nobody 
will pay attention to it. But now set the words to a catchy and 
easily remembered tune. Immediately they become words of power. 
Moreover, the words will tend automatically to repeat themselves 
every time the melody is heard or spontaneously remembered. Orpheus 
has entered into an alliance with Pavlov - the power of sound with 
the conditioned reflex. For the commercial propagandist, as for his 
colleagues in the fields of politics and religion, music possesses 
yet another advantage. Nonsense which it would be shameful for a 
reasonable being to write, speak or hear spoken can be sung or 
listened to by that same rational being with pleasure and even with 
a kind of intellectual conviction. Can we learn to separate the 
pleasure of singing or of listening to song from the all too human 
tendency to believe in the propaganda which the song is putting 
over? That again is the question.”

Mark Twain (the pen name of Samuel Clemens) was often asked for advice on the art and 
craft of writing. Here are ten of Twain's comments about writing.

Get your facts first, and then you can distort them as much as you please.

Use the right word, not its second cousin.

As to the Adjective: when in doubt, strike it out.

You need not expect to get your book right the first time. Go to work and revamp or rewrite 
it. God only exhibits his thunder and lightning at intervals, and so they always command 
attention. These are God's adjectives. You thunder and lightning too much; the reader ceases 
to get under the bed, by and by.

Substitute damn every time you're inclined to write very; your editor will delete it and the 
writing will be just as it should be.
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Use good grammar.

Damnation (if you will allow the expression), get up & take a turn around the block & let the 
sentiment blow off you. Sentiment is for girls... There is one thing I can't stand and won't 
stand, from many people. That is, sham sentimentality.

Use plain, simple language, short words and brief sentences. That is the way to write 
English--it is the modern way and the best way. Stick to it; don't let fluff and flowers and 
verbosity creep in.

The time to begin writing an article is when you have finished it to your satisfaction. By that 
time you begin to clearly and logically perceive what it is that you really want to say.
[“And when I say "writing"--O believe me, it is rewriting that I have chiefly in mind.”  Robert Louis 
Stevenson in a letter to Richard Harding Davis, 1889]

Write without pay until somebody offers pay. If nobody offers within three years, the 
candidate may look upon this circumstance with the most implicit confidence as the sign 
that sawing wood is what he was intended for.  [Sadly, these days it may just be a sign that 
your writing isn’t dumb enough for the corp-owned M$M.]

Ways to not start arguments

  -->  "I" statements. I heard that X, I think that Y. Discussion should shift to discussing X or Y.

  -->  The phrase 'in my opinion' or similar phrases. Nobody knows more about your opinions 
than you do. 

  -->  Understatements: 'Somewhere, there is a drunk hillbilly or stupored sailor able to utter 
the extremely long, loud, and profanity-laced diatribe that this situation deserves.' 

"I am just going outside and may be some time." Captain Lawrence Oates, Antarctic 
explorer (before walking out into a blizzard to face certain death, 1912) 

   Statements to which a reasonable person has to agree (and one agreement may lead to 
another, as humans are wired that way)    -->  It happens all too often that...    -->  X is more 
common than I would like to see...     -->  Not enough doctors know enough of 'marketing' 
and 'psychological manipulation' and are bamboozled by big business.     -->  Too many good 
scientific studies show that adding more than thirty gigatons of CO2 into the atmosphere 
each year (plus too much methane, tree chopping, soot, smog, etc) affects the Earth's 
climate.     
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  -->   Third-person language. Turn an active voice into a passive one in which events 'just 
happen' without any human input. Beware when writers suddenly use this 'passive voice!' 
This can be used to reduce the relevant data content of a statement to minuscule levels. ;-) 

  -->   Be vague, obtuse, boring... lose your audience. "I used to hate writing 
assignments, but now I enjoy them. I realized that the purpose of writing is to inflate 
weak ideas, obscure poor reasoning and inhibit clarity. With a little practice, writing 
can be an intimidating and impenetrable fog!"  'Calvin and Hobbes' aka Bill 
Watterson

  -->   Lie. "What the press do is they tell you lies, lies they already know you want to hear. 
The press can figure out what its readers or viewers believe, and make a hell of a living 
pandering to their egos and telling them that they're smart. They lie and tell the audience 
they are right, and they never have to change your mind about anything. And the audience 
rewards them, lauding them and paying them money to keep hearing those sweet, self-
serving lies."   Allan Uthman

  -->  Framing. Directing the reader's attention, declaring what is important enough to think 
about and demonstrating how to think about it. This is an extremely powerful technique.
    "With the red hair of one she-urchin in the gutter I will set fire to all modern 
civilization. Because a girl should have long hair, she should have clean hair; because she 
should have clean hair, she should not have an unclean home: because she should not 
have an unclean home, she should have a free and leisured mother; because she should 
have a free mother, she should not have an usurious landlord; because there should not be 
an usurious landlord, there should be a redistribution of property; because there should be 
a redistribution of property, there shall be a revolution. That little urchin with the gold-red 
hair, whom I have just watched toddling past my house, she shall not be lopped and 
lamed and altered; her hair shall not be cut short like a convict's; no, all the kingdoms of 
the earth shall be hacked about and mutilated to suit her. She is the human and sacred 
image; all around her the social fabric shall sway and split and fall; the pillars of society 
shall be shaken, and the roofs of ages come rushing down, and not one hair of her head 
shall be harmed."  Gilbert Keith Chesterton 

   "The problem with capitalism is that it best rewards the worst part of us: the ruthless, 
competitive, conniving, opportunistic, acquisitive drives, giving little reward and often much 
punishment--or at least much handicap--to honesty, compassion, fair play, many forms of 
hard work, love of justice, and a concern for those in need."  Michael Parenti
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   "O Lord our God, help us to tear their soldiers to bloody shreds with our shells; help 
us to cover their smiling fields with the pale forms of their patriot dead; help us to 
drown the thunder of the guns with shrieks of their wounded, writhing in pain; help 
us to lay waste their humble homes with hurricanes of fire; help us to wring the 
hearts of their unoffending widows with unavailing grief; help us to turn them out 
roofless with their little children to wander unfriended the wastes of their desolated 
land in rags and hunger and thirst, sports of the sun flames of summer and the icy 
winds of winter, broken in spirit, worn with travail, imploring Thee for the refuge of 
the grave and denied it – for our sakes who adore Thee, Lord, blast their hopes, blight 
their lives, protract their bitter pilgrimage, make heavy their steps, water their way 
with tears, stain the white snow with the blood of their wounded feet! We ask it, in the 
spirit of love, of Him Who is the Source of Love, and Who is the ever-faithful refuge 
and friend of all that are sore beset and seek His aid with humble and contrite hearts. 
Amen."  Mark Twain

      "The press can both simulate public opinion and miseducate it. Thus we may see 
terrorists heroized, or secret matters, pertaining to one's nation's defense, publicly 
revealed, or we may witness shameless intrusion on the privacy of well-known 
people under the slogan: "everyone is entitled to know everything." But this is a 
false slogan, characteristic of a false era: people also have the right not to know, 
and it is a much more valuable one. The right not to have their divine souls stuffed 
with gossip, nonsense, vain talk. A person who works and leads a meaningful life 
does not need this excessive burdening flow of information.
     Hastiness and superficiality are the psychic disease of the 20th century and 
more than anywhere else this disease is reflected in the press. In-depth analysis of a 
problem is anathema to the press. It stops at sensational formulas."   Alexander 
Solzhenitsyn at Harvard, June 8, 1978
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One use of rhetoric.       also this is a corpywrited cartoon © by Watterson used without permission
 It’s pretty sad when the only important truths in the M$M are found in the comix pages.

   Reification:  when abstract thought(s) are given a noun-like name. [ -->  flight-path, 
patriotism, 'limited police action,' incorporation, fiscal policy, laws, etc. The word 'reification' is 
itself a reification.] This is a kind of mental short-cut, but also an abstraction that can 
confuse, especially when piled one atop the other. 

   “Where understanding fails, a word will come to take its place.” Goethe

   "Abstract words are ancient coins whose concrete images in the busy give-and-take of 
talk have worn away with use." Julian Jaynes 

   "False face must hide what the false heart doth know." Shakespeare
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  -->  A 'Federal Debt' is a stupid reification. 'Federal' is a powerful group of humans. How 
can a group of humans that controls the laws, the military, and has the authority to create 
new currency ever be in debt? (Please note who is expected to pay this debt--it is not the 
'federal' humans.)
  -->  A 'Defense Budget' ... as mis-named as the Ministry of Peace in Orwell's 1984. Once, it 
was called the Department of War.

   "The only way to smash this racket [war] is to conscript capital 
and industry and labor before the nations manhood can be 
conscripted. One month before the Government can conscript the young 
men of the nation – it must conscript capital and industry and 
labor. Let the officers and the directors and the high-powered 
executives of our armament factories and our munitions makers and 
our shipbuilders and our airplane builders and the manufacturers of 
all the other things that provide profit in war time as well as the 
bankers and the speculators, be conscripted – to get $30 a month, 
the same wage as the lads in the trenches get.
   Let the workers in these plants get the same wages – all the 
workers, all presidents, all executives, all directors, all 

The Science of Rhetoric



managers, all bankers – yes, and all generals and all admirals and 
all officers and all politicians and all government office holders – 
everyone in the nation be restricted to a total monthly income not 
to exceed that paid to the soldier in the trenches!
   Let all these kings and tycoons and masters of business and all 
those workers in industry and all our senators and governors and 
majors pay half of their monthly $30 wage to their families and pay 
war risk insurance and buy Liberty Bonds.
   Why shouldn't they?
   They aren't running any risk of being killed or of having their 
bodies mangled or their minds shattered. They aren't sleeping in 
muddy trenches. They aren't hungry. The soldiers are!"  From Major 
General Smedley D. Butler's book 'War Is A Racket.' Read it free at  
http://www.lexrex.com/enlightened/articles/warisaracket.htm    also 
warisaracket.org  because war is a racket.]

One last reification:

  -->  There is no mind, no more than the total chemical work of your liver gets a special 
name.  Muscles flex, hearts pump, and brains think. Many brains think they have a MIND... 
but what they really have is THINKING. Therefore, 'mind your manners' becomes 'think of 
and emulate examples of good manners.' 'I don't mind' becomes 'I don't think my future 
mental states will be unpleasantly affected by your proposed action.' 'Mindfulness' becomes 
'thinking about one's present actions to the best of one's ability.' 
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   This graph is nearly valueless. It lacks a TITLE explaining what it is a graph of. It does not 
have LABELED UNITS of what was measured (even tho the bottom numbers are obviously 
years). DATASOURCE/AUTHOR info is not available. It would be scurrilous to use such a 
piece of trash merely because it looks credible enough to trick the unwary. 

It would be very, very bad to put the previous graph here and link it to these pix of soldiers 
guarding opium poppies. That would be unethical. 

  

  pix from Washington's website (with apologies for not properly linking...)
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This one is much better. [UNODC is the United Nations Office on Drugs and Crime.] 
Just so you know: the entire year's harvest of opium occurs in the spring. Perhaps this is the 

real reason why Afghanistan was invaded by CorpWhore-istan in 2001/2002. 

   Emotional 'loading' of words:  -->  In 1919, Eugene Debs said "Every Socialist on the 
face of the earth is animated by the same principles. Everywhere they 
have the same noble idea, everywhere they are calling one another 
'comrade,' the noblest word that springs from the heart and soul of unity. 
The word 'comrade' is getting us into closer touch all along the battle line. 
They are waging the war of the working class against the ruling class of the 
world." [Note the words 'socialist' and 'comrade.' In 1919, these words were not yet 
associated with Evil fnord Dangerous Russian Communist fnord Hordes. The 'emo-loading' 
of such words (over many years, thru the usual channels) shows what you're NOT 
SUPPOSED TO THINK ABOUT, just as the fictional anxiety-inducing 'fnord' was inserted into 
fictional articles that a fictional Power did not want a fictional population to read.] 
   Emo-loaded words often make the reader uncomfortable--even if the insults and other 
deliberately unpleasant language are directed at others. Those who don't change the 
channel/close the book will be inclined to feel grateful to whatever makes it stop--even if it is 
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an advert. However, frequent fnord users may lose their audience: "During Hearst's 
campaign of  intimidation and scurrility, which included in its sweep Russia and 
France, liberalism, organized education and militant labor, enlightenment and 
progress, the circulation of  the Hearst newspapers and magazines steadily 
declined. For the first nine months of  1936 every New York City newspaper, 
except Hearst's three, registered gains. The greatest increase was credited to the 
Post, which alone criticized Hearst." Ferdinand Lundberg, in his 1936 book 
Imperial Hearst.  [available from archive.org] 

  Providing context/background information is a powerful rhetorical device. Re: the Eugene 
Debs quote about class war, said immediately after 'The War to End All Wars' (now known as 
World Woe Won), here is context from Professor Carol Quigley's excellent book Tragedy and 
Hope:
      "With the support of Great Britain and the United States [which sent 
troops as well], they [the Japanese Army] landed at Vladivostok in April 
1918, and began to move westward along the route of the Trans-
Siberian Railway. The Czech Legion on the Russian front had already 
rebelled against Bolshevik rule and was fighting its way eastward 
along the same railroad. The Czechs were eventually evacuated to 
Europe, while the Japanese continued to hold the eastern end of the 
railroad, and gave support to the anti-Bolshevik factions in the 
civil war." [The Japanese Army relinquished Vladivostok Oct 1922.]

  "The British seized the oil fields of the Caspian region (late 
1918), while the French occupied parts of the Ukraine about Odessa 
(March 1919)."

  "By 1920 Russia was in complete confusion. At this point the new 
Polish government invaded Russia, occupying much of the Ukraine. A 
Bolshevik counterattack drove the Poles back to Warsaw where the 
called upon the Entente Powers for assistance. (...) Poland was able 
to reinvade Russia and impose the Treaty of Riga (March 1921)."

  "This country from 1917 had had a feeling of insecurity and 
isolation which at times assumed the dimensions of mania. For this, 
there was some justification. Subject to the attacks of propaganda, 
diplomatic, economic, and even military action, the Soviet Union had 
struggled for years, By the end of 1921, most of the invading armies 
had withdrawn (except the Japanese), but Russia continued in 
isolation and in fear of a worldwide anti-Bolshevik alliance."
 
   In memoriam --> Comrade Eugene Debs 
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   Psych-rhet epithets the M$M don't use:  -->  'whore,' defined as a person who will perform 
an evil or unethical task for money or other selfish rewards. For many people, this word is 
distasteful and only means sex workers (or prostitutes, or humans who will rent what they 
undoubtedly own). It is humanly possible for the trade of sex worker to do no harm physically 
and some good mentally; therefore a rational human would focus more attention to other 
common acts which always impoverish, diminish, and/or kill, like wars and bank$ter follies. 
   The word 'whore' is rarely used in capitalist societies--probably because money-whores are 
essential for maximum profitability (short-term), so we-the-people aren't supposed to sneer 
at them. There will never be a consensus for exactly what is an evil or unethical act, but 
rational people will agree that those who, for a price, will lie repeatedly to start wars might be 
the paid-for war-whores of More-war. 
   Despite its linkage in the mass-mind to sex workers, the word 'whore' has rhetorical power 
usually associated with swear words. (The word 'whore' is often used in the Bible but rarely 
used anywhere else.) 

"He that maketh haste to be rich shall not be innocent" (Prov. 28:20 KJV).
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www.mindfully.org/Jonik 
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www.mindfully.org/Jonik   [this guy is GOOD!]
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more psych-rhet epithets:

Another corpyrighted cartoon used without permission. 
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   "Let me tell the stories and I care not who writes the text-books." G. Stanley Hall.

   The Power Of Stories:  A traditional story-hero is worthy of imitation, and often brings 
back Knowledge or Things Of Value by the story's end. A traditional story's hero is supposed 
to be worthy of imitation, for you will shape yourself to be like the heroes in stories you 
believe in. This kind of story is culturally valuable, because the hero is often a Good Person 
Defined. 

"(...) big stories--stories that are sufficiently profound and complex to offer explanations 
of the origins and future of a people, stories that construct ideals, prescribe rules of 
conduct, specify sources of authority, and, in doing all this, provide a sense of continuity 
and purpose. Joseph Campbell and Rollo May, among others, called such stories "myths."   
Neal Postman, "Building a Bridge to the 18th Century"

   'Big' stories are thought control. Carefully choose the ones you believe in, for you choose 
parts of yourself in the process. M$M stories usually have unintelligent, self-absorbed, and 
ignoble heroes, for those who would emulate Tolkien's Aragorn, Samwise, and/or Frodo are 
unlikely to be docile and obedient when confronted with unworthy authority.  

   The Power Of Big Stories is usually underestimated. Stories provide guidelines for 
behavior and help define a culture, and they can be good, bad, or both, or neither. In my 
opinion, I live in a toxic culture with toxic stories, like this-- "one man can own mega-acres of 
land while most people own nothing." Such stories 'allow' affected and afflicted humans to sit 
in front of the idiot's lantern for hours without feeling useless or guilty. Toxic stories allow 
psychopaths to wander freely in ©orp$€ boardrooms and governbent buildings. Toxic stories 
allow humans to feel apart from and 'better' than mere rocks and bugs and trees and air and 
water--and other humans. Choosing stories to live by is like choosing what kind of mind a 
human will have, yet too many humans in my toxic culture think that stories are 'myths' and 
not important, merely entertainment.
   Knowledge is power. Knowing the stories of animals bamboozled with various scientifically 
created superstimuli, a human can gain resistance to novel superstimuli that effect humans 
(sugar, fat, T\/, drugs, etc). Knowing the stories of the Milgram Experiment, a human can 
gain additional resistance to blindly obeying authorities. Knowing the stories of the Stanford 
Prison Experiment, a human can gain resistance to the changes in human behavior that 
might occur when one human is dressed in an 'official' uniform. Knowledge is power... and 
those who seek power over others do not share. 
   It is up to individual humans to decide which stories apply to specific situations. The ability 
to recognize good stories is part of wisdom. 
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    Tell a story, and/or use one already known by the audience. This is a quick way to impart 
information and establish a context.

  -->  "In the Huxleyan prophecy [Brave New World], Big Brother does not watch us, by his 
choice. We watch him, by ours. There is no need for wardens or gates or Ministries of 
Truth. When a population becomes distracted by trivia, when cultural life is redefined as 
a perpetual round of entertainments, when serious public conversation becomes a form of 
baby-talk, when, in short, a people become an audience and their public business a 
vaudeville act, then a nation finds itself at risk; a culture-death is a clear possibility.”  Neil 
Postman, Amusing Ourselves to Death: Public Discourse in the Age of Show Business 

  -->  "To-morrow is the Gorgon; a man must only see it mirrored in the shining shield 
of yesterday. If he sees it directly he is turned to stone. This has been the fate of all 
those who have really seen fate and futurity as clear and inevitable. The Calvinists, 
with their perfect creed of predestination, were turned to stone. The modern 
sociological scientists (with their excruciating Eugenics) are turned to stone."     
Gilbert Keith Chesterton in What Is Wrong (1910) available at archive.org

   -->  The Inverse Don Quixote Award goes to those who battle windmills that, in the real 
world, are monsters in disguise. 

   -->  "I am thinking this morning of the men in the mills and factories; I am thinking 
of the women who, for a paltry wage, are compelled to work out their lives; of the little 
children who, in this system, are robbed of their childhood, and in their early, tender 
years, are seized in the remorseless grasp of mammon, and forced into the industrial 
dungeons, there to feed the machines while they themselves are being starved body 
and soul. I can see them dwarfed, diseased, stunted, their little lives broken, and their 
hopes blasted, because in this high noon of our twentieth century civilization, money 
is still so much more important than human life."  Eugene Debs

   -->  "The other day, by a vote of five to four, they declared the Child Labor Law 
unconstitutional; a law secured after twenty years of education and agitation by all 
kinds of people, and yet by a majority of one, the Supreme Court, a body of 
corporation lawyers, with just one solitary exception, wiped it from the Statute books, 
so that we may still continue to grind the blood of little children into profit for the 
Junkers of Wall Street (...)" Eugene Debs, 1919 
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Howard Zinn telling a story. Previous knowledge of The Milgram Experiment is desirable. 

"The sight of a millionaire is seldom, in the ordinary sense, an enchanting sight: 
nevertheless, he is in his way an enchanter. As they say in the gushing articles about him 
in the magazines, he is a fascinating personality. So is a snake. At least he is fascinating 
to rabbits; and so is the millionaire to the rabbit-witted sort of people that ladies and 
gentlemen have allowed themselves to become. He does, in a manner, cast a spell, such 
as that which imprisoned princes and princesses under the shapes of falcons or stags. He 
has truly turned men into sheep, as Circe turned them into swine." Gilbert Keith 
Chesterton in What is Wrong
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   A story that's too short can be a powerful propaganda device.

  -->  the ‘Prisoner's Dilemma’ is an example of such a too-short story. It begins with two 
humans caught committing a bank robbery. In this famous 'dilemma,' the basic story is that 
two recently captured criminals (caught committing a crime) are interviewed separately by 
the police and told  1: if one criminal will testify against the other criminal the reward will be a 
short prison sentence and 2: a refusal to cooperate with the police means much more jail 
time. No other choices. Naturally, hiring lawyers is presumed to be impossible for some 
reason. The listener is then asked to adopt the Point of View of a criminal and decide NOW!
   The actual story of the Prisoner's Dilemma is so short it never mentions the relationship 
that the two new convicts have with each other--are they friends or enemies or were they the 
bank's owners running away with the money? Are these criminals in Albania or Zimbabwe? 
Rumor has it that if any member of a local crime syndicate cooperates with the police, other 
syndicate members will endanger the cooperator's family--does that apply here? Since we 
are never told essential information, this Dilemma is, at best, a logical diversion. 
   Like most things, it can be made mentally-toxic. To think is to become--and the reader must 
think as a criminal, already convicted, as story-handcuffs click in-brain, forced to take the role 
of a despairing criminal, forced to choose one of two (negative charisma) things to do. You-
the-reader is forced to read POLICE JAIL ROBBER (of an innocent and therefore imaginary bank) 
CONVICTED COOPERATOR DEFECTOR cooperate (you) defect COOPERATE!            
   That is the speech of Morewhore, of 3mpyre. You're either with us or against us. Such 
speech is useful for imparting fear and submission. I will stop now, and apologize, for such 
speech is already spoken too often. I hope that awareness may prevent the event of such 
speech becoming the soul speech of the whore land.]
   Another example is the famous Tragedy of the Commons; a story popularized by Dr. Garett 
Hardin (1968, Science vol 162, pg 1243 to 1248). It is about a meadow that other 
sheepherders use in common to pasture their flocks. Since it benefits a sheepherder to have 
a larger flock, it would seem that the commons would be quickly overgrazed--to the detriment 
of all the sheepherders. However, in real life, such commons were used for hundreds of 
years without this happening. Dr. Hardin thought that primitive men were incapable of 
expanding their flocks enough to cause overgrazing, but this was very often not true. Dr. 
Hardin’s story omitted the long-term relationships between the sheepherders, which often 
prevented overgrazing. If a person likes and has a long relationship with the neighbors, the 
temptation to be selfish is much reduced.

   The Story that is Too Vague
  -->  if a tree falls in a faraway forest, does it make a sound? Tell me first what a sound is--a 
series of compression waves in the atmosphere, or a brain realizing that it has detected such 
waves? 
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   Tell the right story for your intended audience  -->  Socrates tells this to Ion the Rhapsode: 
"The gift which you possess of speaking excellently about Homer is 
not an art, but, as I was just saying, an inspiration; there is a 
divinity moving you, like that contained in the stone which 
Euripides calls a magnet (...) This stone not only attracts iron 
rings, but also imparts to them a similar power of attracting other 
rings; and sometimes you may see a number of pieces of iron and 
rings suspended from one another so as to form quite a long chain: 
and all of them derive their power of suspension from the original 
stone. In like manner the Muse first of all inspires men herself; 
and from these inspired persons a chain of other persons is 
suspended, who take the inspiration." 

   -->   In his book Pale Blue Dot, Carl Sagan said this of the Earth: "That's here. That's 
home. That's us. On it everyone you love, everyone you know, everyone you ever heard on, 
every human being who ever was, lived out their lives. The aggregate of our joy and 
suffering, thousands of confident religions, ideologies, and economic doctrines, every 
hunter and forager, every hero and coward, every creator and destroyer of civilization, 
every king and peasant, every young couple in love, every mother and father, hopeful 
child, inventor and explorer, every teacher of morals, every corrupt politician, every 
'superstar,' every 'supreme leader,' every saint and sinner in the history of our species 
lived there - on a mote of dust suspended in a sunbeam." 

   -->  "The taxes are indeed very heavy; and if those laid on by the 
Government were the only ones we had to pay, we might the more easily 
discharge them; but we have many others, and much more grievous to 
some of us. We are taxed twice as much by our idleness, three times as 
much by our Folly, and forty times as much by our toleration of 
CorpGovMedia; and these taxes are always paid first." Benjamin Franklin's 'Poor 
Richard' didn't say this a couple hundred years ago.

 Stories about stories
   -->  "If you really read the fairy-tales, you will observe that one idea runs from one end 
of them to the other—the idea that peace and happiness can only exist on some condition. 
This idea, which is the core of ethics, is the core of the nursery-tales. The whole 
happiness of fairyland hangs upon a thread, upon one thread. Cinderella may have a dress 
woven on supernatural looms and blazing with unearthly brilliance; but she must be back 
when the clock strikes twelve. The king may invite fairies to the christening, but he must 
invite all the fairies or frightful results will follow. Bluebeard's wife may open all doors 
but one. A promise is broken to a cat, and the whole world goes wrong. A promise is 
broken to a yellow dwarf, and the whole world goes wrong. A girl may be the bride of the 
God of Love himself if she never tries to see him; she sees him, and he vanishes away. A 
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girl is given a box on condition she does not open it; she opens it, and all the evils of this 
world rush out at her. A man and woman are put in a garden on condition that they do not 
eat one fruit: they eat it, and lose their joy in all the fruits of the earth." Gilbert Keith 
Chesterton in All Things Considered

   -->  "Clement of Alexandria, a Father of the early Church, in his Exhortations to the 
Greeks (written around the year 190) dismissed pagan beliefs in words that might today 
seem a little ironic: 
   "Far indeed are we from allowing grown men to listen to such tales. Even to our own 
children, when they are crying their heart out, as the saying goes, we are not in the 
habit of telling fabulous stories to soothe them."
   In our time we have less severe standards. We tell children about Santa Claus, the 
Easter Bunny, and the Tooth Fairy for reasons we think emotionally sound, but then 
disabuse them of these myths before they're grown. Why retract? Because their well-
being as adults depends on them knowing the world as it really is. We worry, and for 
good reason, about adults who still believe in Santa Claus." Carl Sagan in The Fine 
Art Of Baloney Detection

Saying No to MoreWar:  [gratuitous content]

   -->  "Men are fit for something better than slavery and cannon fodder; and the time 
will come, though I shall not live to see it, when slavery will be wiped from the earth, 
and when men will marvel that there ever was a time when men who called 
themselves civilized rushed upon each other like wild beasts and murdered one 
another, by methods so cruel and barbarous that they defy the power of language to 
describe. I can hear the shrieks of the soldiers of Europe in my dreams. I have 
imagination enough to see a battlefield. I can see it strewn with the wrecks of human 
beings, who but yesterday were in the flush and glory of their young manhood. I can 
see them at eventide, scattered about in remnants, their limbs torn from their bodies, 
their eyes gouged out. Yes, I can see them, and I can hear them. I look above and 
beyond this frightful scene. I think of the mothers who are bowed in the shadow of 
their last great grief—whose hearts are breaking. And I say to myself:    'I am going to 
do the little that lies in my power to wipe from this earth that terrible scourge of war.'   
Eugene Debs, 1919

   -->  "The master class has always brought a war, and the subject class has fought the 
battle. The master class has had all to gain and nothing to lose, and the subject class 
has had all to lose and nothing to gain. They have always taught you that it is your 
patriotic duty to go to war and slaughter yourselves at their command. You have 
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never had a voice in the war. The working class who made the sacrifices, who shed the 
blood, have never yet had a voice in declaring war. The ruling class has always made 
the war and made the peace.
   Yours not to question why,
   Yours but to do and die."   Eugene Debs, 1919    From The Debs Decision Author: Scott 
Nearing available for free at www.gutenberg.org, also www.archive.org

     The powerful words of Eugene Debs were printed and shared widely. They are worth 
reading today. "No act was charged against Debs, except the Canton speech. In that 
speech he had simply stated what he had said a thousand times before, but the [Supreme] 
Court held that under the Espionage Act a man who made a speech, the probable result of 
which was to create mutiny or to hinder recruiting and enlistment—was guilty, providing 
that he did it knowingly and wilfully." Scott Nearing, in The Debs Decision 

   The first Amendment: "Congress shall make no law respecting an establishment of  
religion, or prohibiting the free exercise thereof, or abridging the freedom of  speech or of  
the press, or the right of  the people peacefully to assemble and to petition the 
Government for a redress of  grievances." 

[End gratutious content]

   On the bluestreak of newspeaks: tweets, technogeekspeak, gamerspeak, thumbs on 
cellphones txts, LOL speak, twee, etc, as well as the proliferation of various business, 
scientific, and technical jargon. Most of these are too new to develop many complex ideas/
memes (imagine discussing physics on a cellphone using LOL speak). Only simple memes 
are reliably intelligible across language barriers. Dumbing-down is inevitable, at least 
temporarily. 

 Some of these languages are mutating faster than most languages ever do, maybe too fast 
for anyone to 'direct' them.
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   Speechification rhet-trix:

  -->  Haruhi: "I'll explain how I mess with their heads when I speechify at them. Like this: 
First, make my background tell the story I want for my speech. Stiff and formal, or lots of 
people sitting while I stand, or... you get it. When I finally begin talking, I tell a true story... 
using slow, bland speech... moving on to obvious truths, slowly spoken... pausing often... 
using very simple language, always more truth... slowly... until their minds start to wander. As 
I speak, I... emphasize... important words with a memorable gesture, if I need to.  Then, 
when they're dozy... I create emotional feelings with actual facts, or fake some crisis that 
might happen, anything to create tension... Then I speak more truth, speak a bit faster, then 
offer some vague or stupid solution to my fake emo-crisis. Then, I wait for my paid-for 
applause. Haven't you heard that speech before?"

   "The orator has therefore to guess the subjects on which his hearers really hold views 
already, and what those views are, and then must express, as general truths, these same 
views on these same subjects." Aristotle

   "In his speeches Hitler kept repeating such words as "hatred," "force," 
"ruthless," "crush," "smash"; and he would accompany these violent words with 
even more violent gestures. He would yell, he would scream, his veins would 
swell, his face would turn purple. Strong emotion (as every actor and dramatist 
knows) is in the highest degree contagious. Infected by the malignant frenzy of 
the orator, the audience would groan and sob and scream in an orgy of 
uninhibited passion. And these orgies were so enjoyable that most of those who 
had experienced them eagerly came back for more." Aldous Huxley in Brave New 
World Revisited

The following is from The Behavior of Crowds by Everett Dean Martin    [free and online at 
www.gutenberg.org and at archive.org]

   "The classic illustration of the manner in which the crowd is led to discredit the 
witness to values contrary to its own, is the oration of Mark Antony in Shakespear’s 
"Julius Cæsar." It is by this means alone that Antony is able to turn the minds of the 
Roman citizens into the crowd state. It will be remembered that the address of Brutus, 
just before this, while not at all a bit of crowd-oratory, left a favorable impression. The 
citizens are convinced that "This Cæsar was a tyrant."

When Antony goes up to speak, he thanks them "for Brutus sake." They say, 
"Twere best he speak no harm of Brutus here." He can never make them his crowd 

The Science of Rhetoric

http://www.gutenberg.org
http://www.gutenberg.org


unless he can destroy Brutus influence. This is precisely what he proceeds gradually 
to do.

At first with great courtesy—"The noble Brutus hath told you Cæsar was 
ambitious; if it were so it was a grievous fault ... for Brutus is an honorable man, so are 
they all, all honorable men." This sentence is repeated four times in the first section; 
Cæsar was a good faithful friend to Antony, "But ... and Brutus is an honorable man." 
Again Cæsar refused the crown, but "Brutus is an honorable man." Cæsar wept when 
the poor cried, "sure, Brutus is an honorable man, I speak not to disprove what he 
says" but "men have lost their reason" and "my heart is in the coffin there with Cæsar." 
The citizens are sorry for the weeping Antony; they listen more intently now. Again
—"If I were disposed to stir your hearts and minds to mutiny and rage"—but that 
would be to wrong Brutus and Cassius, "Who you all know are honorable men"—this 
time said with more marked irony. Rather than wrong such honorable men, Antony 
prefers to "wrong the dead, to wrong myself—and you." That sentence sets Brutus 
squarely in opposition to the speaker and his audience. Cæsars will is mentioned—if 
only the commons knew what was in it, but Antony will not read it, "you are not wood, 
you are not stones, but men." The speaker now resists their demand to hear the will, 
he ought not have mentioned it. He fears he has, after all, wronged "the honorable 
men whose daggers have stabbed Cæsar." The citizens have caught the note of irony 
now; the honorable men are "traitors," "villains," "murderers."

From this point on the speakers task is easy; they have become a crowd. They 
think only of revenge, of killing everyone of the conspirators, and burning the house of 
Brutus. Antony has even to remind them of the existence of the will. The mischief is 
set afloat the moment Brutus is successfully discredited.

The development of the thought in this oration is typical. Analysis of almost any 
propagandist speech will reveal some, if not all, the steps by which Brutus is made an 
object of hatred. The crowd hates in order that it may believe in itself. 

[Crowds of people are super-stimuli. Humans are excitable and evoke strong emotions 
in each other when they are crowd members; these emotions can be a potent logic 
suppressant. Crowds of people were too rarely experienced by our ancestors for humans to 
instinctively know how to remain rational when so stimulated. Huxley's 'herd poisoning' is a 
good metaphor to describe this.]

from THE TRAGEDY OF JULIUS CAESAR  by William Shakespeare [These days, FIRST 
thru FOURTH CITIZEN are too often money-whores paid by our modern demagogues for 
maximum crowd-swaying efficiency.] 

 SECOND CITIZEN. Peace! Let us hear what Antony can say.
  ANTONY. You gentle Romans-
  ALL. Peace, ho! Let us hear him.
  ANTONY. Friends, Romans, countrymen, lend me your ears!
    I come to bury Caesar, not to praise him.
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    The evil that men do lives after them,
    The good is oft interred with their bones;
    So let it be with Caesar. The noble Brutus
    Hath told you Caesar was ambitious;
    If it were so, it was a grievous fault,
    And grievously hath Caesar answer'd it.
    Here, under leave of Brutus and the rest-
    For Brutus is an honorable man;
    So are they all, all honorable men-
    Come I to speak in Caesar's funeral.
    He was my friend, faithful and just to me;
    But Brutus says he was ambitious,
    And Brutus is an honorable man.
    He hath brought many captives home to Rome,
    Whose ransoms did the general coffers fill.
    Did this in Caesar seem ambitious?
    When that the poor have cried, Caesar hath wept;   
    Ambition should be made of sterner stuff:
    Yet Brutus says he was ambitious,
    And Brutus is an honorable man.
    You all did see that on the Lupercal
    I thrice presented him a kingly crown,
    Which he did thrice refuse. Was this ambition?
    Yet Brutus says he was ambitious,
    And sure he is an honorable man.
    I speak not to disprove what Brutus spoke,
    But here I am to speak what I do know.
    You all did love him once, not without cause;
    What cause withholds you then to mourn for him?
    O judgement, thou art fled to brutish beasts,
    And men have lost their reason. Bear with me;
    My heart is in the coffin there with Caesar,
    And I must pause till it come back to me.               [Strong emotions are contagious, esp in 
crowds.]
 FIRST CITIZEN. Methinks there is much reason in his sayings.
  SECOND CITIZEN. If thou consider rightly of the matter,
    Caesar has had great wrong.
  THIRD CITIZEN. Has he, masters?
    I fear there will a worse come in his place.
  FOURTH CITIZEN. Mark'd ye his words? He would not take the crown;
    Therefore 'tis certain he was not ambitious.
  FIRST CITIZEN. If it be found so, some will dear abide it.
  SECOND CITIZEN. Poor soul, his eyes are red as fire with weeping.    
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  THIRD CITIZEN. There's not a nobler man in Rome than Antony.
  FOURTH CITIZEN. Now mark him, he begins again to speak.
  ANTONY. But yesterday the word of Caesar might
    Have stood against the world. Now lies he there,
    And none so poor to do him reverence.
    O masters! If I were disposed to stir
    Your hearts and minds to mutiny and rage,
    I should do Brutus wrong and Cassius wrong,
    Who, you all know, are honorable men.
    I will not do them wrong; I rather choose
    To wrong the dead, to wrong myself and you,
    Than I will wrong such honorable men.
    But here's a parchment with the seal of Caesar;
    I found it in his closet, 'tis his will.
    Let but the commons hear this testament-
    Which, pardon me, I do not mean to read-
    And they would go and kiss dead Caesar's wounds
    And dip their napkins in his sacred blood,
    Yea, beg a hair of him for memory,
    And, dying, mention it within their wills,
    Bequeathing it as a rich legacy
    Unto their issue.
  FOURTH CITIZEN. We'll hear the will. Read it, Mark Antony.
  ALL. The will, the will! We will hear Caesar's will.
  ANTONY. Have patience, gentle friends, I must not read it;
    It is not meet you know how Caesar loved you.
    You are not wood, you are not stones, but men;
    And, being men, hearing the will of Caesar,
    It will inflame you, it will make you mad.
    'Tis good you know not that you are his heirs,
    For if you should, O, what would come of it!
  FOURTH CITIZEN. Read the will; we'll hear it, Antony.
    You shall read us the will, Caesar's will.
  ANTONY. Will you be patient? Will you stay awhile?
    I have o'ershot myself to tell you of it.
    I fear I wrong the honorable men
    Whose daggers have stabb'd Caesar; I do fear it.
  FOURTH CITIZEN. They were traitors. Honorable men!
  ALL. The will! The testament!
  SECOND CITIZEN. They were villains, murtherers. The will!
    Read the will!
  ANTONY. You will compel me then to read the will?
    Then make a ring about the corse of Caesar,
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    And let me show you him that made the will.
    Shall I descend? And will you give me leave?
  ALL. Come down.
  SECOND CITIZEN. Descend.
                                  He comes down from the pulpit.
  THIRD CITIZEN. You shall have leave.
  FOURTH CITIZEN. A ring, stand round.
  FIRST CITIZEN. Stand from the hearse, stand from the body.
  SECOND CITIZEN. Room for Antony, most noble Antony.
  ANTONY. Nay, press not so upon me, stand far off.
  ALL. Stand back; room, bear back!
  ANTONY. If you have tears, prepare to shed them now.
    You all do know this mantle. I remember
    The first time ever Caesar put it on;
    'Twas on a summer's evening, in his tent,
    That day he overcame the Nervii.
    Look, in this place ran Cassius' dagger through;      [You weren't there, Antony...]
    See what a rent the envious Casca made;              [Are your forensic skills that good?]
    Through this the well-beloved Brutus stabb'd;    
    And as he pluck'd his cursed steel away,
    Mark how the blood of Caesar follow'd it,
    As rushing out of doors, to be resolved
    If Brutus so unkindly knock'd, or no;
    For Brutus, as you know, was Caesar's angel.
    Judge, O you gods, how dearly Caesar loved him!
    This was the most unkindest cut of all;                    
    For when the noble Caesar saw him stab,
    Ingratitude, more strong than traitors' arms,
    Quite vanquish'd him. Then burst his mighty heart,
    And, in his mantle muffling up his face,
    Even at the base of Pompey's statue,
    Which all the while ran blood, great Caesar fell.
    O, what a fall was there, my countrymen!
    Then I, and you, and all of us fell down,
    Whilst bloody treason flourish'd over us.
    O, now you weep, and I perceive you feel
    The dint of pity. These are gracious drops.
    Kind souls, what weep you when you but behold
    Our Caesar's vesture wounded? Look you here,
    Here is himself, marr'd, as you see, with traitors.
  FIRST CITIZEN. O piteous spectacle!
  SECOND CITIZEN. O noble Caesar!
  THIRD CITIZEN. O woeful day!
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  FOURTH CITIZEN. O traitors villains!
  FIRST CITIZEN. O most bloody sight!
  SECOND CITIZEN. We will be revenged.
  ALL. Revenge! About! Seek! Burn! Fire! Kill!
    Slay! Let not a traitor live!
  ANTONY. Stay, countrymen.
  FIRST CITIZEN. Peace there! Hear the noble Antony.    
  SECOND CITIZEN. We'll hear him, we'll follow him, we'll die with
    him.
  ANTONY. Good friends, sweet friends, let me not stir you up
    To such a sudden flood of mutiny.
    They that have done this deed are honorable.
    What private griefs they have, alas, I know not,
    That made them do it. They are wise and honorable,
    And will, no doubt, with reasons answer you.
    I come not, friends, to steal away your hearts.
    I am no orator, as Brutus is;
    But, as you know me all, a plain blunt man,           
    That love my friend, and that they know full well
    That gave me public leave to speak of him.
    For I have neither wit, nor words, nor worth,          [Antony's false modesty...]
    Action, nor utterance, nor the power of speech,
    To stir men's blood. I only speak right on;      [Antony says this as he 'stirred men's blood!!']
    I tell you that which you yourselves do know;           
    Show you sweet Caesar's wounds, poor dumb mouths,      
    And bid them speak for me. But were I Brutus,
    And Brutus Antony, there were an Antony
    Would ruffle up your spirits and put a tongue       [Antony just 'ruffled up' their spirits!]
    In every wound of Caesar that should move     
    The stones of Rome to rise and mutiny.               
  ALL. We'll mutiny.                                                
  FIRST CITIZEN. We'll burn the house of Brutus.
  THIRD CITIZEN. Away, then! Come, seek the conspirators.
  ANTONY. Yet hear me, countrymen; yet hear me speak.
  ALL. Peace, ho! Hear Antony, most noble Antony!
  ANTONY. Why, friends, you go to do you know not what.       
    Wherein hath Caesar thus deserved your loves?
    Alas, you know not; I must tell you then.
    You have forgot the will I told you of.
  ALL. Most true, the will! Let's stay and hear the will.
  ANTONY. Here is the will, and under Caesar's seal.
    To every Roman citizen he gives,
    To every several man, seventy-five drachmas.

The Science of Rhetoric



  SECOND CITIZEN. Most noble Caesar! We'll revenge his death.
  THIRD CITIZEN. O royal Caesar!
  ANTONY. Hear me with patience.
  ALL. Peace, ho!
  ANTONY. Moreover, he hath left you all his walks,
    His private arbors, and new-planted orchards,
    On this side Tiber; he hath left them you,
    And to your heirs forever- common pleasures,
    To walk abroad and recreate yourselves.
    Here was a Caesar! When comes such another?
  FIRST CITIZEN. Never, never. Come, away, away!
    We'll burn his body in the holy place
    And with the brands fire the traitors' houses.
    Take up the body.
  SECOND CITIZEN. Go fetch fire.
  THIRD CITIZEN. Pluck down benches.
  FOURTH CITIZEN. Pluck down forms, windows, anything.
                                  Exeunt Citizens with the body.
  ANTONY. Now let it work. Mischief, thou art afoot,
    Take thou what course thou wilt.        

   "(...) a crowd is chaotic, has no purpose of its own and is capable of anything except intelligent 
action and realistic thinking. Assembled in a crowd, people lose their powers of reasoning and their 
capacity for moral choice. Their suggestibility is increased to the point where they cease to have any 
judgment or will of their own. They become very excitable, they lose all sense of individual or 
collective responsibility, they are subject to sudden accesses of rage, enthusiasm and panic. In a word, 
a man in a crowd behaves as though he had swallowed a large dose of some powerful intoxicant. He is 
a victim of what I have called "herd-poisoning." Like alcohol, herd-poison is an active, extraverted 
drug. The crowd-intoxicated individual escapes from responsibility, intelligence and morality into a 
kind of frantic, animal mindlessness." Aldous Huxley in Brave New World Revisited, an excellent 
book.  Here's more: "Virtue and intelligence belong to human beings as individuals freely associating 
with other individuals in small groups. So do sin and stupidity. But the subhuman mindlessness to 
which the demagogue makes his appeal, the moral imbecility on which he relies when he goads his 
victims into action, are characteristic not of men and women as individuals, but of men and women in 
masses. Mindlessness and moral idiocy are not characteristically human attributes; they are symptoms 
of herd-poisoning." 

More from George Martin's excellent book (to assist in demagogue detection) 

   "As the audience becomes crowd, the speakers cadence becomes more marked, his 
voice more oracular, his gestures more emphatic. His message becomes a recital of 
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great abstract "principles." The purely obvious is held up as transcendental. Interest is 
kept upon just those aspects of things which can be grasped with least effort by all. 
Emphasis is laid upon those thought processes in which there is greatest natural 
uniformity. The general, abstract, and superficial come to be exalted at the expense of 
that which is unique and personal. Forms of thought are made to stand as objects of 
thinking."

   "(...) these abstractions will occupy the whole field of consciousness. The mind will 
yield to any connection which is made among them almost automatically.
"   (...) The speaker is transfigured to their vision. His words take on a mysterious 
importance; something tremendous, eternal, superhuman is at stake. Commonplace 
jokes become irresistibly amusing. Ordinary truths are wildly applauded. Dilemmas 
stand clear with all middle ground brushed away. No statement now needs 
qualification. All thought of compromise is abhorrent. Nothing now must intervene to 
rob these moments of their splendid intensity. (...) They who are not for us are against 
us."

   "That the crowd always insists on being flattered is a fact known intuitively by every 
orator and editor. 
   "This self-adulation of crowds, with its accompanying will to be important, to 
dominate, is so constant and characteristic a feature of the crowd-mind that I doubt if 
any crowd can long survive which fails to perform this function for its members. Self-
flattery is evident in the pride with which many people wear badges and other 
insignia of groups and organizations to which they belong, and in the pompous names 
by which fraternal orders are commonly designated."

   "Listen to the crowd-orator and you will also learn that there are all sorts of 
abominable 'conspiracies' against 'the people.' Always the public welfare is at stake; 
society is threatened. The "wrongs" inflicted upon an innocent humanity are 
rehearsed."
 

More about crowds from George Martin's book:

   It cannot be denied that our present social order is characterized by deep and 
fundamental social injustices, nor that bitter struggles between the various groups in 
society are inevitable. But the crowd forever ignores its own share in the responsibility 
for human ills, 
   The projection of this hatred on those outside the crowd serves not so much, as in 
paranoia, to shield the subject from the consciousness of his own hatred, as to provide 
him with a pretext for exercising it. Given such a pretext, most crowds will display 
their homicidal tendencies quite openly.
   The classic example of the killing crowd is, of course, a nation at war.
   The mental processes of an entire people are transformed. Every interest—profit-
seeking excepted—is subordinated to the one passion to crush the enemy. The 
moment when war is declared is usually hailed with tremendous popular enthusiasm 
and joy. There is a general lifting of spirits. There is a sense of release, a nation-wide 
exultation, a sigh of relief as we feel the deadening hand of social control taken from 
our throats.
    My point is that a nation becomes warlike to precisely the extent that its people 
may be made to think and behave as a crowd. Once a crowd, it is always "in the right" 
however aggressive and ruthless its behavior; every act or proposal which is 
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calculated to involve the nation-crowd in a controversy, which gains some advantage 
over neighboring peoples, or intensifies hatred once it is released, is wildly applauded. 
Any dissent from the opinions of our particular party or group is trampled down. He 
who fails at such a time to be a crowd-man and our own sort of a crowd-man is a 
"slacker."
   I believe that every crowd is "against some one." Almost any crowd will persecute 
on occasion—if sufficiently powerful and directly challenged. The crowd tends ever to 
carry its ideas to their deadly logical conclusion.

   Every sort of crowd, political, religious, moral, has an ax ready for the person who in 
renouncing its ideas and leaving it threatens to break it up.
   Anyone who challenges the crowds fictions must be ruled out of court. He must not 
be permitted to speak. As a witness to contrary values his testimony must be 
discounted. The worth of his evidence must be discredited by belittling the disturbing 
witness.

   The focusing of general attention upon the abstract and universal is a necessary 
step in the development of the crowd-mind.
   The crowd does not think in order to solve problems. To the crowd-mind, as such, 
there are no problems. It has closed its case beforehand. This accounts for what Le 
Bon termed the "credulity" of the crowd. But the crowd believes only what it wants to 
believe and nothing else. Anyone who has been in the position of a public teacher 
knows how almost universal is the habit of thinking in the manner of the crowd and 
how difficult it is to get people to think for themselves. One frequently hears it said 
that the people do not think, that they do not want to know the truth.

   Thus, hero worship is unconsciously worship of the crowd itself, and the 
constituents thereof. The self-feeling of a crowd is always enhanced by the triumph of 
its leader or representative. Who, at a ball game or athletic event, has not experienced 
elation and added self-complacency in seeing the home team win? What other 
meaning has the excited cheering? Even a horse on a race track may become the 
representative of a crowd and lift five thousand people into the wildest joy and 
ecstasy by passing under a wire a few inches ahead of a rival. We have here one of 
the secrets of the appeal which all such exhibitions make to people. Nothing so easily 
catches general attention and creates a crowd as a contest of any kind. The crowd 
unconsciously identifies its members with one or the other competitor. Success 
enables the winning crowd to "crow over" the losers. Such an occasion becomes 
symbolic and is utilized by the ego to enhance its feeling of importance.
   Every organized crowd is jealous of its dignity and honor and is bent upon keeping 
up appearances. Nothing is more fatal to it than a successful assault upon its prestige. 
Every crowd, even the casual street mob, clothes the egoistic desires of its members 
or participants in terms of the loftiest moral motive. No crowd can afford to be 
laughed at.
   The new convert feels himself constrained to defend the faith he has adopted 
(since much of the old faith still survives in the unconscious associations) in a more 
or less fanatical way.
   The fanatic is the crowd-man pure and simple. He is the type which it ever strives 
to produce. His excess of devotion, and willingness to sacrifice both himself and 
everyone else for the crowds cause, always wins the admiration of his fellow crowd-
members.

   Every crowd considers that it is vindicating some sacred principle. The more bloody 
and destructive the acts to which it is impelled, the more moral are its professions. 
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Under the spell of the crowd's logic certain abstract principles lead inevitably to the 
characteristic forms of crowd-behavior.

   The primary aim of every such crowd is to keep itself together as a crowd. Hardly 
less important is the desire of its members to dominate over all outsiders. The 
professed purpose is to serve some cause or principle of universal import. 

   a crowd is a device for indulging ourselves in a kind of temporary insanity by all going crazy together.

   All propaganda is lies, and every crowd is a deceiver, but its first and worst 
deception is that of itself. This self-deception is a necessary step in crowd-formation 
and is a sine qua non of becoming a crowd. It is only necessary for members of a 
crowd to deceive themselves and one another for the crowd-mind to function 
perfectly; I doubt if they are often successful in deceiving anybody else. 

   End quoting George Martin

Begin quoting Carl Sagan
 Tools for skeptical thinking

   “What skeptical thinking boils down to is the means to construct, and to understand, a 
reasoned argument and -- especially important -- to recognize a fallacious or fraudulent 
argument. The question is not whether we like the conclusion that emerges out of a train 
of reasoning, but [is] whether the conclusion follows from the premise or starting point 
and whether that premise is true. 
   Among the tools: 
   o Wherever possible there must be independent confirmation of the "facts."  
   o Encourage substantive debate on the evidence by knowledgeable proponents of all 
points of view.  
o   Arguments from authority carry little weight -- "authorities" have made mistakes in 
the past. They will do so again in the future. Perhaps a better way to say it is that in 
science there are no authorities; at most, there are experts.  
o   Spin more than one hypothesis. If there's something to be explained, think of all the 
different ways in which it could be explained. Then think of tests by which you might 
systematically disprove each of the alternatives. What survives, the hypothesis that 
resists disproof in this Darwinian selection among "multiple working hypotheses," has a 
much better chance of being the right answer than if you had simply run with the first 
idea that caught your fancy.*  
 
   * NOTE: This is a problem that affects jury trials. Retrospective studies show that 
some jurors make up their minds very early -- perhaps during opening arguments -- and 
then retain the evidence that seems to support their initial impressions and reject the 
contrary evidence. The method of alternative working hypotheses is not running in their 
heads.  
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   o Try not to get overly attached to a hypothesis just because it's yours. It's only a 
way station in the pursuit of knowledge. Ask yourself why you like the idea. Compare it 
fairly with the alternatives. See if you can find reasons for rejecting it. If you don't, 
others will.  
   o Quantify. If whatever it is you're explaining has some measure, some numerical 
quantity attached to it, you'll be much better able to discriminate among competing 
hypotheses. What is vague and qualitative is open to many explanations. Of course there 
are truths to be sought in the many qualitative issues we are obliged to confront, but 
finding them is more challenging.  
   o If there's a chain of argument, every link in the chain must work (including the 
premise) -- not just most of them.  
   o Occam's Razor. This convenient rule-of-thumb urges us when faced with two 
hypotheses that explain the data equally well to choose the simpler.  
   o Always ask whether the hypothesis can be, at least in principle, falsified. Propositions 
that are untestable, unfalsifiable are not worth much. (...) You must be able to check 
assertions out. Inveterate skeptics must be given the chance to follow your reasoning, to 
duplicate your experiments and see if they get the same result.  
   The reliance on carefully designed and controlled experiments is key(...)"  Carl Sagan, in 
The Fine Art Of Baloney Detection

• a few fallacies of logic and rhetoric
•

◦ Ad hominem - attacking the arguer and not the argument... diverting a 
discussion by name-calling (accusing the arguer of misdeeds, ignorance, bad 
intentions, etc). 

◦ Argument from 'authority'  Anonymous authority: 'They say we only use 10% 
of our brains.' Unqualified authority: 'This petroleum geologist says global 
warming is a scam.' Social authority; because 'everyone' says it: 'Everyone 
knows that we have the best medical/political/etc system in the world.' 
"Believe nothing, no matter where you read it, or who said it, no matter 
if I have said it, unless it agrees with your own reason and your own 
common sense." Buddha

◦ Deny the facts due to personal incredulity. 'It is not possible that over one 
million Iraqis died because of the war.' 'Biological evolution could never 
result in humans.' 

◦ Unverifiable statements. ["So, there's the 1984 study that found that ABC 
News anchor Peter Jennings was more likely to smile on camera when talking 
about Ronald Reagan than Walter Mondale, and that in the same year the 
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people who watched ABC News voted for Reagan in greater proportions than 
the people who watched other network-news shows." (Lacayo 2000:90)]

◦ Appeal to ignorance  "Scientists can't prove that there is no life on Neptune, so 
there probably is."  

◦ Shifting the burden of proof. 'Ghosts are real. (you) Prove they don't exist.' A 
person making a claim must supply evidence.

◦ Special pleading (by divine will); or an appeal to emotion-laden symbols: 
patriotic, religious, sexual, etc. 

◦ Begging the question (assuming an answer in the way the statement is 
phrased).!     "Since everyone is really a moneygrubbing greedhead deep 
down, such behavior on my part is acceptable and excusable. Business is 
business. Greed is good."

◦
"During times of universal deceit, telling the truth becomes a revolutionary act." George Orwell

© ◦   (\/) (;,;) (\/) ---> Is this a time of universal deceit? Have men driven themselves insane?

◦ 'Leading questions,' or unwarranted assumptions of fact  "When can I see you 
again?" 

◦ Non-representative sample - an example would be an ancient sample of 
propaganda passed off as a modern one in the hope that the unwary will 
conclude that all propaganda is ineffective, and not worth the trouble to learn 
about. 

◦ Observational selection; 'cherry picking.'  Counting the (few) hits and 
forgetting the (many) misses. 

◦ Non-informative statistics (All the children are above average.)  
◦ Statistics of small numbers (drawing conclusions from inadequate sample 

sizes)  
◦ Inconsistency "Attribute the declining life expectancy in the former 

Soviet Union to the failures of communism many years ago, but 
never attribute the high infant mortality rate in the United States 
(now highest of the major industrial nations) to the failures of 
capitalism." Carl Sagan

◦ Non sequitur - "it does not follow" Assuming a fact as true for no logical 
reason; or as a diversion. 

◦ Excluded middle - considering only the two extremes in a range of 
possibilities: "You're either with us or you support the terrorists."  Short-term 
vs. long-term "They might get the Bomb, so we bomb them now!" Slippery 
slope: unwarranted extrapolation  "Since  ©orp$€ can now legally spend 
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unlimited amounts to fund politicians (what used to be called bribery), WE'RE 
ALL GONNA BE SLAVES!"

◦ Correlation is only the first step in proving causation. Post hoc, ergo propter 
hoc. "After this, therefore because of this." This is the ancient 'pull my finger' 
fart-joke. 

◦ Straw man -  mis-representing a defensible point of view, and attacking the 
mis-representation (the 'straw man') instead. 

◦ Weasel words - bullets made out of uranium are called 'depleted uranium 
munitions.' A 'no fly zone' is a name given to an attack by bombers and cruise 
missiles. "An important part of politics is to find new names for institutions 
which under old names have become odious to the public." George Orwell

THE END of what no6ody knows of rhetoric. I hope it helps.

Except for the pix...this 'work' belongs to me, you, and everyone forever as long as it is for 
non-commercial use.  You may use this 'work'  (or portions thereof)  as you see fit, as 
long as you don't prevent other people from having the same rights that you have now. 
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