Propaganda Notes – Section A
1.
PREJUDICE

A prejudice is a prejudgment for or against a person or thing. The prejudiced person refuses to examine fairly the evidence for or against the person or thing. The prejudice can come from race, religion, sex, age, political affiliation, ethnic group, geographic location, etc.

Examples
1. Let’s not play with Johnny. He’s crippled. Handicapped people are no fun anyway.
Comment
The speaker is prejudiced against the handicapped and is asking the listener(s) to act on that prejudice (don’t play with Johnny).
2. One fraternity member to another: “I’m convinced that we should accept Joel. We don’t have a Jewish member and we should.”
Comment
The speaker is giving an opinion based on prejudice for a Jewish member. He gives no reason for accepting Joel other than that he is Jewish.
Example That Is NOT Prejudice
3. Dave is a typical programmer - you know, thick glasses, pale, skinny, and hardly able to talk to a normal human being.
Comment
This is Tabloid Thinking, not Prejudice. Notice that the speaker doesn’t ask you to dislike Dave or vote against him, etc.
2.
ACADEMIC DETACHMENT
There is good evidence for one side of an argument or course of action but there is also good evidence on the other side. So the speaker refuses to take a side. In other words, he “cops out.” He detaches himself from the situation.
Examples
1. I’ve heard many arguments in favor of the Republican candidate and just as many for the Democrat. So I’m staying home and not voting for either one.
Comment
There are good reasons for voting either way; so I’m not taking a stand.
2. Principal to Personnel Officer: “I could put Mr. Perkins in that position because he is an excellent disciplinarian. Maybe Mrs. Randolph should get the job because she’s so strong in math and science. Decisions! Why don’t you just send me a new teacher after Christmas?”
Comment
The person in authority (the Principal) bypasses both qualified candidates and tosses the decision into the lap of the Personnel Officer.
3. Both candidates have been throwing dirt at each other during the campaign, so I’m not going to vote for either of them.
Comment
This speaker sees reasons against voting for either candidate and therefore stays home on election day.
3.
DRAWING THE LINE
A sharp distinction is made where it is inappropriate to make a sharp distinction. Often a situation has numerous possible outcomes or explanations. However, a person reduces the choices to only two. In this way, the speaker tries to “corner” the listener.
Examples
1. Mary fell into the pool. “Sink or swim!” yelled her roommate.
Comment
The alternatives of throwing her a line or jumping in to rescue her are ignored.
2. If you’re against the Contras in Nicaragua, you’re for Communism.
Comment
The speaker divides everyone into two categories. He does not allow anyone to be against both the Contras and their opponents.
3. Do you feel Medicare for the aged is right, or are you going to condemn them to an early death?
Comment
Although in the form of a question, this sentence implies that the speaker is dividing everyone into only two categories.
4.
NOT DRAWING THE LINE
The speaker does not make a distinction that should be made. The differences between two people or ideas may be small but still be important. Sometimes the person can’t see that there are limits to anything. He wants to press his luck and go “one step further.”
Examples
1. If we are allowed to stay out until 11 PM, why not till midnight? One hour doesn’t make much difference.
Comment
A parent has the right to set a reasonable time limit. If this speaker’s reasoning is accepted, there would never be any limit - if midnight, why not 1 AM? if 1 AM, why not 2? etc.
2. “What difference can one little piece of candy possibly make? I think I’ll have one,” she said, the day after she decided to diet in order to lose some of her 180 pounds.
Comment
This attitude leads to “weight creep.” One more piece of candy each day defeats the purpose of the diet. You’ve got to draw the line and eat no candy if you want to lose weight.
3. We have already sent 500,000 troops to Vietnam. We have committed ourselves. If things worsen, we will have to send more.
Comment
This argument was actually used by the U.S. government to justify continuing the Vietnam war. However, a bad policy should be stopped immediately and not continued just because a previous commitment was made.
5.
CONSERVATISM, RADICALISM, MODERATISM
There are differences among these three ways of thinking. However, they are lumped together in the game. In a sense, all three are forms of prejudice. 
· The conservative tends to oppose change and prefer the old ways. 
· A radical wants quick, drastic change simply for change sake. 
· A moderate always wants to find the “middle of the road” position between two extremes. The moderate, unlike the academic detacher, wants to make a decision but favors a compromise he hopes will satisfy all sides.
Examples
1. This budget is neither a conservative nor a liberal proposal but is supported by both Republicans and Democrats.
Comment
This is a moderate talking. The budget is a compromise between the opposing parties. Notice that the speaker is taking a stand for the proposal and not remaining academically detached.
2. I see no reason to use plastic bags in our grocery. We have been using paper grocery bags since 1892.
Comment
This is a conservative speaking. The way we’ve always done it is best.
3. Ad: “Have you been to Connie’s Restaurant lately? We’ve got a whole new menu, new furniture, and a new head chef.”
Comment
This is radicalism – come dine with us because everything is new.
6.
RATIONALIZATION

The speaker gives a reason or cause to justify an action that has less logical grounds. The person makes an excuse for a failure. This technique deals with past actions, whereas Wishful Thinking deals with future events.
Examples
1. After being turned down for a promotion, a worker said, “I never had a chance. Clara had the inside track with the boss all along. She knew him from many years ago.”
Comment
The speaker gives an excuse for her failure to obtain the promotion.

2. After receiving poor marks in French for four straight marking periods, a student says, “French is not an important language, anyway. Besides, the classroom organization is poor.”
Comment
The speaker tries to excuse poor grades by blaming the teacher.
Example That Is NOT Rationalization
3. Mrs. Pratt knows she was rationalizing. Before we criticize her, we should ask ourselves if we rationalize sometimes too.
Comment
The answer here is No Technique. The speaker is not making excuses for Mrs. Pratt but simply asking sympathy for her.
7.
WISHFUL THINKING
A person believes something to be true because he wants it to be true. Unlike Rationalization, which deals with past failures, Wishful Thinking looks toward a future event. If a person gives good reasons why an outcome should occur or doesn’t guarantee a favorable result, the answer may be No Technique.
Examples
1. Jack will get a scholarship to college. I know, because he has been studying hard for the past three years, and he tries.
Comment
Jack will get the scholarship because I want him to get it. Trying hard will help, but much more is involved in getting the scholarship.
2. A native, pointing to the lion’s tooth which the chief always wore around his neck, said, “That tooth will keep the chief from getting malaria.”
Comment
No sound medical reason is given for the chief’s immunity.
Example That Is NOT Wishful Thinking
3. I’ve studied my worksheets, attended every practice session, and finished in the top 10% of all four games. I should do well at the national tournament.
Comment
The answer here is No Technique. Notice that the speaker does not say, “I’ll definitely win a championship at the national tournament.” He simply says he’ll “do well” and has given good reasons for this conclusion.
8.
TABLOID THINKING
A “tabloid” is a newspaper like the “National Inquirer” that you see at super market checkout lines. These papers reduce any story to a catchy headline. So tabloid thinking involves oversimplifying a complex theory or set of circumstances. The tabloid thinker prefers quick summaries and has the habit of “putting things in a nutshell.” This technique may also involve reducing an entire group of people to a stereotype (an oversimplified description).

Examples
1. In college Basil was taught all about evolution - the ape-man theory, you know.
Comment
A complex scientific theory, evolution, is reduced to “the ape-man theory.”
2. Foley is a typical athlete. You know, big, stupid, and not very refined.
Comment
The speaker is reducing all athletes to a stereotype. However, he is not asking you to vote against Foley or refuse to associate with him. So this example is not Prejudice.
3. I’m looking forward to the party. Domingo will be there. You know those Brazilians – creative, alive, and great dancers.
Comment
The speaker uses a favorable stereotype of Brazilians to explain why he wants to go to the party. 
9.
CAUSAL OVERSIMPLIFICATION
This is a more specific instance of Tabloid Thinking. Causal Oversimplification, as its name implies, oversimplifies the causes of an event. A complex event is explained by references to only one or two probable causes whereas many causes are responsible. Causal Oversimplification often takes the form of claiming that if this one action is taken, a complicated problem will be solved. 
Examples
1. If it were not for the ammunition makers, we would never have wars.
Comment
Any war has numerous causes. The ammunition makers are never the only cause.

2. Our country’s budget deficit is tremendous. We are spending too much money. The way to balance our budget is to just stop spending money.
Comment
The deficit could also be caused by a smaller-than-expected income from taxes or by unexpected emergencies.
3. Why did we lose the game? Simple. Sean Smith struck out twice with the bases loaded.
Comment
There were eight other members on the team. None of them played a perfect game.
10.
INCONCEIVABILITY
The speaker thinks something is false simply because he cannot imagine it coming to pass. He could be speaking about something that affects himself or someone else. The speaker cannot accept the possibility of the opposite being true. Inconceivability is usually the technique of the pessimist while Wishful Thinking comes from the optimist.
Examples
1. Since Hampton State has never won the conference title, I just can’t picture them winning it this year.
Comment: 
It is inconceivable to the speaker that Hampton State might win.
2. I just can’t understand why students would strike. If I were a student, I wouldn’t strike.
Comment
The speaker cannot conceive (think) of a reason why students would strike.
SECTION A SUMMARY
1. Prejudice – Your mind is made up for or against someone.
2. Academic Detachment – Each alternative is good (or bad). So I’m not going to make a decision.
3. Drawing the Line – You reduce everything to two opposite possibilities.
4. Not Drawing the Line – You don’t want a limit to anything.
5. Conservatism, Radicalism, Moderatism – The old ways are best (conservative) or new ways are always best (radicalism) or compromise is best (moderatism).
6. Rationalization – You make an excuse for failure.
7. Wishful Thinking – It will come true because I want it to.
8. Tabloid Thinking – Everything is reduced to a headline.
9. Causal Oversimplification – A complex event has just one cause.
10. Inconceivability – I can’t imagine that will come true.
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