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Maureen Dowd is Screaming Again


Maureen Dowd, that fiery red-head op-ed columnist from the New York Times, has written another article about what she sees as the incompetence of the current administration’s policies, or more specifically, George W. Bush’s decision making.  In her article, “Awake and Scream” from September 16, 2006, she criticizes the president and his inability to make decisions on his own, or at least without the help of Vice (Dick Cheney) and Rummy (Donald Rumsfeld).  
However, it is not necessarily what she says in this article that is enlightening or profound, but it is in how she says it.  Although there are examples of Dowd’s wit in this article, she writes with a serious calm (notably different than “Squires of Surveillance”) while she utilizes classes of argument and persuasive devices to make a strong evaluative and factual argument
.  Some readers may find fallacies in her argument; however, those would not be her regular readers.  Quite the contrary, they would be the small niche of conservative writers who only read her articles so they may have something to respond to in their next op-ed column.


Dowd’s article comes at a time when congress is in the middle of a debate on whether or not to allow the CIA some “flexibility” on the issues of torture and the Geneva Convention and allowing terrorist POW’s to see the evidence against them when they are on trial.  
Her argument is filled with factual and evaluative classes of argument; at the same time, she also incorporates a small dose of causality into her text and ultimately completes her argument with some trademark recommendation at the end.  At any rate, the less significant of the three would have to be the causal element which can be found when she accuses the president of making decisions based on the influence of Vice and Rummy.  She says, “the president naively admires what he sees as bravado” (2).  Although this may be a value judgment on Dowd’s part, it might also be interpreted as the basis of her causal argument because it identifies how the president has made his choices and has ultimately ended up where he is at with his back against the wall in trying to get a bill through the senate that would change the language of the Geneva Convention.  
It is within the context of this situation where Dowd’s argument illustrates a factual argument to advance her judgment on this particular issue.  


Quoting senate republicans Lindsey Graham and John McCain, Dowd enhances her evaluative stance on the issue of the president and his policies; moreover, when she quotes former Secretary of State Colin Powell, she solidifies her credibility with factual elements, and with the statements she provides, these men are placed squarely on her side of the argument.
  She effectively uses Powell’s quote when he stated, “The world is beginning to doubt the moral basis of our fight against terrorism” to note the harsh words against the president in his decision to change the language of the Geneva Convention (qtd. in Dowd 1).  
She goes on to state that, “[America], bustling under Bill Clinton, the nation is now insecure about its moral force…” (2). When she makes this evaluative statement, she is also making a factual one because her opinion is supported by the moral facts (issues) as they are recognized by credible men such as Powell, Graham, and McCain; thus, her credibility and logos is enhanced.  

For the most part, this article by Dowd should be considered a factual one that supports her evaluative or logical stance; likewise, as is pretty typical of her writing, she uses pathos to appeal to the readers when she says, “Catching terrorists can be done without trashing American ideals” (1).
  Her intentions are for this statement to grasp at the reader’s core value of patriotism and “the American Way”. However, it may be noted to be a fallacy in the form of Ad populum by the small niche of conservative writers because it appears to be a slogan-esque statement, or, in other words, it uses a “bandwagon appeal”. 
 On the other hand, if readers are sympathetic to her assumption, they will disregard the statement as a possible fallacy that is outweighed by her use of it to support her judgment.  

In addition to her use of the classes of argument throughout her essays, Dowd typically ends her argument with some recommendation (also establishing pathos in the form of anger), and this article is no different when she aims her statement straight at the president, whom she is surely hoping will read her article.  
She states, “The president should take responsibility for the hash he’s made, instead of insisting every decision was correct, and come up with more astute cultural and military analyses.  The ‘awakening’ should be W.’s” (2).  By making this evaluative/recommendation statement, Dowd not only wants her readers to understand the magnitude of what she sees as the president’s follies, but she also wants him to understand it.  She wants her readers to be angry, or at least, irritated at what she sees as mistakes in the decision-making abilities of the president. 

It is impossible to read an article by Maureen Dowd and not be moved in some way. Whether she makes you mad or she makes you laugh, she makes a point.  Her point in “Awake and Scream” is made clear with her use of ethos and pathos to ultimately create logos, and her use of the classes of arguments also illustrates her command within the art of argument.  While fallacies may be scarce in this article, that does not mean there are none to be found; it just means another argument would have to be written by another writer who finds Dowd to be a shark-not a goddess.
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�Summary of the central message.


�Thesis


�Audience identification.


�Kairos, or historical context of the article.


�Less notes the causal argument by setting up the citation, providing it, and then commenting on it’s significance to the context of his analysis.


�In this ¶, the evaluative and factual classes of argument are noted here as well as the ethos persuasive device.


�Note the indirect source.


�Logos and pathos persuasive devices are noted.


�Noting the possibel fallacy.


�Less notes the recommendation class of argument.





