Podcast Assignment: Chris Gabos
The Bid for Palestinian Statehood
Palestinians head for UN state showdown
(Wyre Davies/ BBC News – Jerusalem/ 15:46 ET, Wednesday, 14 September 2011
1. Summary: “Palestinians head for UN state showdown” by Wyre Davies illustrates the growing tensions in the Middle East between Israel and Palestine surrounding the bid for Palestinian statehood. The article mentions both sides of the problem, acknowledging that Palestine wishes to head directly to the UN to fight for membership while Israel wishes to undergo discussions with Palestine to reach the “two-state solution.” Davies mentions the ironically contradicting actions by the United States and Barack Obama in response to the issue, and calls upon European nations to have the deciding impact on the matter. 
2. 
a. Ethos: Davies asserts himself almost instantly as a biased author in regards to the topic. He immediately discusses the “criticisms” of the Israeli government in their actions in response to the push for Palestinian statehood, also highlighting Israel’s close-mindedness. He also discredits the notion that Palestinian statehood would increase tensions in the region, saying that “much of the world” – a vague generalization – is on Palestine’s “side.” Davies furthers his bias against Israel by casting the United States in a negative light, calling to attention Obama’s contradictory plans of vetoing statehood in the UN yet “wish[ing] to see the Palestinian flag flying at the UN.”
b. Pathos: Davies expertly makes use of Pathos in order to manipulate the reader into sympathizing with the Palestinians in their desires for statehood. Davies fails to discuss what the new statehood plans entail, especially the fact that it includes return of holy Israeli land to the Palestinians – if such information were known, the audience may feel otherwise. Davies also fails to highlight Israel’s pleas for discussion rather than UN proposal, making the reader believe that the Palestinians is the only nation of the two actually implementing action in regards to the situation. 
c. Logos: Davies in this article never uses solidified evidence, however he presents his arguments with a rhetoric strength that influence the reader into believing his points. He uses vague phrases such as “much of the world is on their side,” “Europe is arguably a more important player than the United States,” and “recent polls show” without providing sources for his information. He also introduces these statements with phrases like “much analysis,” portraying to the reader that research has been conducted to verify Davies’ points. 
3. 
a. Types of Media Bias
i. Political: The author clearly favors Palestinian statehood even at Israeli expense, failing to cite Israel’s desires for peace talks as extensively as the Palestinian push in the UN. 
ii. Nationalism: Davies favors the Palestinians over the Israelis through the arguments made in his article. 
iii. Religious or cultural: Although not directly referencing religion, the reader makes the inference that Davies values the religious views of the Palestinians over those of the Israelis, seeing as much of the conflict between the two nations is religious-based. 
b. Rhetorical Fallacies
i. Overgeneralization: Davies makes many overgeneralizations, including the idea that most of the world supports Palestinian statehood; in actuality, most of these countries that support Palestinian statehood are non-democratic, authoritarian, or religiously-equal countries. 
ii. Either-or: The argument presented in the article is limited between support for the Israelis or support for the Palestinians. 
iii. Ad hominem: Davies attacks Barack Obama’s contradictory actions in the article; he plans to veto Palestinian statehood at the Security Council to uphold the US’s connection with Israel, yet has directly explained his wishes to see the Palestinian flag at the UN. 

Podcast Assignment: Chris Gabos
The Bid for Palestinian Statehood
Palestinian statehood bid: useful points scored at UN
(Jeremy Bowen/ BBC News – Middle East Director, New York/ 23:29 ET, Friday, 23 September 2011)
1. Summary: Bowen’s article “Palestinian statehood bid: useful points scored at UN” discusses in detail Palestinian success at the UN meetings this week in regards to their statehood attempts while highlighting American/Israeli failures. He discusses the contradictory actions of Obama who one year ago supported Palestinian statehood, yet now plans to veto it. Bowen continues to speak of Mr. Abbas in high acclaim, noting his as a brave, heroic leader attempting to prove the strength of his presidency. Bowen also successfully attacks Obama’s speech as being too pro-Israeli, to the point that the Israeli’s were even surprised by it. 
2. 
a. Ethos: Boewn has an overly-biased presence in this article about Palestinian statehood, even going as far as to say “let’s hope this time [Palestinian statehood] works” and how the Palestinians “scored some useful points this week” lacking any statistical evidence to back that up aside from personal opinion. He focusses much of his time praising Mr. Abbas of Palestine while negatively discusses President Obama and the Israelis. 
b. Pathos: Pathos plays a vital role in this article as it helps shape the reader’s opinions. The picture on the article shows an ecstatic Mr. Abbas welcoming a warm round-of-applause upon entering the UN chamber. Bowen uses terms like “grim-faced” to describe the American delegation to the UN, attempting to cast them as the outsiders in a room full of Palestinian supporters. Bowen also discusses twice the inter-government disputes in America and Israel, highlighting Gov Rick Perry’s negative comments about Obama and Mr. Lieberman’s (Israel’s foreign minister) lack of applause during Mr. Netanyahu’s speech, attempting to show disorganization and lack of consistency between the two factions opposing the Palestinians. Not to mention, Bowen also depicts Mr. Abbas as a confident President defying preconceived notions of him being weak, attempting to prove his triumph to the audience in order to sway their influences. 
c. Logos: Bowen lacks validated information and substantiated logos throughout his article as he uses many vague generalizations. He infers that the Palestinians have “scored” many imaginary points during the meeting and uses phrases such as “as always.” Bowen also calls upon authority voices without identification, saying once in the article “one western delegate I know” without providing a name or title, failing to legitimize the comments to the reader. 
3. .
a. Types of Media Bias
i. Political: Bowen blatantly favors the Palestinians over the Israelis and Americans due to the constant trashing of the administrations over their ideas and actions.
ii. Nationalism: For many of the reasons already listed, Bowen shows nationalistic favor towards the Palestinians. 
iii. Bandwagon: Bowen attempts to portray to the reader the “bandwagon” support for Palestinian statehood by recalling the grandiose applause Mr. Abbas received upon entering the chamber, attempting to prove America is the minority party. 
iv. Sensationalism: Bowen over-exaggerates the feeling in the room in regards to Mr. Abbas’s entrance including the reactions by the Americans and Israelis. 
b. Rhetorical Fallacies
i. Overgeneralization: Bowen makes an overgeneralization when he says “as always, domestic policies are shaping foreign policy.” 
ii. Either-or: Just by the circumstances of the situation, the reader is either for-or-against Palestinian statehood. 
iii. Ad hominem: Bowen attacks President Obama and his contradictory actions of supporting Palestinian statehood one year ago to now wishing to veto it completely. 
iv. Red Herring: Bowen distracts the audience away from the central idea of the article, which should be Palestinian success at the UN, to instead discuss the failures of American and Israeli administrations and their physical responses in the meeting chamber, something that is completely irrelevant to the argument in the article which should be based on factual events; calling attention to expressions is biased. 

Podcast Assignment: Chris Gabos
The Bid for Palestinian Statehood
Palestinian leader Mahmoud Abbas makes UN statehood bid (video broadcast)
(Jeremy Bowen/ BBC News/ 17:51 ET, Friday, 23 September 2011)
1. Summary: Jeremy Bowen during this BBC Broadcast discusses the UN proceeding during which President Abbas formally presented the bid for Palestinian statehood in front of a roaring audience giving their full support. He also shows various images of rallying crowds in Palestine, showing the joy of the home citizens in regards to their possible independence. Bowen then continues to cover President Netanyahu’s speech which he comments on as being uncompromising; Bowen selects very attackative pieces of Netanyahu’s speech, including many quotes that directly attack the Palestinians linking them to deadly weaponry. 
2. .
a. Ethos: Jeremy Bowen speaks in a very “broadcaster-esque” voice to imply that bias is eliminated from his discussion, yet he chooses to discuss the high-points of President Abbas’s speech, and the low points, including the disrespectful quotes against the UN, of President Netanyahu. 
b. Pathos: Emotionally, pathos plays a vital role in this BBC broadcast as the clips and audio selected are direct attempts to rally support and sympathy towards the Palestinians. Triumphant footage of President Abbas’s entrance into the General Assembly with the audio of the entire chamber applauding is shown in the opening of the video, along with footage of a Palestinian square in which hundreds of people are celebrating – calling upon the sympathy of the viewer seeing the happiness of the Palestinian citizens. The video casts President Netanyahu as a rude individual; the video points out that he called the UN a “theatre of the absurd” and linked President Abbas and his administration, including the entire country of Palestine, with deadly weaponry. 
c. Logos: Bowen, unlike the authors of the other articles from the BBC, actually does not make an over-sweeping general statements about the issue. He provides interactive maps, historical context and validated facts during his broadcast. He does not attempt to trick the viewer into believing a fact that is not necessarily as true as it seems. 
3. 
a. Types of Media Bias
i. Political: Bowen shows a clear bias towards the Palestinians during his broadcast; even a more derogative tone can be noticed when he discusses the Israelis as opposed to apparent upbeat tone with which he discusses the Palestinians and their proud progress.
ii. Nationalism: Nationalism is shown through Bowen’s clear favoring of the Palestinians over the Israelis. 
iii. Bandwagon: Much like in Bowen’s written article Palestinian statehood bid: useful points scored at UN, Bowen tries to cast the Israelis in the minority by highlighting the massive applause President Abbas and the Palestinians received upon the formal presentation of their bid for statehood. 
b. Rhetorical Fallacies
i. Bowen in this video actually makes no rhetorical fallacies; rather, he just strongly favors the Palestinians over the Israelis. He remains on topic throughout the entire video, even providing accurate historical context, and uses no broad generalizations and bandwagon comments – the video/audio used does portray bandwagon sentiment, however. Bowen also does not directly attack President Netanyahu, again rather it’s the videos/audio used that allows the viewer to infer bias against him. 

Podcast Assignment: Chris Gabos
The Bid for Palestinian Statehood
Mid-east crisis: Abbas vs. Netanyahu at UN
(BBC News/ 23:51 ET, Friday, September 25 2011)
1. Summary: This article discusses the passion with which Mr. Abbas spoke before the United Nations General Assembly and how historic his speech was. The article also discusses how peace discussions have failed in the past, explaining how the Palestinian bid for statehood was the only remaining option for a deal to be made. The article mentions too Obama’s tough decision in regards to supporting/vetoing the proposal, seeing as he must appease a mostly pro-Israel congress. 
2. .
a. Ethos: The article fails to identify an author, therefore the ideas presented in the article – it can be inferred – represent those of the BBC in its entirety. Much like the other articles, this article discusses in great detail the warm reception Mr. Abbas received upon entering the UN. The article also heavily quotes President Abbas. 
b. Pathos: The BBC expertly used emotional appeal to influence the audience in favor of the Palestinians by using the phrase “passion[ately]” to describe the tone with which Abbas made his speech, attempting to get the reader to sympathize with his position. The BBC also describes the response received from Netanyahu’s speech, explaining how it was “sparse” and “partisan,” influencing the reader to think that the Israelis are the minority party in the discussion process.
c. Logos: The article uses no validated statistics or arguments as to why Palestinian recognition in the UN is more effective than peaceful negotiations other than by citing President Abbas’s quotations, showing a clear bias towards the Palestinians!”
3. 
a. Types of Media Bias
i. Political: This article favors the political maneuver by the Palestinians to apply for UN membership as opposed to continuing “useless” peace talks with Israel.
ii. Nationalism: This article favors the Palestinian nation over the Israeli nation, much like all the previous articles put forth by the BBC.
iii. [bookmark: _GoBack]Bandwagon: Again, the BBC article attempts to portray to the reader that the entire UN body, symbolizing the entirety of the world, is in support of Palestinian statehood, while the Israelis are the minority party receiving no support other than that of the United States.
iv. Sensationalist: The BBC was quite sensationalist in regards to their strong approach on the failure of peace talks and proposal of Palestinian statehood.
b. Rhetorical Fallacies
i. Bandwagon: The BBC continuously highlights the appeal of Abbas’s ideas in opposition to the lack of response received by the Israeli speakers to portray to the reader that the Palestinians are the better party.
ii. Ad hominem: The BBC does not directly attack Netanyahu, yet directly attacks his beliefs and plans, therefore turning the audience against him via biased writing. 
Podcast Assignment: Chris Gabos
The Bid for Palestinian Statehood
Obama addressed UN as Palestinian bid prompts rallies
(BBC News/ 17:34 ET, Wednesday, 21 September 2011)
1. Summary: This article, written by the BBC as no author is mentioned, is written before the proposal has been handed in for Palestinian statehood discussing President Obama’s policy on the proceedings. The article explains how Obama wishes to allocate more time to discussions directly between Palestine and Israel in order to formulate a two-state solution, yet also discusses how the Palestinians feel that going directly to the UN would be a more efficient solution to the problem seeing as failed negotiations have been occurring for over twenty years. 
2. .
a. Ethos: The article uses the same tactics as many of the other articles; highlighting the contradictory actions of President Obama of how he once supported Palestinian statehood yet now does not support the UN push. The article also discussed how Obama is more focused on pushing his agenda for reelection rather than focusing on the issue at hand with defending Israel.
b. Pathos: The article portrays to the reader that discussions between the two sides are unsuccessfully futile, making the reader feel a sense of urgency to solve the international dispute. These feelings of urgency make the reader side with the Palestinians.
c. Logos: The article is fairly devoid of valid arguments since it doesn’t really have to make any. The article lets the quotations of the speakers and their actions set the scene making it up to the reader to determine them as they please – although clearly biased against the Israelis.
3. 
a. Types of Media Bias
i. Political: This article written by the BBC favors the political plans of UN membership over Obama’s plans of continued peace discussions towards the two state system. 
ii. Nationalism: This article portrays antinationalism against America, attacking Obama for campaigning rather than attempting to solve the Palestinian-Israeli dispute.
iii. Bias towards ease: This article does not offer much analysis or insight, rather is simply voices the feelings and voices of the speakers in a biased manner. G
b. Rhetorical Fallacies
i. Either-or: This article presents both cases for possible Palestinian action and allows the reader to decide which decision is more effective…however, the push for UN membership is more widely broadcasted. 
ii. Ad hominem: The article, as previously stated, attacks President Obama and his ideas to revisit the unsuccessful peace talks, unfortunately casting him in a negative light. 
Rubric
Summary/Citation: 10 pts
Ethos (credibility of sources): 10 pts
Pathos (emotional impact):  10 pts
Logos (validity of message via stats and facts): 10 pts
Media Bias: 5 pt
Rhetorical Fallacies: 5 pt

50/50 


