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3. RAPOPORT’S RULEs

tions often crosses the line into nitpicking
)

sea-lawyering.* and—as
we have seen—outright parody. >

The thrill of the chase and the con-

viction that your opponent Aas to be harboring a confusion somewhere
encourages uncharitable interpretation, which gives you an easy target
to attack. But such easy targets are typically irrelevant to the real issues
at stake and simply waste everybody’s time and patience, even if they
give amusement to your supporters. The best antidote I know for this
tendency to caricature one’s opponent is a list of rules promulgated

many years ago by the social psychologist and game theorist Anatol
Rapoport (creator of the winning Tit-for-Iat strategy in Robert Axel-

rod’s legendary prisoner’s dilemma tournament).t
How to compose a successful critical commentary:

1. You should attempt to re-express your target’s position so
clearly, vividly, and fairly that your target says, Thanks, 1

wish I’d thought of putting it that way.”
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\p OTHER TOOLS FOF THINKING

INTUITION PUMPS A

d list any points of agreement (especially if th
| or widespread agreement), d

u have learned from yy,
. r

2. You shoul
.re not matters of genera

3. You should mention anything yo

target.
4. Only then are you permitte

rebuttal or criticism.

d to say so much as a word of

One immediate effect of following these rules is that your t,
. 5 3 r
will be a receptive audience for your criticism: you have g] gzts
. > re
shown that you understand their positions as well as they do a (}1'
y dl

have demonstrated good judgment (you agree with them on s

. 0

important matters and have even been persuaded by Someth-me
ing

they said).”

f Following Rapoport’s Rules is always, for me at least, somethj
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profoundly disagree) in my book Freedom Ewvolves (2003), and
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€ wWrote
chapter: to me after I had sent him the draft
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under the rug. And for this, as well as the extended treat-
ment, I am grateful.

'i
i

Other recipients of my Rapoport-driven attention have been less ;
cordial. 'The fairer the criticism seems, the harder to bear in some

cases. It is worth reminding yourself that a heroic attempt to find a
defensible interpretation of an author, if it comes up empty, can be
even more devastating than an angry hatchet job. I recommend it.



