
How might the context in which knowledge is presented influence
whether it is accepted or rejected?

Object 1: Al Gore’s “An Inconvenient Truth”

The first object I have chosen is the 2006 documentary
“An Inconvenient Truth” by Al Gore. Al Gore is the former
vice president of the United States of America and a
Democratic politician. The documentary is about
climate change and its purpose is to educate people on
environmental activism and the climate crisis.

I believe this documentary is interesting as it highlights
the importance of contextuality when knowledge is
presented. Present in America specifically, with a
correlation between political ideologies and voters’ positive or negative opinions on a
subject (Pew Research Center, 2015). For instance, the acceptance or rejection of the
information presented in this documentary, as well as the documentary itself. The
context in which the knowledge is presented and delivered by former vice president Al
Gore, affected how it was received. In 2006 48% of Fox News’ climate change stories
featured Al Gore (The Conversation, 2017). With his prominent role as the face of this
documentary in the media and the partisan nature of US politics, even though the
information he was giving affects everyone, this documentary is a factor contributing to
the link between individuals taking the opposite stance on the issue and their
Republican political ideology (Pew Research Center, 2015). Therefore, the context of Al
Gore being a Democratic politician, can be seen to influence the acceptance or rejection
of the knowledge being imparted. Those who are more likely to accept the message are
Democrats and those more likely to reject it are Republicans and this is fundamentally
due to it being seen as a Democratic idea and something that Republicans shouldn't
support.

I chose this object as it is an example of a historical event that influenced an
environmental movement. I found it very interesting to see how political parties, as
presenters of knowledge, heavily influence the acceptance of the knowledge they
impart.



Object 2: Sidereus Nuncius (Starry Messenger) by
Galileo

My second object is Galileo’s work ‘Sidereus
Nuncius’, published in 1610. In this work Galileo
promotes the helio-centric theory of Nicolaus
Copernicus published in ‘De revolutionibus orbium
coelestium’ (1543). The helio-centric theory is the
astronomical model in which the Earth and planets
revolve around the Sun, which is at the centre of
the Solar System. Galileo supports the theory with
his observations, made with a telescope, of the
moons of Jupiter and of the phases of Venus
(Stanford Solar Centre, 2020).

The context in which this object was presented
was that during the time of its publication (17th
century Italy), the Catholic church had a large influence over society, religion and played
a large role in everyday life. Therefore, as Galileo’s discoveries went against biblical
principles and the Aristotelian geocentric view (that the Earth was the center of the
universe and that all heavenly bodies revolve around the Earth), they were rejected. His
work challenged the religious beliefs of the time and went against classical ideas; both
of which were deciding factors in it being rejected (Michael Sharratt, 1994, pp.
110–115). Galileo and Copernicus’ ideas of helio-centrism, in 1616, were even declared
heretical by the Inquisition. Helio-centric books were banned and Galileo was ordered to
abstain from holding, teaching or defending helio-centric ideas (Heilbron 2010, p.218).
Therefore, the knowledge that Galileo presented was rejected due to the historical and
social contexts of the time.

I chose this object because I am learning about the effects of scientific discoveries and
theories of the Enlightenment era, in my IB History of Europe class. I found it interesting
that we now know and accept Galieo’s work as being correct due to the development of
our society away from solely relying on eclesiastic beliefs and reasonings.



Object 3: Rachel Carson’s “Silent Spring”

The third object I have chosen is the 1962 book Silent
Spring by Rachel Carson. Rachel Carson is a renowned
author of natural history books and a former marine
biologist. The book explores the dangerous effects of
the use of the pesticide DDT and humanity’s over
reliance on technological progress. It helped to set the
stage for an environmental movement which caused the
banning of DDT in the United States and the formation
of the United States Environmental Protection Agency.

Silent Spring was the most controversial of Rachel
Carson’s books. One and a half million copies of the book were sold in the first year of
publication (TheBestNotes, 2020.). The book was both highly praised by some of
Carson’s fellow scientists and yet heavily criticized and scrutinized by the chemical
industry and numerous U.S government officials. As an example, a manufacturer of
Chlordane, another insecticide, tried to prevent Houghton Mifflin from publishing the
book (TheBestNotes, 2020). This group attempted to depict Carson’s work as
scaremongering and labelled her evidence unsubstantiated. This illustrates that
scientists and the general public knew the real world effects of this pesticide and
accepted the knowledge that was presented. In contrast the chemical industry and
government officials rejected her work as they had a vested interest in the chemical not
being harmful. They rejected the knowledge DDT and other pesticides were detrimental
to the environment, in order to continue production and increase their economic gain.
Their attempts at dis-crediting her work were unsuccessful, as can be witnessed in the
results of her work (notably the banning of DDT and the formation of the United States
Environmental Protection Agency). This demonstrates that this particular context
(powerful vested interest) influences the acceptance or rejection of knowledge.

I chose this object as I found it to provide insight into how Carson used her knowledge
to influence public opinions and actions. Despite the efforts of those who tried to
silence and publicly reject her knowledge, it was able to be shared and has now
changed the world for the better.
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