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B In th1s study of the organlzatlonal patterns of us
','Unlted States. pres1dent1al 1naugural‘addresses there were four
“topics. Key. f1ndings indicate

7:1) 25-of the u6*:peeches haﬁef:hree -easily discernible . -
,introductlo body, 3 ; “a

p. tt g { i;The author concludes

hat- desp1te th dlfferent;style ~and-. themes found in inaugural -

ddresses, Pres1d nts, in . do not organize these ceremon1a1
he : ; &

er ‘suggested 'y ost trad;tlonalétexthooks. The
;;ends w1th;h1s’suggest on C -
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) The Presldentlal Inaugural Address 1s probably the slngle

mSZt 1mportant recurrlng publlc speech in Amerlcan llfe. As - 7 : s
fWalter wlnchell has wrltten.r "You could almost wrlte a: h1story

72{ of th1s natlon by complllng an anthology of 1naugural addresses "17

Rhetorlcal cr1t1Cs, however, have generally 1gnored 1naugura1 , ?:

rhetorlc as’ a spec1al form of publlc address. Apparently, the 7 7 2

’55 - 1,5 only rhetorlcal study of 1naugural addresses as such 1s the one

7i,i, ) {; reported by Wdlforth.», Such neglect of so 1mportant a rhetorlcal

- genre is unfortunate, for’ students of Amerlcan public address f,

e f%f5; ' two dlfferent Amerlcan Presldents from Washlngton to leon.leiil‘

(Four Pres;dents here are excluded slnce they gave no 1naugural

"i; address- they succeeded to the Presldency upon the death of a Eﬁ"”



'..’2-

—Presldent and were not thereafter re-elected on the1r -own. ) For,

‘the purposes of thls 1nvestlgat1on, organlzatlonal patterns 1s B

deflned as wllson and Arnold suggest in the1r popular textf Pub-a

,11c Speakl_gfas ‘a L1bera1 Art.3 Relylng on "trad1t1ona1" rhe-

’:torlcal theory, whlch has roots in the earlzest wrltlngs on pub-f
711c speaklng and whlch 1s found in nearly every modern textbook,irr

7fthey wr te that organlzatlon refers to (1) "the over-all pattern .

_

: of a speech" and (2) the structurlng of 1deas "thhln the varrous
fpolnts of a d1scourse.ﬂf The "over-all pattern" of a speech is

_,1ts d1v1s1on 1nto'(a) 1ntroduct1on;,(b),body ‘and (c) conclu-f,f;i’w

;', used 1n the speech notably 1n the speech body? i;,f;%

”1(4) What organlzatlonal pattern, 1f any, predom1-37f3fr

nates 1n the body of the speech’

It}ls hoped that answers to these questlons w111 enable ‘us to
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' organlzlng speeches found 1n most modern (and anC1ent) speech

' _1ty 1nherent 1n any study s1m11ar to th1s one, a few commentS*'

7 augural addresses were examlned.ffEach speech was read at least

be more familiar'with'inauoural’rhetoric"generally and to knowr

- whether or not the slngle most 1mporta.nt recurr:.ng publ:l.c speecn :

in Amerlcan llfe exempllfles in practlce the prescrlptlon for

,textbooks.éi ;:7—” }i’, ;;,}7

AnaIYSIS of the §Eeeches7

:Method 7 Because of the problems of rellablllty and valld- ' - fr

7'5;7must be offered at the out-set concernlng how the fOttY-SLX 1n-

1’7pressed to "flnd“ a def1n1te pattern there.8 Neverthelessi re-,,,‘

*',W1lson and Arnold the 1nvestlgator haSgchosen to base the con-;i

55:{ cluslons reported 1n thls paper nlz upon hls own observatlons,

= results.

ERIC.

Results. Analysls of the speeches revealed the follow1ng;



@’f‘ (l) Only 25 of the 46 speeches (55%) can be or are clearly 7
- ] 7 ‘7d:|.v:|.ded 1nto the three standard lelSlonS most textbooks recom-
7 mend' 1ntroduct1on, body and concluslon._ Fourteen others (about
_30%) have a concluszoh that 1s clearly d1scern1ble from the body
Qii'i of ohe address.{ The other 7 speeches (15%‘ are organzzed in
5tjsuch a way that the three d1v1slons (1f, 1ndeed, they can oe

N e R sa1d to exlst 1n each 1nstance) merge together to form one whole

:ié ’77fjf o Three excellent examples of speeches that appear to be,

so 1ntegrated that the trl-partlte lelSlon seems axtifzclal
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:ico‘tluslon of what the sneech -was aboutrr Of these, onlj twoff’
:i,lnclude an enumezatzon of polnts to be covered or covered 7
s:—Hoover offered a general prev1ew but rev1ewed hzs maJor po1nts

75—speczf1ca11y (although he d1d not. revlew themvln the portzon of
h:l.s speech 1abe11ed "Conc1u51on"). 7 Lyndon Johnson prev1ewed

'frand rev1ewed the speclflc p01nts of hls speech - the artlcles 7

— _ ? -

T

f%ﬁiof the Amerzcan "covenant " Justlce, llberty, JnltY-,:::f{féfji{—

Some 23 of the 46 speeches (51%) 1nc1ude some type of
l;;:general preV1ew, TYplcal examP1es are pIOV1ded 1n speeches o

Polk sa:.d- '

1more than a century apart;’ "A conclse enumeratlonm ’




'g i*:A,r ;jﬁ (3) The most categorxcal generallzatlon that can be

= 7f;f S made about organlzatlonal patterns 1n the 1naugura1 speeches )

e : 1s that most of them contazn few transxtlonal deV1ces. *Qf—*r
- ) course, there are numerous uses of some necessary connectxvesr
;522 1_ﬁ;;v?rr (noted below), but on;y three speeches of the 46 contaln
: 3;;;?7:;1 :;:i numer1ca1 szgnposts 1n the bodyﬁ-- those of Truman, Elsen-—iiirgr
s ﬁffii 1;—:x hower (hzs Flrst) and Lyndon Johnson.— Of the three, only 7::iji

= tf?e,, f B ;*Johnson used "fzrst Ly "second" and "thlrd“ ‘as' 1101cators of
:?@§ I magor poxnts 1n the speech body.; Some speakers used "flnally“

Tiln the body of the1r speeches to 1nd1cate that they had reached

1§ 7Adher1ng:to that general phzlosophy, 36 of

be antzczpated.“

1 Text Provid



the speeches (80%) are organlzed by toplcs, 1n one way or ahct er,

One Speech seems clearly organ1zed in the problem-solut1on pat- =

- tern - Franklrn Roosevelt's Frrst Inaugural One speech com-

,i;:;i o - b1nes problem-solutlon w1th a- cansal pattern ~-- Monroe 's- F1rst.

Frve of the addresses could perhaps, be sald to be organlzed

L

o 3; chronologlcally, Llncoln s SeCOnd is an example.: Two of. tne -

addresses are composed around analogles - Roosevplt’ hi’

o Lf f (the natlon is compared to a- person) and.Ersenhower's'Flrst

(freedom 1s put on tr1a1).>i iﬁ




- 7—-,8-3 : .
ulars to the prescrlptlons found 1n most textbooks. Almost
half of the speeches cannot be clearly out11ned on the baszs

of the 1ntroduct1on-body-conc1u51on pattern. Fewer than one,

,—*speech 4in szx 1nc1udes a prevzew and rev1ew and most of the -

speeches do not have clear, helpful transxtzonal statements, =

That EIth of ten speeches are organzzed toplcally does not ,?

rea11y te11 us much except, perhaps, that too few Presldents

+

take the t1me to organlze partlcular topzcs axound more general ]

and meanlngaul ones, such as the "pledge-request" approach of-

Kennedy sTInaugural - ToOfman '1naugura1 s ;akers a pear to 7

7'1,:ur textbooks- Jefferson's Fzrst,,;

whatever our fznal Judgment, nonetheless, one thzng seems

c1ear - 1naugura1 rhetorlc requlres fuxther study., We,neeqfto:,','




g ;;jo f1t the d;gnlty requlred by the ocoas1on° (4) Are 1naugura1

 :answer suoh questlons as these. (1) Is there a oharacterlstzc

3"sty1e“ of 1naugura1 rhetor1o° Do speakers enploy or avold nse ' ) T

: - of rhetorloal questions, f19urat1Ve language, ooncroteness,

) ,;{humor, repetltion, speC1a1 forms of - supportlng materials? (2) o Ef

:?Is 1nangura1 rhetorlc rea11y "ceremonlal" - or 1s it a "po11-,

;jtloal" speech d;sguxsed in the form of nonpartlsanshlp? (3) ' R %7

" Do 1naugura1 speakers de11ver the addresses 1n a manner 51m11ar

':fto that used fov ther speakzng ocoasrons - or do they ohange -

?addressos more 11ke1y to be the product of the speaker'alone



Footnotés' -

Quoted by Davxs Newton Lott 1n hxs useful annotated

antholooy of inaugural addxesses, The Pre51dents eak. The

Ingzgg;al Addxesses of the Aner*can Preszdents from wAshxngton

to. Nxxon (NY- Holt, Rlnehart and‘W1nston, 1969), Pe vzi.,,W: ;'v

D L. Wdlf¢:th "John Kennedy in the Tradltzon of Inaug- 'i s

ural Speeches," Quarterlx Jouxnal of Sgeech 47 (Apr11 1961), -
124-132 Thzs study, a comparzson of Kennedy’s 1naugura1 speech -

' wmth those of prevzous Presxdents, is- prmmarzly concerned w1th

the length,

7sty1e (here llmzted to sentence length) and 1deas '




7(2) with-helq proposal or indirect sequence, (3) open proposal
or direct sequence, (4) eliminatiou ofder, and (5)’Mouroe's :
Vl uotiVated'sequence.,rPsychological pattern (1) will not be used
he:e sznce its applzcatzon requzres a Judgment upon the relatzve
1mportance and wezght of ideas «= a factox beyo % s,ope of -
this paper. 7 - -
6Th1s last questzon 1s especzally 1nterest1ng 1n llght
of recent evzdence that suggests that "one daxe not pxesume

/'hat7 'good' rheto:zc 1n our day chaxacte:zstzcally contazns

?17 the verbal, structuralzzzng featu:es textbooks encourage.", Rod-

Douglass and Carroll:C Arnoldrrﬂon Analyszs of 9°S§ilm

7what each President actually saxd, they are used here for two
Cx :easons. F;rst, no moxe accu:ate wxztten accounts of the speeches

zs :ead;ly avazlable. Second, sznce thzs paper deals, for the s

;;most paxt, wzth oxganzzation, zt 1s assuned that m;uor textual

; d;screpancies w111 no:fdlstort the results xeported.i

ePor a provocatzve d;scusszon of the problem, see Douglass f
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A - 1;:15

:f,ririSEeech Journal 21 (Sprinq,

:73;fff5speaking, do not tend; °

9See W#lforth fox d;scusslon of th1s naterial,

Mo:e speakers used the word "pran1ples" to refer'to

the: :..*.:2e of their renaiks'than any other.

Inaugural Addxesses, p. 90.

12Ib:.d., P. 225.— Note the dlstihction between principles,

discussed—by—Polk, and "matters ofrimpoftance," discussed by 7
Hoovef. Although they,used dlfferent words, as did many Presl- )
dents, they actually talked above the" same thxngs in theixr- 7
speeches - both prznciples of government and specaflc 1saues,
:;:13Ib1d., p. 199. - . - ’ e
— 1,,5??nud.,p.198.1,55;},;;f,f;,, T S
Ibld;,fb. 18752}’

:1970)f?24-29.

;7 18A prelzmznary analysis zndaeates that Presidents, generally

in-their- 1na.ugura1 addresses R
7irhetorzca1 questions, fzguratzve language, humor or repetztzon.

But, further study 1s needed.~ o



