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ABSTRACT

The author contends that inan as a receiver of
information is largely manipulated by the information sources. He
proposes a system of substantive rhetoric, whereby we could perceive
how past assumptive reasoning processes have allowed us to be
manipulated and how these processes have originated outside rather
than within ourselves. The author suggests the dimensions of the
proposed substantive rhetoric be viewed through three factors:
reality as fantasized by man; reality as perceived; and reality as it
exists, or what the author terms reality infinity. He contends that
man tends to view true reality through fantasy rather than through
his true perception, and he hopes through his substantive rhetoric
process that man can view reality infinity through perceptive
reality. It is the purpose of the author's proposals to provide a
system that will allow man to bring about a "self-Change." To
accoriplish this, he must be shown that (1) what he is doing in
relation to receiving new external stimuli is right, and (2) the new
information he receives as external stimuli is not threatening.
(Author/RN)
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It is the ability and expertness with which politicians;
teachers, busine:zcmen, newspapers, television, and Vall
Street manipulote tre receiver of informaticn which leads
to many of the enigmes and stigmas that man iu
confronted with today. The purpose of the proposed
"substantive rhetoric" is not to negate the roles playad
by the preceding systems, but rather to propose a
system which would enable us to perceive how past
assumptive reasoning processes have allowed us 1o be
manipulated; and to present a system which would enshle
us to perceive past asswiptive reasoning processes -
originating outside of ourselves, rather than within.

It is the contention of the present writer that meu's
tendency to reason assumptively, thus positing proof about
reality through mezns of consubstentiation, has resulted in
a rejection of new logic, empirical research, epistemologies,
and theories of cognition. If it were possible tn describe
a new system which would enable us to ¢ 2. . new
epistemologies and cognitive theories in their proper
contexts, perhaps these new advancements would be viewed
as being verneficial to man, rather f{han threatening.

The dimensions of the proposed substantive rhetoric
can be viewed throush three factors, which were proposed
by Vallace Ellerbrook: R, (reality as fantized by man),

(reality as perceived), R (reality as it exists—-the
author in his present model has chosen to call R, R --
reality infinity). Basically, Ellerbrock contends that
man tends to view Rn through Rf, rat.er than his true



" perception oix reality, Rp. In the past, a majority of our
views about reality have becn based on the rreceding
perceptive process, since our perception (Rp) of Rn has
been predicated on Rf. In order to prevent abstractions
from reality, the proposed substantive rhetoric hopes
to enable us to shift perceptive processes of perceiving Rn
through Rf, to perceiving reality in its proper context (that

~is perceiving R through Rp).

Once we are able to perceive ourselves in a proper

context, we will need a new system of self~~-change; or
method of perceiving acticns and thougihts as being

beneficial and right for us. To accomplish this, the
author has implemented a two step system of verifying new
external stimuli: (1) the first steé is to make the new
information we receive appear pleasant; (2) the second step

is to create the feeling that what we are doing is ri-ht

for ourselves ¢—i [~ ¢'ier il oonit - pooce vir  slos
“rium ate \Rp, P in of <z Hropose’ suizser ive
rhetoric that we _._1 be able o reduce many oi our anxieties,

better understand our present conditions, and hopefully
realize that we have the means to banish envieties, distrust,

and disbalance.




The Dimensions of a Substontive Rhetorie

Of equal imvortance in o discussion
cf the "things! of the world is the

avarceness of the process Ly which
we apprehcng the events oi reality,
perception.

'For a long time wan has reflected on his past,
present ond future through an introspective method, and cs
a result hes predicated a majority of his views about reality
(external stimuli) upon his past experiences. Nan has
accepted new assumptions about the present in their relation
to his past experiences, thus positing procf about his
new experiences through means of consubst:nt ation. The
following passage indicates the precess of consubstantiation
in relation to rhetoric (in this in.itance, . czubst_ative
rhetoric):

Those of you who are famil iar wi- . Aristotle‘s
injunctions. in the Rhetoric will remeuber he remarkea
that in praising a man you nust make the hecrer believe
that he shares in the praise either nersonally, or
through his fa.ily, or profession, or somehow. Such
an observation, of course, easily translates itself
into terms of the doctrine of substance. Identification
may take place in principle, or +hrough the whole
range of associated properties and interests.
Persvasion involves communicationrby the signs of
consubstantiality or commonality.<

Further; man has failed to look at his new assumptions as
merely being reflective of his pact and not representative
of new logic, empirical research, epistemologies and
cognitive theories that are potentialliy identifiable as new
external stimuli, The rejection of these new external
stimli has enabled man to imitate one generation after
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another and mointain hic o0ld standards of nseds. It is
therefore the urpoce of this paper to precent the reader
With a new systcai of verifying meaning ond viewing external
stilmuli in regord to its proper context through a substantive
rhetoric. By implenmenting the proposed cubstantive rheioric
in his cognitive processes, man will be able to perceive
external stiiuli as originating outside of himself; as an

expression of existencec as it exists in reelity or actuality.

(’\
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We have long bheen in need of a rhetoric ich would zllow man

to better undersitand tic supportive relationship beitween
both science and the huzaonities. DBarry Coumoner echoed the
need for greater communication betwecn science and the
humanities when he wrote:

It is not a coinciderce, I believe, that the
scientific end tecimolos=ical problens that aflect
the human condition inv lve inherently comrlex

SyS temo. LlIe, as we 1 ve it, is rarvely

encou pa 2d by a single cidemic discinline.

Real ; robleus thet effect cur lives and :oinge

on What we value rarel: i;t into the neat

catesories thot arpaor in the colloge cat.logu
nediecval hl”tOTj, oclevr Nh sics. or molv:ulb-
biolcgy. Tor exr”A i ompi. in owrr minds

The serrii ing dcx Co0oelTies wae need
o lmow not oo ly ol CLoeCC .o ns,
ar-iotectur 2y, cne coclal pliioing. but al oo the
Chemistry of aironcds, the biology oI water systems,
and the ecology of the domestic rat and the cockroach.
In a word, we need to understand sciencc and
technOWQpJ THet 15 relevent 1o tae numen condition.d

It is the hope of this writer that, through the dimensions
of a substantive rhetoric, the preceding need of mankind will

be met., .

Every process of persuasion involves some type of
external stimuli or event. Persuasive events and processes
in the past have been viewed through such reasoning methods
as logic, rationalization, induction and deduction. In
indicating the weaknesses of inductive and deductive
reasoning processes, Condon wrote:

Neither view is satisfactory. A system that
would disregaerd our daily experiences is of limited
utility. And besides, we should ask where such a



sycstem come from before we ucccw it A Systen
based purcly on inductcd zcnce dita 1” iupossible,
for before we can use the tCli""lLt o“ "1ight" we
have to essume that they kelung to soume "systen,"
What do we include and what do wc ~01‘1 ve
should ask? In both systems we find the igsnorance

of languzgze as a humen invention thot has cvolv a
throuﬁh ucoldc.nt end convention, nct design (1.70).

It is such methods of reasoning thzt have z2llovied man to view
his environment in an assumptive monner aue to the fact thal
these methods are based upon viewing persuasive events in
terms of what has accrued in man's post Qmericnces.

At some arbitrary point in any persuasive vrocess there
occurs what will be called "persuccive . otenvic ities." It

is the contentior of this writer it i: order :or the
persulsive nosentialsvies to be ac-iatec a necd -ust be created
by the external persuasive stimul: It is a dii’crentiation
betwec1 neec and no~need which mal: this otaze i, the

3
communiceatir2 process so significi. in Thic tronomicscion

smd perceptici of the external cwio.li. ...1tc: 2fizn
politicians zzszur2 that peosple " 1 e audxr-:nce .- ng
ettentive oo hov: a need 0 h . T. il melsagoes, iowever,

voat tiey fail to realize is that although a person may be
in an audience, and is "supposedly" attentive, quite often he
does not perceive the message (external stimuli) in terms of
reality. An example would be that even though Jerry Rubin
were at a President Nixon campaign speech, and supposedly
attentive, he would not perceive and assimilate the
information being delivered by President Nixon in terms of
"reality" if he did not have a need to listen to Nixon's
message. In regard to needs and how we think and feel

about reality Condon stated:

Nhat we see (or hear, smell, feel, and so on)
depends on what we ‘think we want and need to
See, And this in {turn deponds on who and where we
have been and who we think we will become (1.15),

Therefore, what is needed is a process which will make man
perceive that he needs to learm,and essimilate the new external
" 8timuli being presented or witnessed. IFurther, to go along



with Condon's idea, this process must rot only make man view
the external messsge in terms of his past experiences, but
in relation to his present experience znd future expectations
as well, '

fan's perception of tke world has been greatly
dependent on his pést needs and wants. I[ian's needs must
be directed more toward his immediate wants and desires so
he can view his present external reality not in terms of
who he would have been, or who . = could become; bu’ in
terms of who he is an: how the - ~esent ¢ ternal - _uli he
is confronted with affects what e is. Thus man n..is to
change his thinking ¢ »out what © needs, before % 2 new
orocess ¢ creating a need in th- receiver can ocer— As
Jondor: wrote:

We see most.y what we ..—2 lcar -4 tc _ool
> 200k 2t what we think we : ed to . ok '
mere whit seems unnece 'z .77 or, ir  uwé sec

it seexzr threatzning ...,
_T & vhe process of seeing what we have learned to look
at in regard to our needs that allows man to reason
assumptively when confronted with new external stimuli,
Condon wrote the following in citing two experiments which
deal with this type of phenomena:

An experiment was conducted in which pictures
were flashed on a screen at such a rate that thnose
watching could not be sure of what they were seeing,
Instruments were set up to record eye movements
during the process. Even though the subjects
in the experiment were not conscicusly aware of
what they were seeing, the pupils of their eyes
contracted when the pictures were distasteful or
responses, The point would be missed if we thought
this perceptual phenomenon occurs only in the
psychological laboratory. Such unconscious avoidance
of personal "danger" is a part of our everyday
behavior,

A similar experiment testing one's ability to
recognize words flashed on the screen for a very
short time indicated that individuals character-
istically "see" words that are consistent with
thelr personal values and misread words that are

BN



irrelevant or opposed to their velue systems, Tor
exauple, one subject whe had ranled low in the
"aesthetic" area of a standard volue test pisread
the word "elegant" as "hyprocrisy" (1.16).

Further, if a method of makinz new logic, empirical researcr
epistemologies and theories of cognitinn pleasant and
Seemingly beneficial were offersd to 12en, perhaps he would
lessen his tendencies to imitate ard adhere to past
generations and cultures., It is the hope of thris writef to
offer such a process later in this paper.,

In considering the needs of man, in terms of reality,
Maslow developed a hierarchy of needs4 that represented
man's basic needs and desires. Naslow's hierserchy of needs
consists of five steges: (1) the physiological nead~, (L
safety needs, (3) th be. . _ag and Love needs, (4) the
esteem needs, (5) the need for self--actualization (4.80-92).
It is the opinion of this writer that the first four needs in
Maslow's hierarchy are fairly basic to man's daily e :stence.
The major benefit of a substantive rhetoric in regard to
Maslow's hierarchy of needs, is that, dve to the fact that
man will be better able tc view his needs in relation to
reality, he will no longer need to imitate his fellow man
through consubstantiation. As a result, man will be able
to reach Maslow's fifth stage of self-actvalization much
more readily, and rid himself of many of his enxieties.

One of the most familiar processes that is mentioned
in the field of rhetoric in reference to a comrunicative
event, is Nonroe's lMotivated Sequence. According to James
McCroskey:

It is based upon "the normal pzocess of human
thinking" and includes five parts-~attention,
need, satisfaction, visualization, and action. . . .

The step he calls need examines the present
situation, and identifies what is wrong and why it
is wrong, and frequently indicates why the problem
has not already been overcome. The step called
‘satisfaction presents a policy, suggests how the
policy is better than other policies that possibly
could be employed. Visualization may be developed
positively, negatively, or by the method of contrast.



Positive visvalization looks to the future, with

the new policy having been accepted, and noints

out the desirability of that policy in light of

its overcoming the problems. Legative visualization

also looks to the future. but assuwes that the new

policy has not been adopted, and considers the harm

the problem will continue to produce. Visualization

by contrast is basically a cowmbination of positive

and negative visualization. . . . The phase of

action in lLionroe's jiotivated Seguence is similar

to what we ordinarily call the conlusion. . . .
Monroe's Liotivated Sequence is well adapted

to the way in which people ordinarily think. It is

a very simple, and yet thorough, structure for a

message advocating a change in policy.

Monroe's lotivated Sequence is highly adaptable to the way
men sresently thinks. However, the writer is contending
that in order for men to view the external stimuli in a
persuasive event, or any other communicative event, he nmust
be presented first with a need to listen to the new stimuli
in its reletion to reality without being so reliant on his
rast experiences for the interpretation of the present
external stimuli.

In presenting a more definitive outline of the
Motivated Sequence, liarsh wrote:

Monroe has developed a series of steps that he
believes follows the psychological needs of the
listener as he receives a message. The five steps
in this motivated sequence are:

The attention step

Obviously, a person carnot be persuaded if
he does not pay attention to the message. The
speaker's first job, then is to make the listener
want 6o listen~--to capture his attention.

The need step

Next, lonroe maintains that the audience
should be made to fecl that "something needs to
be done (decided or felt)." The speaker's second
Job becomes one of showing the need--describing
the problem.

The satisfaction step

Feeling the need strongly, the audience will
want to know what can be done, so the speaker
shows them how the need can be satisfied; he
presents his solution; he tells them "This is what



to do (believe, or feel) to satisfy the need.”
The visualization step

VWhen the speaker directs his efforts ltoward
getting the listeners to say, "I can see myselfl
enjoying the satisfaction of doing (velieving, or
feeliné% this," he engages in descriptions that
conjure up successful solutions for his audience.
This visuelization tends to corzmit the listener
to what he hes already accepted intellectually.

The action step

Finally, the speaker requests action or approval
of his proposal. If he has been successful, his
listeners will say, "I will do (believe or fecl)
this."

While some criticize the motivated sequence
. for reducing speech--making to a formula and for
being so generalized that it can apply to
informative end entertaining specches as well as
to persuasive ones, its redeeming gquality is that i+
attempts to structure the speech according to
psychological necds of the listeners. lany other
writers stress structure for speeches_that suit
the subject but neglect the listener.®
Though llonroe's Motivaied Sequence can be applied to
several types of communicative events, it does not properly
consider the initial psychological needs of the receivers
(audience).
These needs can be outlined in the following manner
in tkeir relation to a substantive rhetoric:

Substantive Rhetoric - a persuader will not get attention

without first creating a need
for attention '
1. XNeed - a person must see that he can gain something
- from the persuasive event in terms of reality
2, Attention -~ once a need is created, the message will
' gain attention of the receiver
3, Satisfaction - a person will be szatisfied when that

new stimuli becomes pleasant and
appears to be useful for mankind
in relation to reality

4, Visualization - satisfaction having been achieved,

a person will view new




epistemologies, cognitive theories,
and logic in relatio: to reality as
it exists ‘
5 Action ~ a person now goes out and enacts new external
stinuli in its proper context for the benefit
of man; also a person through new activity will
be better able to become more aware of himself
as an individual in his own relation to his
environment and new external stimuli
Hopefully, it can be seen that unless a need is first created
in the persuasive event, the chances for gaining the attention
of a listener will be extremely minimal. Although lcCroskey
holds the opinion that Lonroe's lNotivated Sequence can be used
to advocate changes in policy, this writer contends that if
a need is not first created, the policy which is advocated
will merely be imitating past advocctive policies through
means of a consubstantiative process. In indicating the
significance of meeting the needs of the audience first,
Marie Hochimuth Fichols, in discussing Kennetn Burke and his
ideas concerning a "New Rhetoric," wrote: '

Burke does not throw out the old rhetorical
devices that many of us have sometimes thought to
be the whole of rhetoric. ¥What he does is %o provide
a rationale, All of structure as we lmow it, '
whether in speech, or story, is treated as a mode
of identification. It is an appeal to the needs
of the audience. One identifies himself by
thinking of structure in terms of the psycnology
of the audience. Vhat one does firct in a speech
is what the audience might be expected 1o need
first., It is a response %o a condition of
expectation in the aud.ence; to the extent that
structural elements meets this expectation, speaker
and audience are one on structural levels (2.88).

It is the first step of meeting or creating the desired need
or needs of the audience which is the key to a substantive
rhetoric. If this sfage in the communicative process is not
ﬁet, man wWill continue to use an assumptive process of
reasoning and continue to posit proof about reality through
means of consubstantigtion.

It is not the purpose of this paper to ncgate the



usefulness of pest rhetoriceai devices and technigues, but
rather to enhance the use of rhetorical devices in the
communicative process. OCne of the main criticisms of
rhetorical theory is that it has been concerned mainly with
the effectiveness of the specker (sender) ond his messzge;
and has neglected to certain degrees the roles of the
receiver, source, feedback, attitude change, interpersonal
relations, etc.. In indicating the failure of past
rhetorical systems to consider certain significant elements
in the communicative process, ‘ayne Brockriede wrote:

Traditional rhetoric nlaces much less emphasis

on interpecrsonzl relationshivns (than does the model

presented in this paper). Even the concept of

ethos freguensly has been conceived as personal

proof functioring rationalistically as a message

variable,

What are here developed as interpersonal
dimensions may indeed function in an instrumental

way, having sowe influence on a rhetorical act

wrhich aims primarily at attitudinal infiuence or

2ituationzl appropriateness. But interpersonal

dinensions themselves often represent the principal
goals; and the establishment, change, or

reinforcement of such interpersonal relationships as

liking, power, and distance may exercise a controlling

influence on the other dimensions.
It is only by combining the devices and techniques of
rhetorical theory and communication theory that the
communication process can be viewed in its entirety. Thus
it is the hope of this writer to aid in updating past
rhetorical techniques through newer communication theories
and empirical research so that new logic, empirical
research, epistemologies, and cognitive theories may be
more readily accepted,

The primary goal of the proposed substantive rhetoric is
to get man tc view external stimwli {incoming data) as it
exists in relation to his present conditions and the ways it
can benefit or harm man. Ouspensky, indicating the error
man commits in interpreting the influence of external

stimuli, wrote:
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.« o « a great deal was elucidated for me by
the ideza that each center (One of the chief properties
of the moving center is its adbi“i+v to iritate. The

moving center imitates withor z (8.114).)
was not only a motive force "receiving
apparatus, " wvorking as rec “erent and
scmetimes very distosnt int +hen I thought

of what had becn said about viu., revolutions,
migrations of peoples, and so on; when I pictured

how masses of humanity could move under the control
of planetary influences, I began to understand our
fundamental mistake in determining the actions of an
individual. ‘e regard the actions of an individual

as originating in himself. e do not imagine that the
"masses" may consist of automations obeying external
stimuli and may move, not under the influence of will,
consciousness, or inclination of individuals, but
under the influence of extergal stimuli coming
possibly from very far away.

It is this vast manipulation of the masses which ‘the proposed
substantive rhetoric hopes to address itself to. Wallace
Ellerbrookg prorosed a system utilizing three main factors
for viewing reality as it actually exists, These factors
are: Ry (reality as fantasized by man), Ry, (reality as
perceived), and R (reality as it exists——the author in his
present riodel has chosen to call R, Rp--reality infinity).
Basically, Ellerbrook contends that man tends to view Ry
through Ry, rather than his true perception of reality, Rp.
Thus in applying this to an substantive rhetoric, it can be
said that people take past systems and merely imitate them
through means of consubstantiation and rational logic,
based.on an assumptive process of reasoning. As a result,
peiople in no way view the event in terms of perceiving it
through their own perception of reality (Rp). We only
receive what we perceive Rp to be in relation to Rp
through Rf. In the past, a majority of man's views about
reality have been based on the preceding perceptive
pProcess, since man's perception (Rp) of R, has been
predicated on Rf. This would tend to indicate that man
does not want a great deal of interaction and desires to
remain primarily "model" or “"system" oriented as we are
today. By doing this, man can avoid anxiety about the new
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external stiruli (empirical research, episte.zologies,
cognitive processes, etc.) that confronts hin.

Ilan is at his most vulnereble point during the
assumptive process (Rp). As it is presently perceived by
man, the exterrnal stimuli is the assumptive afluence
which man imitates &t his most vulnerable point., It is
during this assumptive process in the commﬁnicative event
that the receivers posit proof about reality through
consubstantiation. People posit proof sbout external stimuli
through a process of consubstantiation which involves the
sharing of this external stimuli as a substance of
commonality in the assumptive rhetorical process of man., I%
is the sharing of substance (external stimuli) in
comnmonality that enables man to imitate past generations,
even though he is living in the nresent. In relation to man's
reliance on past experiences for the interpretation of his
present experiences, Condon wrote:

A person's background, what he believes and
desires, clearly has an effect on what he sees and |
hears. If you have travelled in another cointry
whose langusge you did not kmow, perhaps the signs
you noticed most were the ubiguitous ads for Coca~-
Cola or the other familiar products. Such ads do
not really dor’.nate the landscape of the world,
but when we are given the set to see them they
often seem to. We see what we have learned to
see., e tend to "listen" more closely to songs
we have heard before than to new melodies. VWe
pay more attention to what is pleasing to us than
to the unpleasant. We tend to listen more carefully
to a football game we are winning than one we are
losing. ‘e tend to prefer to hear the political
candidates we favor and to read the magazines that
reassure us of our social perceptions rather than
‘those that show us another picture.

The effect of memory and expectations based
on past experiences is so strong that we frequently
"see" things that are not really therz and fail to
see things that are there.(1.17¥.

It is man's relisnce on his past memories which he utilizes
to posit proof about his present conditions which the present
- proposed substantive rhetoric questions. Iurther, if man can
get away from this assumptive process, he will be able to



12

solve many of his enigmas concer..ing prejudice, war; politics,
ecology over--popwlation and propaganda.

As man continues to posit proof zbout reality through
means of consubstantiation, he also continues to imita’e his
past. Ve imitate race, culture, and ourselves; ard we tend
to stay with these syster ecause they have worked in the
past. Ouspensky, in i .ic o how man imitates without
actually thinking abou: ne is presently involved in or
confronted with, vrote: "One of the chief properties cf -
the moving center is its ability to imitate. The moving
center imitates what it sees without reasoning (8.114)."

- Man's tendency to be intensionally oriented (the
process b; which man abstracts his meaning about reality,
consciously or unconsciously, due to his systematic
orientation and perception of reality past and present) in
relation to systems allows him to imitate the past systems he
has alreedy established. MNan‘s political, social, economic,
scientific and cultural systems are slow to accept new
changes that would benefi’ man due to man's tendency to
emulate such systems that have already been established.
Though man may be offered a system that would accelerate
the beneficial aspects of an economic system, he has a
tendency to reject the new system in favor of the old system
which was practical and economical for him. _

In the past, man's perception of reality (Rp) has been
predicated on: 1) the reassimilation of old ideas and
knowledge, and not the assimilation of new logic and
empirical research; 2) thus resulting in the rejection of new
epistemologies; 3) and the maintaining of o0ld theories of
cognitién. In relation to the preceding process, Ouspensky
wrote:

The existence of a moving center working by means
of imitation explained through preservation of 4
"existing orders" in bee hives, termitaries, and ant
hills. Directed by imitation, one generation has had
to shape itself absolutely upon the model of another.
?gere gould be no changes, no departure from the model
.114’ L]
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This is the zame process of imitation that man has also used
in relation to logic, empirical research, cpistemologies and
theories of cogniticn. It is only by accepting the
advancenents in the humaniti>s and sciences in relation to
both past and present conditionms that man will be able to
perceive the external stimuli as it actually exists.

It is in the R. ~tage of the substantive rhetoric that
man uses & bstracting words, in regard to his
perception v.i cvaternal stimuli, which determines whether man
will view R, (reality infinity) through R, (reality as
perceived) or Ry (reality as fantasized). In regard to man's
abstracting of words in order to represent reality, Condon

wrote:

Ve "abstract"--meaning to select, ignore, and
rearrange--what it is we perceive., All that we
can know is known through this active process.

And all that we lmow is therefore a distortion

of what "is really there." This should not cause
alarm when you think about it. But if you think
about it, it should encourage a more cautious,

less dogmatic ettitude about "your knowledge."

For surely, of those two words, the emphasis should
be on the adjective and not the noun (1.19).

It is the opinion of the vresent writer that if man is made
aware of his abstracting vrocess, he will be able to
perceive external stimuli as it really exists without
distorting the reporting of its contents.

If man learns to view R, through R_ without relying on
his inner abstracting process, the following will occur:
1) a reassimilation.of 0ld ideas and knowledge, and
assimilation of new logic and empirical research by man;
2) an acceptance of new epistemologies; 3) the acquisition
ot new theories of cognition. It is not the opinion of the
present writer that we should totally negate the role which
past experiences play, for we would be eradicating all past
knowledge. Rather we should be aware of the way we
interpret things in relstion to past experiences. If man
is cognizant of the ways in which he applies his past
- experiences and knowledge, he will hopefully accept the new
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logic, empirica. research, episteﬁblogies, ard cognitive
theories that he receives as external stimuli much more
readily.

In relet. . to Lionroe's Iotivated Sequence, this stage
in a substantive rhetoric would be the "attention--getting"
stage because man is being made cognizant of what he is
receiving through his needs to be attentive to the present
external stimuli he is recc’ving. Only by becoming aware of
his need: first, will r .n be atientive to receiving any
external stinuli as it exists in reality (Rn), and not
through his fantasy of reality (Rf). Thus, it is during
this stage in a substantive rhetoric that man chooses to view
the external stimuli through his old assumptive method (Rf),
or through the constructs of the probooed substantive rhetoric
which would enable man to view reality (R,) through (R ) in
relation to his real needs.

If there are no changes from the previous assumptive
processes of man, the following process of perceiving exteraal
stimuli will ccatinue to be used by man:

The human being seems to need to be selective of
all the possible stinmuli., We need to organize the
stimuli, to disregard the apparently irrelevant
(and Sometizas tareatening) and to "make sense" out
of the stimu.. we do perceive (1.15).

Man needs a system that will allow him to shift from his
previous assumptive processes and view external ssimuli so
that it makes sense to him; and does not appear threatening
-to him or his existence. It is the purpose of the proposed
substantive rhetoric to provide such a system that will
allow man to bring about a self--change. To accomplish this
man must be shown: 1) that what he is doing in relation to

receiving the new external stimuli is right; 2) that the
new information he is receiving as external stimuli is not
threatening. In relation to man's unsuccessful attempts at
changing himself in the past so that he might have perceived
himself as being right, Ouspensky stated:
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. + « the fact that in beginning to observe himself
in the right way a nmon immediately begins to
change himself, and .. " he can never find himself
to be right. _
The second thing was the demand "not to express
unpleasant “motions." I at once felt something
big behind this. And the future showed that I was
right, for the study of emotions and the wiork on
emotions became the basis of the subsequent
development of the whole system. DBut this was much
later.
. The third thing, which at once attracted my
attention and of which I begen to think the very
first time I heard of it, wes the idea of the
‘moving center. The chief thing that interested me
here was the question of the relstion in which
Gurdjieff placed moving functions to instinctive.
functions. Viere they the same thing or were they
-different? And further, in what relation did the
divisions made by Gurdjieff stand to the divisions
customary in ordinary psychology? With certain
reservations and additions I had considered it
possible to accept the old divisions, that is, to
divide man's actions into "conscious" actions,
"antomatic" actions (which must et first be conscious),
"instinctive" actions (expedient, but without
consciousness of purpose), and "reflexes," simple
and complex, which are never conscious and which can,
in certain cascs, be inexpedient. In addition there
were actions performed under the influence of
hidden enmotional dispositions or irnner unknown
impulses (8.113).

It can be seen that man has not been sure that what he has
been doing is right, that he is afraid of stimuli that is
unpleasant or threatening to his present conditions and that
he has been reasoning through unknown impulses (which would
be his past assumptive processes that the present writer is
attempting to describe with a view to setting up a more
valid reasoning process).

Man needs to shift his emphasis of meaning gained
through consubstantion and should devise a new method of
verifying and viewing new external stimuli. This is why
the author proposes a new system of self--study which _
would result in an analysis of the real problems of man.
Man does not have to do away with meaning, but we can

. shift our emphasis of meaning so that we are not totally




16

\o
reliant on what goes on insice of us in reiation to our
pest expecriences and meaning systems.

In relation to Monroe's Notivated Sequence, the
preceding stage of a substantive rhetoric would be
considered the satisfaction stage, since man would be zble
to view what he is doing not only as being righf, but, also
as Dbeing pleasant to perceive as new external stimuli
which would enhance man's glready existing cognitive
processes. This stage will occur only if man ‘adopts the
constructs of the substantive rhetoric being presently
discussed. ,

' The next construct in the substantive rhetoric which
must.-be dealt with is the reality infinity process (R,).

In discussing man's perception .of the process of reality,
Condon stated: "Of equal importance in a discussion of the
'things' of the world is the awareness of the process by
which we apprehend the events of reality, perception (1.14).,"
Though the rreceding statement was used at the outset of the
. present paper, it is important to mention again because
reality is an ongoing and ever--changing process. For man
to gain meaning from the external stimuli he receives from
the process of reality, he must view it as originating
outside himself and not within himself. If man does not
view the process of reality as originating outside himself,
he will continue to predicate his perception of reality on
the meaning he has gained from past experiences. In regard
to man's ability. to reject new experiences and knowledge in
favor of past experiences and knowledge, Jerome D. Frank
wrote:

In general, assumptive systems, once established
tend to resist change., Facts and experiences
contradictory to assumptions do not universally,
immediately, and automatically lead to their
revision, but are more apt to be ignored or
rationalized away. There are several reasous
for the stability of assumptive systems. A
major one is that they are anc{8red to
internalized reference points.
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‘The proposed suvbstantive rhetoric hopes to alleviate the
strength with which existing asswueptive systems sre held by
man.
In relation to man's perception of the reality process
through the use of assumptive systems, Frank wrote:

In order to be &ble to functior = - .1,
everyone mustc imposs an order and rezularity
on the welter of experiences inpinging on him,
To do this, he develops out of his rersonal
experiences a set of more or less inplicit
assumptions about the nzture of the world in
which he lives, whi ch enw.les him to predict the
oehavior of others and the ouicome of his own
actions., The totality ¢?T each person's
assunptions may be converiently termed his
"assumptive world (10.20)."

It is the predictive inclinations or habi®ts of man that a

substantive rketoric would hopefully assuage, so that man

would not be able o predic™ the external stimuli he would
be receiving in the future. If man continues to do this,

he will merely imitate his past assumptive procssses.

In order foHr man to be at’e to view reality in its
proper context, he needs a new system of meaning to wverify
meaning gained through a new substantive rhetorical process.
It is the opinion of this writer, after surveying several
constructs and aspects of meaning, that all too often we have
been concerned with the constructs of meaning, rather than
with the ways in which man gains mezning through his
reasoning vrocesses in relation to externzl stimuli.
Wittgenstein held the opinion that *the meaning of a
proposition is its method of verification."ll It is the
v21idity of the meaning which is predicated on the
imitation of past experiences through means of a
consubstantiating process that this paper questions. In
order for meaning to be verifiable, it must be viewed in
relation to the rezl external stimuli being presently
received by a person.

It is the process of veruafying meaning sys<¢ms that the
- proposed s tstantive rhetoric is corcerned witk. In
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determining what sense or meaning is, Schlick offerred what
positivists call the "verification theory of meaning."

According to Schlick:

We know the meaning of a pr. osition when we are

able to indicate cxactly the circumstences under

which it would be true (or, whot amounts to the

iame ghing, the circumstances which would make it
alse).

Schlick stated further thet:

o o o it is simply impossible to give the meaning
of any stztement except by describing the fact
which must exist if tre statement is to be true.
If it does not exist then the statement is false,
The meaning of a proposition consists, obviously,
in this alone, that it expresses = definite state
.0of aifairs., And this state of affairs must be
pointed out in order to give the meazning of the
proposition (11.86-67).

It is a mevhod of verification as described by Schlick which
the proposed substantive rhetoric would implement in its
communicative process. By implementing such a method of
verification in a model of a substantive rhetoric, man will
be able to view reslity as it really exists, and not what
man assumes reality to be or expects it to be.

One of the biggest deterrents to the communication of
meaning as it exists in relation to external stimuli was
described by McDavid and Harari who wrote:

By. conceiving the human being to be active
rather than reactive, psychoanelytic theory tends
to minimize the significance of external stimulus
conditions as determinants of behavior; instead, it
emphasizes the significence of internal conditions
within the organism. Consequently, efforts to
account for behavior are more likely to focus -
attention on the internal state of the organism
(especially as it has been conditioned by the
individual's history of past exverience) than to
call attention to external conditions, such as
cue conditions, rewards, or punishments.

It is the preceding idea which indicates how the role

of external stimuli has been minimized in relation to one's
perception about reality. Further, by minimizing the role
of externel stimuli, man has been negating the significance
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of new meaning sysici. w.._.L could be gzined by viewing the
present external stiruli man is confronted with extensionally,
rather then intensionelly. It hec also been noticed by
the zuthor that there is a grezt need for research involving
the role of external stimuli as it is related to meaning
systems in the field of communicztion theory.

Not only would we be gcining more insight into the role
of externsl stimuli es it exists in reality by implementing the
proposed method of verification, but we would be shifting
past meaning systems and applying them to rezlity as it
exists. Thus in a substantive rhetoric "the meaning of
every proposition is finally to be determined by the given,
and by nothing else (11.87).," If a provosition is to be
verified as being true or false, it nust meet the following
construct: "A proposition only has meaning, is verifiable
only, if I cen state the conditions under which it would
be true and under which it would be false (11.98-99)." 1In
order for a proposition to be peréeived as being real,

Ayer stated: " . . . to be real always means to stand in
a definite relationship to the given (11.95)." 1In
describing an instance in which rezlity stands for what is
given Schlick wrote: '

For example, I can significantly ask (say in the
course of a physiclogical experiment): do I, or
do I not, experience a pain at this moment?
Observe that here "pain" does not function as a
proper name for a this-~here, but represents a
concept which stands for a desirable class of
experiences. Here, too, the question is answered
by determining that an exverience having certain
describable properties occurs in conjunction with
certain conditions (experimental corditions,
concentration of attention etec.)., Such describable
properties would be, for instance, similarity to
an experience occurring under certain other
conditions; the tendency to produce certain
reactions, etc. (11.99).

Ihe purpose of the proposed substantive rhetoric in relation
to meaning is to provide a system of meaning that would
~relate past experiences concurrently to the given external
stimuli, and enable man to free himself from perceiving
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the weaning of reality through his fantasized meaning
process (Rf).

In accordance with lionroe's ilotivated Sequence, the
next phase in the present substantive process should allow
for visualization of the new communicative oprocess. To
accomplish this, the author is proposing a ncw educational
process that would deal with the past asscumptive processes
of man. This new educational process would be directed at
making man cognizant of the ways in which he has used his
assumptive reasoning in the past to make abstracted
meanings about the present. In elaborating upon making
man more aware of his abstracting process in relation to
reality, Condon wrote:

Because we can abstract and organize only
certain stimuli, it seems impossible to “"accurately"
represent the world in symbolic terms. Ve can
become conscious of our abstracting, but being
aware of our limitaticns is quite different from
overconing them. Perhaps it is this awareness
of possibilities and limitations that best describes
what we call "an education." It is an awareness,
at least, that is basic to a study of semantics.
Without it we might repeat the error characteristic
of Western thought--to accept an a priori reality

o

and set about to name the parts of it (1.20).

It is hoped that through the use of 2 new substantive
rhetoric that man will become aware of his past abstracting
processes of meaning and realize the limitations of using
only what is given and existent in the external world. If
We can implement such a process into our alread:; existing
educational processes, our society will begin to benefit
much more rapidly from the new logic, empirical research,
epistemologies, and cognitive processes that are presented
to us.

It is through the use of a "new educational process"
(as previously described) and the acceptance of the
proposed reasoning process in the substantive rhetoric
that will enable man to actuate a new method of viewing
reality in relation to the external world as it exists,
The importance of assimilsting existing conditions rather
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than potential cepabilities into the educational system was
expressed by Jeffrey Schrank when he wrote:

The failure of the American school system is a
sign of hope; its success would be a disaster. 1In
any culture the purpose of schooling is to adapt
the human potential to the existines culture, not
to develop that potential. If a culture values
skill in head hunting or cannibalism the school
system can be considered successful if it trains
students to be crafty head hunters or cannibals,
An outsider with Western morals who would enter
such a society as a critic and blzme the schools
for the problem of head hunting would be guilty
of a gross failure to understand the culture. So
it is with our schools.l4

It is the verification of existing given external stimuli
that the present substantive rhetoric is concerned with in
relation to our educational processes.

This last stage that ha: just been described would be
considered the action‘stage in Monroe's Motivated Sequence.
In implementing this actuating stage into & reality situation,
Kenneth Burke offerred five terms which the present author
feels could be used for the verification of external stimuli
- in the communicative process or "new educational process"
proposed in the present substantive rhetoric. The five terms
or stages as described by Burke were:

They are: Act, Scene, Agent, Agency, Purpose. In
a rounded statement abput motives, you must have
some word that names the act (names what took
place, in thought or deed), end another that names
the scene (the background of the act, the situation
in which it occurred); also, you must indicate what
person or kind of person (aaent) performed the

act, what means or instruments he used (agency),
and purpose. Iien may violently disagree about

the purposes behind a given act, or about the
character of the person who did it, or how he did
it, or in what kind of situation he acted; or they
may even insist upon totally different words to
name the act itself. But be that as it nay, any
complete statement about motives will offer some
kind of answer to these five questions: what was
done (act), when or where it was done (scene), who
did it (age%t), how he did it (agency), and why
(purpose) .l
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Through the use of such a five stage process, man will be
able to verify the given external stimuli. Further, in
relation to the application of a substantive rhetoric, there
should be less dispute over the purposes behind a
communicative event or educational process once man learns
to look at reality in terms of what is given, without being
reliant on his asswiptive processes to anticipate what should
be given.

The proposcd substantive rhetoric is in no way attempting
to negate the role of past experiences, rhetorical theories,
philosophies and comwunicative theories-~it is merely
attempting to heir man perceive reality as it exists, If
man remains reliant on his assumptive processes, a majority
of the social enigmas that we have today will remain
unsolved. It is only by perceiving the triumvirate
(RP, Res, R,) of the proposed substantive rhetoric that man
will be able to reduce many of his anxieties, better
understand his present conditions, and hopefully realize
that he has the means to achieve peace,
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