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FCREIGN POLICY COMMUNICATION DRAMAS: EOQW -

_ MEDIATED REETORIC PIAYED I PEORIA IN CAMPLIGN '76

<

]

in i,72 Ernest 3. Bormamn set forth z dramatistic communicatic

The starting point for his theory is not the speaker, the
audience, the chanmuel, nor the situation. but the message. To bim, the
message 1s dramatistic in form, filled with he-oes, villains, scenarios,
and scenes. Bormeann argued that large grcups of people get cauéht up
in shared symbolic dramas or visions and that since the meaning, emotion,
and motive for action are contained in the drama, the object of study is
not the people but the message.

The utility of using EBormann's theory as a lens for describing,

: inferpreting, and evaiuating'rhetorical discourse has been demonstrated
by a number of scholarly works. Bormann aprlied his theory tec the EagWa-
ton Affair, Kldd to interpersonal communication in popular mediz, !""nsley
to religious rhetoric, Cragan to radical Indian rhetoric, and Bantz %o
the rhetoric of network news.2 Howeve“, the mzjor concepts and structure
of the thecry have yet to receive empirical verification. In the absence
of empirical objectivity, the p0331 bility exists that the reconstructed
Vvisions are merely the prnduct of the filtering process of the cfitic's
.mind. As with any filtes, some elements vass throus:. . Jthers remaiﬁv
excluded. The result may be highly artistic and creative. Yet, the
objectivity of the reconstruction may be dependent.on the bias of the

N .
filter and not the form of the object. Indeed, the possibility exists

1
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r 0 the collecti-

Cornseguently, in 197k, Donald C. Shielid conducted research

5 dramatistic
commmnlcation theory.~” Using William Stephenscn's §-Methodology and

H. Van Tubergen's Quanal program for Q-type factor analysis, Shields

tock one of the theory's concepts (heroic personse) and vaiidated it.%

levertheless, the tasic task of grounding the dramatistic theory r.malned

-

In order to provide empiriczl ccnfirmation that people framed reality and
cognitively assimilated events in dramatistic form, rich rhetorical
Cramas 1n competition with one axnother were required. John F. Cragan's
reconstruction of Americen foreign policy dramas (Cold War, Neo-Isola-
tionism, and Power Politics) that appeared in the media between 1946 and
1972 identifisd the competing drzmaiic visions needed for validating the
theory's major concepts and structure.E'

To_ué, the three foreign policy dramas combined with Q-Methodology

. and g-typre factor analysis provided a mechaulsm for designing a suvudy

to ground Bormann's comrmnication theory, while at the same +ime creating
a rich descriptive frame for analyzing American foreign policy mediated
messages.

-

In light of our concerns as communication theorists and consid-

~

ering our pragmatic rhetorical interests in the rtolitical rhetoric of
Campaign '76, a useful guestion for us to ask was, "How do American for-
eign policy mediated messages play in Peoria.?”6 In addition to provid-

ing a literal answer to this question, we hoped our research would shed

light on two additional questions: (1) Do peopie process foreign policy
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Procedure

-

In doing a fi=id study to discern whether the foreign policy
dramatizations that occur in the media also exist in the heads of Peor-

Trom the

[o]]

ans, we Iirst pullt a structursed G-sort deta-matrix derive

},J-

Tforeign molicy discussions in the media from January to July, 1976 with
the structure of the drames coming from Crzgan's analysis of American
foreign policy rhetoric from l9h6f1972.7

r;‘“‘1”11e top of the structured matrix {colwms) contains three arche-
typal forelgn policy dramas{/feoia War, Neo-Isolationism, and Fower Poli-
tics. Crazan argued in his iritial research that the Cold War drama is
a2 vision that portrays the international scene as a strugglé between the

free world and communism. In this drama, America’s role is to defend

g

the ffee world from communist aggression. The Neo-Isolationism drama
depicts a world in which the United States cannot be the policeman of
all cenrlicts. Amefica's role in this vision is to provide the world
with an example through the great experience of democracy, but America
should not impose our system on other pecple. I:»ason must replace force
or we will perish. The Power Politics drama describés a world in which
a balance of power among the major naﬁions st be"stabilized and man- |
aged. America's role in this vision is to rrovide world stability throuéh
the diplomatic successes of its statesmen, who use a combinafion of mil-
itary power and negotiation to maintain world order.%}

The side of the structured matrix (rows) includes elements of the

6 .

J
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drametic structure, dramatic situactions, and issue scenzxics. We

selected the categories for the side of the matrix throuzh the use of

an intuitive stratszgy thet led wus to exzmine more tThan 150 foreicsn

rolicy articles cited in the Reader's Guide for the pericd Januwary to

- July, 1976, The items, selected from content appearing in the medis,

provided representative dramatizations of here-and-now foreizn rolicy

o N

vhencmenz proportionately across the three ar9m=s.9 Thus, we built

twenty Q-cards for each drama producing =z sixty-item structured @-decx.”

Tne foreign policy matrix appears as Table I.

ey
[0}
]
l(l‘ 1l

—
[}nsert Table I}

Lete in July, 1976, we conducted a pilo% study involwing thirty
Illinois State Undiversity studsnts. The students sorted the dramatiza-
tions on a rorced choice continuuam from most reflective to least reflec-
tive of their view of U.S. involvement in foreign affairs. Our sixty-
item forced distribuéggn was 2-3-6-11-16-11-6-3-2 for a nine-category
‘sort.l‘—L The administration of the pilot study indicated that the sixty
items could be éorted and recorded in under sixty minutes and that two
researchers wefe needed to conveniently administer the Q-sort to groups
of ten to fifteen respondents.

The structured Q-deck provided the observations about American

1

foreign policy when considered from the perspective of Q-t&pe factor
analysis, Two different sets of thirty Peorians constituted the variables
in the study.12 Peorians were selected to participate in the study by
thevPeoria Chamber of Commerce. The subjects in each group represented
the key demographic variables of urbanized Peoria; i.e., sex, education,

occupation, and income. The data was gathered in Peoria on August 11 and
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ity of the Q-analysis factor tyves Dy comparing the factor soluticns and
the derived Q-arrays from the sorting

was faCtor znalyzed by means of Tutergan's Quanal Program for G-znalysis,

#

-

providing the Principal Components Solution with Varimax rotation to
simple structure and = Weighted Rotational Analytical Procedure that

ranked draratizations for each factor by means of descending z-scores.

How the Madiated Messagzes Played

Factor analysis of our data proviced a composite piciure des-
cribing now foreign policy mediated messages played in Pecriz and graph-
ically illustrated <he interplay between the three foreign policy dramas.
in general, the computer analysis revealed tha®t the dominant dramz in
the minds of Peorians is Fower Folitics. ©Peorians clustered about this
drams as the major factor-type. The second largest factor-type presented
the Cold War drama, but those loading on this factor type were volerized.
As many respondents rejected the Cold War drama as accepted it. Neo-
Isolationism played to some extent, but the factor-type that resembled
it wes very small and somewhat diffused.

Specifically, the factor anélyses of the Eyo sets of Peorians
produced Principal Components solutions accounting for 52.4 percent and
51.0 percent of the total variance in sorting behavior. B2Eoth solutions
included six factors and +the fhreg major factors in each solution ac-

counted for 76.6 percent and 74.3 percent respectively of the variance

within ezch six factor solution.
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Table II. Table II contains the fifieen cards most refliective of the

Y

Vview of foreign affairs of the people loading highest on this factor

'tS

and the fifteen cards least reflective of the view of foreign affairs
[= o

-

oI the

ey

eople loading highest on this factor.

1]

[insert Table II Heré]

learly, the sorting tehavior represented by the ﬂata in Table

IT inci~ates that this factor-type is accurately labeled Fower Politics.

The top two messzges in the typal array for this factor depict the
-drematic scerne and dramatic herc of Power Folitics. Those messages read
respectively: Today's internstional scene is one in which the major

-
powers have resched military parity. What we must do is manage and sta-

bilize our relationship with each other and maintain the balance of power.

In a nuclear age we cannot ~scape the responsibility to build a safe fu-
e e s,

fure through wise diplcmacy; and America‘s major role in foreign affairs

is to provide world stability through thn dlp omatic successes of its

statesmen who use a combination ¢f military power and negotiation to

maintain world order.

i’y

Henry Kissinger is the player enacting the heroic role within
~ \’

tdday's Fower Politics drama. It therefore follows that ne and his'poli-
cies should receive at least token support by Peorians participating in
the Power Politics drzma. As can be seen from Tabple IT, Henxy KXissinger

is applauded politely (ranked twelfth) as his policies receive a standihg

| 8 7
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Tor democracy or retreats into isolationism. So, it is not surprising

N That Feorians pariicivating in this drama would reject with equzl vigor

elements of the Cold War drama and the Neo-Isolationist drama The

{
.

data in Table II survorts thi

ind of behavior. TFor exzmple

1]
B

. lozding hizhest on the Power Politics factor rejected an American hero

who is the defender of the free peoples 6f the world and 2t the same
Ad
time rejected the Neo-Isolationist position on dismentling the CIA. A

typical Cold War situation card that the Power Poiitics tyre rejected is

the one pertaining to Panama. It rcads: The Panama Canal Zone-is not

a colonial npossession. It is sovereign U.S. Territo eve bit the
[~ 2

same as Alaska and 211 the States that were carved from the ILouisiana
[

Purchase. The U.S. has no obligat&on to relinguish the Canal Zone to

Panama. . ™~

The date in Table IT indicates that Peorians loading highest on
this Power Politics factor-type did ﬂot strongly reject any Fower Politics
mediated messages. However, they did strongly a;cept two Neo-Isolationist
.messages and one Cold War ﬁessage. It 1s not surprising that ?ower—Poli-
tics Peorians would devia%e from thelr vision with reépect to the sale
) : -~
of grain to Russia. Peorians do not want agricultural products used as
strategic weapons; they want t6 sell their products to the highest bpid-
der. Also, Peorians representing this factor-t&pe can accomodate the
Neo-Isolationist herco wnich is an American that provides a model democfacy

. for the world to emulate if they so desire. Finally, the Psorians in this

O

STy

O

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:



@

T Am 3 EX I I e N Ty s~ FRp = ~A X
nicn is that we rightfully tried fo stcp the sprezd of commnism, tut

|,
B)

}

{3
0O
cl
h
h

Irdecisively.
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A second Factor-tyre accounting for an averzge of nearly 30 rer-

cent of the variance in Peorian's sorting Ttehavior across the two sam-

Dles was Cold War. The view of foreign policy mediated messages reflsctive
of persons who loaded highest on the Cold War type is reported in Table
III. Taple III displays the fifteen messages most reflective of the view

of foreign affairs of the people loading highest on this factor and the

fifteen messages least reflective of the view of foreign zffairs of the

reople loading highest on this factor.

Ensert Table IIT Her:e]

) The ﬁbrting vehavior represented by the data in Table IIT illus-~

trates that this Ffactor type is accurately labveled Cold War. Three of

o

the four top—raﬁked messages in this typal array depict the dramatic

villain, dramatic scene, and dramatic hero of the Cold War drama. These

messages read respectively: The major obstacle tov world peace is still

the Communist ideology which is bent on world domination; and Today's

international scene is still a Cold War. It is a struzgle between the

free world and Communist domination. A struggle for the'minds‘gn@ hearts

of the pebples of the world. A struggle that we must not lose; and

America's major role in forelgn affairs is to defend ourselves and the

free peoples of the world from Communist agzgression.

" ‘Peorians loading on this factor strongly defend the CIA. The

media message the Cold-War Peorians ranked second states: OQOpen attacks

on the CIA seriously harm America's ‘capability for conducting a covert

1

ERIC - \
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or dismantling the CIA,
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Cold War factor rejected tne m
and rejected the view thnat America should sign 2 new Panamznian Canal
Zone treaty bringing ourvtroops home, thereby staying out of the affairs
of Panama. Indeed, the Peorians loading highest on the Cold War type
felt so strongly zbout Panams +that they also rejected the Power Politics
message that the U.S. should negotiaté a2 new treaty in the best interests
of botn parties, Tﬁe fact that the Peorians strongly zccepted the'Cold
War mediated message on Panamz, and strongly rejected the Neo-Isolation-
ist and Pdwer Politics mediated messages speaks to the strength of the
Penama issue and the intensity of the Cold War position for the respond-
ents loading highest on this factor type. Another situstion message -

stemming from the Neo-Isolationist drama that “he Cold War ty?e rejected

was one perfainidg To Angola. It reads: The U.S. should stop fighting

on the side of oppression in places like Angola, and instead provide =

model of democracy and dscency. The U.S. should drametize cur commit~

ment to African Anti-Colonialism by avoidinz both overt and covert inter-

ventions into civil wars like Angola. FPeorians particivating in the Cold

War drama want the U.S. to maintain a world-wide commitment.

The data in Table III indicates that Peorians loading nighest on

11
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Vietnam retflect zdnerence o +ns §T1CL FCwer soilTlcs TO31Ticn. ZCvi-

ever, the Cold-

of grain,
rerorted atove. Once again they aceept rather strongly tha lec-Isclia-

tioniss message on grain., TForeign markets

pictién is reporteq, But it must be rememverad that other Peorians who
loaded highest on the factor rejected it and what it represented. Thus,
the Cold War drams is.a rolarizing érama in Peoria, and Cold War mediated
messages, while creaiiﬁg intenss feeling, may create as rmuch repulsicn
as they do acceptance in Feoria.

. A third Tactor tyve accounting for an average of about 15 percent

of the veriance in Peorians' sorting behavior across the two samvles was

Neo-Isolationism. The view of foreign policy mediated messages reflective

]

H
]

of rersons wno lcaded highest on the lNeo-Isolationism type rerzorted

r

in Table IV. Table IV contains the fifieen messages most reflective of
the view of foreign affairs of the people loading highest on %this Ffactor

and the fifteen messages least reflective of the view of foreign affairs

. . 172
o ' . s N U -
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of the people loadingihighest on this l-ctor.

[Insert Table TV Here|

The sorting behavior represente” ' "he~ '~ta in Table IV indi- -
cates that this factor type is les 1 Neo-Isolationism, in

that the sorting behavior is not ... sibutable to a classical
isdlatienist position. -What we mean by this is that some Power Politics
and Cold War medlated messages are accepted by what is otherw1se a Neob .

szolatlonlsm type Neyertheless, the Peorlans loading hlghest on this

v

:bfactor type do accept the dramatic scene and drematic hero of Neo- Is61a-)

tionism and reJect the dramatic heroes of both the Cold War and Power

¢
' Polltlcs dramas . _ N .
; _ - | : | ¥
A fourth,factor.type accounting for an average of only 10 percent-

v

_ of the variance in Peorian's sorting behavior across'the two samples was

small but worth reporting.'

“\ Ensert Té.ble Vv Herg
‘It is worth reportlng because 1t doeslnot flt the typology under-
lying the foreign pollcy dramatlstlc matrix., There are two'possible in-
terpretatlons for the sortlng behav1or of. people loadlng hlghest on this-«
factor Either our research 1nstrument did not test these people or
i the dramatlstlc communlcatlon theory as represented by these three forelgn
policy dramas cannot/e{plaln the1r behav1or "The 1nstrument used in this
" study demands a high le;EI\of llteracy and an extended perlod of concen- .
!’tration (approx;mately 45 mlnute°) that some subJect~ may not have been

..-\
.~1 e

'capable of with respect to forelgn pollcy medlated messages On the other -
- hand, the Peorlans in th1s factor ma} be sortlngthe\;essages\gn\fereifn\




.o

.

policﬁ\fromﬂa dramatic.vision not encompassed by our typology. What-
ever the case;TTable V.presents the data for the factor type. Two .\R
pexamples iliustrate(the difficulty in_interpreting this factor. For- t
.one, it isldgfficultdfor ns to understand how the three mediated mes-
' sages on the CIA could all be reflective of one viewpoint, especially
since we:had.pre—tested them for their discrectn. .. Also, the accepﬁ-
ance and reJectlon of various mediated messages appears .almost rendom

/

across the three forelgn pollcy dramas
[
¢ The flfth and- sixth factors in both Iactor solutlons do not de-

serve an ehtended report They did not account for much variance and |
K .

3
<

_'they are merely Varlatlons ‘of the prev1ousLy reported factors of Power
Politics and Cold War. . They dlffer.from the reported factors only in

the intensity and kind of foreigh policy messages they reject.

o 4 Theoretigcal Implications

Our theoretical.question guiding this résearch was: Do people.
process foreign policy mediated messages dramatistically? The data pro-
vides strong support for an affirmatire ansWer: The factor solutions.

K

for both samples clearlJ resemble the three dramas underlying the struc-
tured Q-deck data-matrix as the above explanatlon cf Tables II and III ,
1nd1cated Furthermore, in terms of stat1st1cal verlflcatlon it is im-
portant to p01nt out that the Tubergen Quanal program prov1des three-

tests for the d1screetness of the factor solutlons One is the use of
orthogonal rotation itself which means that the extracted factors are 1n—
dependent since the vectors in factor space are rotated at 90 degree angles

Second the program also computes Pearson Correlation Coefficients betwesen

the factors within a solutlon. In our first sample of Peorians the

Q . . ‘ . ‘ ,
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correlation between the ‘Power Politics factor and the Cold War factor
was 089 and in the second sample,-.0h8. Flnally, the program searches
for concensus 1tems, i.e., items that are v1ewed similarly across tne
factor solutlon. There were no concensus messages in the first sample,
and only two in the second. |

\We took two samples of thirty Peorians Primarily to assess the
invariance of the deriver " The Principal Components SoJution
.extracted six factors i ' Jles, and both solutions accounted for
nearly egual percentaaes of variance. Also, the major factor-ln bot

. studies was POWer Pblltlcs, the second factor was Cold War, and uhe

third factor was Neo—Isolatlonlsm We computed Spearman rbo Coeifi-

. c1ents on the rank-order Z~scores in the typal arrays of the major fac-

-tors and found positive correlatlons hovering around .65 between the

correspondlng factors in both solutlons These are high correlations

given the fact that the computatlon is based on tne rank-order varlatlon
I

~of the slxty messages. When one looks at the messages in terms of what
drama they represent there is an even better flt between the two solu-~
tlons For example, the Power Politics faétor in both samples can be
compared by a simple table that illustrates message placement on the )
bas1s of dividing in half the descendlng array of z—scores The top
half 1ncludes accepted messages,' the bottom half rejected. See Table

T

VI.
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TABLE. VI

COMPARISON OF POWER.POLITICS FACTOR - -

. Sample A o : Sample B
‘Factor I - : B Factor I
Accept  Reject i; o Accept  Reject
P.P.| 16 |0 k| (20) : P.P. | 15 5 | (20)
C.W.| 3 1 ) C.H. L | 16 (20)
CNJILf 11 9 (20) ' , N.I. | 11 9 (20)
(30) (30) - N=60 | S (30)  (30)  N=60

~

As Table VI iﬁdicates,'bbth factor solutions reflect similar‘message dis-
V.tribution. In both'solutione the vastbmajoritybof the twenty Poﬁer Poli-
tics cards are accepted, while the:rast majority of fr~d War tessages
are rejected.

However Tables IV gnc V dicplay data that_mt; rarcate that
our three-par- tvpolcgy cannot account for all major = gn policy Cramas.
Our Neb-Isola‘ionism.factor is not as ccﬁerent as one = L.t expect aﬁd
our fourth faztor 1s simply not comprehensible when 1n*erDretea via our
typology 13 It may be that more.than three dramas coulc be included in
_ our typology in order to explaln the rema;nlng‘Varlance ir sorting be~

havior. \ BN
i: v2lidating our foreigr policy typology,iwe have necessarily_

providei R deta) evidence that peorle process messa és _:amatistically;“

There is 2 ¢ N5s empiricai fit between the major factors in both samples

_and the typol ..-. The factors representing the three foreign pollcy

dramas account for aporoximately 75 percent of the varlance in sorting

16"
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behavior within each six factor solution. Closef examination of the
datalprcfides additicnal evidence that people process informatiqn dramé-
tistically. In the Power Politics and Cold War factors in both solutions,
the mediated messages representing the dramatic structure of the dramas
ﬁook precedence over the situation and issue messagés. Fihally, this

research appears to provide empirical confirmation that people frame

reality énd cognitively assimilate events in dramatistic form.

~hetorical Applications

The combination of Bormann's dramatistic ébmmunibatién theory, 

'f'StePhenson'le—scrt techﬁﬁque, andnTubé;gen'S Quanai program for Q-typé

factor analy;is nzs several aﬁpliéations to spéech meking. Through |
this aﬁproach r: Sor onl messages zan be diréctly_tested for their

v . ' } . s . . a
Dersuasiveness. ltiier widely uced approaches such as semantic 4iff- r-

ential scales, 1i:i -=% =nc:lesy or gingle response :ri:blic poLlingitechﬁiqués
gatﬂer data ébout targ-:1 audiences, attitudes, and béliefs without
tesﬁing the primszx-v re _tionship between the message and.thé éudience.
Thus, the data m . onverted to rhetorical heséages and *“he messages
themselves remainr :ntested.: The possibility exists.that the spesch
writer's intuitiv. -=2lysis of such data will ;rciucg'messages that are
nof,reiatedxto th xtm%}lic reality of the target:-: audience.‘ Currently

the most popular -2y fo. correcting the disparity -etweén the speech

writer's reality ... ti audience's reality is a trial-and-error methad
. : : o .
such as the revisinz ¢ ‘'ampaign speeches during the primaries. However,
this approach risk:- . -ntegritf ¢l the speaker fcr the rhetor can be
4 ) . < N -~ i 1)4" ‘
easily accused of = sistency.

-

Although any zcnsmmunication theory can be used for building

1
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structured Q-decks of rhetorical messages, this‘paper concerns itsei§
with the benefits of using Bormann's dramatistic-communication theory.
There are two direct applications. of this approacn. First, rhetorical
messages can be tested to determine how well they play, and second, a

factor analysis produces a .composite picture resembling an effective

speech'since the thematic ingredients are rank-ordered and compared across

dramas.

Our structured Q-deck of three forelgn policy dramas essent1ally

A\

) prov1ded three dlfferent dramatic 1nteroretatlons of twenty pieces of.

~phenomena on forelgn pollcy Usrng the raw data derived from respondents'

sorting behavior, a speech wrlter can compare dlfferent rhetorical treat-

‘ ments of the same phenomena The data gathered in Peoria provides an

! .
example of how such an analysls mlght Proceed. Table VII displays six

of the twenty items- from our 3 X 20 matrix, - ’ o
E@sert Table VII Here]

~ An analysis of the table qulckly reveals a number of ideas' that -
would be valuable for a speech writer who is preparing a candidate's. speech

on Iorelgn pollcy for dellvery before a Peorlan aud1ence For example,

the speech wrlter would not want toxdeplct the CIA as an 1mmoral agency

~-

that should have 1ts covert powers str1pped away (Neo-Isolatlonlsm, +3,
-12) but should take the pos1tlon that a covert response stands between

a do-nothlng pollcy and ‘nuclear confrontation and thus is a necessary

' part of our d1plomacy (waer Politics, +7, -1). However, the'SDeech

creator could 1dent1fy with the Neo-Isolatlonlsm hero of the U S. as a

moral model of democracy (+10, -1) at an 1dea11st1c level and still argue

the practlcal Power Pblltlclan her01c role of prov1d1ng "orld stablllty

18
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through the d1p70matlc success of 1ts statesmen (+15, -2). A similar

analy31s could proceed wit: regard to dramatic situations and dramatic
issues. The speech writer .ould avoid the Neo-Isolationist dramatiza-
tion of Panama (+1, -12), while strongly emphasizing the Power Politics

depiction of the Middle East (+9, -1). The speech designer would not

\
A

des¢ribe American grain as a strategic weapon (Power Politics, +i o=-11),
but would accentuate our negotiated posture with respect to arms co-

trol (Power Polities, +10, -1). Finally, on these six 1tems the speech
writer would a.oid the Cnld War dramatic 1nterpretatlon of American for-

\

eign policy because of uhe polarlzlng reactions that hre in ev1dence
\ .
Although the rav data analysis.of the'Q-sort responses provides

a speech writer with a means for avoiding mistakes on specific themes,

~it doesn't enable an assessment o how the Spec1f1clthemes are arranged
within a drama or the overall conflguratlon of competlng dramas. _The
.ccmblnatlon of ‘Stephenzon' _Q-tecnnlque w1th Tubergen s Quanel program
for factor analysis'provﬁies the means to such an'assessment.

v We felt thatlthe ~a2st way to demonstrate the second aoplication

of this aporoach to speec: maklng was to wrlte a speech that is essentlally
created from the compute" orlntouts that the Welghted Rotatlcnal Analytl-
cal Procedure of the Quanal JProgram provides. The WRAP phase of this

| program.arrayed the 51xty me\sages[on the ba81s of z—scores from most.
accepted to most‘rejected foj\each o the factors. In addition it used
zZ-score differences to compare individual hessages'ac:oss the factors for
their similarities and differences. i ”

’ Since we‘were trying to build a;foreign:policy'speech that would

DPleas= <he.most and offend the least, We took the messages' aopearlng 1n

?the dc=inant vision rece1v1nc the hlgh est z-scores and combined them wlth

19
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the messages scoring high in the other factors of “old War end Neo-

Isolationism, but not strongly reaected by the Power Politics drama.

The computer—derlved.speech contalned in Table VIITI is pre-

gl

sented to show the utility of building the rhetorical messages into

the audience analysis instrument. In this case we simply "glued to-

" gether" the successful messages as indicated by the © *»n ™ " op oanal-

ysis and WPAP -hase of tho Quanal program. Since the elements of this
speeh have alrcady been pre-tested for their acceptance by the targeted
audience (Pecrians), via the construct validated factor arnalysis, it

is reaconable to'éssumesthat the derived speech would also_be success-

ful if presented to that aud:i=nce.
Inz=rt Table VIIZ Heré] '

Conclusions

[

-~ ~

Ths use of a message~ce:tered dramatic communieation theory in
conjunction with Q-sort tecianicua and factor analysis alloned us te*buildﬁ
end teSb a “~ssage-centered foraign pollcy inventory that contalned three,
dramatic intsrpretations of U.g. 1r'olvement in, forelgn affalrs Cold
War, Power Fcliticsjy and Neo-ISulatlonlsm. The inventory contained
mediated mes ages for each of twenty forelgn pollcy ltems ac 0SS the~
three irémas, produclng a sixty message structured Q—matrlx The medla;

ted messageQ came from an analySﬂs of 150 artlc*es on U.S. forelgn af—

fairs listed in the Reader's Juide for the nerlod January to July, 1976

-

‘The ¢-deck was a;mlnlstered to two sets of thlrty Peorlans and the data
obta-red was con.uruct valldated via Q—tyne factor nnalys1s -to determlne

- what -Drelgn -ol::y medlated msssages played'in Peoriz.

The Fcwer Politics drwme w23 =he most-accepteld rhetorical vision

e

| QW)
<
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in Peoria. Cold Wér was a close second, but it appeared-to polarize
Peérians. Neo—ISOlationiSm was & distant third. The most accepted
fqreign policy mediated messages ﬁight be sald to be somewhere between
a hafd fbwer Politics and soft Cold Var position.

Theoretically, tios res b provider empirical - =rifizasicn
not only for the typology of foreign policy Cramas, but for Bormann 's
dfamatistic communication theury. It aﬁﬁéérs that the utility of Bor-
mann's theory of‘rhetorical vizion gocs beyor_ i%s use as a descriptive
schemata for critiquing rhetorZcal cOmmunica:ion; Tt may provide us

with a why explanation of communication Thencmena that is predictive.

4

Thisfreséarch.groundé thg dfamatistic concep%s..’Subsequéht reéearch ‘
mignt work toward pradictioﬁ.' e %i%-v
Pragmatically, the-désigh ﬁsed in’thiévstudy indicates that
rhetorical>messages may be'tested}for their persuasiveness, producing
a direct relationship between}message production and audience»ana;ysis,
without riSking the credibility of.a sreaker. |
_Also; the study demoqstrates the utility of using a Q-type fac-
tor analysis of dramatic’themes as a means for wrifing pre—testéq"drama—

tistic speeches.

21
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| TABIE T
STRIT™ "™ Q.M. TRIX: FOREICJ LICY MESSA™™S;
,"MENT IN FOREIGHN DR
" amas (COLUMNS ) _2AENTS (ROWS)
v vola War Néo~Isolationism Power Politics
Plotline
D : S .
r Dramatic Scene la 1b : lc
Ii ‘Hero Persona 2a : 2b 2c
; V;Llla.in Persona 3a 3b 3c
i Main Ac.tors _ _ "\\
S* U.S. Self-Tmage  la Wb e
: Russia | ' S5a - | - 5b 5(:{.
‘ tcl Suppor{:ipg Players ‘
‘ :. Kissinger . 6a . _6b o 6c
e _cm _ Ta .o T
Africa 8a | gb 8c
:?.. Angola Qa ’ \'Qb : ' .9c ]
o cwine 0a . a0p B 10¢
4? Latir_LAmerica 1 b 1lc
; | -Mid-Ea:st | 12a 12b L 12¢
? Panama | ;Ba e 13b . © 13c
;  Vietnam Lesson  1ka Wb - '.lhc
Armls Control 15a _ ) 15b g “ B} ~ 15c _
i Detente: . _ i6a ' 016 o 16c
s Grain aa 1o 178
:' Int ez-'vent'ion - 182 18p | -~ 18c
) ' NATO ‘Troops ' 19a : 19b 19¢
N 'Terrorizsts _20a_ 20D - 20c




TABLE II
"FACTOR TYPE 1
POWER POLITICS DRAMA . .
ACCEPTED MESSAGES (RANKED 1-15) REJECTED MESSAGES (RANKED L46-60)

Cold War Neo~Isolationism Power Politics

5 Plotline
; Dramatic Scene 1
2 Hero Persona 23 7 - 2
E | Villain Persona | . 10
c ' Maiﬁ Actors
i U.S. Self-Image . 51 L6
r Russia . ; : - | ‘lh
u .
E Supporting flayers o A o
E' Kissinger | _ 59 54 12
e _CIA ' - N ! l
Africa: ‘ | | 5é
\$ Ahgol; | |
i : : . ‘ - :
:i China ‘ o . 56 ' 13
3 _ Iatin America - ' 2
t - ) ‘
i Mid-East b7 | \ -k
n Panama - ' 50 | . | 8
3 . o ' g ’
Vietn;m Leséon '_ 15 - ) -
.Armsléohtrol' - 57 _ -
, —Detente - s , - 3.
? Grz=in : . | 58 | li | |
é Int=rvention 53 . | 6
S NATT Troéés )

Ter——orists . L9




TABLE TTT
FACTOR TYPE 2

COLD WAR DRAMA
ACCEPTED MESSAGES (RANKED 1-15) REJECTED MESSAGES (RANKED L46-60)

Cold War ‘Neo~Isolationism Power Politics
Plotline
D
r Dramatic Scene 3
a Q
m Hero Persona l
a ! N

‘'t Villain Persona 1
i
c Main Actors
_S U.S. Self-Image , _ 48
t - . .

r Russia : : 10 o 55
u -
¢  Supporting Players
t
u ' Kissinger
r
e CIA ]
Africa ’ : 49
S Angola - 1 57
i
t China : 52
u ' .
a Latin America 12
o
i Mid-East : 51
Yy (o) . -
» / B .
n Panama /- 5 - 59 50.
s 7 _
Vietnam Legson - 8 5k 13
/ T .
: /o - . ,
Arms Control 15 53 9
/ I Detente

.S ' R . '

o Grain ' ' 7 . 58
u S ‘ N
e Intervention - 46
S K ‘ .

NATO Troops 47 ~ 56 ' 1k
‘ Terrorists .6 -
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TABLE IV

. FACTOR TYPE 3,
, NEO~ISOIATIONISM DRAMA -
ACCEPTED MESSAGES (RANKED 1-15) REJECTED MESSAGES (RANKED 46-60)

Cold War Neo~Isolationism Power Politics:

Plotline
Dramatic Sceac -1
Hero Persona 46 11 409

Villain Persona

Main Actors

U.S. Self-Image 52_ . 50

Russia . ' 12

Supporting Players

Kissinger 51 \ 13
CTA |
Africa. | _ l 1 L1
Angola | 55
China : 6
,;afin America 58 |
Mj;d-%ast 7 | 53 oy
) Pﬁnaﬁa 15\ |
Vietnam Lesson _ 48 8
Arms Cbntrol’ ' 56 — '_ ‘ 5‘ '
‘ ;Détente o 57 . B i ' . 2
Grain sy 3 60
Iﬁterventionj - . - - 10
NATO Troops . k9 |
'Ter;%orists - : 9 2 L7
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TABIE V .

FACTOR TYPE L
UNKIVOWN DRAMA

ACCEPTED MESSAGES (RANKED 1-15) REJECTED MESSAGES (RANKED 46-60)

Cold War  Neo-Isolationism Power Politics
Plotline
Dramatic Scene 1 &,
Hero Persona 2 K /x
Villain Persona 53 ' Lo/
Main Actors |
U.s,. SelfaImage L9
Russia 9
Supporting Players' .
Kissinger 57 58 us
CIA 6 1 8 .
.Africa 14 13
Angola >
China lO
iatin'America 3 59 \
Mid-East |
‘Panama, ‘ L7 |
Vietnam ﬂésson 5
Arms Control s | ._ I
Detente 55 . 51
_ Grain 56
_Intervention “e0 Nso 15
NATO Troops 52 e \
‘Terrorists | 7 12

Bo
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TABIE VIT

FREQUENCY OF MESSAGE PIACEMENT:
"RAW DATA' TEST FOR SALIENCY* N = 60 RESPONDENTS

Cpld War} Neo-Isolationism Power Fbiitics
Dramatic Structure
Hero Persona +8, -6 +10, - 1 - +15, -2

CLA +10, - 7 +3, <12 . +7, -1
Dramatic Situation
Mid-East +6, -6  +3, -4 +9, -1

N oma ' +6, -6 + 1, -12 + L, «7

Dramatic Issue
Arms Control + 5, -8 4+ 2, -7 +10, -1
- 4 . ) .

Grain + 4, 10 +9, -2 ' + 1, =11

-
—t

*Saliency determined by extreme ranking in top
two cells (N = 5) or bottom two cells (N = 5)

of nine-celled distribution of 60 messages.

- numbers' for times rejected

+ numbers for times accepted
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TABLE VIII

COMPUTER-DERIVED FOREIGN POLICY SPEECH

I'd like to take this opportunity here in Peoria to set forth
clearly and specifically my position on foreign policy. In ordetr to do
that I'd first like to explain how I see the world today and indicate
tq you what I believe America's role in world politics should be. First
of all let me say that the U.S. is not a failure. For 200 yearé we have
provided the world, thfough the gre=t experience of democracy, a model-~
a model that the world is free to f;lloﬁ, but one that we will not im-
pose. Ideally, we would prefer mer=ly %o be this model. Unfortunafely,
the pragmatic reélities'of the international scene forcg us to play
other roles. | |

The international scene today is highly complex. In some ways
it is still a struggle between the Tree world and communism. For despite
all claims to the contrary, Russia is still a commnist state. But,

1976 is not 19561 Rﬁssia has acquired nuclesr and conveﬁtion;l military
parity with us--and China and the Middle East.make all dealings with'the’
Russians more difficult. Therefore, in the day-to-day affairs of world
politics, Wé must strive to manage and staﬁilize our relationships with
other major powers. In a nuclear age we canno%‘escape the responsibility
to buildia s@fe future throuéh wise diploﬁacy.

Now please do nét misunderstand me. A policy of detente with the
Soviet Union does not mean that we're "Uncle Sucker." I.recog#ize that
‘it's foolhardy to unilaterally disarm, but I also know that it's easy
to talk in a mock and tough way and run *he riék of war. Neither resvonse
reflects my position. Detenff mé?“ Cme - s of?affairSwmarked byb

. o . -
the absence of significan: cou.d izad the U.S. and Russia



~ZZ @ nuclear confov
= 22 resolved, .
- =z, It does me:.

-native.

™

I don't Znw=:
dc I intend to spes
flcally about Ameri. -n
First of all, the _
indegision. The U..
Whilé South Vietnan
more libefty than any -
mistake was in not mo-
to discourage furthe:

Which brings
»tions. I believe ti=i .
even if it is only = i
'Intervention is nc
wrongl&.

Of course,

b
about the CIA, I dc .

many times it is the CI:

"2 VIIT (con=inued) T

Detente does not mean that all ;ifferences
3sia will not aftempt to expand he influ-

:zceful co-existence is the only rati-nal

‘1ip-flop" on ary foreign policy issues. Nor
generalities. I came here to talk speci-
1 policy and that's what I mean to do.
Vietnam. The lesson of Vietnam is one of
5 wréng'inﬁthe purpose for wnich we fought.
totaily a free government,lthey still enjoyed
1ist regime in Eastern Burope allows. Our.
zcisively when we first militarily intervened
:ist,aggressiqp in’that:country.
<he issue of possible‘futdre U.s. interven~
>vention is a diplomatic,tool the > is needed
to maintair a balanced internati-nal scene.
" wrong. But, it may be used rightl& oi.
ot talk aﬁout iﬁtervention without talking

believe that we should dismantle the CIA, for

's covert capability that stands between a do-

‘nothing policy and nuclear confrontation. I oppose unnecessary secrecy,

3

but I believe in a strong national defense. And unfortunately, in

today's world, the CIA is needed.

There has been a lot of taik about Europe in this campaign.

let me again state

1. The NATO alliance and the "trip-wire"

29 ’
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rrese” 1 _2rican trcopz stationad in sermany el i:portént oexto of
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sz . sed States mostT grcund its China poli:  in morealiity.

We gz I wor. 0 iﬁprove car re’ationships with her. Ths Pe5ple's
Repux: 0f & na is & sovereizr state, but we must rn-t Zorzet to
sapzcz w7, The Reoublic ﬁf China, on Taiwan. beliave both
gove =1 2. learn tc live with e reality of eac.. cuner.
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infl oz o awvakening continent. The communist:s zaould know thé%
we e @ Tz come to the défgnse of soversign nations and the
Afr. s ~u . kncw that we stand ready to help them nezotiate a peace

;

amon- Tihzn 2l Tesy ’

1 Iz=on America, we should avoid "big stick" taciics, but

sherd =27 -k ocur heads in the sand to what's gcing on down there.

With r=sp=. fznama, -the U.S. neither oims nor hzs sovereigniy over

the Cznal Zons But, Panama granted us rights by a 1203 treaty. We

~tal interests

should re-m te a new treaty ti:at protects Awm=-icza's
the lan-.
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