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CHAPTER I
THE PROULEM AND DIFINITIONS OF TLRMS
I. INTRODUCTION

Keynote spoeches were pregsented to the conventions of
pelitical parties for almost 2 hundred years, Politicos thought
thew to be of significant value to the politioal setting and to
+he ayousing of enthused spirit among coanvention delegates,

The keynote speech traditionslly held a sentimental place
on the conmvention agenda, Preeented during the earliest order
of businass, so that the delepates were properly stirred and
ingpired, the keynote speech was traditinmlly addressed to the
g2lory, laude, and hopnor of the party, The keynote speakers werse
carefully chosen for their loyalty to the party causes, their
adentness at elogquent speech, and for their ability to arouse in
the comvenrion delegates a spirit of purpose end unity.

intil recent years, the keynote address was a lengthy
aration devoted to party causes and goals, The keynoter trsdt-
tiogally expounded the isgues of the times, ridiculed the poli~
’..i;:a,'.!; onoanition, and emlted the achievements of his own party,
But recent keynoters shortensd thelir remarks to include only the
seriousness of the issues and their party's proposals for action
and soluticne Much of the embellishment of political principles
and ideals gave way to straightforwvardness and deliberate con=-



ospts of palitical pregmtisa,
II. THE PURPOSE OF THE STUDY

The purpose of this study was to determine the seversl
factors of criteria applicable to kqynote speaking, and to deater-
mine how favorably the 1968 political keynote speechss comnared
relative te the seleoted eriteria.

III., HYPOTHESES 10 BFE TESTID

The hypotheses to be tested in this study were: (1) the
1960 koymote addresses were walid exasplse of weaning and purpose
as sst forth by writers on kaymote addremsesj and (2) the rhwterie
of the 1968 kaynote adirwnsms contaimed more aiailaritiss than
differcncec to the oriteria,

IV, TAPORTANCE OF THE STUDY

8ince the firwt political kqynote speeah was delivered
in 1396, aecarding to historian Idwin A. Miles, little was written
about political keynots speaking.l

Milee daligved the kqynote specch had omly two fumctionss
to ruise the enthusiasm of the delcgrtes and to rally the voters to
tha perty's standarxd, 3ecsuse of thoss funstions, political party
lsadars sustaingd the position of the kgyoote speech, Fbarty consent
and sentiment also influrnced the position of the keynote speech,

The importance of the study was based on the investigator's
belief that, because political perty leaders continusd to honor the

- - mmta—

15in A. iiles, phe Keymote Speech at Nat onal Nominati
Conventions (1he wusrterly Journal of Speech) Volume s Vebruary




Place of the keymote sSpeech o their coaoveatios agenda, the keymote
speech atill held a sigaificant role, and that a camparetive anmalysis
of the most recect political kaymots sneeshes ums oontributive to the
general knowledge of keyneote speaking,

V. LDOTATIONS OF THU STIDY

The study vas lixited to an investigation into the suncwpts
of keynote epaaking as reportad dy writars on the sudject, the
gensral development of keymote speaking, the life and hsckground of
the spaakers, and to the snalysis of the keymote speechse,

Factore euch as comtrast wvith other keyunote spesches by
other epssirars 1o oUher times alnce 1896, istallactml and emotienal
behavior of listeners, persomality manifestations, soclal incentives,
attitder, >ropaganda teohniques sand lmdership phencacna were nnt
eonzidered,

To give tha study eentarl foocus on key issues of impurtame,
other contiderations vare left to further study,.

VI, DIFINITIONS OF TERMS

For clarity, the tarm "keynote speeah" was dafimed as that
speech which stimulated enthusiasnm and spirit, amd which was presented
during the carliest order of business in order to establish an
approprizte scod for the/_baaineau at hand,

VII. ORCANIZATIOR OF THE REMAIRDER
OF THE STUDY

The remainder of the study was reported in five chspters,



These chapters were organised to contain the essential information
pertinont to the study of the ¢uestion i eyond the preliminary con=
sidemtions cresented in this chapter. The organization of these
five chasters was as follows:

Chapter II, Review of the Literatures In order to gain as
comprehenaible an udervtamiing of the studies problsm as possibis,

the major contributions of literature dealing with keynots spesking
wore investigated and reported in Charter II, Blogrephical sketchas
of tha 1968 keyuote speakers were included in Chapter I1l,

Chapter ILL, Method of Prosedure and Materials Used,
aethnd of procedure and the materials used in conducting the study
vere organised end reportod in the following ®manner:

ls The matarials used,

2s The method of procedure.

3. Selection of ths eritaria.

e Application of the oriteria to the kaynois speeches,
Se Treatment of the data.

speeches of 1968 was made and reported in Chapter IV,
Chapter V, Results of the Study, The results of the study

wvare reported $u Chapter Ve The arganisation of Chapter V waa as
followe:

l, Apcumulstion ¢f the data,
2o Findings of the process of evaluation,

Chapter VI, Summary and Conclusions. Chapter VI summarized
the stuly and the concluaions arrived at as s reeult of the studye.




CHAPTER IIX
REVIEW CF [HY LITERATURE
Concepts of Keynotc Speaking

Alan B, Monrooe, a racognized authority on public speaking,
wrote brielly of the keynete speecih:

Xegnote addresses, inteonded fc inspire or stimulste, ere
aade ulite frequently at cocventions. AL any meeting or ser'es
of moctings the opening sneaker should emndeavor not ~nly to
acgqualint his ligtepers witih tlw purpose of the meetiny but
also to stimulate thelr erthusiams and estsblish an azproprista
0od Cor the business at hand,?

Another well-imown autaerity ez the subject of publie apraking,

he Craig Sulrd, agreed with Monrce, and added:

Yy speecb has been advertised as a keynoter. The keynote
spesch should ambody ilhe beest of the epidelotic, forensic
and Jdeliberative types. It should suloglse the past of the
party, applaud the present, and glorify thes future,

i wes tho congsept of Monroc and Beird that a keynote speech
stimlated enthusiasm and crezted whatever mood was appropriate to
the occasion and, as wsll, logical appesls to the party faithful,

Mary oritics bellcved thst, in srder to do that, the snaaker
met sossess certaln qualitics of permenality and character., Domald

Ce Pryant and Karl R, Wallace enumerated what those gqualities were:

A s B e .5 o r—

2\lan H, Monroe, Princinles and of (Chicagos
Scott, Foresman and Company) 1962, pe 390,

3Ae Craig Baird, Speech and
deliversd before the CSSA in Chi




The impression comes Lo wWhe listoner {roa two main sowrces:
(1) the speaker's rcputatin. of which the listener wmay kunow
saaething prier to the speeshbs (2) the speeab es pressnied,
patly through vhat the spcaker says, chiefly through how ne
sq7s it—tArough his manber of presentation, his bodily activity,
facz2l expreesion, and vocal qualities that m:ar sincerity,
earmostness, eodsety, rusnect four others, courtesy, and geniality.b

Thsse personal quelities of whieh Sryent and Wallace wiote
»elstnd Lo the speaker's persoual, etrdcal appeal. The ordinary
dAmerisar listaner, according to iiltou Dickens of the University of
Sowvithern California, was often accused of reeonding moetly to so-
cellnd appeals to emvtions Perhape wu contrested emotianal appesls,
te said, with appeals to resscn, but to do so was misleading, Becauss,
brimarily, the keynote sprech was one to stimulate anthusiam and mood,
in aecordance with Monroo's coneept, what DMckens said about the re-
lationghlip between emotion and loric was important to any examination
nf the kaynote address, Dickenz declared thats
Many peopls beliove that speechies or sections of speochos
ave edther logical or amotional, snd that as you inorease the
Pevrortion of one, you decramse the pruportion of the other,
Nurtherwore, many pecpls balisve thui they can readily telli
whether 3 apsech is logica) »r emotionals The foregoing
populsr beliefs vare tested eQerimsntally ty Randall jtuechelle.
Yo amked a large number of listeners and readers tc evaluate
mny soeeches, reting the speeches in terms of dagrees ol
lodical and emtional appeal, The sgreement among the judgments

was egourcely greater than wmlo anve oocurred 1f the respondanitu
had fipped coinge It is fair to say that the concept of

amealy to remson vae avpuals to ?ouon is practically use-
lesz in studying public sneaking,~
Ruwchells completed his stndiss in emotionsl and inisllisciual

nonsals dn 1958, His conclusions were those of Dickens's,

N -—

ibenald C, Bryent and Karl R, Wallace, ntals of Public
Speaking (New Yorks Appleton, Century, Crofts, lnc, 3y DDe =310,

o (New York:




Related to tho keynote address, it appeared that what Dickens
and Ruechells reported was significant in that the keynote address
stimulated emoticonally and logicelly, but that neitber was wholly
independent of the other,

Carl Allen Pitt, of the University of Illimols, Chicago Circle,
iold of former Minnesota Congressman Walter H. Judd's keyuote speech
a% the Hepublican National Convention in 19603

During his keynote speech, Judd brought about a lively

interaction between himself ond his listenars. He sot in
motion 3n effective combinatior of the sussive ingredients
imbedded within tho commmnicator, the message, the recaivers,
and the octasion. fThrough this hsrmonious relationship within
the toteal communication configuration, he was adle o looate
and strike a keynote that impingd his fellow Republicens to
strive for victory at ths mlls,

Pitt's passage wvas swggestive that Menrve's conoept of ¢
komote speech was corredt. Jiudd, on the oncaslon of hi:z keynote
sddress, stimulated his eudience by bringing about “a lively
interaction,"

Pitt alpo observed that Judd "made a strong effort to
eutadlish and maintein harmony with his listeners, for his speech
indicated definite identification with both the redic-teisvision
awiience end the conventior sudience. £rcad appseals to Ammricanism,
froedom, national eceoomic welfare, and the Deity charaoterised »n
effort to identify the speaker with the massive mutiomal audience,
On the other hand, the speaker's direct refwtation of Demnoretis
charges and his review of Republiecan achievements in domsstic and

foreign policy indicated an effort to inspire partisan Hepublicana.“7

Scarl Allen Pitt, W s Con-
1 tion of ication ern oSpeech Journa ummer

p 7OiNme 9 Pe .

709. Citey Do 281,



Mttt felt that eengruence should be an impertant part of any
kavnots addiress. He stated:

Judd fmepired his auvdience it avoided the rhetorical

gxenices precticed by many of nis predecessors. [His key-
notn address added weight to the consent that oen e
iz u significant cawoonent of imspiraticnul speaking,®

In Pit4's remarks was 29nt s torroboration with what Byvant
snd Wallace sald about the qualities that swvant “sincerliy, varmesiancas,
modssty, veapect for others, couriesy and gemiality,”

I the keynuie speesh was to atlbmulate, and if to stimdate
was o olv upon emotional pynafl; navhans Joseph Priestleyis cbzervae
tlon wesr slgnificant, He looked upon emctional proof as zn epergizer
and sxpaditer of conduct:

The geauine and proper vse of thw pagslons undountedly

is to reuse men to just and vigarom utimupanov’ﬂ
eargency, withsut ths aslow interventiom of reason,
~ Thonasen and Saird agreed. Thay stated that “demonstration
oi” an 1dsa to othore has its root in feelings and attitudes vwhich
revault fros the speaker's having, either directly or vicaricuwmly,
axpericnted the thought, 10

Thoassen and Baixd concluded that “pathetio prvof includee
all tiose naterisls and devices celoulated % put the audience in a
frame of mind eultedls for the recection of the speaker’s ideas.™

And they agreed with A, K, Fogers that the "nmormal numan
being is not content merely to be logical and realistisy he orsves

fand for nis emotions, also.*id

8%0 Cit., Pe 236,

9Lester Thonssen and A. Craig Baird, Speech Criticism (New Yorks

mlb“-p Pe 357
D3bid., e 359



Such was the case back in 1916 when Woodrow Wilson ran for the
cresidensy, His elogan "Be kept uz out of war® litarslly connoted past
arcomplishments, but it implied what many ocountrymen hoped was the fwture
poiioy for the nation. Martin Glynn, tewporary chaimman of the 1916
Denoratic natiocasl convention, wez genarally esredited with creating the

motto, His was one of ths most sueccssful of all keynvie addresses,
0lymn vms chosen t0 deliver the keynote address because of his close
relationship to the party and to Wilson, but mostly, he was chosen Iur
his edevtness at preseatisg kevnote addresses. On March 1, 1916,
(lyns, former OGovernor of New Yark, cave a rouzing keynole address

for the Damooratic state convention in Syrasuse. The New York times
calisd it the big feature of the convention:

Pverydody underetood that in dalivering this address
he waz the spokesmsn of President Wilson and the Fedesral
Administration. Mr, Glynn's speech hare teday was intended
to scund the keynote of Prusident Wilson's campaign for
re-elsstion, as well as to ooavey to the country his
wswer to tho attacks made on his politics, foreign and

domeatie, Mr. Root as spokesman for the Rspublican
omosition,

Then, on Flag Day, June i, 1516, Mr. Glynn once again was
Lalesduoed Yo the rostrume He hegan hils keynote address. A3 he spoks,
notea ware taken which appeared that same day in the St, loula Foste-
Dispateh, saying thats

Tre forwer governar is cock-sure-loaking little wsan in
black., He is speaking for the moat part without notes, as
if what he is saying were his own, His styls is that of the
finished political sahoal, He knows now to gestioulate, and
does not do it simply for the exprcise, as most public speakers
seem to do, OGlymn hasn't any trouble wvarwing the convention
urre He vary soonlsu it howling so hard one can Just hear
the tsnd playinge

L2New York Times, March 2, 1916, p. 1.

2354, louis Post-Dispatch, June 1, 1916, p. 1.




Glyan struck the hearts of his listeneres whem he comparwd
Wiloon to the founding fathers: “The fate of the fatherw of owr
conatry at the dDands of a noisy rdnority is the fate of the Preaident
ol the United States today. But their reward of digaities merited and
hanors conferred will be his reward when the peopls spesk on the
seventh of sext November,ll

The audience was well-ploased with these words, A vild de-
ronatration lasting sixteen minutes broke out as delegates yellsd
s33d waved flags and bannerse.

General Developwent of Keynote Speaking

Historian fdwin A, Miles traced the gencral development of
keynots speaking from the middlie of the nineteenth cemtury to the
vrovant tiwe, He discovered tiwt keymote apeakers delivered ringir
speoches on such issues &3 fyew and unlimited ealpage oi silver,
sound monay, gold-standard plark, wer and peage, tmmde and commmroe,
foreign poligy, and politiesl administrationse

Mles, Associate Professar of iistory at the University of
lioustou, delisved that “in prusent=day politics the keynutie spoeeh
bas two primary functionss to raiss the enthusiasm of the delegatas
% a high piteh, snd to rally the voters of the nation to the party's
ohndud."ls

He vontinued:

mIbido 3 Pe 1.

L9guin A, Miles, The Keynote Speech at National Nominating
Conven (The Gnarterly Joumag of Speech) Volwme XLV1, lebruary

2 Pe 6-31,



loud eheers, sustained goplause, and roloaged denoo=
streilons are apt to greet the more impassioned passagus
of the arstor. lis language is inclined to Be bombastic,
for cuatom damands that he aveid no extravegance of speech,
either im pruise er in blame in glorifying the acsomplish-
nents of his own § or in lamonting the dissml failures
of tha oprosition.
According to Mllee, the first keymole address was given at
the Demoorstic pstional convention on July 7, 1896, ia the Chicago
Coliseuns It was delivered by a courtly ex-Comfederato, Senator
John W, Daxiel of Virginia. He sounded the keynote for silver in a
ringing speech. Omn tbe following day, William Jenning® Bryan
olectrified the convention with his celebrasted “"Croes of Ooldd" spaach.”
Senator Demiel's address found a niche in the 1limbo of uaremembered
spoeches, But the precedent wms not forgotten, In the Amaricen politi-
cal voeadulary, "keynoter® became a synouys for temparary chairman of
a national nominating ccoveatian, until 1952 when Gemerel Douglas
MacArthur served as Repadlicam kqynotsr but not as temporary chaiman.ls
After Senator Daniel's precedent-making address, Democrats
and Hepublieans alike adopted the keynots speech as a fegular feature
of their national nowdnating canventions, During the 1920's, the
Amurican pudblic was broyght inte closer contact vith the party key-
notere through the medisa of motion pigtures, redie, ani the press.
The beynots spesshes of 1928 were the first to be broadoast over a
nation-wvide redio hoak-np.:"9

lbIbido’ Pe 26,

17Ibido, Pe 27,
Byiles, -2. 2ite, Po 270

1%paham McNamee, The Flephant and the Donkey Take the Air
(American Magasine, CVI) November 1928, p. 152




Over the last two dsnsdss, the keynote speech was refined some-
what but still offered the keynoter an opportunity to remind his audience
of the solamnity ef the hour and tne importance of his party’s decisions;
to recount in deteil the principles and accoamplishments of his party; to
hald up his opponents to ridicule and scormi and to make a plea for a
united effort by his party to achieve victory in Novembher,

Fe Neal Claussen summarised his history of the lNewocrstic key-
noter by declaring thats

The purpose of keynote speeches has bean to evoke

snthaxiase froe delagates and to inspire the national
audience, ~artisan iaterpretations of the reocords of the
two parties, attacks on Repudlican lsaders and platforas,
and pruise of Deworstic leaders have formed the essence
of the addresses. Radie and telsvigion have signifiscantly
iaflusnced the speeker's delivery, appearance, and
sppeals, Many stylistic devicea have been used to re-
inforoe the basic element of the addrusses--emotionalism,2®

Claussen discovered the meaning of Moaroe and 8aird's oon-
cept of what constituted an effective kaynote address.

Within the last tweoly years, the audienoe changed for the
keynoter, Ko longer did he address the msre hundreds of delesgates
in front of him at the conveations he addressed his remarks to the
comvention, to the rudio and televizion audience, and, as in 1968,
to half the warld via tel-star satellite ocammmication, The com=
tenporary kqynots speaker was very much aware of his vast audience
of' severel millions of people, maay of wham were sore sophisticated,
wore knowledgeshle, snd thus more critical in their analysis and

avaluetion of what the keqynote speeches offered,

20g, Nesl Claussen, "Tha Camocratic Xemoter: A listory"
{publishad Dootorel dissertation, Devartmset of Speech, Soutbern
I11inois Univeraity, 156)).



Seleoted to deliver the keynote address to the Republican
national mainating comvention in Miaml, Flarida, August 5, 1968,
was Daniel J. Pvens, Governor of the State of Washington.

Governor ivans was borm in Seattle in 1925. He attended
the public schools of Seattle, and, then, after a ¢ouwr in tho Havy
after World war II, he retwned tc Seattle to earn his bachelor's
snd mastert!s degrees in oivil unginesring at the University of
Washingtons When the Horean War came along, he was reecalled to
active duty with the Mevy. ile zerved as an aide teo Admiral William
KXo Mondenhall, the Navy's reprcsentative on the Mllitary Armistice
Commission at Ftnmnjon.zl

At the end of his second Navy tour, 2vans went to work in

trvoctural design for the city of Scatile and became ass=istunt
manacar of the Mountain-facific chanter of Associated Contractors,22

He first wom public office in 1956, when one of the two
se3ts in a heavily Repudlican Jeattile distriot fell vacaat, As a
member of the house, he rose to house Republican floor leader, and,
then, in 1963, began a year-long campsign for the governarship, He
wvag olcoted agalnat the incumbent Democratic governor by nearly
150,000 votes.23

e

21?.5;” l'h_.ﬂl!i.m. Awt; 9’ 1968’ Pe 160
%2nicago Daily News, tugust 2, 1968, p. 3.
231})“.’ Pe 3.
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Issentially, Governor [vans was a loner, and his favorite sports
were thoes that matched a single man againat nature, or ageinst the
1lirits of his own endurance-hiking, mountain-clicbing, akiing, sailing.
He inherited hie interest in politics from his mother. *One ¢f the
eerliest remsmbrances 1 have is watching mothwr dress up to go to the
Herdert Hoover victory celobruiion when ne rap sgeinst F.DeRa,” rocalled
Goveroor fivana., "It has become a standing family Jolu-"zh

Partaps the most tslling expression of the man came fram Covernor
Evans himself: "We canpmot afiord to put the 1lid on the camldroa of
seething prwblexm and call that lsw and order. We must instead find

solutions, and call that socisl justice.”

The Democratic Xeynoter

Senator Daniel K. Inouye, from the State of liswaii, was choeen
by his fellow Oamocrats to sound. the keynote at the Democoratic aational
noulnating cecovention in Chicago, Illinois, August 26, 1966,

The only Aacrican of Japanese ancestry in the itnited itates
Sonate was borm Naniel Ken Ipouye on Septeaber 7, 1924, in Hooolulwu,
Heweil, iis earliest aduastion came fram the schooling he received
in the Hunolulu public schoalas. At the ago of 19, Duniel Inouye en—-
1isted as & private in the United Stetes Army, That was in March, 1943,
By Hovember, 194, he received a battlefield cammission, and by May,
197, he was mustersd out of the Army as a captain. Among his many
service decoretions wore ths Nistinguished Service Croes, Gronse Star,
Purple Heart with cluster, five battle stars, fow' distinguished unit

c it‘ti ons,

22*I‘i.me Macasine, August 9, 1968, p. 15,
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Aftar oamploting his military servise, Daniel Inouye raturasd
to hix native Hawaili to continue his @ducation. He graduzted frem the
Univeraity of Hawail with a Bachelor of &rts degree in govermment and
ecenomics, During the early 1950'a, he came to the maialand to study
1aw at George Waslilngton University. After saruving his Juris Doctor,
Tnouye returned to Hawaii to ruan for the House of Ragresentatives cf
the Territory of Hawaii, He was eiected on the Democratic ticket, and
became the Mejerity lsader of the Territerial Hoase of Renresentativas,
a positien he Beld until 1958. In that year he wae elected to the
Senate of the Parritary of limwaii,

Ca Awgust 23, 1959, Daniel Inouye was elected to the United
Statos House ¢f Represeatatives, and, thres yearw later, in 1962, he
was slected to the Smate of the imited Statese Semator Inewye, in
addition to his Guties as Assistant Majority Wiip, vas a uember of the
Senate Armed Ssrvices Carmittee, the Senate Public Works Conaittes,
and the Senate Poliqy Cammittee,

3enator Inouye was a member of the Methodist chureh, And,
as timo permitted, he enjcyed his membership ia [ione Intermatiosal,
., Boy Soouw of imerica, lonolulu Chamber of Comserce, American
l.zion, NMieabled Amcrican Vetsrans, Vetarans of Farwign wars, Li:2nd
Veterena Club, and Legion of Valor,



CHAPTER IXT
MATERIAIS USED AND HETHOD UF PROCEDURE
I. THE MATYRIALS USED

In order to discover samething of the meaning and value of
keynote speeches and the coriteris for thelr criticism, an investiza-
tinn wan condusted into the various sources widch revealed inforwe.
tion useful to the study.

Four source areas vere used: (1) Letters to individuals and
agencies, inquiring of kaynots sosakers and speeches, (2) review of
vrite-s in speech on the subject of keynote speaking, (3) examination
of the past 1 politicsl convention keymote spesches, and (L) epecific
letters of iaquiry to the 1968 political convention keynote epeakers,

Also, daily and weekly neuspepers, weakly novs-magasines,
journals, and books wers perused for specific information pertaining
and contributing to the study.

A t&pe recorder was wed to record the keynote speeches as
they vere delivered.

The use of these particular materials enabled the investicator
to discover or procure Lhe necessary information and documents for
rational obeervation, evaluation, and anzlysis of the problem. ihe
matsrials used answered the questions posed by the problem awd were

useful Lo the conduct of the cntire study,



II. THE PN CF PROCIDURE

Immedintely folloxing ths decision to conduct a stuldy of the
1958 pelitical convention keynots spesches, o letters of incniry were
drafted, It was not yet inown swtho wsre the keynote speskers. A letter
t0 the chatirman of the Republican nominating comddtiee and & letter 1o
the chzirmeq of the Democratic nowminating cammittee recguested the rnemes
of those who were chosen to delivur the keynote speeches, Ths comnittee
rhajrmen responded by submitting thsir cholees for the keymote addressas,
wovamor Danlel J. Wans of Washington was chosen keynoter for the nesub-
lican Nominating Convention; and Senator Danlel K. Inowye of Hawail was
ohv:aen to deliver the keynote addresz W the Democratic Nominating
Convention,

Letters were thon sent to the kaymoters which asked them to
submit thelr criteria for their keymote speeches. In their repl).r, they
sent information useful %o the study.

The United States Government Printing Office submittod a
negative reply to a request for ary 1nformation pertaining to kaynote
goeachass Simllar roquests were sent Yo the @rookings Instituts and
tha Democratic and Republican nstionsl committee chairmen,

hon requast, the keynoters submitted dblographical sketchas
vidoh were used in the study,

In order %o hecome familiar with the genersl substance of
keymnte saeeches, emaminations wero made of the L political keyaote
specchas delivered since 1936, The results of these examinotions
alded the speech analysis,

A searoh for and u review of literature on keyncte sperches

by wiriters in speech were major tasks for the study. A review of the
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litemture was nscessary in order o ddscover what seveml sseech
andhnrities wrole aboul keymote spezaking. Resosrch and review of the
litersture revealed whut was 9 kevnote specch and vhat an effective
keynot2 speeah sccomplishede Lerature was discovered to ruveal
coltomized examples of keynote sreaking, Various sources of newa
cedis were procured and perused nrior to and following the dulivery of
the kemote speeches. This porvsal afforded an opportunity to axamime
media infermation and ecriticism of the keynote speskers ard thedr
specchas,

Prier to the actual delivary of the keynote epeuchszs over
neticnal television facilities, a tape recorder was prevared lor
vecording the speeches, The rveorded speeches were used in making
the ana2lyeis of the tertusl speeches,

Following delivery of the keymote spseches, cfficial coples
of the speeches were requested and received from the chairmen of the
national namiasting comalttees. The official coples were compsred,
in substansse, to the published speuechee and the recorded speeches,
Thess comparisons indicated that the s;peeadas were delivered as orinted
and published az deliverede The recordinge cf the actual delivery of
the sveeches eetablished the autheunticiiy of the taxts,

III. SELSCTION OF Tl CRITERIA

A review of the literature was also vitgl in the scarch fer
an acceptable standard of judgment, cr criteria, by which the keynote
smanchas were judged,

The sesroh for epeaifio oriteria, by which keynute suveeches
nurticularly were judged, did not yield rewards Seversl rodels of

sneech critician wvere sxamined for poussidble application to the keynote
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TamineA were the models of Lester Thonssenm, A, Cralg 3aird,
Donsld T, Bryant, Korl ¥Wallace, Marie Hoclomth Nichele, Alsn Ho Moarose,
Thoman Re Rilsen, Kenneth Burhe, Alkert Jo Croft, Loren Reid, and the
clasalcal models of Aristotle, Cicero, znd Quintilian,

from these models, the Monroe model was selescted fov annlica~
1ion 4o the keynote speeches, This seleciion was made becruse Lhe
HMenroo model was more a plicabls to conlemporary speeches; it posssssed
the eongures of effectivensss exclusive of the complexities of nmore
iatricate measurenent devices. The Honroe deviges for szneech eribilcism
spvaeszed the slements of simplicity and clardity that dld anst sserifics
tha slemant of thorougimass in their cwvaluative nature, Honmae's modal
particnlarly apslisd $o the 1243 political keynmote spseches becavse of
the general nature gnd substance of the spoeches,

The Yonroe oriterla for soeech criticism which were selectod
Por applieation t: the 1968 kewvnote speoches vere as follows:

Spesker's analysls of problems.

1. Mo the speaker properly analyze the problowus?
2, Md his propossals advocats the bLest way to
meat the prodloms?

Reasoning,

1., What {ype of reasoring 4id the apeaker use?
2. Was his reasoning zound?

étid eNCea

l. To what degree A\ the sseaker use supporting
material?

2, was the supporting materisl reliable?

3. Did the speaker use unswported as:ertlons
reinforced only by vivid phresing or his
own positive manner?

Le DTi& he present the facts fairly, or did he
seem to be bilased in seleciing which facte
to preseat er whioh to withhald?



Motivation,

1, Vhat motive appeals ddd the speaker employ
and what were thzir relation to his reasoning?

'-“Ordius.
l. ¥a® the spuaker's wording accurate or vague?
2. ¥ero false concluaions zuggasted by loose
phraseology?
3. D7id the speaksr rely ou lovaded words, nawe-

¢alling, and szrmaraut.iﬁ instead of
regaonfag and sxidence?c-

IV, APPLIUATIuN OF THE CRITERIA
TO THE YN SPEECHES

The kaynote speechas wure exmumined and an element by alement
andlication ¢f the zelactod eritariz was made to each of the keynote
smaachote The Monrae erditeris for siscch eriticism were Tound to be
faliy adaptable to these nartisulszr keynots specches, Monroe's slemamts
of criteris, slthough not desined srecdfically for criticlsm of keynote
snecches, proved ideally sultod 4» the task, None of the elements of
criteris wmg excluded from aprlicstion to the speechexs, Fach element,
which nosssgsed a guallty for direct snoplication to that portion of the
sresches for which it was desioned, waw arplieds All elements, as thay
were asnlled satisfied the requirements of an effective eritical analysis
of thage partleular keynote speschsas In accordance with the limitations

im-ene? op the swudy and Monroef’s -rineinles of evaluatien,
Vo THHATMERT U YHE DATA

The collected data were uzed o determine how favorably the

kaynote speeches of the 1968 national nominating conventlons compared

E s e ]

25Ahn He Mo
o Monroe, Principles and Types of Speech (Chicagos:
Sastt, Foreswan and Gowpery] 192, pe 505,



relative to ths selected criteria, 7o make this determinatiorn, tas

data were evaluatsed, & comparstive analysis of Wic speeches was asde,

ard the findlngs were reported, Conciusions wore drawn fron the findings,
Tats sathor than thoss used for the anslysis were used to report the
onarepts and general development of lkeynoce speaking and the biographical

“askrvonnd of the 1968 keynote spealeru.



CYAETIR YV

A COMPARATIVE ANALYSIGL OF THE KFYNOTE SPEECHES
@ THE DEMOCRATIC AMD HEPUSLICAN NATIONAL
NOMINATING CONVERIIONS OF 1968

I. 7THE REPUBLICAN REYNOTE SPEECH

The background for the aspeech. Aside from bominatlng its

candidetes for president amd vice oresident, ths Kepublican Natioaxl

Nominating Coavention served other purscses as well, The party plal«
form was written and adcpted and the national committee was elected,

vhich allswed for amrpetmation of the party strusture unttl the pext

sonvention,

The convention was a time for rellying ‘round the party
banner, revarding the faithfil, and exdorting the seolytes.

Selacted parts of the convention ware carried by talevigion
satellites to viewers in 28 countries, some of them Camsmmnist, on
f£ive continents. Within the inited States, soms 130 million people
in 5L million of the nation's 59 smillion “television households"
spent about seven houra viewing the coavention proceadings.2d

The keynote address. Ovvernar Daniel J. Evans of wWashington

delivered the keynote address to the delsgetes of the Republican

National Nominating Convention in :dami, Florida, on Auguet 5, 1958,

s -

26rne flational Obgerver, July 22, 1963, p. 18.
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To tha? ar'ircss were a;.plied the following messures of ef fectivencas,

ariteris for speesh ecriticimm forrmlated by Alan H. Yonrce:

Jpezker's snalysis of the osroblemse

1s ™Md the speaker propsrily analyse the probleme?
iovernor (vans clted the problems of wer in Vietnam, violence
andt erina, soclal welfare, the youih of America, poverty, ami leader.
shipe To the problem of war in Vietnam, he addressed these remarks:
Ve aro fiustrated by the {wirth most costly wor in our
history=——a war in which wo spend a million dollars every
twanty minntess A war whi-sh has cost us nearly 150,000
casualties and more than 20,000 lives. A wer shiche-under
ihe present sdmirdstrstion-—ic have not won in Saigon,
cannot negotiate J’n varis en? will not explain to tiw
‘nor108D people,l
A great po.er, Pvans declired, cannot visw the »orid fren
hakird tiwc valls of politisal isolation nor sconomic protectionj nor
does it imoly that we should wi thdrew from ouyr obligaticns and re-
snunsibilities to ourselves and to the people of Seuth Vietnaa, To
have entered the war, he said, by the path of error does not mean we
can lesve through 4he door of default,
(Gowernor ivans stzted that the challenge to the Republican
farty llee in the vrevention of wars and not thedr prosecution.
The problem of violence and crime received less attentlon
from the speaker. Saild Evans:
But if we are frustrated by s war on the mainland of
Azia, we are even more burdened by the crisis in the msin
streets of Amcrica. A orieis of violence and stolen hope,

a crieis o lawleseness and injustics, gnd izpulsive reck-
leas dlesatisfaction with what we are.?

2730“!1101* Taniel J. Ywans, Koyncte Addrecs, p. 1.

281v14,
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Thy protests, the defisnse of authawitys tho vialcuse in the
strests, hz said are msore than isolated abtecks upom the sstablished
order; thuy are tho ayaptame of thy) nood for change and for a redefini-
vion of what this ecuntsy stands for and wbere it is going.

Within the gwaosrel area of social welfare, the speaker spent
s0st of hlx time. te stated thats

Our system of welfare, a¢ long promoted as & cure

for socizl ills has eliminated nothing--with the
mh?u@mnormawmuwmm

dlgnity.?
Our economy stands in the constent jeopardy of
inflavion; owr ol.cns prestige abroad while it

1sses value at home,

The nation's great resousrees, he sald; are not in doubt,
only thelr utllization, and only those who govern their mwve, It is
time to confroat the lmsues of powerty and discase and humn Nenity
which lie heneeth the violente thwt tears at every conseience juat as
it strikes fvar in every heart, ho told nis audicnces And then he re-
minded then of something nearly forgottean==tha nobility of the Amsrican
dreame, To share a business, he sald, to realize a profit of iavesiment,
to ™ =2 factory or shop, to produce goods and ses the money returm to
the commnity-—these, not walfsre are the things which made Amarica
graat, her seople rich and her opportunity unlicd ted,

Governor fvans W14 of hearing another valce in the land—=the
wolen of youths It has emrved notice, he said, that satisfaction cannot
be measured alone in dollars—that thare is a need for service and cone
tribotion beyond the attaimment of material success. For cach of our

-

2%1m1d,
114,
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youd wiv has cdxupped out, there are a hundred more, vans deslared,
who hsve stayed in; eomo radieal, come demanding, eome scarching,
same hoping, bubt all eonsernedi wro v their comcern to serve their
country have set out acress the land to partigipaie in the €xarciae
of rolitical powers

The speaker septionmd leadership several tloas. ardly ws
ho imrodused vhen he deplared that taday, as never bofore, tbe nst.ion
demands new lsadesehip, It is time, he said, wvhen we msust have new
solutions ic new prohlame; whea a lendership encimbered by the past
mst surrender its place to the party whose hope liss with the future,

later, Bvans pointed out that it is leadersiip--niot the
fomdamwtal strength of this comntry-—wiuch is at issue. If we canvt
find the courege to eceept leadazehiip, he said, then wve caunot ex~
peot to realise viocterye For our direction and for ocur lssdarehip,
he contimuad, we must twrn, ot elone to covermmwat, but to a new
partnarahips a partmrship of severmend, private outerprise and the
individual eitisesn.

From vhat the spesker ssid aboud the problams, it was deter-
wined that he undarstood tham end analysed them groperly, particularly
in visv of his own Pesiticn as the Goverbar of Washington,

Ris rumarks sheut the Vietass wvar indicated hiz emaremss of
the hard, statisgticel facts of ct-amalyuis and casualties, For the
seaker to say that a great power camot live in isclation, was in-
dleative of his ability to anmalyze the geo=fonlitical responsibilities
of the iinited Statess

lovernor vans eéaw that the burdeas of crisis wers not only
carriod in the eainlamt of Asia but alse im the mainstrests of Anerica.
¥ie atataments on the crisis of violence and crime indicated an insight
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into the couses of sech arisis, for he ssated that viclence was m«rely
the 2:vaotam of the need for change and redafinition of whnt this country
ntood for and vhere it was goine,

fovernor Fvans pOSsassed varticular perception and inaigrt into
the problens pertaising to the soeial and generel welfare of the mation,
Thig ues indl-aled by his sense of Nistory when he stated thut to share
2 bnsiness, 0 realise a nrofit of investment, to rum a fastery or shop,
te prnduce goode and ses the money returu to the comnuaiiye-these vere
tho things which wnade America great, her people rich and her opportunity
wnlieiteds It was iodicetive that be amdervtaod that ths Zrest proserity
of Amcrica Was based o8 selfegovermment, individual freedam, atvi equrlity
of ovsortinity.

‘The spesker's ability to analyse the problems of youth and
loadarehis was onunciated dy hie declarations of youthat! imtent to
render a s=rvice beyond the attaimment of material succes:. YHe noted
thet many more youths remained in the areas of sctioz than dropped out,
He amphasized that obmsgwvatics, Ueaderghip, or the lagk of it, was the
issus, ‘vans observed. He based his analyxis on the fast thut the war
1o Vietnam was still on and that the utilization asd eontrel of ths
nation's greet resources were eimmmged,

e Did hie propxmals advooat: the best way to meet the
problems?

In order to moet the problems, OJovernor Fvans presented the
following proposalss
8. The Republican "Artye=for its own survival and
for \he eake of the matioh~-musd be where the
actian ia.
be Our Party st remsin dedicated $o the prindoiples

of peace Chrough strength and equal justice
within the framcwor& of law,
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We must reoognige that uniess and until we begin to
deal with the matier of new prieritiss in this
comntry, therw w1l be no peace sbruvad and 1iiiim
seearity at hame,

Only vhen everyore has a steke ia ths future of
this country, only whem the doors of private
ERocwis are cdened t9 allamnly then will
each person have samething to preserve and some~
thing te build em for his cixildrem,
nation must £ind a wy for that to happen,

A nation which cobuilt the devastated econagy
of Barope aftar World kar II asn surely re=
bulld the devasteted hopes of 1ts own Rinor-
ities,

Ko must find new progrums, the ressurwrs and whe
opportunities for young psople to serve sociniy
and the nmatione=tn participate in the political
aystem, to be haard not for their wisdar or
their ysaze Wut for their dedicatina, thetr
sntarurise snd their grevat aspiretions for
our oomtyy,

We must bring the resourcea of incentive, of
private planrdng and mansgement skill into &
Gow and creative alliance~—the capitsliasm of
soeial esterprise.

The uost important iangpedient of all must Ge
added to the other foroes—the oowarful
coatritutios of the individual ¢itisen;
tha citisen wvho sewe in the cammitment
of sarvice owr best hope for the nation,

A natign ubich opened the froatiar Wy offering
its land to homasstesders can surely secure
the future by sharing ite promise of wealth,

«e must goblligse the millions of people who
sharo in the dream of a oountry reunited;
the willions who shmre in the belief that
we can gecure equality without destruying
liberty; that we oan realize progress with-
out eurrendering nrimciples

We muat proceed not in celebrstion but in the

kpoledge that what wa do berv may veil
determine the fate of a natiocn.

We must debats not in fear cf the present, but
with falth in ocur future,



re Wo must unite to mlly a great Pardy in the
cause of a great nation—to @eek progrcss
with victory; gi find not 8 way out, but
a vay fonard,-

In setting forth his pmposals, OCoverner Evans edvocatod She
haet vy ts meet the problems, far he aroposed uniiy of parpase, rar-
tioination, strength, dedication, ecnal justice, new priorities,
mbuilding of minority hopes, shering of wealth, new prograass of
nervice, oreativity within the cepitalism of soalal enterpriess,
psmitment of individual oitisen: to service, reslisation of profreas
withont loss of liberty or principle, nnd debate out of faith in the
thhure.

These propuaals enrrobuorated tha £iadings of hummntty's
groatest civilisations vt crwated the eomplax problem of anplicztion,

Reasoglng.

1. What type of reasoning did the gpeaker wse?

Govervor Evans reasoned moetly from causation and generaliza-
tionne He concludnd, for exarple, that the United States was an uneasy
na:tion on the eve of ite most crucial political deeision in this
century beoause 1t was frustreicd hy costly wer, riddled by corises of
crime sand violenoc and human misorye Azein; he satd that our ecmammy
stand n the conotent jeopardy of inflation bLecause owr dollar lost
nreatige abroed widle it lost walus at hame,

Tne speaker argusd from penerelisation, Just as strength keot
ve {249, he said, so has change kept us strong. e stated that the
ot lems of enviromment were not apart from private enterprise, Such
statewenta were generalisations unsuprorted by logical proof,

B M N A e . o ——

3
’lIbid.’ PPe 1-3.



29

2, Y¥as Ms reasoning sound?

In tamms of consrete evidence and unequivocal autnority, the
spaker did not reasce soandly. iror exampls, be stated that the steady
ervainn of our ¢itles left us 2 legacy of phyeical dscay and human
miauryy but he did not present ::ontrete evidence in support of the
statumeot. Thers ware ae statistical data to suppert suad statements
throughest the spsesh,

In making his proposals, "uow‘\?x-au did present specific
prosens of actien vhich were reasonsbly seyad. There were few 8o
young, he esid, and none 80 ald that their dgnum oould not find
a noed or thoir interests aa outlet:

To individually tutor a disadvasteged éiild whe has

fallen behind in the procass of learnings te\give hope
to the mentally retardsd through individual 3
%0 counsel a parvled convict in the responsibilities of

wnoved oltisenshipj to advige 135 aszist in thy develop-
ment of 3 remote Indian villace,

Evidence.
1. To what degree did ths spsaker use W material’

The fect that the speaker was Jovarmor of a rather hurge and
iporbant state suggosted that, given personal integrity, he w\dg
suthnritarian and was not given to irraticaalisations, There(oz_:iu, to
that degres, his own poeitisn supported his statements. b.lt)nush
Qovernor Yvans spoke from causation and generalisation, mainly, his
ateach) yms well-supported with verbal forws.

He gave explanationst

We Lelieved for years that welfare was a substitute for
pride and that public charity could replace individual oppor-

jzrhid.’ De 20



tunity, But black Americe end poor Amarice n.rgteachinyus
a aex lacguage—the language of participation, 3

He used casparisons:

“me group of ABPericans 2sk for econaxie gﬁpu-unita;
another group secka oppertunity for service,

lHe used analogles:

Both of thmp-—and indeed 6ll Acerlcary-mock one thirg
sbove all: that their ceuntry reject the prineipls of a
help yourself' soci and e¢reite the foundation of a
‘self-help! soelety,

The speaker used factual il:ustration:

Only when everyone has a staxe in this country——only
tnen will each person have somethiing to prusarve gnd somo-
thing to bulld on for his children, This nation must fiod
a way for that to happeos And I veliave it can be found,
A nation vhich rebuilt the devastated economy of Rurope
aftor vWorld war II can surely rcbulld the devastated hopes
of its ovm minorities. And a nation which opennd the
troatier Yy offering its land ts homesteaders can aggel;r
geoura the future by sherdnz its promlige of wealth,

The speaker used specific instsaces!

lot us realise that the challsnge to the Republican
farty 11es within the problema of Amaerican, not outside
of thame It lies im the prevention eof ware and pot their
prosecutions it lies in the advancement of wen and not the
destruetiod of mamkind; 1t lies in the ghetios just as aurely
53 the suburbs; in the factorica just as clearly as on tha
farms) ummm?raupoophmnmsmtm
growing upirati.m.:"

ly ooge did ke use statisticse

s are frustrated by the fourth mcst costdy war in
our histagy~-a war in which we spend a willion dellars
¢very twenty minutea. A war which has cost us Bonrly
150,000 casuslties and more than 20,000 lives.3

331014,
Arbig,
35Tvid,
361bid., ope 2-3,
371044,
Brvaa,
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The speaker preoented teatimony:
Neight D¢ Elaenhower once defimed Assrica's goal in these
eloguent words: It is, he s3id, '1lifting from the back and from
the hearts of men, thelr burden of arms and fears, so that ,
thay might find before them a golden age of freedom and poacs.'’?
With the generous use of vardal suprort forms, Covernor fvans
managed to project a balance of issues and events within a very short
noriod of time, His use of a variety of support forms gave the speech

# ouslity of iaoterest, if not support,
2. VWas the swporting naterisl relisble?

The speaker's saprorting muri_.nl vap juiged to be reliabls
based on the speaker's position as a meor and on the fact that
his supporting material consistenmtly Iclid what it was suporosed to do—it
amplified, clarified, illuminated, and convinced,

3. Did the speaker use m‘uppomd asgertians reinforced
only by vivid phrasine or his cwn positive wanner?

The apeaker made several unsupparted assertions, For exarple,
e asserted that for sach of owr youth who dropped out, theare were a
hundred who gtayed ine There was no evidence to support that amsarted
matio,

Agaln, hes stated that we gave as no other nation to the
securing of world order and the pursuit of human progrees. And for
1%, he asserted, we pald a heavy price on the ledger of neglecte-not
ceploct in torms of ignoramre but neglect in terms of priorities. For
this assertion, there was no logisal evidenece in support, only explena-
tJon. And the axplanation was another assertion, Asserted Evans:

.~ o

39114,
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It means that the first priority of the United States is -
the resolution of our internal conflict-—=the recognition that
if we can't unltﬁocmr own nation, then we can't nreserve the
hopes of others,

be Did he present the facts fairly, or did he seem
to be blased in selecting which facts to present
or which to withhold?

The speaker, throughout the speech, mede the following
com-ents which supoarted his ovn Party:

In a very real sense, this is the Republican hour,

Today, as never before, the nation demends new leadership,

This party under Abraham lincoln resolved the cuestion of
political umion and t«gen the task of human rights,

This Farty under Dwisht Fisenhawer restored the walancoe of
uerld power and advenced the cause of social justice,

Tt {2 from this roint that the Peoublican Party rmst nroceed,

what is now at e#take is whether the itepublican rarty can

rise to the chullenge created by the winds of a new direcii.n,
or wiether, in defiance ol hﬁtory, we choose to retreat when
tie nation se clearly callg,

Jovernor Frans supnorted the alove statements by proceding
or followirg thema with corments thet favored his owmn Party. To that
extent, he included only those comments that suggested leadership
ability wdthin the Republican Party. He vithheld amy commcents sshich
suggested opposition ability,

Motivation,

1, What motive appeals did the speakesr employ and what
were their relation to his reasoming?

Covernor Evans appealed to the motive of fear vhen he referred

to the war in Vietnam, V‘hen he spoke of the achievements of the

holbido. Pe 2.

L1tbid., pp. 1=3.
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Hepablican Party undar lincaln snd Riseahcior, how the Marty met the
challenges of ths past aad loocked to the future with confidente, he
anrcealed to the motives of loyalty and prides Whena he talked about
onr country's pasty he apgadled to the sotive af zeverence to Ansric-n
heritage. And wvhen Covervar Fvans spoke ¢f orime and violence, poverty,
the steady exusion of our cities, and lawlesscess, he used revulsion
as the motive appeli. |

The speaker nncd upon causal mhtim to support moet of
hie motive ippolh. For miple, when he t:old hovw var catlmod frugtra«
tion and how crisis in the streets cof America csused burdens of ar;guuh,
the motives were fear end revulation, and the implicgtion was that the
effects were also fear and revulsion,

Nording,

1, Vas the speaker's wording accurate or vague?

From the viampeint of understanding the speech, the wording
vas accurute. The apeech was understoode This meant that the speaker
selected words that cosuretely stated his oun understanding of the
problems, 1ssuss, end eveats that coostituted the substance of his
speeghs At no point in listeaing to the speech or reading it did
vagueness obstruct understanding,

2, Were false conclusions suggested by loose phraseclogy?

There vas nc leose phrusealogy im Jovernor Pvans's speech,
Thorefore, there were no false conclusions. His phreseclogy was
was simplified, brief, claar and vivid., His sentences were short--
moatly 10 to 15 words—amd he avaided dulloews by generous use of
figures of spsech. If the speaker's purpose was toc secure understanding,
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that end vas achieved. Acocording to ¥onree, if the speaker achievad
understanding, the spesah wae successfil,

3. Did the speskear rely om lozded vards, name-calling,
and genoralitlies iustead of resaoning?

In no instance did Oevernc bBvans rely on loaded words or
namowcalling. There were, as stated earlier, some gencralities.
when he stated that the Agpablican Farty was equal ¢o the cmllaogws
of tovmrrow, or Ut it was through this gread gurtasyahip of eommdtted
servics that we caa wltisately fulfill our Amarican Dreas, he stated
tensralitiss,



II1. THE DEMDCRATIC YEINOTE SPEBCH

The background for the speech, The 35th Nationsl Nominaving

{onvention of the Democratic Party openmsd in Chicago's International
Aemhithsater on August 26, 1968. No predictable event anywhere com-
vared to the quadrienntal American political convention in terms of
cost, complexity of errafigements, public inter'eﬁt, and international
attentions The logisties alone vere staggering: Some 15,000 hotel
roomn for the Democrats gathared in Chicago; special transportation
that shuttled delegates, newamwen, and hangerson from hotels to hall,
with limousine service for VIPS; a hall thst seated 15,000 psopls;
wore than 6,000 telephones and h0N teleprinters for the news nedia
and delsgatiens in the hal) itself, plus several hundred thousand
square feet of reasonably private working space for writers, editors,
and photographers,

Broadrasting networks mobilized a force of 1,000 persons to
cover the convention. The excitement begnn as the delegates and
alternates arrived at the coavention hall. Ths tusiness at hand began
as the Chaiyman of the Demoaratic National Comrdttee called the con-
vantion to order. The buainess of the convention was to nominate
candidates for president and vice president, elact national committee-
man, write and adopt the party platform, and reward the aarty
faithful,b2

The kaynote address, Senator Deniel K, Inouye of Hawaii

delivered the keynote address to tlLe Democratic National Nomlnating

Convention in Chdeago on August 26, 1968, Applied to that address

Y2chicago Tribune, Auvgust 25, 1968, p. 1.
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ware the follaring masurem of effectiveness as forwulated by Alan
He Momrve,

1., Did the speaker ;yoperly analyze the problems?

Senator Inowye determined that the essential mstteze that
needed correction within our society were Shose of the war in Vietnam,
criney civil rights, violemoe, and law and order. On the matter of

sountyy of three greet leaders within the last five ya--m.m‘
Civil »ighte ume a problem of cencern te the epeakwr. He

W35 mator Dontel K. Inowye, Keynote Adiress, p. l.
Wrotd., pp. 1<2.
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made Uwee comments about the problem:

As an American whose ancestors came from Japan, I have
bscome accustomed to a Guestion most recently asked by a very
nromineat businessman who was concerned about the threat of
riots and the resultant loss in life and property. 'Tell me,’
he said, 'why can't the Nogro be like you?!

First, although my skin is cclored, it is not black, In
this country, the color of my skin does not ignite prejudice
that, has smoldered for generstions. Seeond, although my
grandfather came to this country in poverty, he came without
shackles; he came as a free man enjoying certain constitutional
rights under the American flag, Third, my grandfather's
family was not shattered as individual members of it were
sold as chattel or used as security on loans., And fourth,

ny ancestry were interned behind barbed
wires during World “War II, nedther my parents nor I were foreed
hy covenants and ¢ircumstances to live in ghettos,

Unlike those of my ancestry, the Hegro's uwnemployment
rete is triple the national average, The rate
of his children is twice that of vhite children,

Senstor Inouye went on to comment that the Negro often paid
swre for his living necessities; that he was a decorated hero of
the Vietnam warj that he questioned justifiably Nkis place in Aserican
history) and that the Negro found it hard to wait another hundred
yeara for asceptance as full ecitisens in our free soclety.

On the problems of violence and law and order, Senator Inouye
soent most of his time, He said:

Wa are still embarked on the longest unmbroken journey of
ceonanls growth and prosperity in our history., Yet we are
Wi Uy dissension, and the disrespect for our institutions
and leaders is rife across the land,

Riot has bludgecned our cities, laying waste our streets,
our property and, most important humen lives,

Voices of angry protest are heard throughout the land,
arying for all manner of freedoms, Yet owr political leaders
are picketed and some who ory loudest for fresdom have sought
to prevemt our President, our Vice President and Cabinet
officers from spesking in publie,

Too many Americans have come to believe it is their right
to decide as individuals which of our lsws they will obey and
which will they violate,

Wivia,
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I do not semm to ey that sll eur lmmw 239 Juste (hay're
T o Pt L e i ey
to protest 15 a eownarstome of owr aysham,

Bacause of hds pamifioa 25 2 [nited States Sedstor and es a
mambor of sevesel important eenate commitiees, and besause of his personal
haritage and axpeariaxmes, Senator Inouye, it wes determined, properly
analyzed the problams of whish he wpekee Hie estimate of how the war
in Victnam wvas to be resolved parullaeled that of President Johnson,

It was to be resolved by pamsefvl oagetisltioma,

The speaker's camapts of the matter ef oivil rights were
developed firom his ovm baskground of Japanese ancestsy, His comments
o civil righte were iadicative of his ability to amalyme whe comi!tion,
needs, and degires of mimerily groups.

The spesker vas trained in the lavw as a laywr and as a legislator,
He ws thowght of a0 an amtherity eu law and law-aaking, Thus, he
mrorerly amlysad the grulla of evise and lav and oxders, iHe agread,
for ammple, thet oome lage wasre wnjust, But he alse agreed that
mjast lave sust be odgyed until proper repeal was made.

2, Did his proposals advocste the dest wxy to meet the
prodleme?

mw.mmwumwwwhormm
spake, advocated the fallowing propoaals:

8o law and order must be reapected and maintained
to motect the rights, yes, the civil righta
of all citisens,

be Lat us reject violsnce as s means of prutest,

end let us reject those wio preash violonce,
But let us not tempt hose who would hide

l"Ibid., Pe 2o
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the evil {ade of raciss Behind the mmsk of
1law end o3des's

3
3

C. go foruard with programe responsive to

the oewis of today and responsive te ths needs

|

s grow fremh faith in eur puarposs and new
or i{n owr citisenship,

Es o

e, Let W welomw tho ideas and emmxyiss of tiw
young and the talents aod partic:lpntion of
all responsible pesople,
fe Lot ws plaat ‘rees and grev nes cppertmities,
Let us build not only nev bulldings but new
neighborhoods ead them st us 1iwe in t.bm,
sll as full citisens and all as brothers
3cme of his propomals were specific and deliberate in their
thoyght and substance, but ouhers were vagus and brosd in their
advocation, Whea he advetated respect for law and order, rejection of
viclense and of thoge who preashed violence, the welecoming of ideas
of the young, and the partivipation eof a2ll respongible peopls, the
oreaker's proposals were vieawd as the best way to meest the problems
of vhich he opake, Nip other roraeals needed nore diretaams and

subgtance,

Reasoning,
p I Hhtwp.ormudidth.upnkerm?

Semator Inouye argusd mestly from gcomrwlisetion amd esusation.
{ittle did he reasan frum evidence or authority. He was thought to
~vason from autherity when he told why the Uegro mms unlike himself. .,
used persenal testimony as evidence.

Whea the spesker talked of iacrenssg arime, riot himigeousd
citiea, dissension and disrespect, he rwmsarmd from gencrelisation.

thid. » PPe 1e3,
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He presented logical evidence in citing the Jabmson eddnistra~
tion ruccyd:
Tveaty millien older Anericsns zre now protected under
mcﬁm. :
Simse 1963, President Jo'msap has spproved and Coagress
has enactod mrnﬂtlnn LO major new lawas to foster education
in our country, .
Sermtor lnouye, in statiing that the success of ovr eccacmice
#ystonm a8 fread our young peovle in cver=immremsing nusbers and,
therafore, we should hardly bs surprised when the chidldren of such
progress demand to be heard, reasoned from causation,
Again, causation wme the b2so of his reascaing when he asked
wvas it any vonder that the Negrv guastioned vhether his placs in our
country's Metory books wonld he any less forgotten thap were the

contributicns of his ancestors, in light of kis ssltreatment?
2. Was his reasoning sound?

Senatar Inowye's reasonding was wot too sound in view ol the
fact that he 2id not support his steloments with evidence and
avthority, He cited examples of the various mrvhlame in our socisty
hut he 4id not suppert Whose exarmples with some kiod of autbhority, For
axarple, he stated thet we vero teld that the revolte were against the
systam, and that Estadlislment must be torn down, But he did not cite
ths source of such a statement, nor did he cite eny statistics which
aurgoried er denied the stalesent,

Evidencs.

1., To what degree did the¢ speaker use supporting material?

A T e e e - A P . e S Yl st b8t Al — B e AR

hanﬂdo’ Pe 3o
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The speaker was & layer and a United States Senator. te
sexvod on severil important sonste coamittees., His ancestry was
!spvnese, He 109 an 4AFrm as a result of combat in Vorld liar II, 1hese
serconal facts tended to support wary ol his statemeate. i0 a greataer
degree, though, his statemeats were supparted by verval forms,

He used explanations:

An ezmwple cf explanation was tha speakerts answer to the
question “wiy can't the Negro be like you"? This example was preo-
viously cited 10 sowe langth,

Apain, previeusly &ited, the spesaker weat to same lsagth to
azplain vy the Vietams wvar ws izmoral.

Ne mede Gomparisune:

Unltke those of ry ancestry, the Hegre's unemployment

rate is triple the national averege. The mo rate
of his edlidred is turige that of vhite children,

Ho uoed analsgy:

Te perwit violenice anmd anarchy to deetruy our cities ie
to acark the beginniag of a eancerow grewth of doust, suspigion,
fear and hatred that will gredually infeot the whole nation,

He used factuel illustration:

Undar the health mmaswres first proposed by the Presidency
of our aost beloved Harry S. Truman and paseed during the
remarkable admirmistration of Iyndon B. Johnsom, milldion
oldsT Americans are now protacted under Medicare. -

He used specific instancest

Let's lodk at how much wc have already dDuSlt and then get

on with the work, At a time when quns are stil) heard in scme
areas of the world, we have laid in place such building blocks

P e P

wmid., Pe 1o
Omid., pe 24
5115160, p. 30
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of mankind's survival as the nuolear test ben treaty of 1963,
the tuirning of atomic weapoio in gace of 1967, and the nuclear
nonevraliferation treaty of 1.96&.2‘ ;
%e emplayed statigtlost
Sinece 1963, our govermueut has triplesd its investamuai in
edusation and in the last four ysars alone we have ipvested
twice ea mush as we speat in the previous 100 years.
lis presented tastimony!
Ot cousrse, the war in Victin2u muast be eandedse But (L rast
be ended, as President Johnsor said last March, by patient
nolitical negotiation
By using the vartal forms of support, Sematar Inowe yave
varioty a~d taterest to his soeach, :rarly in his spesel;, he etcated
that the kqynota address at a national palitical econventiom traditiomally
called for rousing eratary. "I hop~d to be «xvused,” he said, "Cram
this tradition tonight, for I did nct view this occasicn as one for
either flamboyanse or levity." With those werds, he contimmed his

soeech with aeriousneas and ectriety,
2. vas the supporting material reliable?

The supporting material was theught to bs reliable bocause of
the position of the srezker as a Senator aad 28 a parsan of reputable
integrity. Somm of the swpportiog material, that vaich made referencs
to administrations of the past and rresent, vas a matter of record,

3. Uid the speaksr use unsupported assertions reinforced
only by vivid phresing or his own positive manner?

The Senator used severaul unsupported assertions, Farly in his

SQMdo
2R
Sx‘Ibid.. Pe 24
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spesthy he asuerted the reason the Democrate were in conventiont

T baelieve the peal reason we are bere ls thet there iz a
word galled *oomeitment,’ because we are comulited to the
futurs of our country and all eur people, and bessuse of that
fubturs, hope gad falth are more peeded now than pride in our

nartyte pagb.o>

In ma%@mg sugh an assertion, he did not staile what wes meand
by odm:ltment, nor did he say how o eowmibment to the Duture was to
be mada,

fgain, he falled o support an assertion when ho sald that
the revoloblon we in the nited States were experiencing was born of
Demearatic progosses that nob only ascownodated economic progress and
social Miimy, but actively enecursped them, There wss mo conereto
wvildenss to supportd the assertion of such a revolubisn,

Le Uid he presest the facts fairly, or did he seem to
be hlaged in solecting which facts to present or
which to withhola?

In spdte of the speakterts statement of need Tor hope and {aith
vather than pride in the Party's past, he indicated pride in the party's
past, He guoted the party's resord of socdal leglelation and gave wush
aredit to President Johnsone He snoke of the vielense that cost the
iver of sveh Daemooratie lesders ag John F. Keonedy and Bobert ¥,
Hennedye

Senator Inouye was fair im his tmam of rioters., He
ghated t@mi} when young people ricted in China and Csechosglovakis as
well s at Columbis, and in Paris and Berlin as well as in Perkeley,

‘»}&X@Mw Pe 1a
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he doubted that we were justified in blaming all the troubles of owr time
on Viebtoame

The spesker tried to support his argumsnts with vertal supoorts
aelacted Lo convince his audienve of the sarioiwms of the problems he
chooe to talk abouts To that axtoii, he was fair, Otherwise he re-
meinea lwzl or blased in favor uf his own party.

dotivation.

-

1. What metive appeals did the speaker employ snd what
vere their reliazticn to his reasoniog?

Then Senator Tnouye opored his apeech with "thia is wy cenatrv,”
e avpealsd to the motive of nride, /Azain, he appealed to “he moiive of
sride when he referred to John F, Xonnedy, Robert ¥, Xemiwlw, Martin
Tuthee King, Harry S. Truman, lLyrdon R. Johnson,
Arnealing to the aotise 7 lovwlty, the speaker declared 4hxt
the %mae dimension of the challense faclag us waes loss cf faith, "I
mean," ha said, "a loss of faith in our couatry, iu its purposes, its
institutionse”
Addresaing his motive appeals to freedom, honor, and justice,
he nade the following remarikt
Men must have the epportunity to be heard evea when Lhelr
visws ore extreme and in & lesser demoaretic country, dacgperous,
I, tor, have spoken against laws which I conaidered vrone s
wjust, and I am sure I will aneak—and vole--against many,
many mores But my fellow amaricans, I have not burned nyy tirth
sertilicate, and I will not, encunce my citigenship,
i such lnstances, the zpeakor relied on generalitics Yo support

hiz woilze appeals,

¥erding,

;é‘!bid- p De ? .
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1. Was the spssker's wording acourate or vague?

The eneech was not ambiganus at any peint, nor wns 1. vogue
An Ry ve¥e I1 was aasily unxderstood, Although his stetements wmre
pot wancrally wellegupported with evidence and authority, his wording
was acenrste and meaningfule At nr point was the meanine o7 his words

in daubt,
2o Were false conclusions susgesticd by loose phrusooloy”

lovse phraseclogy was awi¢ asled in the aspessh. 7The speaker's
couglusioas were simplified, even poignsnt at times. For cxample, ne
%8 o wha siudent riets im “sris sad how they cut down several
hundredeysar old tress. ware the goals of (hoee students served, be
wauted %o know, Oy the destruction of thase treee? How long will it
t3ke, W asked, for tdely boauty and the vitality they symboliaed to
irow azaln? He asked what $reas did the studesta plent im their placs?

3. Mé the speaker rely on loaded words, name=calling,
end gaaralities inatend of reasening?

Searutiny of the apeeeh did nol reveal the use of loaded words
or mniuxe-calling by the speaker, Although some gencralities were noted,
not ons wes glittering eor false in their intent and purpose, They ware

surorted with the verbal forma of sievoort.



CHAPTER V
RESULTS OF THE STUDY
I. ACCUMULATION OF THE DATA

Data and infersation for this study were gathered from letters
received frum individuale, agencies, and institutions; from reviews of
writers in speech on the subject of keynote speskings from examination
of past political keynote speeches) {rom exsminstien of dsily and
wedkly nmmpapers and neve-aarazines, journals, quarterlies, and beoks
conterning kaynste speakers and sneeches; and from taped recordings
of the kwyuote epeeshes of 1963,

IX. FINDINGS OF THE PROCESS UF »VALUATION

A searuh for Juigmest oritaris viioh wvare spexifizally
formulated for appliaation to keynote speochea did not yield reward.
Seweral models of speesh ariticism were axamined for applicadbility
to the 1968 keynote speschas, The examined models were those of
Aristotle, Cicerv, (uintilian, Lester Thoussen, A. Craig Baird, Danald
C. Bryant, Karl wallage, Marie Lochwuth Nicdols, Alan H. Monroe, Thomas
Re Nilsen, Kenneth Burke, Albert J. Crofi, and loren fReid.

From these smdaels, the Moarve Modal was selected for application
to the 1969 kaynote epeeches. The Monroe model of speech criticism
was selected because it was more spplicable to contemporary apesches;

it posecsesd the seasures of speech effectiveness exclusive of the
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complexities of more intricate measurement devices. The Monroe criteria
tor speech criticisa possessed the elawects of simplieity and clarity
that did not sacrifice the element of thoroughness in their evaluative
nAture.

The Monroe oriteria for speech criticism were applied to the
1968 xeynote speeches and evalustions were made to determine how
favorably ths speeches oomparvd:

Speaker's analysis of the problems.

le Did the speaker oroperly analyze the problems?

The speakers spoke about the game problems. They gave the
{mpression of understanding the prodlems, although thay argued from
esnantion and genernlization., Both speakers gresped the scope and
imnortance of the problems; they discoversd the causes of the problems
and determined vhat needed to be done to correot the problems, They
nede several proposala for solution of the problems,

The speakers cospared favorasbly in analyzing the problems
about which they spake.

2. TH4d his proposals advocate the best way to meet the
problemsa?

Most of ths propommls advocated by the speakers were ideslly
the bsst vay to meet ths problems fram their political base, but their
proposals were thought to be broad in scope and difficult to apnly.
OQovernor Fvans came 9lossr to practical proposals than Senator Inogye.

Application of their proposals was poasible, but difficult and complex,

Reasoning.
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1. What type of reasoning did the speaker use?

The speakers reasoned slmost exclusively from geancralizations
and causation. Both speakers used this type of reassoning to good
affect, Thelir examples were sin~-lified, clarified, and suprorted
well with verbal forws, With rersrd to reasoning, they compared

t'avonbly.
2, was his ressoning eound?

If soundness oeans to always preaent unequivocal evidence,
the speakers were not sound in their ressouing. There were a few
statements by dboth speakers that were sufficiently suponorted with
facte, but the soundnese of their reasoning wss only noted in their
retionrle, ia their abllity to gresp the problems and talk about
them with reasoasbls gansralisations. 7The epeskers were found to be
parallel in their reasouing.

Evidence.

l. 70 what degree did the speaker use supporting matsrial?

Both speakere ueed supporting emterial to effective advantage,
Many forme of wverbal suppert were used by both speakery., They gave
conpraransible explanations of the problems and the examples they used
were easily understood. Only in a few instances in the speeches waa
there left a dexire for more infarmation or clearer information, The

comarizon in this ares was one of favorableness.
2. 4Was the supporting material reliable?

The speakers! supporting materisl was thought to be relisble
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because of their positions es Govenor and Senator, and because they
us~d naterial that waa clear and vivid, Their examples kupt their
speeches alivej there was no instunce of vagueness or meaninglessness,
Governor ‘vans was more effective in this area. His vivid explznations

were more articulate and full of linagery.

3. M™Md the speaker use unsupported aasertions reinforced
only by vivid phrasing or his awn positive meansr?

There were ensertions Ly both spoakers. The seserticas we:e
unsupported except for their own positive manner. The assertions wero
made sasier to accepl becauss of the positive manner, But the woice
rlayed 2 major role in playing down the sssertions, The apeakers
compared esvenly in this area.

Le Did he present tlic facts fairly, or did he seem to ue
bizsed in selecting which facts to present or which
te withheld?

Bth speakers indicated a bias in favor of their own Party.
Although they tried to avoid this kind of bias and oven had so stated
in their correspondence with the fnvestigator, it came through. ‘rhis
was to be expectod, but it was iun dignified form., It was the molive
of pride and loyalty. They presented theixr facts fairly.

Motivation.

1. Wwhat motive appeals did the speake<r employ and what
were their relation ts his reasoning?

ihe motive appreals of fear, pride, honor, loyalty, revulsion,
and reverence were Wsed by both speakers. Most of their motive appeals
related to their gensrelisationsz. The speakers used these apysals to

good effect, for thoir motives moved the apeeche: rapidly along. one
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specker was 69 effecsive in this earea es the othar,

Hordim.
le Was the speaker's wordiag accurate or vague?

Wording was acgurade and well-seledted for effect, Both
speskars sensed the importsnse of worde-selsetioa, They eccuretely
shoee their words, for their material wes easmily understood, Govermar
Wane moved his speech & 1ittle more vividly ¢them Gemator Inouye, Mas
transitions were smoother and more timely,

2, Were false conclusions suggested by loose hraseology?

The speskars’' piramelogy wvas well-gelseted and plased, There
were no instanses of looseness of phreseclogy. Ths speakers achieved
effective phreseclegy, for their specchas were sasily understeed. IHere
again, Governor Evans appaared more offestive, itis plraseology was
more vivid amd Bpre «ismplifiad. | |

3. Did the speaker rely oa loaded words, name~calling,
and gamasulities instesd of reasaning?

Neither speaker ueed loaded words, name-calling. There were
Some generelities ueed by both speakers, but thess ware supported with
verdal forms in order to give thes the vitality thet made doth speeches

move along to ressonable conclusiens,



CHAPTER VI
SIMMARY AN CONCLUSIONS

I. SWCARY OF THE BTUDY

The purpose of the study wvae to Getarwiine the severzl factors
of criteris applicabls to kwynote speaking, and to dwterwine how
Tavorably the 19680 politiosl keynote speechss compared ralative o
the selected oriteria.

The study wvas limited to an investigation iuto the concepts
of keynote apaaking as reperted by writers on the subject, the generaul
Sevelopment of kaynote spesaking, the 1life and background of the
speakers, and the amalysis of the 1568 keynmete spmechas,

The keynote speaker at the Republican National Nominating
Convention was Governcr Daniel J. Fvaas of Washington. The Damocratic
Hational Wominating Convention heard Semator Deniel X. Inouye deliver
the knynote address.

Tt wae agreed by writers on the subject that a keynote spesch
stimolated emthusiasme and spirit end establisbed an aopropriate mood
for the business st hand,

To sessure the effectivensss of the keynote specches delivered
by Govermor Zvans and Semater Ineuye, the eritaria for speech oriticiem
forrulated by the reputable speech authority Alan H, Monroe were
sslecteds, The following were the Monroe oriterias

Speaker's analyvis of predleme:
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1. Did the speaker properly snalyse the probleme?
2. Did his propasals adwvocate the best way to meet the

prebdblemn?

Reasaning:
1, Wwhat type of reasouiog Jid the speaker use?
2. Waa hiz ressvalng sound? '

Evidenoce:

1. To what degree did the speaker use supporting waterial?

2, vas the supportiog material relisdble?

3. Did the spesker use unsupported assertiocnsd rcinforced
only by vivid phrasing or his own positive manner?

Lte Did he present the feats falrly, or did he sesm to be
blased 1go selecting which facte to present or which
to withhold?

Motiwation:
l. What motive appezls did the spetker esploy and what
wers their relation to his reasoning?

Wording:
1, Was the spsaker's wording esccurate or vague?
2. Were false comalusions suggestad by loeee phreseology?
3. D0id the speaker rely on loaded words, name-calling,
std genaralities instesd of reaseaing end evidenwce?

The criteria were applied to the 1968 political kaynote speoches
to determine how favarebly the epeechce compered. An evaluation of
the data revealed that the speechss were valid examples of the meaning
and purpose of keynote addresses as set forth by writers on keynote
addressesjy the evaluation also revealed that tho rhetoric of the
speaches contained more similorities than differences, ‘The speeches

compared favorably in substance and in relaticn to the critaria,

11, CORCLOSIONB DRANN FROM [RE STIDX

Resulte of the study corroborated the hypotheass. The 1968
political keynote addresses were feand te be valid examples of the
meaning end parpose of keynets sddrvases ad set ferth Ly writers on
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kqyuote eddresses; and the rhetoric of the addressas was found to contain
more sidlaritics than differences in its relation to the criteria,

The study revealed that the 1968 political keynote speeches,
although they satisfied the generel meaning of keynote spcechee, were
not the fisry oratery expected., They were short speeches of only 30
mmnutes duration. It was concluded that, since the spesakers did net
indulge in flasboyance or ridicule, they met more closely the standards
of reason and ethics in public address,

The speeches ineluded the kinds of real problems about which
serious peoole were concerned. Obviocusly, the speakers were well aware
of this conscurn, for they tried to convey their owp eocucern about the
prodblems and the hard solutions, It was conoluded that the speakers
wore seusitive to their own anxieties and, tharefore, avoided any
tenptation to over-emphasise some oi' the problema sbout which they
spake, Their approach played down esotionalism and completely ex-
cluded sensationslism, This was to their advantage and good effect,

IT1. SUCGESTIONS Fiit FURTHER STUDY

It is suggested that, for further study, an investigation intc
audience reastion st naticual political coaventions be made in oxder to
determline causal relatiocaship between raynote speakere and their visidle
auvdience,

The folloving questions wera brought t0 mind for investigation:

1, Did the kgynote speaker create the real enthusiaem, or
was the enthusisam crected by some other motivation
prior to introduction of the speaker?

2. Can the keyoote speech be made to offer greater meaning
for the visidle audionce?

3. To what sxtent did the keynote speaker motivate emotional
respouse in relation to the extent emoticnsl response
was motivated by other forves?
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Adldress

THE REPUBLICAN HOUR

By DANIEL J. EVANS, Governor of the State of Washington
Delivered before the Republican National Convention, Miami Beach, Plorida, August 5, 1968

Republican National Convention; And my fellow cit-

izens: Dwight D. Eisenhower once defined America’s
goal in these eloquent words: It is, he said, "lifting from the
back and from the hearts of men, their burden of arms and
fears, so that they may find before chem a golden age of free-
dom and peace.”

We have come to Miami to make that vision come true.

And we shall leave here to elect the next President of the
United Stares.

In a very real sense, this is the Republican hour.

Today, as never before, the nation demands new leadership:
the freesh breeze of new energy; a full and honest reassess-
ment of national goals; a new direction for its government;
and a new hope for its citizens.

Just as surely as we are assembled here this evening, there
still rema’ns a savage war in Vietnam and a savage war in the
heatts of men seeking justice. And we cannot survive the
both of them together ?or very much longer.

It is not simply a question of guns and butter. It is a matter
of death abroad and poverty at home. I chink it is €ime chat we
recognized each of them for what they really are.

It is a time when we must have new solutions to new prob-
lems; when a leadership encumbered by the past wmust surren-
der its place to the party whose hope lies with the future.

Let those who offer old promises step aside—and let those
who promise new opportunity step forward.

The United States is an uneasy nation on the eve of its most
crucial political decision in this century.

We are frustrated by the fourth most costly war in our his-
cory—a war in which we spend a million dollars every cwenty
minutes. . .

A war which has cost us nearly 150,000 casualties and
more than 20,000 lives;

A war which—under the present administzation—we have
not won in Saigon, cannot negotiate in Paris and will not ex-
plain to the American people.

But if we are fruscrated by a war on the mainland of Asia,
we are even more burdened by the crisis in the main streets
of America.

A crisis of violence and stolen hope, a crisis of lawlessness
and injustice, an impulsive, reckless dissatisfaction with what
we are—and a desperate outcry for what we could be once
again.

Above all, we are now witness to the disintegration of the
old order;

Our system of welfare, so long promoted as a cure for social
ills has eliminated nothing—with the possible exception of
pride and incentive and human dignity.

The increasing dominance of the federal government has
accomplished little—except the immobilization of our states
and destruction of local initiative.

The steady erosion of our cities has left us a legacy of physi-
cal decay and human misery. Where once they stood as the
symbol of progress, they now founder as the graveyard of hope.

In chis process, we have robbed the nation of its great re-
source of individual initiative and public responsibility; we
have become creacures of the system instead of the engineers
of progress.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Delegates and Alternates to the 1968

A nation deaf to the pleadings of the young and dumb-
founded by the violence of the poor: Instead of the makers of
history, we have become the victims of history—urged but
not led, promised but not given, heard but not heeded.

Our economy stands in the constant jeopardy of inflation;
our dollar loses prestige abroad while it loses value at home;
we lose our youth in the agony of conscience as well as the
agony of combat; we promote a singleness of purpose to our
allies only to realize a division of purpose among ourselves.

We are a nation musclebound by its power, frustrated by
the indecision of its leadership and fragmented by its great dif-
ferences.

It is from chis point that the Republican Party must now
proceed. For it is leadership—not the fundamental strength of
chis country—which is at issue.

The nation’s great resources—its enormous capacity for
good will, its culeure, the traditions and institutions of two
centuries, the skills and arts of its people; these are not in
doubt.

Only their utilization, and only those who govern their use.

We began in revolt against the tyranny of an old and rigid
order; and our institutions have remained strong, not by
clinging to the past, but by adapting to the future—by giving
substance and direction to the heritage of liberty and inde-
pendence.

Just as strength has kept us free, so has change kept us
strong. And those who fear today's upheaval might do well to
examine once again the progress of this nation through the
past 200 years.

What is now at stake is whether the Republican Party can
rise to the challenge created by the winds of a new direction—
or whether, in defiance of history, we choose to retreat when
the nation so clearly calls.

This Party under Abraham Lincoln resolved the question
of political union and began the task of human rights;

This Parcy under Dwight Eisenhower restored the balance
of world power and advanced the cause of social justice;

I am convinced that this Party can now best resolve the
problems of war and peace which so severely test this councry.

We can’t remain on the sidelines while change and turmoil
strike at the fabric of national purpose. For the deliverance
of hope is contained in the demonstration of action; and this
Parcy—the Republican Party—for its own survival and for
the sake of the nation—must be where the action is.

If we cannot find the courage to accept leadership, then
we cannot expect to realize victory.

There is no quarrel that, above all, our Party must remain
dedicated to the principles of peace through strength and
equal justice within the framework of law.

There is no excuse for weakness—and no justification for
lawlessness.

But we must recognize that strength is no substitute for
sound policy and that the rule of law cannot prevail when its
foundation is corrupted by injuries and inequality.

And we must recognize that unless and until we begin to
deal with the matter of new priorities in this country, there
will be no peace abroad and liccle security at home.

We have stood for cwenty years in defense of a free world.
We have given as no other nation to the securing of world
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order and the pursuit of human progress. And for it we have
paid a heavy price on the ledger of neglect—not neglect in
terms of ignorance but neglect in terms of priorities.

This does not mean that the United States would abandon
its international commitmeats. A great power cannot view the
world from behind the walls of political isolation nor eco-
nomic procection;

Nor does it imply that we should withdraw from our obliga-
tions and responsibilities to ourselves and to the people of
South Vietnam.

To have entered thewar by the path of error does not mean
we can leave through the door of default,

Bur it does mean that the fiest priority of the United States
is the resolution of our internal conflict—the recognition
that if we can't unite our own nation, then we can't preserve
the hope of others.

It is time now to reach inward—rto reach down and touch
the troubled spirit of America.

It is time to confront the issues of poverty and disease and
human dignity which lie beneath the violence that tears at
every conscience just as it strikes fear in every heart.

We have a long and serious agenda before us and no easy
road to its accomplishment. The problems of environment,
of congestion, or urban decay and rural ssmgnation did not
suddenly occur; they are the residue of years—even of dec-
ades—in which we devoted too much of ourselves to size
and quaatity and too little to shape and quality.

They are the residue of years in which we believed that
welfare was a substitute for pride and that public charity
could replace individual opportunity. But black America and
poor America are teaching us a new language—the language
of participation. They say, “"Let us share in your prosperity,
let us have not another generation of servitude but a new gen-
eration of opportunity.” And in this process we are being re-
minded of something we very nearly forgot—rthe nobility
of the American dream.

That to own a share in business, to realize a profic of in-
vestment, to run a factory or a shop, to produce goods and see
the money return to the community—that these, not welfare
are the things which made America great, her people rich and
here opportunity unlimited.

There is no place in that dream for a closed society, for a
system which denies opportunity because of race, or the acci-
dent of birth, or geography or the misfortune of a family.

Only when everyone has a stake in the future of this coun-
try; only when the doors of private enterprise are opened to
all—only then will each person have something to preserve
and something to build on for his children.

This nation must find a way for that to happen.

And I believe it can be found.

A nation which rebuilt the devastated economy of Europe
after World War II can surely rebuild the devaswmted hopes
of its own minorities.

And a nation which opened the frontier by offering its land
to homesteaders can surely secure the future by sharing its
promise of wealth,

We have heard another voice in this land—the voice of
youth. It has served notice that satisfaction can’t be measured
alone in dollars—chat there is a need for service and con-
tribution beyond the attainment of material success.

For each of our youth who have dropped out, there are a
hundred more who have stayed in; some radical, some de-
manding, some searching, some hoping—but all concerned.

Who in their concern to setve their country have set out
across the land to participate in the exercise of political power;

Who gives of their time to the poor, the uneducated, the
mentally retarded, the blind and the helpless;
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Who, in search of a brighter future for America, may have
found themselves.

We dare not bank the fire of that hope, nor should we try
to remake the young in the image of ourselves. For theirs is
a new spirit—a spirit of giving service, a spirit which trea-
sures the values of brotherhood and human dignity and pro-
claims that they shall not be sacrificed by the pursuit of per-
sonal gain.

To break that spiric would be to bankrupt our future.

Instead, let us find the programs, the resources and the op-
portunity for these young people to serve society and the
nation—to participate in the political system, to be heard not
for their wisdom or their years but for their dedication, their
enterprise and their great aspirations for our country. :

These are not the pleadings of a weak and useless genera-
tion; they are the strong voices of a generation which—given
a chance—can lead America t0 a new unity, a new purpose
and a new prosperity.

One group of Americans asks for economic opportunity;
another group seeks an opportunity for service.

Botch of them—and indeed all Americans—seek one thing
above all: that their countty reject the principle of a “help
yourself” society and create the foundation of a “self-help”
society.

Instead of welfare, they ask for a stake in our capital econ-
omy; ,

Instead of wealth, they ask for a role in creating a human
society.

We must now begin the task of rebuilding a nation, and we
must do so with the same vision and resourcefulness which
gave this country birth and which created the richest, most
powerful economy on earth,

For our direction and for our leadership we must turn, not
alone to government, but to a new partnership; a partnership
of government, private enterprise and the individual citizen.

We must bring the resources of incentive, of private plan-
ning and management skill into a new and creative alliance—--
the capitalism of social enterprise.

The problems of urban growth and rural stagnation—the
need for low cost housing, for restoring our central cities, for
creating new communities, for retraining the unemployed-—
these needs are not apart from private enterprise. They are—-
instead—its newest and perhaps most significant challenge.

Goveranment can establish a direction, but it can’t construct
the solutions of the next three decades.

Private enterprise and free labor can build, but they can’t
write and administer the laws which create profic opportunities
and business incentives.

To this, now we must add the most important ingredient
of all: the powerful contribution of the individual citizen;
the citizen who sees in the commitment of service our best
hope for the nation,

For it is in individual service that the hidden assets of
America lie; the community of citizens who will give of their
time, their talent and their education to the advancement of
our country and its people. There are few so young and none
so old that their abilities cannot find a need or their interests
an outlet:

To individually tutor a disadvantaged child who has fallen
behind in the process of learning;

To give hope to the mentally retarded through individual
training;

To counsel a paroled convict in the responsibilities of re-
newed citizenship;

To advise and assist in the development of a remote Indian
village; ’

To join together and bring pride to a community; to restore
our belief in each other; %0 share our common burdens.
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It is through this great parctnership of committed service
that we can ultimately fulfill our American Dream.

If these goals require an investment in patience, then let us
invest; if they require money, then let us spend.

But let us realize that the challenge to the Republican Party
lies within the problems of America, not outside of them.

It lies in the prevention of wars and not their prosecution;

In the advancement of men and not the destruction of man-
kind;

It lies in the ghettos just as surely as the suburbs;

In the factories just as clearly as on the farms;

In the hearts of all our people and in their great and grow-
ing aspirations.

The protests, the defiance of authority, the violence in the
streets are more than isolated awacks upon the established
order; they are the symptoms of the need for change and for
a redefinition of what this country smnds for and where it is
going.

This opportunity now rests with the Republican Party—
the Party which in other critical tiumes has risen above the
luxury of debate and committed itself to the difhcult, de-
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manding resolution of this nation’s problems.

The Republican Party is equal to the challenges of tomor-
row:

The challenge of a new technology;

Of a new era of politics;

Of a new spirit of justice;

And of a new and abiding concern for the hopes of a rest-
less society of equals.

We can mobilize the millions of people who share in the
dream of a country reunited; the millions who share in the
belief that we can secure equality without destroying liberty;
that we can realize progress without surrendering principle.

Let us proceed, therefore, not in celebration but in the
knowledge that what we do here may well determine the fate’
of a nation,

Let us debate not in fear of the present, but wich faith in
our future.

And let us unite to rally a great Party in the cause of a
great nation—to seek progress with victory; to find “not a
way out, but a way forward.”

Thank you.

Commrunist Danoer
LASTING SOLUTIONS '
By DWIGHT D. EISENHOWER, Former President
Delivered to the Republscan National Convention from Walter Reed Hospital, Washington, D. C., August 5, 1968

Y GOOD FRIENDS in Miami and across America.
By necessity, not choice, I am wlking to you from
Walter Reed Hospisel in Washington, D. C. For a
long time I had counted on joining you personally at the
Miami conveantion, but the doctors have said no and again no.

Yet this Republican convention, the first I have missed in
16 years, is the one I wanted most to attend.

This is why,

For three months I have been sidelined by illaess. Enforced
inactivity has allowed me time to reflect on our country's
?rowing difficulties and what our party can do to make the

uture a brighter one.

Today as we contemplate the troublesome developments
in the nation it is scarcely possible to escape the feeling that
ours is a time of critical testing. Every citizen must become
involved, for on the current scene, apathy is scarcely less than
a crime.

Work made our country, and work kept it great. Work
should be for all of us a word as honorable and as appealing
as patriotism.

I have delved into our country's history, yet 1 believe that
none of us has known a time that has placed a higher
premium than the present on statesmanship; on courageous,
competent leadership; on solid common sense; on a willing-
ness to subordinate self to the general good.

At every level of government we must, through diligent
study and reflection, seek ouc candid and capable leaders. We
need people who can point the way to sound progress, serenity
and confidence at home, and respect for America throughout
the world.

Abroad, in every major sector, we confront a formidable
foe—an expansionist tyranny which respects only toughness
and strength and still displays litde interest in traveling the
pathways to peace, with honor and justice.

Remember, it is not by a tyrant’s words, but only by his
deeds that we can know him.

Today the Communists reach ruthlessly for domination over
Southeast Asia and are trying to break our will to foil the
atctempt. In the Middle East, month by month they move
closer to testing our resolution. The same is true in Korea.
Constantly they stir new troubles in every area of weakness
they can ferret out in Eastern Europe, in Africa and Latin
America.

Even here in America they covertly labor to deepen citizen
discontent, to incite violence, and to rend the fabric of our
society. Meantime, they continue to expand their military
power.

There is nothing particularly new in chis. I have had
personally to deal directly or indirectly with this ideological
conflict a good part of my adule life. But what is new is a
growing disposition among some of us to ignore these
aﬁgressive moves, to discount the blatant threats, to seek, in
effect, for surface accommodations rather than to insist upon
mutual acceptance in practice or principle. This is wishful
thinking at its worst.

Of course, all of us yearn for universal peace with honor
and tonight our prayers are both with our representatives in
Paris and our brave men in Vietnam. But once we begin to
compete over how best to contrive an American retreat in
such a struggle—then we are heading for trouble. But I must
offer this thought:

It is one thing to call for a peaceful settlement of this
struggle. It is quite another to call for retreat by America.
The latter is the best way I know to stockpile tragedy for our
children,

This we are resolved to prevent.

Here ac home let us first remind ourselves of the greatness
of this nation and its people. In spite of the publicity given
to disorderly riots and criminal violence, the vast portion of
our people are law abiding and proud of their country and
ready to sacrifice in her behalf. So, in what I have to say about
what I believe to be mistakea general policies of government
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and the lawless acts of some minorities, that so crowd the
TV screen and capture the headlines, all but a tiny percentage
of Americans are patriotic, optimistic, forward looking and
loyal.

Yet grave injury, some of it irretrievable, has been done
for our country. News media tell us daily of the scourge of
inflation, crippling interest rates, rising production costs that
damage our world trade, a recently deteriorating currency,
successive Federal budgets of increasing and stupendous size,
and a rapidly mounting national debt. These are only part of
the scene.

I suggest we should be more concerned with the evil spirit
manifested in so many corners of the land. Violence is desolat-
ing our cities with causes either inadequately unde:stood or
ineffectively combated, major crimes are at a shocking level
and the nation is suffering because of embittered race relations.
Millions of poor are dispirited or resentful due to promises
unkept and misery uneased. Many of our youth are rebellious,
somehow disillusioned, but without remedies close to their
hearts or acceptable to their minds. With all this our people
are out of patience.

Let us not waste time this year searching out someone to
blame, even though some seem more disposed to concede
rather than to stand firmly for America’s good, seeking short

. range political advantage instead of less popular, more lasting
solutions. They are the ones who are more willing to extol
the promised land than to knuckle down and work for it

To these and other problems this Republican convention
must find adequate answers. They must be generous in meet-
ing the nation’s need, with common sense plans couched in
terms that provide hope to all and assure effectiveness, real
progress and national solvency and a universal respect for law
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and order. Moreover, all Republicans must accept your plans
and programs as a personal pledge of honor, not merely as a
flytrap to catch an unwary voter.

I know that this convention will demonstrate its concern
for every citizen, regardless of any consideration of race or
creed, whether he lives in a hovel or a mansion. Every dele-
gate must be guided by his own convections as to the long
term good of our country. All other goals are secondary.

Another thing—I, for one, am tired of having the Republi-
can party referred (o in sarcastic terms as a "minority party.”
The basis of this myth is that merely in official registra-
tion—the Republicans comprise only 27 per cent of the
electorate.

But consider for one momenc these figures taken from The
World Almanac. In the sum total of popular votes in the
most recent four Presidential elections the Republican candi-
dates polled more than 106,000 over the Democratic candidates.
Cercainly, in the voting booths the Republicans were not a
minority. )

So—whatever the judgment of this convention as to nomi-
nees, let us stand behind our standard bearers, and enthusiasti-
cally seek out the millions of independents and discerning
Democrats who can feel our sincerity, see the good sense of
our proposals, and when the chips are down, will again vote
with us.

Thus we shall carry our story across the land until every
citizen of every city, village and farmstead recognizes that the
entire Republican effort is dedicated to his good. Thus Ameri-
ca, newly inspired spiritually and materially, will again begin
climbing the mountain of true progress.

And one thing more—I am not a candidate.

Thank you' Godspeed in your great work.

A Refturmn To Peace Ard Progress

A STABLE ECONOMY
By the Honorable THOMAS E. DEWEY, Former Governor of New York

Delivered before the Republican National Convention, Miams Beach, Florida, August 6, 1968

E ARE ASSEMBLED hereto appraise the state of the

nation and determine ways to improve it. As I look at

the situation we are in, boch at home and abroad, it
seems to me to need a whole lot of improvement.

It is said that those who forget history will be compelled to
live it over again. The converse is that those who remember
history will benefit from its teachings. So let's look for a
moment at recent history. In 1952 a Democratic administration
had brought the government to a condition of intolerable
confusion and corruption. All this was combined with a war in
Korea which it was unable to win and unable to bring to an
end. The nation called on General Dwight Eisenhower and the
Republican Party to get us out of the mess and they did.

Within four months the fighting in Korea was stopped
and South Korea has become a showcase of social and eco-
nomic progress.

Communist subversion or conquest was on the march around
the world, including Iran, Guatemala, the City of Trieste and
occupied Austria. Every one of them was rescued and is free to-
day, Lebanon was threatened and, at the request of that be-
leaguered government, the American marines landed. They
saved the free government and not one shot was fired. In
West Berlin freedom was preserved and, over the protest of
many of those confused thinkers who are still with us today,
so 0o were Quemoy, Matsu and Formosa saved, and again
without our firing a shot.

I would be the last to argue that everything was perfect
then or ever will be, either abroad or at home, but we were
making genuine social and economic progres, raising still
further the highest standard of living in the world. There
were no riots, no student violence and no organized alienation
from society. No one was burning draft cards and no one
was desecrating the American flag. It was customary for the
law to be enforced so our people could go about their daily
lives without fear.

We were at peace among ourselves. We were at peace in
the world and no American boy was fighting anywhere in the
world.

This was the achievement of the Republican Party and 1
say we can start doing it again next January. Admittedly it will
not be easy. After these eight years of Democratic administra-
tion, the nation is once again in sad disarray. Indeed, many of
our pseudo-intellectuals are telling us in books, in the press,
on television and radio, that all is lost. They tell us that we
have become a "sick society,” that we have “lost our bearings”
and even that revolution and anarchy are the only solution
to our problems. They tell us we have “lost our identity,”
that we don'’t even know "who we are.”

Well, 1 have news for them. We, the American people, do
know who we are. We have nort lost our bearings. We are not
alienated from society. This is not a sick country and it
doesn’t need a revolution or anarchy to cure its ills, I deeply
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pants in the politics of our time. Never were you needed so
much, and never could you do so much if you want to help
now.

Martin Luther King, Jr. had a dream. Robert F. Kennedy as
you saw tonight had a great vision. If Americans will respond
to that dream and that vision, if Americans wiil respond to that
dream and that vision, their deaths will not mark the moment
when America losc its way. But it will mark the time when
America found its conscience.

These men, these men have given us inspiration and di-
rection, and [ pledge from this platform tonight we shall not
abandon their purpose—we shall honor their dreams by our
deeds now in the days to eome.

I am keenly aware of the fears and the frustrations of the
world in which we live. It is all woo casy, isn't it, to play on
these emotions. But I do not intend to do so. I do not intend
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to appeal to fear, but tather to hope. I do not intend to appeal
to frustration, but rather % your faith.

I shall appeal to reason and to your good judgment.

The American Presidency, the American Presidency is a great
and powerful office, but it is not all-powerful. It depends
most of all upon the will and the faith and the dedication and
the wisdom of the American people.

So I call you forth—I call forth that basic goodness that is
there—I call you to risk the hard path of greatness.

And [ say to America. Put aside recrimination and dissen-
sion. Turn away from violence and hatred. Believe—believe
in what America can do, and believe in what America can be,
and with the vast—with the help of that vast, unfrightened,
dedicated, faithful majority of Americans, I say to this great -
convention tonight, and to this great nation of ours, I am
ready to lead our country!

[}
Comnmilmment
KEYNOTE ADDRESS
By DANIEL K. INOUYE, United States Senator from Hawaii

Delivered before the Democratic National Convention, Chicago, lllinois, Auguss 26, 1968

Many of us have fought hard for the right to say
that, Many are struggling today from Harlem to
Danang so that they may say it with conviction.

This is our country.

And we are engaged in a time of great testing—testing
whether this nation, or any nation conceived in liberty and
dedicated to opportunity for all its citizens, can not only en-
dure but continue to progress. The issue before all of us in
such a time is how shall we discharge, how shall we honor our
citizenship.

The keynote address at a national political convention
traditionally calls for rousing oratory. I hope to be excused
from this tradition tonight. For I do not view this occasion
as one for either flamboyance or levity.

I believe the real reason we are here is that there is a word
called “commitment,” because we are committed to the future

MY FELLOW AMERICANS: This is my country.

of our country and all our people, and because for that fu-

ture, hope and faith are more needed now than pride in our
party’s past.

For even as we emerge from an era of unsurpassed social
and economic progress. Americans are clearly in no mood for
counting either their blessings of their bank accounts.

We are still embarked on the longest unbroken journey of
economic growth and prosperity in our history. Yet we are
torn by dissension, and disrespect for our institutions and
leaders is rife across the land.

In at least two of our greatest unjversities, learning has
been brought to a halt by student rebellions; others of the
student revolution have publicly burned draft cards and even
the American flag,

Crime has increased so that we are told one out of every
three Americans is afraid to walk in his own neighborhood
after dark.

Riot has bludgeoned our cities, laying waste our streets, our
property and, most important human lives. The smoke of des-
truction has even shrouded the dome of our Capitol, and in
Washington the wsk of restoring order drew more than twice
as many Federal troops as were involved in the defense of Khe-
sanh in Vietnam.

Voices of angry protest are heard throughout the land, cry-

ing for all manner of freedoms. Yet our political leaders are
pickéted and some who cry loudest for freedom have sought
to prevent our President, our Vice President and Cabinet
officers from speaking in public.

None go so far as publicly to condone a politics of assassi-
nation. Yet assassins’ bullets have robbed our country of three
great leaders within the last five years.

Why? What has gone

Why—when we have at last had the courage to open up
an attack on the age-old curses of ignorance and disease and
poverty and prejudice—why are the flags of anarchism be-
ing hoisted by leaders of the next generation? Why, when
our maturing society welcomes and appreciates art as never
before, are poets and painters so preponderantly hostile?

Some conveniencly blame all our ills and agonies on a
most difficult and unpopular commitment overseas. The Viet-
nam war must end, they say, because it is an immoral war.

Of course, the war in Vietnam must be ended. But it must
be ended, as President Johnson said last March, by patient
political negotiation rather than through the victorious force
of arms—even though this may be unpalatable for those raised
in the tradition of glorious milicary victories.

But [tke our other complex problems, this one must also
be solved responsibly. Just as we shun irresponsible calls for
toml and devastating military victory, so must we guard
against the illusion of an instant peace thac has no chance
of permanence.

Of course, the Vietnam war is immoral. Whether by the
teachings of Moses or by the teachings of Christ or by the
teachings of Buddha, I believe that wars are immoral. Dur-
ing the Crusades, Christians in the name of Jesus Christ
slaughtered innocent men, women and children and plun-
dered their citiess—because they were of another faith. These
were immoral wars.

In Vietnam we build schools across the countryside and
feed the hungey in the cities. And our President has pledged
massive sums in aid to all Vietnamese as an incentive to
peace. And yet this is an immaral war.

Perhaps by the time my 4-year-old son is gcown, men
will have learned to live by the Ten Commandmenw. But men
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have not yet renounced the use of force as a means to their
objectives.

And until they do, are we more immoral—if there be such
a degree-—to fracture our solemn commitments and then see
our word doubted, not only by our friends abroad, but by our
enemies?

Knowing that this could lead to tragic miscalculations, is it
less immoral now to ske the easier course, and gamble the
lives of our sons and grandsons on the outcome?

These are not easy questions and perhaps there are no cer-
tain answers.

But when young . people have rioted in China and
Czechoslovakta as well as at Columbia, and in Paris and Ber-
lin as well as in Berkeley, I doubt that we can blame all the
troubles of our time on Vietnam.

Other critics tell us of the revolution of rising expecta-
tions. They charge that it has reached such proportions that
men now take it as an insult when they are asked to be rea-
sonable in their desires and demands.

If chis is too often true as a generalization, it is all too fre-
quently aimed particularly at our fellow citizens of African
ancestry, whose aspirations have burst full-blown on us after
more than 100 years of systematic racist deprivation.

As an American whose ancestors came from Japan, I have
become accustomed to a question most recently asked by a
very prominent businessman who was concerned about the
threat of riots and the resultant loss in life and property.
“Tell me,” he said, “why ean't the Negro be like you?”

First, although my skin is colored, it is not black. In this
country, the color of my skin does not ignite prejudice that
has smoldered for_generations.

Second, although my grandfather came to this country in
poverty, he came without shackles; he came as a free man
enjoying certain constitutional rights under the American flag.

Third, my grandfather's family was not shattered as in-
dividual members of it were sold as chattel or used as securi-
ty on loans. And fourth, although others of my ancestry were
interned behind barbed wires during World War II, neither
my parents nor I were forced by covenants and circumstances
to live in ghettos.

Unlike those of my ancestry, the Negro’s unemployment
rate is triple the national average. The mortality rate of his
children is twice that of white children.

He often pays more for his miserable tenement than com-
parable space will cost in the white suburbs. He is likely t
pay more for his groceries, more for his furniture, more for
his liquor and more for his credit.

And, my fellow Americans, today many thousands of Viet-
nam with medals of black Americans return from valor; some
of them have been crippled in the service of their country.
But too often they return to economic and social circum-
stances that are barely, if at all, improved over those they left.

Is it any wonder that the Negro questions whether his place
in our country’s history books will be any less forgotten than
were the contributions of his ancestors? Is it any wonder that
the Negroes find it hard to wait another 100 years before they
are accepted as full citizens in our free society?

Of course, expectations are rising-—and they are rising
faster than we in our imperfect world can fulfill chem.

The revolution we in the United States are experiencing
was born of Democratic processes that not only accommodate
economic progress and social mobility, but actively encour-
age them.

But it is important to remember that these expectations
are the children of progress and that today’s restlessness has
been nurtured by our very real achievements. Out of these
should emerge a brighter and better society than we have
known,
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Nowhere is this clearer than in the situation of our young
people today. The success of our economic system has freed
them in ever-increasing numbers from the tragedies of pre-
mature mortality and early labor.

It has builc the schools in which they are being educated to
higher levels than ever in our nation’s history. And this
progress has been achieved in a political system that not only
admits but safeguards the right of d'issent.

So it should hardly surprise us when the children of such
progress demand to be heard when they become aware of
inequities still to be corrected. Neither should we fear their
voices. On the contrary, whether we know it or not, the
marching feet of youth have led us into a new era of politics
and we can never turn back.

But what should concern us is something far more funda-
mental. The true dimension of the challenge facing us is a
loss of faith. I do not mean simply a loss of religious faich,
although this erosion is a major contributor to our unease. I
mean a loss of faith in our country, in its purposes and its
institutions. I mean a retreat from the responsibilities of
citizenship.

The plain fact is that in the face of complexity and frus-
tration, t00 many Americans have drifted ioto the use of
power for purely destructive purposes. Too many Americans
have come to0 believe it is their right to decide as individuals
which of our laws they will obey and which they will violate.

I do not mean to say that all our laws are just. They're not,
and I don’t mean to suggest that protest against unjust laws is
not proper. Performed in an orderly manner, the right to
protest is a cornerstone of our system.

Men must have the opportunity to be heard even when
their views are extreme and in a lesser democratic country,
dangerous. I, too, have spoken against laws which I considered
wrong and unjust, and I am sure I will speak—and vote—
against many, many more.

But my fellow Americans, I have not burned my birth
certificate, and I will not renounce my citizenship.

Those who would do such things are relatively few. But
there is a much larger number who in the face of change and
disorder have retreated into disengagement and quiet despair.
Less destructively but not less surely, such men are also re-
treating from the responsibilities of citizenship.

Now let us not deceive ourselves about the consequences of
such abdication. It is anarchy. It is a state in which each in-
dividual demands instant compliance with his own desires, and
from there it is but a short step to the assumption by each
individual of the right to decide which of his neighbors shall
live and which shall not, and so accelerate the sickening
spiral of violence which has already cost us our beloved John
F. Kennedy, our great leader Martin Luther King Jr. and the
voice of this decade, Senator Robert F. Kennedy.

We have been told that the revolts are against the system,
and that Establishment must be torn down. But my fellow
Americans, in Paris recently, students cut down hundred-
year-old trees to erect temporary street barricades. Those trees
had lived through two world wars. Some of them had even
survived the revolution of 1848.

Were the goals of these students served by the destruc-
tion of those trees? How long will it take for their beauty
and the vitality they symbolized to grow again? What trees
did the students plant in their place?

If we cut down our institutions, public and private, and
with indifference swarve the systems which have given us
our achievements, who will feed the hungry? Who will train
the unskilled?

Who will supply the jobs that mean opportunity for the
generation whose voices are not yet heard? And who will
launch the much-needed Marshall Plan to rebuild our cities
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and open opfortunicy for all Americans. These undertakings
are too great for individuals going their separate ways.

Finally, my feliow Americans, let us remember that even
anarchy is only a way station. Man, the social animal, has
always craved order. He has made the most essenaal func-
tion of his government the maintenance of some level of or-
der.

Chaos and anarchy have never been more than preludes
to totalitarianism. Tyrants like Adolph Hitler have taught this
before.

So, my fellow Americans, let us reject violence as a means
of protest, and let us reject those who preach violence. But let
us not tempt those who would hide the evil face of racism
behind the mask of law and order.

To permit violence and anarchy to destroy our cities is to
spark the beginning of a cancerous growth of doubt, suspi-
cion, fear and hatred that will gradually infect the whole na-
tion.

Poverty, discrimination, deprivation, as evil as they are, do
not justify violence or anarchy, do not justify looting or burn-
ing and do not justify murder or assassination.

Iaw and order must be respected and maintained to pro-
tect the rights, yes, the civil rights, of all our citizens.

But let us resist also the temptation to apathy because we
can never cure the causes of violence with indifference. And,
my fellow Americans, in the last analysis law and order can
only rest securely with justice and its foundation.

So let’s look at how much we have already built and then
get on with the work.

Ac a time when guns are still heard in some areas of the
world, we have laid in place such building blocks of man-
kinds' survival as the nuclear test ban treaty of 1963, the
banning of atomic weapons in space of 1967, and the nuclear
non-proliferation treaty of 1968. These are vital foundations,
vital foundations of peace and we must build on them.

Under the health measures first proposed by the Presidency
of our most beloved Harty S Truman and passed during the
remarkable administration of Lyndon B. Johnson, 20 million
older Americans are now protected under Medicare.

Our elder Americans can now live their autumn years in
dignity and in security. And infant mortality has declined to a
new low and federally funded community health centers are
now serving nearly 50 million Americans. These too are vital
foundations and on them we must build fuller lives for our
citizens. :

And since 1963, President Johnson has proposed and Con-
gress has enacted more than 40 major new laws to foster edu-
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cation in our country. Since 1963, our Government has
tripled its investment in edueation and in the past four years
alone we have invested twice as much as was spent in the pre-
vious 100 years. These are the foundations from which towers
of human achievement can soar.

The last 11 years have seen the passage of the five civil
rights laws passed during the entire history of the United States,
and I might note in passing that Lyndon Baines Johnson is
the author, chief architect or primary sponsor of each of the
civil right laws.

When all summers are long and hot, it is well to remember
that the 100 years of the Emancipation Proclamation is finally
but slowly but becoming a reality, and the occupants of some
of our highest offices are testimony that black talent is just as,
important as white taleat.

Working together, we have done much. We can and we
must do much, much more.

Fellow Democrats, we are here tonight because in large
part we share our faith in our country and in its processes of
orderly, humanistic change. Change and challenge should not
deter us now—we have long been a party of change and
challenge.

The need for new ideas and improved institutions should
not deter us now—we have long been a party of new ideas.

That today's crisis is one of the human spirit should not
deter us—we have long been a party which gave priority to
the needs of human beings.

So let us go forward with programs responsive to the needs
of today and responsive to the needs of tomorrow.

Fellow Americans, this is our country. Its future is what we,
its citizens, will make it.

And as we all know, we have much to do. Putting aside
hatred on the one hand and timidity on the other, let us
grow fresh faith in our purpose and new vigor in our citi-
zenship.

Let us welcome the ideas and energies of the young and
the talents and participation of all responsible people.

Let us plant trees and grow new opportunity. And, my fel-
low Americans, let us build not only new buildings but new
neighborhoods and then let us live in them, all as full citizens
and all as brothers.

In closing I wish to share with you a most sacred word of
Hawaii. It is aloha. To some of you who visited us’it may
have meant hello. To others aloha may have meant good-bye.
But to those of us who have been privileged to live in Ha-
waii, aloha means I love you.

So to all of you, my fellow Amerieans, aloha.

Acceptance Speech

CANDIDATE FOR VICE PRESIDENT
By EDMUND S. MUSKIE, United States Senator from Maine
Delsvered before the Democratic Natsonal Convention, Chicago, Ilinois, August 29, 1968

D TR. CHAIRMAN, that great young Senator from the
great State of Oklahoma, Senator Harris, the Gover-
nor of my home state of Maine, Governor Curtis;

that distinguished Governor of the State of New Jersey, Gov-

ernor Hughes, and my old and good friend from the great

State of Michigan, Senator Phil Hart:

Fellow delegates, fellow Amerieans—may I first of all say in
behalf of myself and my wife, Jane, a sincere thank you for
your trust and for your confidence.

To those who preferred someone else, I'd like to rell you of
something that happened in my home town in Maine late

this afternoon.

1 learned of the Vice President’s decision about 4 o'clock.
It was too late for me to bring any of my family to Chieago.
As a result, they were all besieged by reporters, television
people, an experience they weren't very accustomed to.

And so my mother was asked by one reporter whether or
not she expected to vote for me. And youd be interested in
her reply. She said, Well, if no one offers anyone better, I sup-
pose I will.

That one vote I'm going to have to work for. I didn't really
expect that this opportunity and responsibility would come to
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me. Let me assure you that no Democrat from my swate in my
lifetime would ever expect to have the opportunity to speak
in a room of this many Democrats.

And with that background, we have learned to be proud
to be a Democrat in a state where it's hard to prove that it’s
a worthwhile status in life.

And so my reaction to this responsibility and to this op-
portunity is a very mixed one-—but, above all else, it is an
acute awareness of the work we have to do.

To build a peace, to heal our country. To make a society
such as ours work is not easy. It means learning to live with,
to understand and to respect many different kinds of human
beings, of different colors, of different races, of different na-
tional origins, of different cultural levels, of different tastes
and intellectual capacities, of different educational attain-
ments, of different social backgrounds, personalities and dis-
positions, and to accept them all as equals.

It means learning to trust each other, to work with each
other, to think of each other as neighbors. It means diminish-
ing our prerogatives by as much as is necessary to give oth-
ers the same prerogatives. It means respect for the rule of law
as a dispenser of justice as well as a mainminer of order.

It means giving all citizens an equal opportunity to partici-
pate in American life and in the policy-making processes of
our society. And in all frankness, our society bas not worked in
this way up to now.

There are risks in such a society because there is evil as
well as good. There is meanness as well as generosity. There
is dishonesty as well as honesty, and there is violence as
well as peace.

But these are risks we must take.

There are those who believe that a society of this kind can-
not work. To put their doubts in perspective, let us not forget
that when we began this experiment in government we did
not instantly achieve an equal chance for every member of
our society.

But we did promise to work toward it. We made that
romise because we believe that when men, however dif-
erent, are free to grow, they will enlarge their intellectual and
spiritual power; they will achieve more satisfying lives for
themselves; they will become better neighbors to others—and
they will make possible a more enlightened and a more civi-
lized society.

The practice of freedom since that time has made possible
tremendous advances in the lives of the average citizen of our
countzy. But, ironically, those very advances have highlighted
our shortcomings, shortcomings which have denied hope for
improvement to too many Americans, shortcomings which
have concealed the reality of hunger, poverty and deprivation
for many under an illusion of prosperity and equality for all.

We have learned painfully at times that freedom, does not
automatically correct the inequities, the injustices and the
human failings of any society. Freedom does not automatically
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create concern, understanding and compassion in all citizens.

And so we have learned that freedom does not work.

And that I believe to be part of the reason for the surging
determination of so many of our young people and the dis-
advantaged among us to make a place for themselves in
building the future of our country.

In identifying the direction in which it should go, in set-
ting the pace at which we should move. Such a force as this
generated by these young people should hearten those who
believe in freedom as the most creative expression of the
human spirit. But there are some disquieting aspects to this
force because it ean be expressed and often is in unre-
strained, irrational and even explosive ways.

These may be the products of impatience with results, of
lack of confidence in our intentions, of lack of experience with
the Democratic process.

And they may also be product of exploitation by militants
whose motives are suspect.

We, we who have had the advantages of living and ex-
periencing freedom must have the patience to make the dis-
tinction between these two groups and to deal with each of
them diff erently. .

We must learn to work with these people, to insure their
continued and more meaningful participation in the demo-
cratic process.

We must inspire their coafidence, that their efforts will
achieve the dignity, the opportunity and the equality which
they seek. This is the way. This is the way to develop the self-
discipline of free citizens in an enlightened and civilized so-
ciety without which it eennot survive.

This is the kind of work which the Democratic party knows,
which it has responded % instinctively and which it has done
so well.

And let me say w0 you, my fellow Democrats, that in this
election year we must surpass all our previous efforts-——not so
much for the success of our party but for the survival of
liberty in our country.

And I might close by suggesting as a sandard the words
of a voice from an ancient democracy in Greece. The words
were these:

"We are eapable at the same time of taking risks and of
estimating them beforehand. Others are brave out of igno-
rance. When they stop to think they begin to fear. But the
man who can most truly be accounted brave is he who best
knows the meaning of what is sweet in [ife and of what is
terrible, then goes out undeterred to meet what is to come.”

So, my fellow Americans, let us make certain that we know
the difference between what is sweet in life and what is ter-
rible, and that we then go out undeterred to meet what is to
come.

It is in cthis spirit that 1 accept your nomination and will
try to justify it.

The Vietnam Wer
THE OBJECTIVES OF THE UNITED STATES
By LYNDON B. JOHNSON, President of the United States
Delivered at the Convention of the Veterans of Foreign Wars, Deiross, Michigan, Auguss 19, 1968

ENERAL WESTMORELAND, Reverend Varner, Con-
gressman and Mrs. Teague, Governor Docking, Mayor
Cavanagh, my beloved friend Bill Driver, ladies and

gentlemen.
Tonight as we meet here to honor American veterans, I

want to first of all thank you for your kindness to me and to
my family. And as we assemble here tonight one of the great
veterans of our time is waging one of the grestest struggles
of his life. '

The hearts and the hopes of all of us ia this room and of



1506 Third Street
Charleston, Illinois

July 8, 1968

Chairman

Ropubliocan National Committee

Republican MNational Committee Hoadquarters
Washington, D.C.

Dear Sir:

I an a Graduate student at Eastern Illinois
Tniversity., ¥ major area of concentration is Rhetorie
and Public Address.

I have selected as a master's thesis A Com-
arative Analysis of the Koynote Speeches Delivered at
gﬁe Natlonal parcy conventions in L9608,

It would be much appreclated 1f you could
forward to me the nsme of the keynote speaker at this
year?s Convention and any information you may have on
keynote speakers or speeches of past Conventious.

Thank you very much.

Sincerely,

Joseph E. Block



Republican National Convention

Committee On Arrangements

OFFICES
FONTAINEBLEAU HOTEL
MiAMI BEACH. FLORIDA 33139
TELEPHONE 305 534-831%

RAY C. 8LISS. CHAIRMAN
1625 EYE STREET. N.w.

WASHINGTON, D. C. 20006 July 15, 1968

Mr. Joseph E. Block
1506 Third Street
Charleston, Illinois 61920

Dear Mr. Block:

The Keynote Speaker for the 1968 Republican National Convention is the
Honorable Daniel J. Evans, Governor of the State of Washington. The

Temporary Chairman of the Convention is the Honorable Edward W. Brooke,
United States Senator from Massachusetts.

Traditionally, the Keynote Speaker is the Temporary Chairman of the
Convention. 1In 1952, the Republican Party departed from this system

and elected a special Keynote Speaker=~-General Douglas MacArthur. 1In
1956 and 1960 the Keynote Speaker was again chosen for this specific role
only. In 1956 the Honorable Arthur B. Langlie was the Keynote Speaker
and in 1960 the Honorable Walter Judd, then a Member of Congress from
Minnesota, was chosen. In 1964 we resorted to the old system of having
the Temporary Chairman deliver the Keynote Address. This was done by

the Honorable Mark O. Hatfield, who was then Governor of the State of
Oregon.

Sincerely vyours,

Kay
RCB:cd



1506 Third Street
Charleston, Illinois 61920

July 18, 1938

Honorable Daniel J. Evans -
Governor of the State of \WWashington
Olympia, Washington

Sir:

I am a Graduate student at Eastern
Illinois University, Charleston, Illinois. My
area of concentration 1s Thetoric and Public Address,
and I have selected as my master's thesis A Compara=- .
tive Analysis of the Koynote Spceches Delivered av
The Democracic and Republican Nasional Convenslions
in 1968,

T have Just recelved word from the Republican
National Cammittee in Washington that you have been
selected to deliver the Republican keynote address,
May I congratulate you, sirtg

As a research scholar, I am interested in
knowing what you belleve to be the necessary criteria
for an effective keynote address, WWithin your busy
schedule, if it would be possible, could you Jjot dovm
' these oriteria and have them forwarded to the above
address? I would sincerely appreciate 1t,

I shall be listening to your address,
recording 1t, and evaluating it, The best of speaking
to you.

Thank you, 8ir, for your kind consideration,

Very truly yours,

Joseph E, Block



STATE OF WASHINGTON

OFFICE OF THE GOVERNOR

OLYMPIA

DANIEL J. EVANS
GOVERNOR August 2, 1968

Mr. Joseph E. Block
1506 Third Street
Charleston, Illinois 61920

Dear Mr. Block:

In response to your letter relative to the Keynote Speech,
I would 1list the following as some of the criteria I
used in preparing my remarks. -

1. The Keynote should be relatively brief--no more than
25-30 minutes.

2. It should be directed primarily to the audience on.
radio and TV and not exclusively to the assembled
delegates and alternates. The speech must appeal
to the majority of the voters in the country as that
majority 1s conceived by the Keynote speaker.

3. The speech should articulate the views of the party
of the speaker as he sees them and not just be an
attack on the opposite party.

4. 1t should be a personal expression of the views of
the speaker and not simply a "party line", a composit
or a consensus.

Sincerelv.

Baniel J.
Governor

DJE:wl



1506 Third Street
Charleston, Illinois 61920

July 15, 1968

Senator Daniel K. Inouye?'
Senate Office Bullding
7ashington, D.C.

Desar Senator Inouye?':

I am a Graduate student at the Eastern
Illinols Maiversity, Charleston, Illinois. iy
area of concentration is Rhetorlc and Public Address,
and I have selccted as ny nastert's thesis A Compara=
tive Analysis of the Keynote Speeches Delivered at
The Demooravic and hepuolican llacional Gonvenclions
in 1%68, :

I have Just received word from the Democratic
National Committee in Washington that you have been
selected to deliver the Dcrocratic keynote speech,
May I congratulate you, sirt

I am interested, as a research scholar, in
knowlng what you belleve to be the necessary oriteria
for an effective keynote addrezs, '7Tithin your busy
achedule, if it would be possible, could you Jjot dowm
these oriteria and have them forwarded to the above
address? I would sincerely appreciate 1it,

I shall be listening to your speech, recording
it, and evaluating it. The best of speaking to you,

Thank you, sir, far your kind consideration.

Sincerely,

Joseph E. Block



DANIEL K. INOUYE
HAWALI

AWlnifed SHiates Denafe

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20510

August 6, 1968
(Dictated 8-2-68)

Mr, Joseph E. Block
1506 Third Street
Charleston, Illinois 61920

Dear Mr, Block:

Your recent letter which was received in my Washington office during
my absence was brought to my attention. Your Master's thesis
promises to be a most interesting one.

When I received word of my appointment, I immediately sent an inquiry
to the Library of Congress for books on ""keynote addresses'. Needless
to say, there is no textbook on this subject. Therefore, I did the
second best thing by studying the keynote addresses of the past. I went
as far back as 1952, As a result of this study, I have reached certain
conclusions as follows:

(1) I believe that the speeches in the past have been exceedingly
too long. The speech of 1952 lasted for approximately two hours. In
fact, the speaker completely lost his voice during the last thirty
minutes. I plan to limit my remarks within a 30-minute period.

(2) Speeches of the past generally touched upon many subjects.
I believe it was thought that this was necessary to fit the demands of
the different regions of our nation. For example, in one speech, the
keynoter covered everything from farm prices to the space program,
with about twenty subjects in between. I propose to limit my remarks
to a few matters, such as the war in Vietnam, the general subject of
law and order and violence, racism and poverty., Because tradition
requires it, I will spend a few minutes reviewing our accomplishments,
Although tradition seems to require that a keynoter ridicule the op-
position, I do not plan to do so,



Mr. Joseph E. Block --2 August 6, 1968

~ (3) I gather that the keynoter served a dual purpose: one, as a
cheer leader; the other, as a person to set the tone for the Convention,
I am not a cheer leader and I do not propose to serve as one in this
Convention. I believe the tone of the Convention should be one of
seriousness and concern, and I hope that my message will be able to
provide the necessary prelude.

(4) I am personally preparing my remarks., I am pleased to tell
you that, contrary to popular belief, neither the White House nor the
National Committee has offered me suggested drafts. In fact, I have"
been told that the speech should be my own and that the thoughts ex-
pressed need not necessarily coincide with that of the Administration.

I hope that the above will be of some assistance to you,

United States Senator

DKI:ki



1506 Third Street
Charleston, Illinois 61920

July 8, 1968

Chalrman

Democratic National Committee

Demooratio National Committee Headquarters
Washington, D.C.

Dear Sir;

I an a Graduate student at Eastern Illinois
Tniversity. !y major area of concentration 1s Rhetorl
and Publie Address, .

I have sclected as a mastert*s thesis A Com=-
arative Analysis of the ¥oynote Speeches Delivered at
The National Party convencions in EQBS.

It would be much appreciated if you could
forward to me the name of the keynote speaker and any
nformation you may have on keynote speakers or speeches
of past conventions,

Thank you very much,

Sincerely,

Joseph E. Blook



R
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THE DEMOCRATIC NATIONAL COMMITTEE

The keynote speaker for the 1968 Democratic National
Convention will be Senator Daniel K. Inouye' from Hawaii. He
will serve as temporary chairman of the convention as well.

We advise that you check the proceedings from past
conventions at your local library to learn more about the
keynote speech procedure.

Thanks for your inquiry.

Brent Clark
Research Dept.

2600 VIRGINIA AVENUE N.W., WASHINGTON, D.C. 20037 202 /333-8750

-



	Eastern Illinois University
	The Keep
	1970

	A Comparative Analysis of the Keynote Speeches of the Democratic and Republican National Nominating Conventions of 1968
	Joseph Earl Block
	Recommended Citation


	Block Scanned 47.pdf

