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Abstract

This thesis measures the rhetoric and effect of political campaign discourse. It is a
rhetorical analysis of three campaign speeches given by Senator Barack Obama
during the 2008 presidential election, "A More Perfecidd" delivered in March

2008, "The American Promise" delivered at the Democratic National Convention in
August 2008 and "A World that Stands as One" delivered in Berlin in July 2008.
Reading the speedhleologicallyby drawing on Kenneth Burke's theor/rbetorical
identification and consubstantiality, this thesis argues the Obama Model of persuasion
constructs audience identity and uses specific strands of an audience's history to
emphasise common ground, shared values and shared interests in provisiona
coalitions against common challenges. This is accomplished through the strategic use
of "we," through the praise of an audience's dominant symbols and values and through
scapegoating, Othering and antithesis. As a multidisciplinary study, this thdsis see

to understand how these messages and strategies are received by audiences using
focus groups and audience response technology. It convenes twelve focus groups of
previously unaddressed audiences in the United Kingdom to understand the
doxological equiprant audiences bring to the rhetorical transaction of American
political campaign discourse. As such, it seeks to understand moments of convergence
and divergence, identification and division between demographically diverse
audiences and Obama's campaigeesbes. This thesis @& original contribution to
rhetorical theory, identity and identification, studies on Kenneth Burke and Barack
Obama, cultural studies and Joseph Nye's theory of soft power in international
relations.



|. Preface

This thesis began on a hot, rainy summer evening in Miami, Florida at the beginning

of the 2008 American General Election. There were hundreds of us who had come to

Florida from all over the country to organize volunteers and voters as part of the

Obama Orgaizing Fellowship. Five other people and I, all under twdvy, were

charged as a team with organizing the strongly Republican and Cuban area of Miami

known as Westchester. My fellow team members and | had just finished a grueling

tenhour training sessn on the fundamentals of community organizing. Most of it

was a straightforward process of learning how to efficiently target sympathetic voters

in different areas of the city, how to properly and legally register someone to vote and

how to keep track ahe stacks of canvassing data that were cumulating in1stake

offices across the nation. One exercise that took a large portion out of the day was
breaking down into small groups and learning how to, in under two minutes, tell

people our own story: whave were, why we left home to volunteer and what issues

and policies motivated us. Then, we would critique each other and suggest how we

could improve what we said and what we could say differently to make our stories

more powerful. | then watched veterammmunity organizers with amazement as they

role played canvassing situations with vot
army of policy statistics ready to unleash on voters who might disagree with you, it

was to find something in your life story make a connection with the voter. This was

something new for me. That night it rained and while our newly formed community
organizing team sipped a few beers under hula huts down by the beach, | reflected on
that dayés trainingtefiiWhgpguwesteowees@ar hi ag
seemed to fly in the face of everything | had learned about rational politics. | was
concerned. | had put my MA on hold and came to Miami because | thought the stakes

were high, | wanted to make sure we got it rightir team leader, a Brooklyn born

veteran volunteer and Harvard graduate was now in his third state of the campaign,
sipped his beer and smil ed. ABro, 0 he said
you see them, and t hethéhe factsaothey see thegnhand b a c k
both of you can walk away unconvinced. But when you tell your story, no one can

di scount your truth. They candot tell you t
or that as a student you struggle with tuition. Aroanis are struggling. Tell them

your story, and they might find out they have more in common with you than they

t hought . o
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Over the next six weeks, we organized Miami, telling people our stories and asking

them to tell theirs. | was amazed at how it disagnpotentially hostile voters, and

when we exchanged stories, we always seemed tosbinaethingin common. It

didndt al ways weAmdricansaverd unraceptiye, bGtuhke power of a
personal narrative seemed oltics. Itrseemedéeoddr peopl
different than the vitriol they watched every night on television. As Obama had said

in one of his speeches, we could truly Mfdse

It didndét stop there for Obama tylbmthegh. As
stump with his message of hope and change, he was patrticipating in the same exercise

as us. He was telling his own story. His father from Kenya, his mother from Kansas,

his grandparentsdé work during thehewar, hi
south side of Chicago, in his speeched eore narrative his story seemed to play a

pivotal role in his message. | watched him talk black Americansand white

Americans, Asian Americans and Native Americans, middle class Americans and

working class Anericans. | watched him tell his story and lay out his vision of the

nation, and | watched millions of voters respond with overwhelming enthusiasm.

Speaking to such a fragmented nation, | wondered how these strategies might be
grounded theoretically; | walered just how far some of threoccuringstrategies

Obama used could take a person, politican or institution. And, if its effectiveness

could transcend deep divisions in American culture, could it transcend the-siatien

all together? | continued toftect through the summer, the general election, and the
inauguration on this seemingly radical departure from everything | thought | knew

about political communication. This thesis is a critical expansion of that initial

reflection.

11



Il. Scope and Layout

This thesis is a rhetorical analysis of three key speeches given by Barack Obama

during the 2008 presidential election and an investigation into how those speeches are
interpreted by communities in the United Kingdom using focus groups and moment
to-moment audience response technology. The scope of this thesis, which is in later
chapters expanded upon and placed in a scholarly context, is as follows: it is argued

that the purpose of political campaigns is to bring oneself as a candidate into favor

with  oneds voters, often through ingratiati:
values, opinions and symbols of voter segments. This is demonstrated on three levels:

t hrough a study of Ameri can rhetorical tr
language, lrough the study of the literature surrounding the genre of the political

campaign and is grounded in discourse by studying the speeches given by Barack
Obama during the 2008 election. Indeed, | argue that a close reading of Barack
Obamads ¢ ammpadvapls a stgble atiizhtien of a rhetorical model, the

Obama Model, of strategic identification. This complements the biographical,
rhetorical and intellectual studies of Bar
faculty for identity politics genailly and, more specifically, finding common ground

between himself and fragmented audiences as a means to address complex rhetorical
exigencies. Methodologically, the rhetorical analysis draws on close textual analysis

and is grounded in teleologicalor purposed r i ven reading wusing Ke
theory of identification. Aeleologicalreading best eqps us with a philosophical and

rhetorical vocabulary to explain the metaphors often heard peppered in campaign

di scour se: Acoal i tnidoindsaot;e Afacl ol uifatimtegsddg @ ra i
particular voter segments and the need f ol
Afconnecto with an audience. I n short, Obam
rhetorical philosophy of identification, a paradm-andsometimesiubious
consubstantiation of encoder and decoder;
become fiweoO in rhetorical transactions. w
starting point for a standard rhetorical thesis that would e to our

understanding of Kenneth Burke and Barack Obama, this interdisciploanry thesis is

al so concerned with audiences, rhetorical
affected norPAmerican audiences who may or may not have identified with the

values, beliefs and symbols Obama marshals in his speeches.

12



Here, it is argued that the presidential campaign is a source for how the United States,
its people, institutions, values and policies are represented to the global community.
In an interdependent fiormation age, no#mericans have direct access and are
exposed to the American democratic process through the spectacle of the American
presidential campaign. As such, strategic identification generally and the Obama
Model speciically have the potentiaio flow from the nation as a source of what
Joseph Nye calls nAsoft popreather thantcdereeimbi | ity
foreign policy. Converdg, this thesis also illuminates the potential for certain
discourses in American political rhetorto be a profound source of how non
American audiences define themselvepposition tg rather thandentified with

the United States.Indeed, recognizing that rhetorical devices and strategic
identification can beblunted and indeed wholly rejected bynreceptive active
audiences necessitates a methodological design capable of reflecting the complex
reactions of audiences towards political rhetoric. As such, this study investigates how
fragmented audiences in one natgiate, the United Kingdom, receithe speeches
under rhetorical investigation given by Barack Obama during the 2008 presidential

election.

The layout of the thesis is as follows. First, the literature is surveyed surrounding the
close textual analysis of rhetorical discourse in gdnanal ateleological driven
interpretation in particular. After selecting the purpose of identification for campaign
di scourse and acknowledging that rhetorica
purpose, the concept of identification is syntheskizeith theories surrounding
political campaign communication. Third, theories of active audience decodings from
the social sciences, which asserts negotiated and oppositional audience recodings to
texts, are synthesized with the rhetorical discipline tghoa mutual interest idoxa

Fourth, the methodological literature on audiences, focus groups, and rrtoment
moment audience response technology is analyzed and the research design and its
variables are laid out. Fifth, | preface the rhetorical and audielated findings

with a contextualizing chapter that observes dominant political, economic and cultural
discourses in relations between the United States and the United Kingdom. Sixth, an
overarching chapter dailing focus group participasi attitudes towards Obama is
provided. Seventh, a rhetorical analysis for each speech is conducted and

subsequently interleafed with moméatmoment and focus group data that directly

13



relate to the intrinsic features of the text. Finally, | discuss the implicatérihis

study and suggest further avenues of analysis.

14



lll. Thesis Contributions

This thesis results in four unique contributions to two very important fields. The first

and second involve American rhetorical theorist KethnBurke and American

President Barack Obama. By putting the rhetorical theories of Kenneth Burke in
conversation with the campaign speeches of Barack Obama, we understand both
better. We understand Burke by grounding his theories in discourse andriy lgvi

concept of identification, articulated in 1950, contemporary relevance. We understand

Barack Obama by connecting the strategies he marshaled during the key moments of

his campaign to larger philosophical and theoretical vocabularies in what results

The Obama Model. We are able to fatlyrasp what James T. Klopperpattempts

to explain about Obama from the perspective of Obama's biographical and intellectual
foundations: that Obama is an antifoundationalist, philosophical pragmdiist w
rejectsabsolutes and seeks establish common ground in order to address common
challenges. Obama's campaign orations become a series of paradigm cases through
which to better understand Burkean identification; Burkean identificajaue us a
vocabularytodsuss the repetition of observed ph
There are implications of this research on a number of concepts and theories that
radiate from studies of Obama and Burke: presidential imzageng, rhetorical
criticismbés demrtcikialgutnigom ft @ otl, thetdisaursive ( Fr ank
construction of national identity and the constitution (or interpellation) of subject

positions as it exists in critical theory.

The third and fourth contributions are both unique contributionsstiaad alone and

are findings supportive of the first two contributions. Like the first and second
contribution, by putting the rhetorical tradition in conversation with the active
audience paradigm found within cultural studies, both are enriched tleeaghation

and synthesis. We understand audience studies better by importing the rhetorical
tradition. We are able to make a more rounded statement about what it is when
audiences identify with what they see and hear and the rhetorical implications of this
process. We are able to offer a corollary to Stuart Hall's encoding/decoding model by
acknowledging the rhetorician's attempts to minimize negotiated or oppositional
readings by identifying their message with audience decoding equipment. Without
reviving the hypodermic needle model of message effects, we end with a theory of

rhetorical instrumentalism, based on Burke's concept of identification, which
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undermines the fundamental assumption of absolute resistance found within the active

audience paradigm.

The study of audiences can likewise enrich the rhetorical tradition. The audience, its
composition andloxawere seen in the ancient art as something of a given. Buke in
Rhetoric of Motivedegins to update this view with a renewed emphasis on audiences
but would move on to other matters before a full analysis could be made. Today,
many rhetorical scholars note how polysemy, polyvalence and a lack of audience
studies do in fact plague the tradition. Rhetorical criticism and interpretation often
descendsnto audience conjecture. By coupling close textual analysis which seeks to
understand how the interlocking parts of a text function on a rhetorical level with an
understanding of how audiences respond to these appeals, exciting new opportunities
for reseach in the rhetorical tradition open up to explore communicative transactions

in their full complexity, from production to reception.

These two traditions are linked together by what we DPaikology Doxology is
defined as the study or faculty of obsexyian audience's attitudes, beliefs, opinions
and values. While the fultenetsof Doxology could not possibly be completely
explored in this study and have been partially defimedhetorical works from
Aristotle, Cicero and Kenneth Burke/hat can be $a& here is that it is a significant
contribution to ar understanishg of Kenneth Burke and the rhetorical process. In the
studying of Obama's campaign orations, we looked for evidence of doxological
assumptions and appeaBy acknowledging global commumiton and studying
British audiences in how they interpret these speeches, we sought new doxological
revelations that might lead to an overlap or departure in how intercultural audiences,
with a variety of decodingloxa,respond to and interpret texts. Bpgaging in the
doxological process using focus groups and audience response technology, we
highlight that Obama's speeches are nuanced and solicit a wide range of positive and
negative sentiment from audiences outside the intentional design of the sgeekch,

these are, in part, conditioned by the instrumentality of rhetoric.
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lll. Methodology: A Close Textual Analysis of the Text

In this chapter | explore the literature surrounding close textual analysis, its
philosophical and theoretical origins,veeal notable approaches as well as several
criticisms raised against this reading of the text and finally, its application to this

research.

A. Theoretical Origins of Close TextualAnalysis

Close textual analysis is a methodological practice, primatiliged in the rhetorical

discipline, that studies the rhetorical intricacies and Hwmnkings of texts. This

method is largely a rejection of the nAdastotelian movement that had, since the

early Twentieth Century, used the speech as a medium to $siodyaphical,

historical, and other contextual factors wholly extrinsic to the text. Lucas describes

close reading as a slow motion camera, allowing the scholar to analyze how the
speech wunfolds and how A[ each] w dhe d , each
response of the audience to each succeedin
(Lucas, 1988: 191). With close textual analysis, a premium is placed on the intrinsic

context of the text, the intentional design and the immediate context to provide a
nuanced account of how a human attempts to intervene in a particular situation and

bring into contact with the auditor the world as they see it (Lucas, 1988; Leff and
Mohrmann, 1974; Leff, 1986: 17173; Leff, 1992). According to Leff, the

rhetorical citic in conducting a close reading of a text

Aoccupies the position Cicero assigned
general knowledge, including a practical command of the precepts of the art
[ of rhetoric], he or s h en tlestprojeat, ¢he par adi
lore of classical rhetoric becomes something more than a guide to the naming
of parts; it becomes available for doing interpretive work, since metaphors and
enthymem& prose rhythms and topics, hyperboles and examples take on a
life within the metabolism of discourse (I

These interlocking parts are best explained in oratory as a temporal phenomenon:
rhetorical di scourse fAis constrained by an
the world, it also constais a certain order and relation of elements within its own

pattern of utterance. The internal pattern, the timing of the text, determines
appearance of the discourse as an intervention in historic time, but the discourse also
stretches beyond its own marg to influence the appearance of the world in which it

17



is made (Leff, 1986: 171 73) . 06 According to Lef f, cl os
conceived through fAa desire to rescue the
dominant use as a taxonomic instrutheand to refurbish its equipment for
understanding the internal dynamics of or &
accomplish this, Lef f and Mo htelmdogical t ur ned
genresin the Rhetoric where Aristotledetails thetelosfor the judicial, deliberative

and epideictic genres of rhetorc.e f f and Mohr mann c¢cl assified
Cooper Union as a political campaign address and assigned the purpose of campaign

oratory as ingratiation. With a purpose in mind, thripretive process looks at the
internal dynami cs, structure and organi zat
matters of argument and styled as instrume
(1974: 1741 7 5) . AAttenti on domurtshee, o ulrepfofs emaoifn ttahi
Sshuttle to the threads wunraveled in the
classical apparatus of rhetoric was fAdput a

goals that could motivate and organize applicatiospecific oratorical performances.

Cl assical precepts were interpreted fAas to
realized this goal (Lef f, 2001: 245) .0 [ n
principles may aid in guiding [the] judgmeibiit they do not represent the content of

rhetorical theory (ibid, 1986: 170).0 The

seemed at once persuasive and in need of revision: by their standalealngical

reading of Bar ack Ob anta® crefsl pxplerationeoshowvo ul d n
Barack Obama constructs himself as a candidate, his background, beliefs and values

in campaign discourse. As such, much of the literature surrounding rhetorical theory
generally and presidential campaign communication Spettif shared a strikingly

consistent emphasis @thos personal image, character and personal values (Westen,

2007; Leff and Utley, 2004: 40; Sanders, 2009993 225, 174; Burke, 1962: 547

550; 577579; Alexander, 2009: 77; Franklin, 2004; Bimber araViB, 2003; Hacker,

2004; Benoit & McHale, 2003: 51; Benoit, 1999; Benoit, 2001). Yet, a close reading

that looks for expressions ethosseemed to be incomplete. Bringing oneself into

favor with oneds audience, | tentsiaboutahatgued he
very audience. This was found i Noujthes ful |l e
Peoplewhich sought to understand how, over time, American presidents have defined

and constituted the American people (2009). A survey of the literatwreund these

sorts of appeals |l ed us through Althusser:

18



rhetorical theory of t he Aisecond per sona
constitutive rhetoric along with a number of case studies (Oravec, 1989: 180;
Lentricchia, 1983: 14450; Jamieson, 1988: 91, 97; Black, 1970; Charland, 1987;

McGee, 1975; Black, 1970; Burke, 1962: 588; Murphy, 2003: 620; Cos and Snee,

2001: 2017; Morus, 2007:-2, Spanos, 2007: 48; Wess, 1996: 200; Tate, 2005;

Stuckey, 2004: 2, 7, 17Anderson, 1990; Wodak, 2009; Billig, 1995; Schliesinger,

1991; Frosh and Wolfsfeld, 2007: 105; Bell, 2003; Ozkirimli, 2005; Hall, 1990;

Jamieson, 1988: 94, 97). Each thematic reading in itself seemed incomplete.

B. Criticisms of Close Textual Analysis

There are, of course, criticisms to be raised. Indeed, any qualitative approach carries
baggage and its own set of problems; a purmoEmtedrhetorical analysis is no

di fferent, and Leff recogni zed -dassicamhuch i n
criti ci sm revisited. o Ther e, leJeled agaiosk hio wl e d g e ¢
approach to close textual analysis and notes the progress made in the field of textual
criticism, First, Jasinski criticizes Leff
bindtoparts of the text that did not work to
speech (2001: 234) .0 Whi | e Leff mai nt ai n
instrumentali st t ake on textual criticism
conception of both situatiora n d pur pose (i bid).o Second,
Ceceralli és valid and persuasive argument
should bed a part of close readings (ibid;

in subsequent chapters with focusues and momertb-moment audience response

technol ogy. And, whil e scholars since the
Leff and Mohrmannés study, it is hoped tha
concept of campaign communication akkeologichge nr e , and synthesi z
work with Jasinskidés outlined earlier, t he

analysis can be roundly addressed in this thesis. In the search for a unifying concept

t hat coul d synt hesi zd cahdaldtef ihage awdcoristitutive t h  t h €
rhetoric, Kenneth Burkeds theory of ident i
various theories of the first and second persona circulating around presidential
campaign communication locked into place and provaledcabulary, a philosophy

of rhetoric to which theteleologicalr eadi ng of Barack Obamads

speeches could be harnessed. The three speeches under investigtionsare i A Mo r e

19



Perfect Uni ono speech deli vertean dosn als8 Qhaec
speech delivered on 24 July 2008, and his
on 28 August 2008. The significance of each speech and the justification for selecting

each speech is outlined in each respective findings ch#ipteswever,ateleological

reading is to be conducted, then a rounded statement about presidential campaign

communication must be made.
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IV. An Exploration of Telosin American Presidential Campaign Speeches

A. Overview

This review is desiged to fully articulate and explore the argued purpose,
identification, in American presidential campaign communication. First, the literature

of knowledge and identity as socially constructed are surveyed. This is crucial for
understanding how Obama camnstts the first and second persona. Second, we move

from identity to identification as it is conceived in cultural studies to its conception in

the rhetorical discipline. Third, the literature surrounding political campaign
communication is evaluated and/ et hesi zed wi t h Kenneth Bu
rhetorical identification. Finally, the common thread of identification is highlighted in

a range of biographical, intellectual and rhetorical studies on Barack Obama.

B. Identity to Identification

There are verijttle, if any, fixed or essential properties to be assigned to identity; it is

socially and symbolically constructed (Burke, 1962; Crotty, 1998; Hall, 1980;
Anderson, 1991; Beasley, 2004; Bishop and Jaworski, 2003; Brookes, 1999; Bruner,

2000; Cruz, 2000;Frosh and Wolfsfeld, 2007; Gavrilos, 2002; Higgins, 2004;

Levinger and Lytle, 2001; Poole, 1999; Schlesinger, 1991). Social construction,
Crotty tells wus, i's the i dea that ndall kno
such, is contingent uporuman practices, being constructed in and out of interaction

between human beings and their world, and developed and transmitted within an
essentially social context (1998: 42).0 |In
the theoretical agenda for gy and identification. There are a few basic premises

he begins with: there has much been written on identity, imaet criticized any

notion of a Auni fiedod or Aintegral 0o sense
should be in its deconsttuce d f or m, operating fAunder er a
quite rid ourselves of the term itself, but it must be reconceptualized from what it was

thought to be during most of modernity (19962)1 From identity, Hall moves to the
preferred term identificai o n which Ais constructed on t
some common origin or shared characteristics with another person or group, or with

an ideal o (ibid: 2) . For purposes here, t !

word, as identification is
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AA process meaMewaysomplnetpedbocessd. [é] 1d

end conditional, | o d gfealion isnthert, a pracésm gency .

of articulation, a suturing, an over detemma t i on not a Subsumpt
entailsdiscursive work the binding and making f symbolic bounda
(ibid).

To claim that identity is closed, Hall says, is to engage in a fantasy of incorporation.

This is often done as identity can only be constructed though difference, the Other,

t hrough fleal f @rom s D f u cctl o%).uHalk g@roceéds loi ldok at 2
identification through psychoanalytidlthusserianand Foucauldian lenses; while

these are very productive ways to view identity and the inequity of power, the process

of identification that Hall destes can also be observed, perhaps even more
compl etely, t hrough Kenneth Burkeds <conce
situational process that precedes persuasi
writing is indicative that a Burkean raad of identification is fully compatible with

Hall 6 own conception. Accor di ndgrategio Hal | ,
and paitional [emphasisaddedl, and shoul d be understood a
historical and institutional sites ki specific discursive formations and practices, by

specific enunciative strategi@s(ibid, emphasis added). This conception of

identification as an enunciative strategy in cultural studies is an excellent point of

departure to Burkean identificationtime rhetorical discipline.

C. Kenneth Burke and His Theory of Identification

In A Rhetoric of MotivesBurke teases out the process of rhetorical identification:

"You persuade a man [sic], 0 Burke tells u:
languageby speech, gesture, tonality, order, image, attitude, idea, identifying your

ways with his [sic] (1962: 579)." Burke, always the Greenwhich Village intellectual,

offers an apt poem that exemplifies the possibilities of identification as a term to

incorporde the concepts of social construction, persuasion, and identity:

He was a sincere but friendly Presbyteéicand so
If he was talking to a Presbyterian,
He was for Presbyterianism.

If he was talking to a Lutheran,
He was for Protestantism.

If he was talking to a Catholic,

22



He was for Christianity.

If he was talking to a Jew,
He was for God.

If he was talking to a theosophist,
He was for religion.

If he was talking to an agnostic,
He was for scientific caution.

If he was talking to an adist,
He was for mankind.

And if he was talking to a socialist, communist, labor leader, missiles expert,
or businessman,

He was for
PROGRESS. (Hart, 1990: 361)

ATo exi st socially, o i n d&hetocy Subjeotivity, s , as
Postnodernism Aiis to be rhetorically aligned (1
modern society as fAnBabel after the fall,o
properties and symbol s t hat iname hi s [

identity...[But] in relation to other entities that are likewise forming their identity in

terms of property can lead to turmoil and discord. Heparsexcellence topic to be
considered in a rhetoric having Aildenti fic
a synthsis of the Burkean and psychoanalytic versions of identification, Diane Davis

tells us that Freud deeply influenced Burke on the concept of identification and that

Burke agreed with Freud that humans are motivated by desire at least as much
as by reaswm, but he ditched the Oedipal narrative, arguing that the most
fundamental human desire is social rather than sexual, and that identification
Is a response to that desire (2008).

Burke saw the human experience as a paradox of substance; one human is no
identical to another, yet when their interests are joined, or are persuaded or believe as
such, they are identified with each other
unique, an individual locus of motives. Thus he [sic] is both joined and sepatrate,

once a distinct substance and consubstantial with another (19@2220. 0 It i's
ambiguity of substance, according to Dav
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identification, [is] a "mediatory ground"” that establishes their [or our]
consubstantigdiy wi t hout accomplishing their [or o
Hol | and, in an effort to synthesize Burkebo
use of language symbols which persuade through the strategy of identification (1959:

38). 0 efswmtesBur k

In pure identification there would be no strife. Likewise, there would be no
strife I n absolute separateness, [ é]
ambiguously together, so that you cannot know for certain just where one ends

and the othebegins, and you have the characteristic invitation to rhetoric.

[ é] l denti fication is affirmed with ea
division. Identification is compensatory to division. If men [sic] were not

apart from one another, there wallbe no need for the rhetorician to

proclaim theirunity. If men were wholly and truly of one substance, absolute
communication would be ofhd6manbdés very es:

|l denti fication, then, I's the prybecemes t hr ou
Awe. 0 This consubstantiati on, Burke tells
yielding to the symbols, values and beliefs of an audience. Burke surveys the
traditional principles of rhetoric in Aristotle, Cicero, Quintilian, and Augustine and

finds among them the common thread of identification bonding each conception and
definition of rhetoric together (i bid: 586
have to change an audiencebds opinion in or
insofar as he yields to that audiencebs opini
as such, need operate only on this principle. If, in the opinion of a given audience, a

certain kind of conduct is admirable, then a speaker might persuade the audience by

using ideas and images that identify his cause with that kind of conduct (1962: 579

580; Schlesinger, 1991: 141; McGee and Martin, 1983: 52; Allen, 1994: 4
Woodwar d, 2003: 6). 0 Wess, expanding on B
Aspeaketohid[|d] aidience to persuade it to defer to him, each in effect

taking turns stepping down and stepping up in a game of hierarchical chairs (1996:
212).0 This came off the back of a Burkear
artist/entertainersi the servant of the very despot audience he seeks to fascinate (as

the spellbinder can tgnnize over his audience only latting the audience tyrannize

over him, in rigidly circumscribing the ra
Crassus,acharct er i De Otatoe sums ibup well:
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For you may bring me someone as learned, as stiggal and intelligent, and

as ready in delivery as you like; if, for all that, he is a stranger to the customs
of his community, its precedents and mogéts traditions, and the character
and inclinations of his fellow citizens, then those [persuasive] commonplaces,
from which arguments are produced, will not be of muehdiit to him (May
Wisse, 2001

D. Identification as Purpose, Political Campaigras Subject
I n the essay fAPhot ogr MygholggiepRoldnd Bdrtleestells r al Ap
us what is at stake in the candidate photograph that accompanies campaign leaflets:

It is obvious that what most of our candidates offer us through theidss is

a type of social setting, the spectacular comfort of family, legal and religious
norms, the suggestion of innately owning such items of bourgeois property as
Sunday Mass, xenophobia, steak and chips, cuckold jokes, in short, what we
call an ickology. Needless to say the use of electoral photography
presupposes a kind of complicity: a photograph is a mirror, what we are asked
to read is the familiar, the known; it offers to the voter his own likeness, but
clarified, exalted, superbly elevatéuto a type. This glorification is in fact

the very definition of photogenic: the voter is at once expressed and heroized,
he is invited to elect himself, to weigh the mandate which he is about to give
with a veritable physical transference: he isedglat i ng hi s -6r acebd
92).0

Here, Barthes observesisually of what Burke describes/erbally. rhetorical

identification through the suturing of identity that may come, in part from the
rhetoriciands yielding t oence.lAearianamayatss and i
be found in many pos2004 prescriptive howo manuals that implored American

Democrats and Progressives to talk about valdesericanvalues, before talking

about policy (Westen, 2007; Lakoff, 2005; Carville & Begala, 2006: »xxxil1-13;

Sanders, 2009: 93, 18(61). While Westen focuses primarily on metanarratives and

political storytelling, he finds the starting point of successful political identification in

the brainds network of assocfeedngs, images, whi ch
and ideas that have been connected over time (ibid, 2007: 3; Carville and Begala,

2006: 121 3 ; Nye, 2004).0 Political campaign sui
candi dat eds ab i thoset networkgibidi 18;e146t H50f 165).W\ith h

identification, division, and values in mind, it is not surprising, as Carville and Begala

state, that A[ one] of the most power ful I n
not one of wus. o0 | f a candiliceydurdife,ideesroteen as
share your values, and is not someone youbo
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candidate is never going to be president (
Asharing a beerd serves empagmconamuricatonet aphor
to be concerned with making connections between constructions of the candidate and
constructions of the audience. Rhetoricians since Cicero have written about the need

Af or the orator to be favorhaltl ywirneng argd efdt |
goodwill of the audience must flow throughout the speech (May and Wisse, 2001:

170, 208).0

Craig Allen Smith in his booRresidential Campaign Communicatitells us that the

chall enge of campaign commuaoj catihem peopl
| anguages, |l ogics, beliefs and preferences
task is to align or realign conceptions of

The candidate speaks to [the audience] in a shared laagwagrovide
coordination of symbolic meaning, reasons with them in a shared logic to help
make sense of their world, values and prefers with them in a shared ideology
to help them coordinate and prioritize their beliefs, and negotiates and applies
rules with them to guide the fulfillment of their every needs within a set of
shared rules (2010: 10, 17).

In short, Smith tells us that the purpose of the political campaign is to solve the
rhetorical chall enges that symbols &enttiesst i ng t h
relationships and audiences in an ongoing struggle to win the electors and the
American presidencyo and goes as far to e
identification to presidential campaign communication during what Smite ta

crucial surfacing and nomination stages of the American presidential campaign (2010:
226-228). While Hobsbawm and Ranger (1992) would no doubt categorize the
guadrennial American presidential election as an invented tradition, Alexander, not
explict 'y i nfluenced by Burkeds theory of i de

against the backdrop of a struggle for power in a fragmented society:

To struggle for power in a democratic society one must become a collective
representation- a symbolc vessel filled with whatitizens hold most dear.
More than simply a smart, experienced, and competent politician, one needs
to become a broad expression of the moods and meanings of the nation's
democratic life]...] Struggles for power project meags and styles to citizen
audiences that are layered from close by to far away, and which are
fragmented in all the familialemographic ways. Winning power depends on
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creating performances that successfully breach some of these great divides
(2010: B).

Llewellyn indicates that the presidential stump speech is the lynchpin of the
campai gn, it is reerttrniteé ousi,t its i sneémgisziamg
of Bi | | Clintonbés stump oratory, tant i's a
(1994: 5258; Alexander 2009: 68; Smith, 2010: 93). Indeed, Abramson, Aldrich and

Rohde note that stump speeches are fAmodi f

concerns and interests of the particular a
in her bookYou, the People asks the question: in its di
America possibly attengluribus and unun® (2004: 25; Miller, 1993: 80; Stuckey,

2004: 46 , 14) .0 [ n surveying the i teratur

identification béween the national myths and powerful symbols of an audience and
the political candidate, from Ronald Reagan to Hillary Clinton to Bill Clinton, is
referenced (Hallameson, 1988: 118, 1-343, 151; ParnGiles, 2002: 6&9; Ritter,
1980: 165166; Cos andnee, 2001: 2015).

E. Barack Obama and Identification

While volumes of political commentary and editorial content have been written about

Barack Obama, the scholarly literature is small but expanding rapidly (Frank, 2009;

Plouffe, 2009; Peacock, 2009; k&ma, 2007; Clayton, 2007; Alexander, 2009;
Alexander 2010; Utley and Heyse, 2009, Terril, 2009; Kloppenberg, 2010; Hammer,

2009; Jenkins and Cos, 2010; Hart and Lind, 2010; Jessee, 2010; Brown, 2010;
Young, 2009; Kephart and Rafferty, 2010; Kenski andelm, 2010; Kenski, Hardy

and Jameson, 2010; Sweet and McEmser, 2010). While some literature
surrounding Obama can be found in each speech analysis chapter, it is worth
exploring literature which addresses Obama that contains direct implications for

Bur keds theory of identification. James T.
written an exhaustive work detailing the intellectual foundations of Barack Obama by
conducting interviews and analyses of the early writings of Obama. Kloppenberg

finds Obamao exhibit antifoundationalist, particularist and philosophically pragmatic
beliefs in his writings. ABy antifoundatio

us,
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A mean the deni al of universal princip
human cultures are human constructions; different people exhibit different

forms or behaviour because they cherish different values. By perspectivalism |

mean the belief that everything we see is conditioned by where we stand.

There is no privileged, objectvvantage point free from perspective of
particular cultural valwues (2010).0

As such, through the #Ainteraction with ot!l
beliefs. Even if the results of those tests must remain provisional, open to further

scrutiny and further testing, they provide sufficient stability to enable us to move

forward, as members of communities located in history, aware of our traditions and
self-consciously attempting to realize the ideals we choose to keep alive as our guides

(i biKkl oppenbergds reading of Obamads 1987 a

Obama identified a major challenge in contemporary American society:

Americans were losing contact with each other and with the public sphere. Not

only were they dropping out of momunity organizations such as parent

teacher associations, all major indices of civic engagement showed shrinking
participation. Rat her than joining | eag
As Tocqueville and later progressive reformers understoodsubeess of

Ameri can democracy had depended on citi

Perhaps this is why, according to Kloppenhtk
Organi zeo to Adknit together the diverse i
means hinging together churches, block clubs, parent groups and other institutions in

a given c¢commuhisistutyidgin € m dbhldgs o peopl e to brea
crippling isolation from each other, to reshape their mutual values and expectations

and rediscoer the possibilities of acting collaborativélythe successful prerequisites

of any successfulsefel p i nitiative (ibid).o In Chica
Awanted to connect with the people he was
arrived [asa community organizer in Chicago] he began to show a knack for doing

j ust that. 0 He #Ashowed the flair for und e
peopld people with diverse backgrounds, values, and aspiratitms led [fellow

organizers] Kruglik to adhi r e him and Galuzzzo to cal l
Kl oppenberg further argues that when he dl
already demonstrated a penchant for drawing on different traditions, a talent for

blending apparently incompatible ideas, andtrang preference for flexibility over

dogmati sm. 0 As a | aw HarvarddawReviewn dObadiad s r C
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ARadversaries as wel/l as hi s allies respec
whether they were discussing issues of law, issues of goldicissues having to do

with the journal t hey produchkewYdrkiThmesd) . 0 Al
articles indicating Obamadés faculty of 1ide
for mer coll eague of Ob a ma dergizingwchpaaityhto r e c o | |
connect with the people in these [Chicago] neighborhoods (Alexander, 2009: 69;
emphasis added). o The second has heighte

identification we would assign Obamads st ul

ATimesreporter Mc h a e | Powel | expl ai mgernjsOfb a ma 6 s |
i denti fication, a quality demanded for
gi ft of maki ng peopl e see themsel ves |
empirical description of how this trick is twd. Obama produces
psychologicali dent i fi cati on by virtue o f hi s
(Al exander, 2009) .0

I n other words, his story becomes one by w
features in his own story but goaded to reaffirm viems an admirabl e AAmM
life in participating with his story. There are a number of studies that have analyzed

Bar ack Obamabéds campaign speeches t hat al
identification. Stefanie Hammer, in her comparative rhetorical asalgs the
speeches given by Barack Obama and Jesse J
vision of an America united as a nation based on commonly held political principles
referred to as the American Creedhs and t h.
own story, an effective c beligved bis doeytodbel se t he
an authentic expression of his own biography, but also a reflection of their own
experiencey 200 9 : 270, 285) .0 Jenkins and Cos m
recadng of Obamadbdés speeches, noting that nOba
connected with his audience through his g
connecting with audiences and building col
consistedinpad f A [ pr ai s ii grgal ancdAsmellrfar thear nosirage of the

past and emphasized their commonality in t
wal k al one®971,202M®M5) .1® 5Rowl and and Jones r hi
standout speech durinipe 2004 presidential election and remark at his ability to

position the Democratic Party as a balancer of individual and societal American

values. By speaking of progress, limitless opportunity, and ideational similarity
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among the citizenry, Barack Obantad the groundwork for greater identification

between himself, committed Democrats, and undecided voters. Furthermore, Rowland

and Jones illuminate the enactment of identification through the representations of the

sel f: i Obama c | e dstdryyas & mierogasm of A larger giogyr tkeo n a
American Dream (2007: 4303 4) . 0O Continuing the theme ¢
bet ween the candidate and voters and echoi
Symbolism in America, 0 hReotwl|l ajpdl twoad gdh ]Il atthe
prescriptions he proposed largely represented standard liberal doxa, he cloaked them

in the values, characters, and themes associated with the most important political

myt h, the Ameri can Dream ( 20hat: m[0i5nN]. 0 b dbta
political and theological matters, Obama articulates a universalism of consilience;
namel vy, t hat di fferent political and theo
toward shared principles, while retaining their particular and specifieesal2009:

176) .0 Walters cites a National Public Rad
t hat Athere has al ways been some tension |
speaking in very raespecific terms about the plight of the African American

community. By virtue of my background, | am more likely to speak in universal terms
(2007:1314) . ©

Bot h Olbmamsa fioen My FatheandThe Audacity of Hopare peppered with

discourses of rhetorical consubstantiality. In #edacity of Hope Obama tdt us

that A[not] so far beneath the surface |[.
t hat Aacr oss Amepollinaten is cacurang,ra a1dt antirely ooderlg s s

but generally peaceful collision among people and cultures. Identitissrmbling,

and then cohering in new ways (2006: 51) .
synecdochal 'l inois, Ain the faces of all/l
pieces of mysel f. [ .. . ] Al | o fDietettcite el t f an

an interview between Obama and George Stephanopoulbeenthe Pres;n May

2007 who asked Obama what ndAspeci al gual i ti
think that | have the capacity to get people to recognize themselves in each other

Di eter, 2010: 1). 0 Certainly, not every at
i mplicit, or even conscious is successful
failed bowling outing during the 2008 primaries (2008). While the message may have

been intended to be Al dm |ike you, o0 the in
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di singenuous, as Al édm trying t o be I i ke
identification, as a rhetorical strategy was ver y muc hrheoricplar t of
faculty. Mor eover, a careful reading of Obamads
biographical studies of Obama that point towards his faculty of identification to

understand how that faculty is grounded in concrete rhetorical transactions.

F. Methodology Revisited:Towards a Metalanguage ofTeleologicalAnalysis

A teleologicalr eadi ng of Obamads speeches with ioc
principle wild/ ask the following kinds of
is? What symbols and properties does heosund himself with? What symbols and
properties does fABarack Obamad assign to h
does he find between his fragmaeWwhatdéd audi en
the communicative relationship between the construatidn fAiBar ack Obamabo
candidate and his construction of his fau
ABarack Obamaodo and the Athe audienceo in
audience and ingratiate himself with his audience? On the other handutélg

cannot be the end of rhetorical theory; th
oratorical performances that these questions cannot capture. Keeping a degree of
sensitivity to the text, the following questions (equally as important) are :askad

do these constructions interact with other features of the text as a series of
interlocking parts unfolding in real time? What examplesthymem& maxims,

tropes, terministic screens and stylistic devidesObama and his campaign use to

create idat i fi cati on between fAObamao and his g
speech represents a unique rhetorical situation, each speech analysis chapter is here
structurally addressed in similar terms by addressing: the immediate campaign
context; public, acadeimand/or press reception of the spedeleologicalfeatures of

the contextiteleologicalf eat ur es of the text and the te
included along side the previously mentioned questions of the text itself. As such, the
rhetorical aralysis this thesis carrienut is not methodologically driveper se but is,

as Jasinski argueapductivelydr i ven whi ch i s fia back and f
between text and the concept or concepts that are being investigated simultaneously.

[...] Coneeptually oriented criticism proceeds through constant interaction of careful

reading and rigorous conceptual refl ection

31



bet ween Kenneth Burkedbdés theory of identifi

speeches, ware able to establish a more profound understanding of both men.

G. Conclusion

This chapter offers a working vocabulary and demarcation for this thesis, and more
specifically, a rounded statement fortedleologicalreading ofObamaés campai g
speechedVe f i rst moved from identity to a more
we found no essential or fixed identity and, from there, we dove headfirst into
Kenneth Burkeds philosophy of Il denti ficat.i
relations. We thersought to make a more rounded statement of identification in

American political campaign discourse. Here, we groundekeBors phi | osophy
identification in the genre of American political campaign communication. Then, we

moved several scholarly studiesbout Obama that pointed to a faculty of
identification and consubstantiation. Finally, these theoretical and contextual
considerations were marshaled towards the creation of a comprehensive meta

language to closely read the text.

Thus concludes an exphiron of purpose in American presidential campaign
di scour se. Somet hing, however, seems amiss

on rhetoric, states

Alt 'S not har d,Rhetsi@ay ssudti sgoSberat as h
Athenians among Aheni ans. 0 He begins catal ogui
audience generally considers the compon

should consider the audience before whom we are thus passing judgment: for
I tds hard to pr ai s &ingAdlLacedaenomass (Butke n y o u
1961).

In a globally mediated environment with unprecedented global access to the Internet
and news, it is impossible for an American presidential candidate to identify
themselves with their American audience in a vaculNeither can the global
audience in American presidential elections, because of the implications of public
diplomacy and international relations (or for that matter, communication scholarship),
be relegated to an insignificant secondary question. When rtierigdan presidential
candidate attempts to identify with the American people he or she will draw upon the

commonly held, socially constructed beliefs and values, in this castoxasof the
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American people, to align her or himself with particular votegnsents. By
implication, the rhetorician offers a vision of who he or she thinks the American
people are, all this in the context of a global conversation about American national
identity. But the question must be asked: do issues of polysemy and polgvatese
when the Awed (Americans) constructed
becomes he A Ot her 0 af campaignecommerdcatipnt? A olase reading
and interpretation of Obamads speeches
illuminate the intentional, intrinsic rhetorical features of the text. Nevertheless, there
are significant polysemic, extensional, extrinsic features to be considered with regard
not only to the American audience but with regard to the global audience at large.
While a presidential candidate identifies with American voters during an election,
larger global audiences, seemingly extnatorical, in their exposure to this rich use

of symbolic meaning, will interact with and respond to the use of these symbols and
could identify, or divide from, the appeal. It is this that is the beginning premise of the

next chapter.
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V. Rhetoric, Reception, Effect:Doxology, Identification, Ideology

A. Overview

In this chapter, | explore the theoretical considereti surrounding the reception,
interpretation, and decoding of messages by audiences. First, it should be said that
Barack Obamads stump speeches showilked be pl
exploring doxic receptionsuch as oppositional speeches|eusion ads and

journalistic content. Even by analyzing stump speeches as one of many factors of
messages encoded for public consumption, there remains a substantive body of
literature found in cultural studies that emphasizes the active audience mentber.
previous chapter, a ¢close reading of Bar g
proposed to look for the ways Barack Obama identified with his audience. In this

chapter, | conduct a detailed survey of active audience theory ranging from Stuart

Hal n@odeng/ decodi ng nNatbewvdestudyqardadgm déases c | as s i
originating from research done in the Glasgow Media Group as well as the call by

those in the rhetorical discipline to buttress textual analysis with audience reception
studies. Herg rhetoric and reception studies are synthesized through the term
Doxology the study of the attitudes, opinions, and beliefs of an audience. The outline

of this chapter is as follows: first, the dependence of identification and rhetoric on an
audience (ath its correspondingloxg is explored. Second, the active audience

paradigm, as it exists in the rhetorical discipline and British cultural and media studies

are |l aid out on a theoretical l evel. 't is
of audences as crucial but largely unattended, so too is the function of Burkean
identification found to be lurking in audi
classic encoding/decoding model is evaluated and synthesized with the rhetorical

discipline.Finally, Doxology &ill implicationsare reviewed here.

B. Rhetoric and Identification: Audiences andDoxa

It has been argued in the previous chapter that rhetoric is instrumental and
constitutive; the power of strategic communication has the powernhptt@ affect

exigencies but also can affect how we see ourselves, each other, and make sense of

the world around us. Rhetoric depends on a
Rhetoric containsseveral sections on how different audiences (young asdfal

example) respond to different rhetorical appeals (1991:11726 ) . 06 Kennet h Bu

reading of theRhetoricp oi nt s t o Aristotledbds treat ment
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concept, al way s the puepksesn arts, tthings,wconditonsestaif f

mind, personal characteristics, and the like, which people consider promising or
formidable, good or evil, useful or dangerous, admirable or loathsome, and so on

(Bur ke, 1961: 580; Farrell, 1978). 0 How a

circud i ng beliefs, opinions and values? How c

These ideas about the functionally powerful cultural beliefs take root in the ancient

Greek concept aloxg a concept that is rooted both in the rhetorical tradition as well

as culur al studi es. Accor di ndpxactoeers theg gnsre fit he
semantic field fromopinion to belief to expectatiod ( 2 0 0397). An8l WviGile

Aristotle also distinguished betweepistemeanddoxawhen speaking of knowledge

in general, he alsoebgan to <catal ogue Avarious bel i e
probability--such as revenge being sweet, or rare objects as more valuable than those

that exist in abundande[and in doing so] he also identified specific cultural, social

(or what we call ideologal) assumptions based on which the premise of an argument

can be seen as plausible and be agreed upon by the members of a particular
community (Deciu Ritivoi, 2006)." While Aristotle, along wilkocrates, continued to

be concerned witdh d@suilturalrRebwtiedgkly co
fitriumph of Cartesian philosophy, according to which Truth was to replace
probability and verisi mil i tdoxduatbrelggivey an end
recently (Amossy, 2002a: 373, Amossy, 2002867-482; Poulakos, 2007: 21,

Edwards, 2007: 41, Reinhardt, 2007: 388; Allen, 1994: 9; Woodward, 2003: 579;

Westen, 2007: 150, 165; Burke, 1962). IndeRdir ke t el |l s us A[t he] |
with which rhetoric deals, in its role of inducement to @ttiis not opinion as

contrasted with truth. There is the invitation to look at the matter thus antithetically,

once we have put the two terms (opinion and truth) together as a dialectical pair. But
actually, many of t he #olpesfaliodsids the tastpobn whi c
truth in the strictly scientific, 9F, yesor-no sense. Thus, if a given audience has a

strong opinion that a certain kind of conduct is admirable, the orator can commend a

person by using signs that identify him with such ccanc t (1969: 54) .0
symbolic and mall eabl e dAcul tur al truthso p
truth: a Amovable host of metaphorso cul mi

have been poetically and rhetorically intensified, transfereech d embel |l i shed
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Culturally constructed truths are dill usi ¢
(Pearson, 2006). 0
Today,Doxologyi s f ound in the dictionary as nda |

as the etymology ofloxai s meant tmnoc eb e[ ofiralp pgelaoray 0 ( Ox f o1
Dictionary, 2005).Might Doxology be reappropriated? Covering all of our eternal

bases, we need not take glory away from God while wrefimglogyaway from

the church and placing it towards productive ends in the hdiesnin the rhetorical

tradition, Doxologywould bean action. It would bessigned to the service of the

rhetorical faculty and would occupy the space of any formal or informal investigation

into the various attitudes and beliefs of an audience as oesoaf identification and
persuasionWhateverdoxa an audience holds in a rhetorical situations is there,

socially constructed and constructing, to be drawn upon by the rhetorician to create
common understanding and common enemies, and if successfuhdegd create

new constitutive met aph o rDoxolagyhasficertainly hs . 0
existed in classical rhetoric such as hissoi Logoia n d C iDe ©ratareiBzzell

and Herzberg, 2001: 50; May and Wisse, 2001). Cicero said the ideal wmaila

fitrack down the thoughts, the feelings, the opinions, and the hopes of his fellow
citizens and those people whom he wants t
Ahave his finger on the pulse of every <cl a
get a taste of the feelings and thoughts of those before whom he is now, or in the
future, going to plead some issue (May and
And while Aristotle discussed the development of a rhetorical faculty, the following

passige could just as easily be appliedmxology In fact, it is a clear representation

of thedoxologicalfaculty:

It makes no difference whether the subject is the Athenians or the Spartans, a
man or a godabout following this same cose. If indeed oa was advising
Achilles, or praising or criticizing him, or prosecuting or defending vim,

have to grasp his real or apparent properties, so that we can spedkdmm
praising or blaming if he has anythingnobleos hamef ul to his ac
For themoreproperties that one grasps, the more easy it is to demonstrate, and
the more relevant they are, the more patéic and less general is theifect.

By common aspects | mean praisinghles because he is a man detause

he is one of the dergods and because he went on the expeditiofrty. For

these properties haso shared with many others so that such a speeald

be no more a praise #thilles than of Diomedes. (1991: 1987).

36



We may questiomowthe author came to such a conclusitiat is, we may judge the
guality of this doxologicalact as, for example, statistically invalihough Aristotle

gives no clear indication of the methods by which he reaches these conclusions, his
treatise can be seen as an attempt to offer up prefaatieadienceloxologies how

di fferent citizens might react to differen:
relations executives spend millions on market research, feedback and product testing.
In the rhetorical tradition, themoxologywould be the grasping and naming of the
attitudes, cultures and beliefs of the audience he or she is to address; Burkean
identification would occupy the space of the various conscious and subconscious
strategies employed to align with or divide from the varisighs as products of
doxological enquiry, and finally rhetoric would be the various argumentative threads,
verbal and nowverbal stylistic devices, terministic screens, tropes, examples and

maxims that solve the immediate exigency.

For the researcher damg to reverse engineer texts in ordercapture the strategies

behind this process, the challenge is that textual readings by the academic researcher

of the rhetoriciands attempt to draw upon
audi enc entepretations of thé message. Stromi@alley and Schiappa label

assumptions made by textual critics about universal meanings or particular effects that
radiate from texts as HfAaudience conjectur
scenario of two peopldiffering in their interpretation of a text negates any sort of

Auni versal 6 meaning or effect -3yplosst hesi s
premise is echoed by Justin Lewis in his bdd&ological Octopus A The questi o
that should be put to textuanalysis that purports to tell us how a cultural product

owor kso i n contemporary culture i s al most
evidence? Without evidence, everything is pure speculation (Lewis, 1991; Paul,
Charney, and Kendal I, CohdiOafip)ies dhis crituwerof e x a mp |
conjectures towards Leffbds close reading o
interpretation made by Leff was fAaccurate
culture (which was northern and White) (Condit, 19986; Stromme/Galley and

Shi appa, 1 9 9 8Doxolég¥ 3ervas asl thes facultya developed by the

rhetorician to grasp at the apparent properties of an audience in order to identify with

them, the academic researcher becomes doxologist by investigaéngudiences

addressed by the rhetorician, the sources and processes of interpretation of the
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rhetorical transaction and t he Déxolagjpsacti on

like rhetoric is both faculty and study.

Benoit has implored those withthe rhetorical discipline to begin to study audiences
and what they do with the rhetorical messages they receive (2003). The interpretation

of a message, says Benoit, depends on the interest, attention, values, and motivation

of the auditor to decode theeme sage i n question. Mc Ge e,
Context, and the Fragmentation of Ameri can
every day | ife: we are all critics, says M

day in response to discourse, we can disnti, resist it, or forget it. It can affect our

attitudes, our beliefs both in terms of intensity and substance, all of which can

cul minate in discourse affecting our acti
intervene in the world, physically interpogiourselves upon a problematic condition

in an attempt to make the world conform t
way, a rhetorical feature found within a text amounts to little without measuring the

audience interpretation of that rhetorical feat within the context of the entire

oratorical performance (Benoit, 2003). Andrews, Leff and Terrill, whose book is
designed to sharpen the studentds rhetoric
performances, certainly leave open gussibility of a reception study within the field

of rhetoric by noting the audiencebds | mpor
transaction but offer little insight into how or at what point in the critical process the
researcher should systematically engagehe interpretation of symbols meant to

induce cooperation in audiences, a problem James Arent Aune and John Luis Lucaites

echo in Leff and Kauffeldds influenti al e d
performances (1989: 28, 43; Aurent, 1989; 4ucaites, 1989: 89; Gaonkar, 1989:
2702 7 2 ; Lef f, 2001) . Condit too notes that,

two leading scholars in the field of rhetorical criticism, moved in opposite respective
directions towards studying the intrinsiatares of the text and extrinsic, contextual

concerns in response to audience studies (Condit, 198984333 She tells us that

A[the] costs of reading texts without adeq
attending therefore includes both tldeological grounded silencing of noleminant

groups and incompleteness in interpretati ol
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Rather than to work to develop our understanding of the range of effects
which rhetoric can produce, our tendency has been eitherntreigthe
guestion of rhetorical effect altogether, as if immediate and intentional effects
were the only kinds worthy of being studied, or to treat the issue of effect with
atirednod as we turn our vision ever inward to the text itself and to
increasingly formalistic analyses. And in the end, we seem only to distance
ourselves from our disciplinary heritage, for rhetoric has always been the
discourse of power and effeicit was its power and effect that led the likes of
Aristotle and Isocratesd embrace it, and it was the same power and effect
that led the likes of Plato to excoriate it (1989: 89).

C. Merging ldentification, Rhetoric and the Active Audience Paradigm

In the previous sectiordoxawas seen as a socially constructed set of lset®fbe

drawn upon for the rhetorician tdentify with his or her audience. In this sendexa

serves as the essential rhetorical resource Roxblogy an integral part of the

rhetorical process for the rhetorician and the research design for the academi
studying rhetorical transactions. I n this
has come to be known in cultural studies, is synthesizeddeita While the term

doxais rarely used within this paradigm, fisnctionis clearly present. As Ameg

persuasively arguesjoxa falls under a variety of headingsis oci al di scour
intertextuality and interdiscoursetopoi, ermdoxa and commonplaces; clichés,

stereotypes anddées recuesverisimilitude and plausibility; common knowledge,
encyclopediccmpet ence and public opinion (Amossy,
active audience paradigm, the functiondokais treated in one of two ways: either
dubiousl vy, as fNthe mask of domi nant i deol
375)0 or a sa nmessage tmustpasg through as wi t h Hal |
encoding/decoding model and the larger body of research concerned with how
receivers negotiate or resist the intended meaning of messages. As will be shown,

there is also overlap between these two. Jusib&aexists in form but not in name,

the same can be said of the function of identification and rhetoric in cultural studies.

By putting the rhetorical tradition and Bu
with the active audience paradigm what emer@esxology is argued to be larger

than the sum of its parts.
The social sciences, and media studies in particular, have made great strides in

guantitatively and qualitatively analyzing the responses of audiences to various

stimuli from literature to adwéisements to television programming (Morley, 1980;

39



Morley, 1985; Davis, 2006; Liebes and Katz, 1993; Hall, 1980; Kitzinger, 1999;
Philo, 1999). While some have found that audiences can negotiate or resist the
meanings of preferred messages and do put tbemse in a variety of ways through
extrinsic considerations to the text itself, others have made persuasive cases for
message effects (Morley, 1985: 10d6). Davis offers a succinct history of audience
reception studies in the tradition of UK media @mdtural studies. In response to the
stimuli/response model, sometimes known as the hypodermic needle model of the
effects of communication, empirical studies emphasized the active consumption of

texts:

Audiences do not simply react to media, but reagbout and choose to be
stimulated by its contents. By the same token, audiences are not homogenous
masses but, rather, collections of individuals. Individuals may choose
between texts that are polysemic and emanate from many competing sources.
Pattens of media consumptions are thus extremely varied, subjection to wide
demographic variations and immersed in processes of social interaction (2006:
604-605).

David Morleyet al. analyzed the text of thdationwideprogram by synthesizing his
nuanced eading of theNationwide text with audience interpretations to observe
whet her or not audiences fAshowed | evels
Moreover, they were concerned with whether audiences used the same vocabulary
and salience that pregers used, whether they identified with the image presented of
them in the program, or whether audiences resisted certain messages and why (ibid).
While not specifically addressing rhetoric, Liebes and Katz have influenced this work
in their study The Exprt of Meaning They too acknowledge the complicated
decoding process among different cultures, and call into question the imperialistic
media thesis, that Western, and especially American, films and TV shows exported
around the globe impress each cultthhey reach with a steady diet of hegemonic
values. Liebes and Katz designed focus groups in Japan, the United States, Morocco
and Israel to follow an airing of the popular American soap dpalasin an attempt

to answer

AHow i n t he wdkeDallasso sinivarsalty accaptalde, or is it?

Is it understood in the same way in different places? Does it evoke different
kinds of involvement and response? It is equally plausible that a program so
essentially American d3allas might not be unerstood at all, especially after
dubbing or subtitles (1993: 3)7?0
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Within each of their six test groups they
the program differed in a variety of ways, each drawing upon theircmuare and

doxa These diftri ng values were not l i mited to
sometimes were in conflict (i1 22; Aristotle, 1 9 Asla)termy identification can

be spotted in many case studies of audience reception. While Sterilitz noted how
members of different commities identified with different strands of American

popul ar culture and hel ped them feel a par
study of audience receptions ©he Cosby Showlso contains lengthy discussions

about identification (Sterilitz, 2004633-635; Jhally and Lewis, 1992: 229, 39; 50

53). In interview after interview, audience members in the United Kingdom remark

how they identify with the situations and characters of the show; manyThaw

Cosby Shovas fAr eal i st i c,r@lacmgtheir fivesynphe show grthe ei t h e
show in their everyday lives and interactions. Some respondents saw themselves in

the characters, but for different reasons, such as the qualities of the characters (such as
loyalty), similarities in ethnicity or irclass and lifestyle (1992: 229; 39; 50653).

Each time, certain viewers identified with the program for various reasons. Like a
telephone, or a gas pump, or even the completely discredited hypodermic needle
theory of the effects of communication, firdtere must be a mutual connection
(identification) made before the content
Ai deol ogical o effect. The connection, t hen
transfer from encoder to decoder.

D. Encoding/Decoding Audiences and ldentification

Stuart Hal | 6s profoundly influenti al enco
scholarship on the active audience paradigm, is abléighlight the need for

identification to be included in a rounded statement on the praduatd reception

of texts. In this classic model, there are factors that would affect the encoding and
decoding process, namely the different frameworks of knowledge, relations of
production, and technical infrastructure (Hall, 1980). The encoding [sddeH tells

us, will also be affected by ideology, institutional knowledge, definitions and
assumptions, and assumptions about the audience (ibid: 129). Hall tells that the
message is dependent on a series of pivotal moments in the communication process

and at one point, the auditor can decode a preferred, negotiated, or oppositional
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reading to the encoded message (ibid). The complex process of human relations, of
Burkean identification and division, and of persuasion in general would occupy a tiny

spae i n Hall 6s model , I n fesablished d tHaolnll yt eolclcsu
t hat decodi ng depends on Al t he] degrees
equivalence) established [emphasis added] between the positions of the

Aper soni f i ceaproducer andodecadere odi ver . [ é] Wh at a
Adi stortionso or Ami sunder standi ngso ari se
bet ween the two sides in the communicative

establishment whereby the rhetoaici (encoder) attempts to identify with the

audience (decoder) to establish fAequival er
t heir opposites as acts of Adivision, o
doxological inquiry. When identification happens, tte@doder 6 s abil ity to

preferred meaning becomes weakened, but not impossible. What the
encoding/decoding model glazes over is the very real possibility that politicians,
corporations, or editorializing news outlets use their own resources of human
financi al and intellectual capital to cond
the various cultural considerations that shape their potential decoders before crafting a
message, or , alternatively, canltgstingst 0 mes
surveys, ethnographic research and focus groups before actually sending the message

to a target audience. AThe key to successf
the imaginative | eap of stuf fstokmpwwhatur sel f
they are thinking and feeling in the deepest sees of their mind and heartO(7:

Xxiii).0 The right message is tested until
cont ext (i bi d: 36)0 which can theéto narrow
convey and what your audiences interpret

decoding process becomes much more fluid
oppositional reading to the text is weakened. David Morley inNlaisonwidestudy

recoqized such a process with television presenters and their viewing audiences:

It is precisely the aim of the [television] presenter to achieve this kind of
audienceadentification. The point is that it is through these identification
mechanisms, | wouls uggest, in so far as they d
ocomplicipyéfethatd tkbadings are 6sugges
when these identificatory mechanisms are attenuated or broken that the
message will be decided in a different framewofkmeaning from that in

which it was encoded (1980: 110).
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In terms of the instrumentality of rhetoric, Message Receivelhilo notes that
audience reception affects production ins
expectation of a particular aetice respongeand in a similar vein, Condit
persuasively argues that nit i's not even ¢
creative [decoding] C a p a ¢tad that allshunmian beings e e d w
decode text s, afiall humandbeingsoate equdilyeskiledisrespanding

to persuasive messages with counter messages. The masses may not be cultural dupes,

but they are ot necessarily skilled rheto(€ondit, 1989; Condit, 1990; Kitzinger,

1999:xikt7) . 0 The dembilliacgtiodbnican be added to
feature a diagonal line connecting the encoder to the various discursive factors that

affect the audience decoding process.

E. Identification, Doxology, Ideology

To acknowledge the power of the rht@an to imagine communities or shared

beliefs with audiences may seem to participate in the fantasy of the Aristotelian

subject, autonomously engaging in what we are now calling an dabxajlogyin

order to identify with or persuade an audienteloes notexclude the encoder from

the locus of material, institutional, or historical power; we need not disagree with

anything Hall or the poststructuralists say categorically about messages being
constructed and interpreted through a prism of factors wiealigrnal to the subject.

Oravec specifically addresses Burkean i de
formed by language, through both its effect and use, reaffirms the existence of

identity but views it as a product as well as a producer of rahtewiture (1989:

185). 0 Oravec explores and evaluates Burke
to the Marxist, post moder n, and poststruct

In that article, Oravec tells us that

Burkean rhetoric would ocpy the space between the old rhetoric of pure will

and modernist and postmodernist aesthetic of antiwill: between a subject
apparently in full possession of itself, and in full intentional control of its
expression, and a S U b j expréssiomw Is overg rel at
probl emati céThe rawaysknowing daraier of ihistoridalh e n o't
and ideological forces, while at the same time he [sic] acts within and upon the

present and thereby becomes an agent of change (ibid).
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Pithily put by Burle , Athe driver drives the car but
1991: 8; Bur k e, 1974: 311).0 Besides ideol
the conscious and unconscious: an individu
rhetoi c a | framewor k, Afconscious, as when w
occupations; it is also elusively unconscious, and necessarily so under advanced
capitalist norms of dispersion that encourage us to think of what we do as autonomous

activity (Lentricchia,1983: 1481 4 9 ; Or avec, 1989: 180). 0 As
many concerned with questions of ideology skxaasit he mask of d o mi
ideol ogy, that is, as the alibi of power (
true in the case of Roland Baes (Amossy, 2002: 493erschbergPierrot, 2002;

Barthes, 1988 [1970]: 22, 92; Barthes, 1994a; Barthes, 1994b: Ba&Bes, 1995

[1975]: 325; 1977 [1975]: 47; 122, 147, 1534; 1975 [1973]: 29; 1974 [1970]: 100).

For Amossy, Barthes takes the Socrai@w of opinion floxg as a subordinate and

degraded form of knowledge (2002: 493). HarschbergPi er r ot Bart hes nfa
doxawith the invasive power of mass discourse in modednit§th opinion in the
statistical me ani ng rtteegtells Uslexait er m (2002: 428

the highly contingent foundations tiie utterance [that becomes] Common

Sense, Good Law, the Norm, Standard Opinions, in a wéarmoxa

(originally a lay term) (Barthes, 1994b: 1183).
He describesloxaa s e v i de A Nat evénsthati & gelaieoasnmass which
sticks onto the retina, 0 t Dexagdfthemterathat gl u
of the obvious fact, of common sense, of
325; 1977 [1975]: 122).In The Pleasure of th Text Barthes explicitly links the

concept ofdoxato questions of power and ideologypxabei ng fspread wit

bl essing oftPowdpr es amrde fiof capitalist | a
stickiness, [ €] a ki nd oefof ideslogyierscoberg u s : I n
Pierrot, 20021975 [1973]: 29; 1977 [1975]: 16B5 4 ) . 0 OcorRept ofddx@as

it operates in society, according to Herscberg er r ot , I's Aan enunci at

insidious power, insinuating itself into everyday speeexerting the imperious

strength of welestablished accepted ideas, like a fantasy that one cannot shake off

(2002 .John B. Thompson indeology and Modern Cultureses the term latent

ideol ogy, a term with stridodangt scidedarmilbe e

system of representations which serve to sustain existing relations of class domination
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by orientating individuals towards the past rather than the future, or towards the

images and ideals which conceal class relations and detracthfeortoltective pursuit

of soci al change. 0 It is a Apersistence

of ancient and venerable prejudices and

society. These traditional symbols and values are not swept eance and for all by
the constant revolutionizing of production; they live on, they modify and transform

themselves, indeed they reappear as a potent reactionary force on the very eve of

of

of

revolution itself (1990: 413r.idatUnss uuspea i sfi nl

ideol ogy as a fistory of defeat and disappo

to closely readThe Eighteenth Brumairéo support this assertion. Enter Kenneth
Burke. Burke tells us in "Revolutionary Symbolism in America" it isgsely this
uncanny ability for propertied interests in modern society to perpetuate its power
through the transformation and modification of the symbols and rituals that
stakeholders hold dear that must érmulatedby those seeking a genuine plan of
soca | rectification. By f ocus.i of gerswasion,t h e
suadere the rhetorician may more efficiently and effectively work within the
parameters ofloxa,no matter its status as dubious or benign in origin. With this in
mind, Burkerecommended the American socialist movement of the 1930's move
from discussing "the worker" to "the people" due to its functional importance in
Americandoxa Returning toThe Eighteenth Brumairés it so far fetched to imagine

a slightly altered scenaria The Eighteenth Brumairehere, on the eve of revolution

in France a leader emerged with a plan of economic populism and radical social
changebut won support for his agenda only insofar as he too adorned the dress of
Napoleon so long as it remained anttionally valuable symbol of those that would

propel him to a position of power

This is the very momentvhere the rhetorical tradition, reception studies and
ideological analysis merge, through acts of identification and their mutual dependence
on doxa. On the one hand, many reception studies focus on the beliefs and attitudes
(doxg of an audience and tie them to larger ideological concerns that perform
normatively, ethically and morally in discourse that are not altogether innocent nor a
unique prodat of an entire society. On the other hand, the rhetorical discipline seeks
to understand how these ideas function in persuasion, often with disregard to origin.

Doxology owing so much to Kenneth Burke, seeks a third way: we are not concerned
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here with tacing the origin of ideas expressed in the focus group audience
interpretation of speeches, rathBgxologyacknowledges these ideas could function

in altogether dubious ways, but, and this is crucial, it equally recognizes the potential

for social changen utilizing the very naturalized attitudes, ideas and beliefs under

scrutiny insofar as they serve as crucial stepptoges in the persuasive process.

Doxologyt hus seeks to move from pessimistic #f
optimisti ® Alhetotrgym odp power t hat finds age

communication that affects particular audiences in particular ways.

F. Conclusion

This synthesis can take into account the ways we identify, cajole and persuade one
another. We began with an instnentalist view of rhetoric and synthesized it,
through identification as a key term, to include geHsentation and the constitution

of subject positions in auditors. Identification is suavity, a courtship where a
connection is made through the sharimj symbols, rhetorical alignment,
consubstantiality and ingratiation of those addressed. We then moved toward the
social sciences to acknowledge the heterogeneous audience and their use of decoding
tactics in the reception of most rhetorical texts anddifferent meaning assigned to

the very symbols the rhetorician would use to commune with the auditor. What we
found were empirical studies and the powerful encoding/decoding model to
emphasize polysemy and resistance, we even found identification as @rikey
expressed in the wvarious ways the text A s
lacking in the social sciences and media studies, however, was an explicit exploration
of the instrumentality of identification and rhetoric, its implications, and tbeced e r 6 s
ability to utilize this term, intentionally, subconsciously, maliciously or benignly, to
weaken resistance and minimize the available decoding strategies by subsuming the
very resources available to the hdt@micoder as
and reception merge under the headingdoka and Doxology a label that can
recognize the rhetorical function present in reception studies as well as the
productivebut-limited textual interpretation of rhetorical transactions. What emerges,
then,is the idea that just as identification precedes persuasion, so to@dxasgy
precede identification. That is, in order to identiith something, there must first be

the identificationof something, the naming of something. Social scientific scholar

have made i mportant headway in insisting t
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atomized mass of i ndividual s, 0 but are nc
formations of groupings whose members will share a cultural orientation towards
decodngmesages i n particular ways (1985: 108) .
the encoders ability to observe the cultural and historical factors shaping the decoding

process and then attempt to transcend the sub cultural divide through identification

using thel adder of hierarchal ter ms, as i n B u
Moreover, as has been shown, constitutive
various sub cultur al formati ons; to take N

men and women tperpetual separateness and is to name society as essentially sub

cultural. While these sub cultural transformations do remain separate, the many
Acontradictory webs, 0 as Burke calls them,
topo t he dgiwe oadthiavatme t he Al ogic, o (in Al tt
in Westends ter ms, activate the cognitive
identification. To acknowledge the ability to resist is to also acknowledge the ability

to be coerce, manipulated, invited, or (self) persuaded into a preferred decoding

(Burke, 1937; Westen, 2007; Morley, 1980:25)). If the ability to resist holds true,

then so too does its opposite, the ability to capitulate and be persuaded.
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VI. Methodology: Qualitative Audience Methodology: Audience Response
Technology and Focus Groups

A. Overview

In the chapter on identification and audience reception studies, various theories and

empirical studies of the active audience were assessedwas/ af merging the
instrumentalist view of rhetoric with audience effect, that eloquence and finely tuned
rhetorical texts can affect audiences, but that also audiences bring with them to those

texts a wide range of cultural resources to resist or negdtie preferred meaning
(StrommerGalley and Schiappa, 1998:-3Q; Condit, 1989, 1990: 336; Lewis, 1991;

Morley, 1980; Liebes and Katz, 1993: 3; Miller, 2000). It was argued that just as
audiences can actively resist texts, so too can the producen®fatiely work to

maximize the impact of a text by developing a doxological faculty to understand the

same cultural resources diverse audiences bring to a text. This process, of the
rhetorician consciously or unconsciously analyzing how audiences respoad
message so that they might identify thei.)
attitudes, opinions and beliefs was theoretically grounde®drology both as a

rhetorical means of persuasion and something an encoded message must pass through

to estadsh meaning. While theheoretical reasons for studying audiences were

outlined in the previous two chapteBoxologycan bemethodologicallygrounded in

a variety of audienceentered designs. Virginia Nightingale and Karen Ross offer a

concise history othe various ways audiences have been approached over the course

of the Twentieth and Twenty First Century. With the increasing use of radio through

the 19400s, researchers were interested in
had on mass audiencewith marketing professionals, interested in maximizing
corporate profits, close behind. With the
academics began to grow concerned with the consequences of the amount of time
people spent consuming media, and etr A s oc i ali foc lmumandepthe nc e s
psychological welbeing and public safety of television viewing in general and

heaving viewing in particular (2003:-31) . 6 By the 1970606s, t he
audience was put into question as a range of ethpb@ and qualitative methods

emerged as ways to complement the quantitative methods that could statistically
measure the composition of audiences with the interpretation and uses of content

(ibid: 4-9). This chapter focuses on two strands of methoddodeesigned for

audience research that have fallen in and out of use during the Twentieth and Twenty

First Centuries: focus groups and momtrimoment audience response technology.
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The chapter is as follows: first, there is a survey of the history anahtayes of
audience response technology (ART) and focus groups; second, an outline is
presented of previous uses of focus groups and ART,; third, research specific variables
are presented which include the number of focus groups and participants, group
composition, sampling and recruitment as well as method of data analysis. Finally,
there is a detailed account of how the design unfolded and any field adjustments that
were made. What emerges is a triangulated attempt to analyze the rhetorical features
of the text, to explore in qualitative detail points of identification and division
between the text and selected audiences using audience response technology, and to
investigate the attitudes, opinions, and beliefs that motivate these points of

identification and division between Obama and British audiences.

B. History and Advantages of Audience Response Technology

The use of audience response technology is a relatively recent phenomenon. With the

rise of mass media in the United States during the Twentiettue television and

radio station executives along with marketing practitioners sought to understand how
audiences in certain geographical areas, demographics, or income groups responded

to content. One solution was the use of hand held audience resfguses that are

capable of measuring audience response to stimuli (Millard, 1992; Peterman, 1940;

Levy, 1982). William J. Millard has described audience response technology as a
Acognirtaiyyed xmapping the process wofiansti mul u
electronic graph with a useontrolled input device. Put differently, Tedesco
describes such a device as a nfeelings t
illuminating history of these devices in the United States. Apparently, one of the

earliest echnological attempts to capture audience response using hand held devices

was called the Program Analyzer, developed by Paul Lazarsfeld and Frank Stanton,

and used by the Central Broadcasting Station beginning in 1940. The Program
Analyzer was simple: use watched or listened to a commercial program and pushed

a green button if they liked the stimulus and a red button if they disliked the stimulus.

From this early attempt, Millard traces the sophistication of audience response
systems through the next sev a | decades. ALIi keo and #ADi sl
momentto-moment fivep o i n t Likert scale such as AdVer:
Li ke, o fANeutral, o ASomewhat Dislike, 0 and

were fitted to devices to offer users morexibility in their responses. Some
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practitioners could individually remove those input devices that stopped responding,
others fitted light bulbs to the device that turned on when dials and slides stopped
moving (ibid). Today, there are a number of vasamf audience response
technology, but most include the use of handsets with either buttons, slides or dials
that revolve around a Likert scale that participants manipulate according to their
reaction to stimuli which is then wirelessly recorded into sdamel of receiver

plugged into a computer which transforms audience input into lines on a graph.

C. Audience Response Technology: Advantages, Limitations, Previous Academic

and Professional Use

The use of audience response technology has proliferatednaned beyond its
original use to test content in commercial broadcasting and has become notably
present in the field of political communication. Frank Luntz is one of the most
prolific and weltknown pollsters that uses dial technology in the United State 1 T h e

key to dial technology, o0 Luntz told PBS

and it's anonymous. 0 Because di al shifts

audience response technology can be a way of decreasing groupthink avsl allo
individual participants to express themselves more freely. Luntz maintains that dial
technology is particularly effective because it, like politics, is about gut reactions and
Luntz asserts that dial technology can measure the intensity of these ajisnseay
observing peaks and troughs in graphic representations of user input (PBS, 2004: np).
A number of political uses for audience response technology have been utilized in
both the United States and in Europe (Democracy Corps, 2009; Reinemann and
Maurer, 2006; Tedesco, 2002; Jarman, 2005).

Despite the advantages of ART, there are several limitations tohHeadiudience
response technology that must be taken into consideration when using it to ascertain
how participants respond to content. For exlng-ein, Goethais, and Kugler
observed shifts in opinion based on the manipulation of whether respondents could
hear applause in the original stimulus (2007:-1838). In other words, peaks and
troughs may be a reaction by respondents to how they thaykstmould react. This

leads into a much larger question about audience response technology: what is "it"
that participants are reacting to? This question can be posed on the input side (each

respondent has their own reasons for why they turned the dial)pm the side of
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anal ysi s. Laur al Peacock raises this point
Analyzers during the 2008 presidential debates: polysemy seeps into evaluation and

Afa reading on the chart at anysapdcowdn t i me
be explained in many different ways (20009)
and beliefs and to resolve the vague meaning of graphical representations of audience
reactions to stimuli, audience response sessions can be coupled wilyfoaps as a

way to gain further doxological insight.

D. Focus Groups: Purpose and History

Gunter tells us that focus groups were first usensivel\py the American military

during the Second World War to f@dmeeser mi ne
designed to boost army morale (2000: 42).0
was born out of the same experiments conducted by Lazarsfeld with audience
response technology (2001). After exposure to the stimuli and responding to it using

red and green buttons, the group came together and discussed their reactions. This

was because Merton, who came shortly after audience response technology came into
use, became A[dissatisfied] with an appr oc:
negative respnses, [and] set about developing iaterviewing procedurdor the

groups, which would help researchers to describe the subjective reactions of the group
members to the programmes they heard (ibi
focus groups were priamily run by market researchers, however, the method saw a
dramatic rise in the frequency of its wuse
and into the Twenty First Century (Fern, 2001: 3; Kitzinger and Barbour, 1999: 1,
Morrison, 1998). Focus grogphave also seen an increase in the range of topics it is

used for: propaganda films, HIV/AIDS campaign reception, public recall of industrial

disputes, child abuse, the Royal Family, nuclear risk, interpretation of news
programmes and political campaigontent as well as market research (Billig, 1992;

Kitzinger and Barbour, 1999; Green and Hart, 1999; Morley, 1980; Philo, 1990).

The focus group has also become a staple of the modern political campaign. Dick
Morris in his memoirs as a political pollstezcalls a meeting with then Arkansas
Attorney Gener al Bi | | Clinton and his fasc

techniques used in the film industry could be used in politics:
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AAnd you just apply these tlkegphimdadques t o
how it coul d be do reehing witd/pojiticahamld4? Od o t h e
speeches? Olarguments about the issues? Ater each statement, ask them

again whom t heydr een yo can gee Which argorheats f or .
move how many voters anehich voters they move (Gladwell, 2005-645 ) . 0

Frank Luntz used digksting and focus groups for the Republican National Party to

coin the #AContract with America, o a Repub
helping sweep Republicans into controlli@gngress during the migrm elections in

1994. As a user of dial testing and focus groups, Luntz is hired by corporations and
candidates to find out what people are thinking and what messages they respond to, in

other words, their values, attitudes, amginions about issues, brands, and stimuli

(Luntz, 2007; 2009). Focus groups played a major role in the 2008 election as well.

Balz and Johnson cite sever al exampl es tha
utilization of polling data and focus groupsdraft effective messages and anticipate

audience reactions (Balz and Johnson, 2008: 313, 321; Plouffe, 2009).

But why use focus groups? Lewis persuasively argues the usefulness of focus groups

and audience reception sitsudtilees reestauskeviidut
into the conscious, linguistic world we construct around us (1991: 81). This
construction of meaning is by no means solely an individual enterprise; the
construction of meaning is a complex social process of negotiation (Schroder

Drotner, Kline, Murray, 2003: 12425; Gunter, 2000: 42; Deacon et al, 1999: 55;

Philo, 1990: 7; Stewart et al, 2006: 11). The recognition that focus groups can
uncover cultural values, norms, and collectively constructed knowledge is made by

some of themost prolific and influential academic researchers in the social sciences
(Kitzinger, 1995; Gunter, 2000: 47; Liebes and Katz, 1993: 29; Bloor et al. 2001: 17;

Lewi s, 1991: 91, Phil o, 1990: 7; Mor |l ey, 1
usedtosi mul ate some of the processes of publi
stress in the opening pages of their book on focus group theory that they are ideal for

uncovering cultural commonplaces about particular issues:

[Focus groups] can provide theccasion and the stimulus for collectivity
members to articulate those normally uraitated normative assumptions.
The group is a socially legitimated occasifor participants to engage in
Oretrospective introspectioatpréviously o att en
taken for granted assumptions. This teasbogg may only be partial (with
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many areas of ambiguity or opacity remainiaggd it may be disputatious (as
limits are encountered to shared meanings), bomay yield up as much rich
data on groumorms as long periods of ethnographic fieldwork (2001654

Kitzinger and Barbour outline some similar advantages of the focus group:

Focus groups are ideal for exploring pec¢
and concerns. [ éhalFloeusegeadauplserad stoo ee x
di fferent perspectives as they operate
groups are invaluable for examining how knowledge, ideas,-ttyg, self
presentation and linguistic exchanges operate within a giuétaral context
(1999: 5; Stewart et al, 2006: 11).
Wh a 't Lewis calls the focus groupds abilit.y
easily be calledloxa,is a body of interpretations made by the audience through which

the researcher can exploreanéng assigned to stimuli:

[At] the heart of this project is the desire to discover those resources of
meaning a TV viewer draws from his or her cultural environment, in order to
interpret whathe or she sees or hears. How, in other words, do teadien
program and the viewer's ideological repertoire merge to create meaning? [...]
A transcript from a probing interview is not a straightforward articulation of
the cultural and ideological resources used by respondents to inform their
interpretaions of television. It is, nonetheless, littered with evidence thereof
(Lewis, 1991: 117, Moriarty, 1997; Bourdieu, 1995: 116&D).

A focus group, t hen, i s a purpose dri ven

terminology, is an observation of the Famentary Wrangle that exists in the give

and take of opinions, stotglling and linguistic exchanges. What focus group

members like or dislike about a politician, and why; or what qualities participants

consider as admirable, or what messages partispganerally consider persuasive

and why is the stuff identification is made of. The focus group offers then an

opportunity for the researcher to observe, albeit in a clinical setting, values, norms,

knowledge, beliefs, and attitudes socially and rhettlyi@nstructed as the stories,

anecdotes, jokes, aspirations and scapegoats all come from cultural, gendered, racial,

ethnic and national identifications. In short, the focus group is a tool of the doxologist.

E. Research Variables: Sampling and Recruihent Method
Purposive sampling, as opposed to a statistically representative sample, is used here
as a means of finding and recruiting focus group participants. This is justified for

several reasons. First, using any group of people in the United Kingdamitself
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inescapably purposive; "Britain" being a purposively selected population subset of the
total "global" audience exposed to Obama's speeches and key campaign messages.
Second, there are no claims being made here for focus group data beitigaghatis
representative of the United Kingdom in its demographic entirety, and no need when
the goal is to demonstrate a variety of decoding positions and a range of preferred and
oppositional textual interpretations, a point echoed by many academicsfosusg

groups (Frey et al, 1991: 135; Schroder, Drotner, Kline, and Murray, 2003: page;
Deacon et al, 1999: 56; Lewis, 1991: 108, 113; Liebes and Katz, 1993: 23; Philo,
1990: 23; Kitzinger and Barbour, 1999: 7). Even with a statistically representative
sampe of those living in the United Kingdom, a researcher could not procure a "real"

or definitive interpretation of Obama's speeches, articulation of national identity, or a
final doxological reading. Like Liebes and Katz' studypailas, this research idéss
interested in random selections of a sample of each community than we were in
clusters of community members who are in
23)." While the nature of the sample as purposive is primarily a theoretical concern,
the logstics of recruiting the sample would fall under the term of a "snowball"
sample, that is, members of a particular community of interest are asked to nominate
fellow members of their community that fit the research criteria of being a legal
citizen of theUnited Kingdom or having lived in the United Kingdom for an extended
period of time or someone with the intent of living in the United Kingdom for an

extended period of time.

F. Overview of the Normative Focus Group and Dial Session
Ideally, each focus rgup lasts approximately two hour§he following is a

breakdown of each session:

12:00Participants arrive, small talk and introductions

12:15Last participants arrive, broad overview of research topic, focus group
12:25Instructions on use of audiemcesponse technology, Q&A on use of
audience response technology

12:30-Pretest questionnaire using dials, introductory questions: What comes
to mind when you think about the election in 2008? What did you think about
Barack Obama then versus now? @o@bama be elected in the UK? If so,
what party would he belong to?

12: 40Stimuli presented, audience response data recorded

13:20Group discussion of speech, collective interpretation of significant
points of audience response data
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14:00Wind downdiscussion, discuss unaddressed issues, disperse financial
incentive.

G. A Methodological Retrospective: Group Numbers, Composition, Location
and Field Adjustments
In total, twelve groups focus groups were convened between September and

December 2010 amgere randomly and equally divided by each of the three Obama
campaign speeches, resulting in four focus groups responding to each speech. Groups
were recruited from a variety of sources, but each of the twelve groups except one
(Americans studying at CaftlUniversity) had preexisting relations or belonged to

the same group or society through which they were contacted, usually by a group
administrator or society chairperson. In total, sixize participants were recruited,;

two groups tied for the largesumber of participants at eight; the smallest group had
three participants. The average was between five and six participants. The location of
the convened group also varied; often it was convened in seminar rooms at Cardiff
University but focus groups eve also conducted in the greater Cardiff area,
Aberystwyth, Portsmouth and London. Participants were offered a flat participation
fee of £5 and, if the participants were asked to travel to the focus group location, an
additional £5 was offered to coveryainavel expenses incurred. Two focus groups of

practicing journalists studying in the

Uni

in actiono block during a research away d

course, so no reimbursement was required.

Participants were asked to attend a focus group session for approximately two hours.
Three factors complicated the duration: inclement weather, the nature of the group as
one with preexisting social relations and the dtakting software. First, severaldus

groups were scheduled during a period of severe snow and ice at night in Cardiff
which not only suppressed turnout but delayed those that did attend. Second, many
participants arrived together, and for the focus group this meant that often at the
schaluled start time of the focus group there were insufficient numbers to begin a
focus group. One focus group, for example, consisted of one participant waiting by
herself for nearly half an hour before two other participants arrived and the focus
group coull commence. Third, if participants arrived late, the moderator would have
to create a dialesting software profile for the participant to use before the focus
group would commence. These delays often meant that focus groups were anywhere
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from one and a hfto over two hours in duration, resulting in a necessarily modified

and curtailed focus group question route. Besides the total length of each focus group,

the | ength of the speech stimulus affectec
Democratic Natinal Convention speech, for example, is over twenty minutes longer

t han Obamads speech in Berlin. I n fact, t h
a constant balance between maintaining a consistent question route between groups

and maintaining sensiity to group composition and group interpretation of Obama

and his speeches. Generally, the moderator began the focus group with small talk and

an offering of refreshments as participants arrived. As the focus group began,
participants were asked fourte@retest demographic questions on a large screen

using the diatesters as their input device. The moderator then asked participants to

think back to 2008 and to recall their memories of the 2008 election, often in just one

word to open up the dialoguBach group was also asked to describe their attitudes,

beliefs and opinions towards Barack Obama during the campaign and how (and if)

that had changed to today. The purpose here was to record a verbal account of the
groupos decodi ng e gfarin ptme e sodrto-camie aaudiencei g h t I
interpretation of Obamads speeches. From |
asked based on group characteristics that came up during the discussion or in the pre

test questionnaire. Examples include what factors leatdcselection of one national

identity over another, what qualities led participants to become active in a particular
political party and to describe their def
coverage Obama received in the UK. Finally, participavere asked whether Obama

could be elected as Prime Minister in the UK and which political party they thought

he might belong to. This question resulted in particularly contradictory answers but

did indeed force many participants to reveal their perceptio concer ni ng Oba
ideol ogy and how that fits with perception
were given instructions on how to use the -tiglters for the duration of the speech.

The number fA1000 r epr esen eetdwardshtiee spaects t posi
and AN00 represented the most negati ve. Par
their feelings towards the speech changed. Participants were asked not to change the

dial frivolously, but to change the dial reading as their fgmslichanged for the

duration of the speech. Even with instruction, however, participants chose to interact

with the dialtesters in different ways. Some participants only occasionally moved

their dial, a few seldom if at all. Others turned their dialsadtatile shifts between
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feeling very positive and very negative. Participants also varied in how they
approached the stimulus: a few pretended they were hearing the speech for the first
time and responded as to whetnhceirplteh eoy wheillt:
most seemed to respond as they currently felt towards Barack Obama in the current

political climate.

After the speech, participants typically took a refreshment break. Participants were
then asked their general impressions of the speeuis. was typically the area of
greatest sensitivity for the moderator to be attuned to the decoding equipment and
interpretations the participants brought to the text. Next, participants were asked to
describe the factors that led them to turn the dialouglown. Alternatively, the
moderator followed up answers given by participants with questions regarding their
answer in relation to the ditdster: did they turn it up at that point of the speech, or
down, or the same? During the speech, the moderatdd aiserve the graphical
momentto-moment data as it was recorded in real time. As it did, the moderator
recorded peaks, troughs, rapid fluctuations as well as acute and divergent positive and
negative responses to the speech. After giving general ingesparticipants were
asked about several of these key moments in the speech to explain whether they
turned their dial up or down and what factors led to this decision. As the focus group
came to a close, the moderator offered participants an opportanitsing up any

issues that neither the moderator nor other participants had addressed, allowing them
to speak on their own terms. Following this, the moderator ended the focus group and
disbursed reimbursement forms. One last challenge during the foous process

was the diatesting software. Due to technical faults at the time of executing the
research design, only sixfgur of the sixtynine participants were recorded using the
dial-testing technology. In total, over ten hours of talk were recarelgdting in over
83,000 words of qualitative focus group data. No note was taken of voice inflection or
nonverbal communication, but the partial transcription included the recorded content
of the moderator and each participant providing the transcriwed cinderstand what
the participant said from the recording.
placed in place of the unclear text. Focus group conversations and statements were
divided into pretest data, which largely addressed contextodl general discussions
about Obama, and petgst conversations which included contextual data as well as

stimulusspecific data. While not every utterance made during the focus group
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sessions could be analyzed in depth, thetgse data were incorporatedto the
following contextual chapter surrounding Obama, the United States and the United
Kingdom, while the stimuluspecific data were carefully interwoven with the
rhetorical analysis of the text and triangulated with the mottemoment audience
respnse data. The momett-moment data resulted in a total of 137,181 points of
measurement from the 65 participants over three speeches. Appendix 1 offers a key
to reading the PNAR charts as they are presented throughout the rest of the thesis.
The preted questionnaire built into the dial testing software resulted in the possibility

of crosstabulating the dial testing results with gender, favorability towards Obama,
religious activity, education level and income range. While certainly the source of
future scholarship, here the Positive/Negative Aggregate Score (PNAR) is the object
of analysis due to the length constraints of the thesis. Before the findings of this
gualitative study are outlined, first a contextualizing chapter is provided that details
the political, economic and cultural background in which these focus groups too

place.
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VII. America and the UK: Contextual Convergence and Divergence
A. Overview

In the previous chapter, the method by which audiences were sindied United

Kingdom were outlined as well as a retrospective of how the research unfolded. But,

before detailing the content of the findings of how British audiences responded to
Obamads speeches, it I s useful ta, provi d:i
economic and cultural themes that exist in relations between the United States and the

United Kingdom as well as prevailing attitudes towards Barack Obama. The purpose

of this chapter is to accomplish three objectives. First, this chapter places liKennet
Burkeds theory of identification at a gl o
United Kingdom, and the European Union through the construction of convergent and
divergent political, cultural and economic interests. Second, this chapter seeks to

justfy why the United Kingdom provides an il
transnational appeal. Several justifying factors are expanded upon to achieve this,
including: unprecedented covera@é the 2008 American Presidential Election in the

United Kingdom;a fascinationwith Barack Obama and the 2008 US election in the

United Kingdom; anoverwhelming exposuréo American culture in the United

Kingdom; adramatic shiftin pre and posglection polling data of views of the United

States in the United Kingdonanduniquenational, historical, and economic factors

that have the potential for multiple identificationgthin the United Kingdom and

betweerthe United Kingdom, the European Union, and the United States. Third, this

chapter seeks to contextualize thggstifying factors in the run up to the 2008

American election.

B. Obama and the United Kingdom:Doxologyand Identification

In terms ofDoxology this chapter provides a range mlitical, economic, cultural

and institutional sources of beliefs andtdudes towards the United States. Britain

provides an excellent example of the myriad of national, sub national, economic,
linguistic, cultural, sub cultural, and historical identifications within the nagiate

and between the United States and theofean Union. Just as Burke and Aristotle

spoke of the difficulty of Aprai sing At he
youdbre fAamong Lacedemonians, 0 those | iving
Obamads attempts to gr oubelefs df ihisnBneetichn i n t h e

audience. This chapter justifies why this exposure to an at once national and global

59



rhetorical discourse, and the tension that arises between identification and division, is
worthy of study. But why study Great Britain? These @&mts, "Britain” and
"Britishness," are what make a natistate under pressure such an interesting unit of
analysis. For "Britain" is primarily a political invention and has become acutely
under pressure, internally and externally, over the course oflWentieth and
Twenty-First Century (Nairn, 1981: 134).

C. I nternal Pressures on ABritishnesso: Th
Internally, "Englishness,"” the dominant and hegemonic mode of "Britishness" has

been contested by a number of competing identificatiMwley and Robins, 2001:

4). Paxman wrote an entire book on the traditional mode of "Britishness," that is,
"Englishness” by asking: "[with] the end of empire, the cracks opening in the so

called United Kingdom, the pressures for England to plunge intogde, and the
uncontrollability of international businesset me wondering. What did it mean to be

English (Paxman, 2000: vik; Morley and Robinson, 2001)?As early as 1977, Tom

Nairn was writing about this ftThwei |1 QYHhao sof
Aprogressive nationali smso f ounechational Wal es
considerations of the European Community have been factors threatening the
established, domi nant nar r atld)y Withimthe ABr i t i :
process of devolution and beyond it, there are also, according to Morley and
Robinson, issues of "rural, (sub)urban, the traditional and the modern, the public and

the private, nationality, regionality, statehood, race, ethnicity, religion, and external

relaions with the former Empire and Commonwealth, Europe, and the United States"

that are at once creating new forms of multicultural modes of being "British" while

contesting former narratives of "Britishness" (200)5

D. Stuck in the Middle: External Pressures on Britain

Externally, the United Kingdom has over the past-hatitury been drawn into the
gravitational pull of the sealled postational constellation of the European Union.
While the European project was supported to varying degrees uwaaging
administrations by the United States during the Twentieth Century as a bulwark
against the Soviet Union, many European elites also saw the project as a unique
opportunity to create a distinct European identity in contrast to increasing American

output of capital and culture on the continent after the Second World War (Stephan,
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2006: 24; Gifford, 2008: 26; Peterson and Pollack, 2003: 3). With the fall of the

Soviet Union and its withdrawal from Eastern Europe, the reunification of Germany,

the creabn of the euro zone and the subsequent enlargement of the European Union,

the process of integration and increasing internationalcselfidence have created

what Mc Cormick calls a European superpower
when surveyingpolitical and economic relations between the European Union and the

United States, especially with the United Kingdom as a natiae with shared

political, economic and cultural values and interests with both governmental

structures.

E. Sources of Phtical Identification: America, United Kingdom, European

Union

Politically, the presence of the Soviet Union enabled Western Europe and the United
States to transcend historical rivalries, at least provisionally, through shared interests
against a perceevd e nemy . The end of the Cold War,
open to reinterpretation from the binary context under which it was given value, and

this has most clearly been demonstrated in thdddSnvasion of Afghanistan and

Irag. The military actionagainst Afghanistan and Irag has been documented in a

variety of ways, but what is important here is the considerable amount of literature

that points to the death of the-sca |l | e d ATransatl antic Al T
Habermas, 2006: 348, 6%82; Kagan,2003; McCormick, 2007; Peterson and

Pollack, 2003: 2, 7, 10: 285; Gnesotto, 2002: 27; Howorth, 2003: 123RX here is

al so a considerable amount of l iterature
government attempted to serve between the UnitedsSaaig Europe, evidently as a

matter of longstanding Whitehall policy (Kagan, 2003: 75; Peterson and Pollack,

2003: 7; Howorth, 2003: 15, 19, 20). Habermas persuasively argues that 15 February
2003, the orchestrated day of masstest in parts of Europe the USled invasion

of Ilraq would be a day of infamy that ~AfAbin
through opposition to the United States, not as an enemy, but as an alternative
philosophy of international governance and diplomacy. For Habermats,h e
constellation which allowed the lucky Western Europeans to develop such a mentality

[of a desire for a secular, muldteral, and legally regulated international order based

on a reformed United Nations] has collapsed since the events of 1989 ahd 199

However, February 18hows that the mentality itself has outlived the context which
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gave rise to it (2006: 45). 0 Habermas <cap
United Kingdom as it seems to be caught somewhere between the competing projects

of the European Union and the United States: as the events of Iraq unfolded Blair

touted his unswerving support for Bush, but this was by no means universally
supported. Mor eover, those in the UK who
opposition to the police of the United States may not necessarily have the same

ideas for what the EU should be when compared to their French or Belgian

counterparts (ibid: 53).

F. European Hegemon, British Euroscepticism?
The metaphor of Britain distermatgpnalipcogatsgsh t bet w

especially apt when considering the economic feuds and interdependence of the

United States, European Union, and the United Kingdom. For Peterson, the weight

t he EU has i n gl obal trade ear ndeed, it t he
Al out si de] of the military domain, 0 Khann
greater than that of Ameri ca, for It is t

standard setter for technology and regul at

AEurope is turning away from power, or
moving beyond power into a salbntained world of laws and rules and
transnational negotiation and cooperation. It is entering a-lpststrical
paradise of peace and relatiper osper i ty, the realizati or
Aper petual peace (Kagan, 2003).0
McCormick posits that the postodern global order based on trade and
interdependency we currently live in makes a nurturing environment for an emerging
European superpowe. hi s i s a world where fAthe mean
i mportant than the means of destruction (:
searching questions about the old model (o
remarkable failures of the US foreign mylisince September 2001, a state of affairs
which has led to a worldwide surge of aAtme r i cani s m, has under mit
claims to global leadership, and has enlarged the ranks of those standing behind non
military responses to international problemsi{i d: 5) . 0 For McCor mic
nature of the international system, the declining value of military power in the post
modern system, Europebdbs economic dominance
and Europeds i ncr eas.i ntign withuthet Unitech Stateb allg e mo n i ¢

have emerged as reasons to support the thesis of a European superpower to
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counterbalance the United States (ibie)7

The gravitational pull of the EU has had profound implications for the United
Kingdom on issues ofrta d e , | aw, and i mmigration. Ter
inauguration, Gordon Brown, the then Prime Minister delivered a speech to CBI
outlining Britainbés intertwined economic
British trade relied on European countrissyen hundred thousand British companies
have European ties, and over three million British jobs depended on Europe (CBI,
2009). When the UK formally joined the European Community, over 43 new volumes
of European legislation, including 2,900 regulatiomsd &410 directives, became
binding for British citizens (Pilkington, 2001: 79). According to Pilkington, Britain's
signing of the Single European Act and the Maastricht and Amsterdam treaties means
that the once sovereign British parliament cannot enacs ldat conflict with
Community laws nor can British courts not enforce decisions made by the European
Court of Justice (ibid: 85, 147). Pilkington persuasively argues that, as a result of
more progressive European law, British citizens have gained adgekin terms of
gender equality, environmental, immigration, civic, and consumer rights (ibid: 147,
195206). With an overwhelming share of European citizens living in former
industrial centers, Britain has been a-beneficiary for European regeneration
projects, including billions for business support, infrastructure, training, community
development, agriculture and fisheries that have been pumped into areas like Wales,
Merseyside, and Cornwall (ibid: 1411). Given what seems to be a great deal of
berefits from membership in the EU, Britain lags behind other countries in terms of
European enthusiasm, voter turnout for electing Members of European Parliament
hovers between twenty and thirty per cent (ibid: -18%). This long and well
established trad@n of Euroscepticism has found its most recent manifestation in the
aftermath of the Second World War as Britain vacillated between Europe, its empire,
and the United States. For Gifford, the transformation from imperial state to EU
member from 1961 undehe Macmillan government "has created and ignited crises
of collective identity within British political institutions and civil society that finds
express in the rise of contemporary Euroscepticism (2008: 1; Forster, 2002)." At
various periods of time, blo the Conservative and Labour parties have mobilized
against European integration, and according to Gifford, that mobilization has

historically been against "pragmatic party elites who maintained the centrality of
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British membership of the EC to pastperial and geepolitical survival (Gifford,

2008: 10).0 In |late 2009 a question was po
should remain in the EU, to which Sir Stephen Wall responded with a bleak
expectation of reduced global influence should Britaitlhadvaw from the EU:

"There is no alternative way of advancing the British national interest," he

says. I n trade negotiations for example
have to have the strength to hit them hard where it hurts in response. On our
own, it's quite difficult for wus to do -

Still, Eurosceptics (not beingecessarilyaligned with "American” interests) have
constituted "the people"” of Britain through a common European "other" as a "threat to
Britainos mbandegitcal develbbpmert,'bacconstitutive process that has
shaped policies of "British exceptionalism™" towards Europe since at least the 1950's

during and in between waves of European integration (ibid),68).

G. The United States and United Kigdom: Shared Economic, Political, and
Cultural Substance

In the postwar history of the Twentieth Century a seemingly stable narrative of
interdependence and the mutual exertion of political, economic and cultural influence
from the United Kingdom and th&nited States with occasional and sometimes

profound disagreements. Economically, Gifford argues that

This interdependence of American and British economic interests both
necessitated and probl emati sed Britainit
America and the continent. Evidently, the formal breakdown of Bretton

Woods in 1973 and the end of the sterling area lessened the importance of the

pound as an international currency, so that it was no longer a significant

barrier to British membership. Howen it did not necessarily alter the

underlying structural financial capital. Nowhere was this more evident than in

Britainds position as a chronic interna
for credit directly from the US, as well as the US daméd IMF (Gifford,
2008).

Af t er the War, as "American <capital penet

British overdependence on American credit was leveraged by the United States as a
way of demanding economic reform within the British Commonwéadtim imperial

nepotism to free trade (ibid: 23). If the EU and the US represent the largest bilateral
trading bloc, the United Kingdom takes the lion share of European trade with the US.
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Il n 1997, At he] UK and US artehetrhées |caorugnetsrti
UK/US trade is worth over 42 billion a year (up 12 per cent in 1996), and much more

if you include invisibles (Priestly, 1997:
explosion of mut ual i nvest menlta tainadn scho npgol oan
the end of the Cold War: British firms investment in the US rose from-toree

billion in 1988 to one hundred and twesttyo billion in 1998, while the larger

European Union rose from twenrtiyree billion in 1988 to ninetyine billion in 1998

(Gifford, 2008: 87). In 2008, the United States exported a total of $53.59 billion

worth of goods and services to the United Kingdom, while the United Kingdom

exported $58.58 billion to the United States. According to the BrKislerican

Business Concil, $400 billion in direct investment flows from the United States to

the United Kingdom, while is $410 billion flows from the United Kingdom to the

United States per annum (BABC, 2009).

Politically, Dumbrell notes that Britain and the United Statemevidentified in shared
intereststhrough their common opposition to (division from) the Soviet Union that
included between the US and UK at a govern
friendships, [an] institutionalized exchange of information ajadmplex and sturdy

net works of military and diplomatic cooper
political history of AngleAmerican relations reveals rhetorical constructions of
convergent interests as well as conciliatory rhetoric and reaffonstto the

"enduring” and "special” relationship of cooperation. Perhaps because of the "muted
relationship" of the 1970s, as Bartlett calls it, diplomatic relations were seen to have

been revived in the 1980's, personified by the personal relationgiwpdreThatcher

and Reagan. Gifford argues that "the defining elements of Thatcherism as an Anglo
American political project were fundamentally in contradiction to deeper processes of
European integration. [...] The Thatcher governments signed up to thdvigw and
enthusiastically imported American policies on a range on issues including labor

market deregulation, health reforms and taxations (20088631 At times,

Thatcher's selective view of history was particularly fiise=d:

The North AtlanticAlliance, the IMF, the World Bank, splitting the atom,
victory in two world wars and in Korea and the Gulf, the defeat of fascism and
of communism and the triumph of freedahese are the fruits of the Anglo
American alliance through this century. Thgsthe story of that remarkable
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achievement of the enduring relationship between two great peoples (ibid).

While this particular view is one narrative among many, other areas of interest have
been articulated over the course of the Twentieth CentueyAtlantic Charter of

1941 and Nazi Germany as a common enemy, cooperation in nuclear research,
intelligence sharing, the mutually perceived "Soviet threat,” similar policies to combat
Soviet activities in Azerbaijan, policy designed to protect oil interesthe Middle

East, the formation of NATO, America's assistance in rebuilding Britain's economy
through the Marshall Plan as a way of geopolitically fighting the Soviets, the "Soviet
buffer" created by the Baghdad Pact of 1955, cooperative conflicorohad and

Lebanon, the Polaris missile system, the Trident missile system, the United States'
supply of sidewinder aito-air missiles, Shrike antadar missiles, mortar, and
intelligence of Argentine military movements during the Falklands conflict, and
British airspace and runways for American bombers to strike at perceived terrorist
targets in Libya. More recently conflict in Afghanistan, Iraqg, Iranian sanctions have
brought varying levels of public dissent along side varying degrees of elite,
governmety and military cooperation. Finally, there is the Americanization of British
politics from Thatcher and Reagan to Neil
Nor man Fair cl o Neyvhiébsur, Newd anguagefiat the avolution of

New L a brohuertbosr i c emanated partially from
Democrat 6so el ect/2.on in 1992 (2000: 638

Still, these scholarly works also reveal profound disagreements between the two
nation states on issues such as war debts, naval parity, multilatatal tersus
imperial preference, nuclear research, {abe agreements, decolonialization, the
United States' bomber bases in East Anglia and their nuclear submarines stationed
near Glasgow, the Suez Canal, America's disappointment with Britain naigdire
European Community in 1957, British refusal to commit forces to Vietnam, the UK's
postBatista trade relations with Cuba, Israel and Palestine, Britain's attendance of the
1980 Moscow Olympics despite America's objections, and Thatcher's disapgaintm

in America'’s invasion of Grenada without the consultation of her government. More
recently, Bill Clinton's invitation of Sinn Fein president Gerry Adams to the White
House was a source of tension, Bosnia, Kosovo, the War on Terror, and the Iraqi
conflict have seen public dissent, political disagreement, and vocal wonder at the
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durability and the need for recalibration of the "special relationship." Neither
nostalgia nor invective are adequate frameworks for understanding the political
history of the Urned States and the United Kingdom. The United States has
historically encouraged the United Kingdom to participate in the European project yet
the two natiorstates have had a separatesgomng btlateral relationship that has

seen moments of both congence and divergence.

H. The US and the UK: Cultural Consubstantiality?

According to Wil ford, while "the UK has te
in the realm of foreign policy, so the British have been relatively unresistant to
American cultwal influences, both highbrow and popular (2006). This process of
"Americanization” represents the larger European and indeed global presence of
American capital, culture and corporations ranging from, for example, "television,

movie houses and music clylbfast food, matters of lifestyle, popular literature and

musicals, education, and the style of political campaigning (Stephan, 2006: 1)."

There is an extended history of American cultural artifacts to be found in the United
Kingdom: Hollywood, rock and all, jazz, blues, Disney, McDonalds, ASDA,

Vauxhall, American television and film, Starbucks, Ford, GGo#a, Microsoft,

Apple, Facebook, Twitter, and IBM are just a few of the corporations and cultural

artifacts often found under the heading "global@atibut can just as easily be seen

as modes of AAmericanization, 0 i ngrained
particularly British psyche that they have become a part of the dominant, and
naturalized, cultural landscape (Gifford, 2008: 12). In their chapte American

influence on British culture, Storry and Childs indicate that "US television shows

have brought their worlds into British living rooms to the extent that they are no

| onger t hought of as 6Americané and even
esentially O6British©o: t his i s il lustrated
musicals such a¥he Wizard of Oand The Sound of Musievery Christmas in

Britain. If identity is defined by cultural activities, we in Britain are at least-part
American 01 997: 317) .0 Indeed, Dumbr el | cites a
cent of all British cinema box office receipts were for American films. John Lennon

once remarked that he had been oOhalf Amer.i

Presleyrecord, and t he homogeneity of dominant Br
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led some to speak of "Anglamerica" as a single form of musical culture (Wilford,
2006: 33). Tens of thousands of students, including British elites, participate in
official academic exdmnges between the two countries, a tool the United States
Department of State has found particularly effective in creating "mutual
understanding” between two peoples (Wilford, 2006:234 ScotiSmith, 2008;
Snow, 2008). Given the ubiquity of American cuét in the UK, it should be noted
that, like economic and political considerations, cultural influence is two ways and
manifests itself in the United States with, for example, British news consumption and
British celebrity Times,2010; Telegraph 2010; Hansen, 2007; Montgomerie, 2007;
Kiss, 2008). Moreover, whether they come from the United States or Britain, these
cultural phenomena are not indicative of any kind of causal positive influence and can
take the form of negotiated and oppositional read{igsford, 2006: 34). Readings
stem not from a homogenous ABritain, o
doxological identifications. This is also precisely why the United Kingdom provides
an excellent case study for identification: externally, the Unikedyjdom straddles
shared interests with the United States and the European Union; identifying with one
is sometimes, but not necessarily, to divide from the other. While these shared
interests may indeed be hegemonic; they are certainly not homogenousthiar
British culture are Eurosceptics, aAtnericans, diasporic communities, devolved
identifications, and a range of age, class, gendered, ethnic, occupational,
geographical, cultural and swhltural interests, and, to boot, these groups are by no
means mutually exclusive. Britishness is complicated and contested as Britain
remains "a multhational posimperial disorder that lacks any deep or unifying
conceptions of ethnic or civic nationhood (Gifford, 2008: 9; McCrone and Kiely,

2000; Storry and Qhds, 1997: 3)." This is an essential caveat for what is to follow.

l. British Attitudes Towards the United States

Although highly complex and often contested, there seems to have been a statistical
trend captured by polling companies with regard tduatéis in the United Kingdom
towards the United States during the first decade of the Twenty First Century. Using
predominantly quantitative methods, the Pew Global Attitudes project found a net
drop of favorability of thirty points, from 83% favorability i2000 to just 53% in

2008 (Pew, 2009; Dumbrell, 2006: 3). The reasons for this significant drop in positive

sentiment towards the US are easily placed: the conventional narrative places an
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overwhelming sympathy with the United States after 9/11 and aiarof that same

sentiment before, during, and after the invasion of Iraq, Abu Ghraib, and negative
perceptions of the Bush doctrine of preemptive military strik&Sunday Timepoll

commi ssioned on 16 February 2003deftound dAr
citing Bush and Ilragqi dictator Saddam Huss
(Dumbr el | , Guadhah poll iddicated thah 51% of respondents agreed,
AAmeri can culture threatens our own cul tur
citizens also yielded a 75% agreement with
influence on international affairs (Travi
Opinion Poll found that a majority (57%) of British respondents found the United

St ateésceéenfhuthe world as fAmainly negative
Pew found only 24% of the British public h
leadership.

The implications of these attitudinal shifts in the UK are clear. In his biduok
SecondWorld, Khanna noted in 2007 t hAmericanhe MfAsei

worl do would be difficult't to rever se:

Neither democratic idealism nor hegemonic messianism holds much promise
for restoring trust in America, which has gone from the invisibéadh
incarnate to merely one of several competing vendors or brands on the catwalk
of credibility (2007: 323).

For Khanna, Afgeopol it i c kike Bwkean iéntificapoh,ay f av o
the current geopolitical climate is a world of alignmemnist alliances (Khanna, 2007:
323-324). Nothing is fixed, interests change, and there can be new sources of

identification and division between people and nations.

J. Obamamania: Barack, the 2008 Presidential Election and British Reception

A survey of & of the larger national newspaper yields some interesting results of the
extensive coverage the 2008 US election received. Below are the circulation and
demographic figures closest to the election for @weardian Times, Independent,

Sun, Daily MailandDaily Telegraph
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Newspaper Circulation |ABC1 |C2DE 1544 45+ Men  |Women
(Millions)

The Sun 7.870 3.002 4.867 4.545 [3.325 4.382 (3.488
Daily Mail 4.949 3.286 [1.663 1.312 3.637 2.367 |2.582
Daily Telegraph 1.887 1.674 213 430 1.457 993 893
The Times 1.770 1.558 212 745 1.025 1.028 (742
The Guardian 1.206 1.080 (126 621 585 696 510
The Independent 649 541 107 364 284 375 274
TOTAL 18.331 11.141 (7.188 8.017 10.313 9.841 8.490

Table 7.1: National Broadsheet Circulation Source: NRS; Date: April 28March

20

A Nexis search of election coverage in UK national newspapers, while not

scientifically sampled or representative of any measure of journglistiminence

shows

j ust

how

extensive
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Figure 7.1: UK Election Coverage of Barack ObamgSource: Nexis)

This paints a partial picture of British national press coverage of the American
presidential campaign cycle in 2007/2008. Using thedermi Oba ma 6 and Ael
the primary season that began in January 2008 was the start of an enormous amount

of coverage of both Barack Obama and the 2008 presidential election. When the
frequency of coverage given to Obama is compared to other signijaxanilistic

news stories in Britain during 2008, the results are astounding:
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Figure 7.2: Comparative Coverage of Barack Obama During 2008 Election

(Source: Nexis)

As Figure 7.2 indicates, the ascendancy of Gordon Brown to the position of Prime

Minister dominates the news agenda during 2P008 in these broadsheets. The
search term AAfghani stano comes in second
David Cameron, then leader of the Opposition comes in third with over 10,000 news

items, Barack Obama ot far behind with nearly 9,000 news items. In their annual

AZei tgeisto report, Google confirms Obamabd
the seventh fastest rising Google search term and, among politicians in the United
Kingdom, was even more prominerit) Gordon Brown; 2) David Cameron; 3)

Barack Obama; 4) Tony Blair; 5) Sarah Palin; 6) John McCain; 7) George Osborne;

8) Alistair Darling; 9) Boris Johnson; 10) Nicholas Sarcozy (Google, 2008). And, at

the risk of arguing some sort of causation, it isegtheless important to return to the

polls that measure British attitudes towards Ameredore and after Ob a ma 6 s

election. In 2007, 51% of the British public had a favorable view of the United

St ates; in 2009, seven monibnhteat perfcentage Bar ac
rose to 69%, almost at the same level prior to the invasion of Iraq (Pew, 2009).
Approxi mately 16% of respondents in 2008 t
in world affairs,o in 2009 86 %rightéehsqgppondent s
in world affairs. For Freedl and, t his rep
(Freedland, 2008).
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Throughout the campaign, The BBC prograPanorama aired three episodes

dedicated exclusively to Bar acls Afiebcama : on
Ready for a Black President?0; on 10 Octot
Bul I : An Ameri can Tal eo; finally, Panor an
sever al days before Obamabés inauguration.
two thous n d uni que news i t ems usi ng t he sea

announcement through the month of November 2008. Indeed, Steve Herrmann, editor

of the BBC News website notes on his blog that the highest ever level of traffic for

the BBC News website was onMay 2010, peaking at over 10 million unique users

for the 2010 British General Election. The previous record, however, was 5
November 2008, one day after the Obama election at 9.2 million unique visits, a 65

per cent increase on the average number ofsvasitd a roughly 32 per cent increase

on unique visits coming from the United Kingdom, the other half mainly coming from

the US (Herrmann, 2009; ibid, 2010). More than seven million viewers visited the
website on the day of Obliannaiquepageviews fpur at i on
the Obama inauguration story. Of those, 1.5 million users accessed video or audio.

Online streaming of the inauguration peaked at about 230,000 simultaneous views,
which | ed to the video exceefdiirnsgt AtliOnde ogitgh
caused the video provider to temporarily crash due to the large volume of traffic (ibid,
2010) . BBC16s I|ive television coverage of
five million viewers with a 33% share in total television viewgrdtetween 4pm and

6pm Guardian 2009) . Dre@bsafrorm Mg Fathewas number six on
Amazon. co. ukds 20 0 8hebAadadty of ldopearnked 31, juss t whi |
below Parky: My Autobiography(Amazon, 2008). Overall, th&uardian reported

thatthese wo books were number 53 and 68 on the
and were two of only a handful of ndiction titles to make the cut, leading the
Guardiant o r eport it as one of Ch Guadiemrma s 2 00 8
2008a; Flood, 2008)

J. Conclusion
Far from any hypodermic model of persuasion, the person living in Britain, upon

hearing Barack Obamads speech, wi || dr aw |
what is known about Obama, the election, American culture and the Americda peop
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before identifying with him, the American people, both, or neither. In this chapter, the

potential links of identification and divisional factors existing between America, the
American, Obama, and the person living in Britain were described. This @sclud
geopolitical factors, cultural influences, multinational corporate presence, language,

political values, ideological positioning and various preferences for presidential
candidates based on these and other factors. Yet all these factors were also
complc at ed: there is no binary fAus, o0 @At hem,
Auni form audience. 0 There are sources of i
auditors to decode the rhetorical message in question. Statistical polls took us from
speculatig what sources of identification and division exist to people in Britain being

moved from one opinion or attitude to another. The various polls certainly have their

met hodol ogi cal l i mitations to be authorite
views and attitudes towards America and Barack Obama. They do, however present

enough interest and statistical thickness for the starting point of a rich, qualitative
study of Obamads speeches, his views of th

investigatinm i nt o t he British audienceds interpre
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VIII. Focus Group Findings: Obama, his Candidacy and his Presidency

A. Overview

This chapter attempts to represent the views expressed by focus group participants
about Amerta, Obama and the 2008 General Election in the United States. This
chapter begins this attempt with a survey of extrinsic concerns, that is, the views of
focus group participants as they pertain to Barack Obama, America and the 2008
election. It is largelyindicative of the first portion of the focus group before the

speech stimulus was shown to participants. This portion of the question route included

guestions such as AWhat 1is the first thing
2008 presidential eleci on i n Ameri ca?o; AHow did you
t hen? Has that c¢changed to how you feel t od

things being equal, if Obama was running to be elected as Prime Minister in the UK

he could be elected? To whichgoli cal party would he bel ong?:

B. Remembering the Election
The dominant themes among participants were frdtamiliarity with the 2008

election spectacle and its principle actoits.was apparently well understood that

Barack Obama was a Democrat runnagginst John McCain. There also seemed to

be a basic understanding among many participaintise foundations of each of the

major American political parties and the differences between Republicans and
Democrats. Many cited specific American public p@giand some even cited

American public opinion poll data. There was also an understanding that whoever

won would be replacing George W. Bush, another name frequently mentioned. Bush,
George W. Bush or nt he Bush yearso were
patticipants, again often along with a negative connotation. As one worker with the

We |l s h Li ber al Democr at s stated, nand t he
government and George Bush was one of the defining features of British policy, from

our side of it,since the lead up to the war in Iraq, probably since 2001 and | think

George Bush being in office had an impact on British politics, so we all presumably
disagreeing with a course of action, would see the removal of George Bush and his
replacement as hawgnan impact on British politics more so than if France or

Germany or Ireland or anyone else who is a significant trading partner or culturally

[T naudi bl e] nation (Welsh Lib Dems, 2010) .
throughout the focus group sesss, Sarah Palin was mentioned, often in derogatory
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terms and often solicited laughter just by the mention of her name. No less than
twelve participants in seven different focus groups mentioned Sarah Palin when asked
to recall the election. One exchangihim the group that belonged to the Portsmouth

Labour Party sums up those mentions of Sarah Palin well:

Moderator Yeah, so thatdés what you remember
Participant 4 : Wel | the | eaders 106d say. Oh
name?

Participant5: Sarah Blin.

Participant4: Sarah Palin, yeah [laughter]

Participant2: Sarah Palin! Oh, yes!

Participant4: [inaudible] very prominently.

Participant 6: Well, | mean...She had, you know, | thought that Bush made
Reagan look like an intellectual. And themaewn we heard Sarah Palin speak
when she said she learnt about foreign policy by looking across Alaska from
Russia, you know, it made my mind boggle (Portsmouth Labour, 2010).

Another participant in the Humanist Group asserted that Sarah Palin stusknimt

Ali ke a ticko and represented the fAcel ebra
a male participant in the International Politics Society at Aberystwyth University

t hought that Sarah Palin was dhaogwithbl e. Sh
the US. You donoét shoot deer from a hel i«

(Aberystwyth Conservative Future, 2010). 0

The emphasis on Obama manifested itself in four differentveaysr ecal | of Oban
campaign slogan; an initial excitementtan pl easur e surrounding Ob:
and electionquantity and quality of media coverage surrounding Barack Obama and

the 2008 electiomnda n emp hasi s o n.IO&rasobt@edirstedinhoh i ci ty
emphasi s, one partiickiofpresettshirts vith dhke picude:of A Y e a h

O6Hoped that everyone was wearing around.

journalist from Italy who had come to the
easily see Italians wearingshirts with BarackDOb a ma A Yes We Cano, uh,
even have those for Italian candi dates, S O

AHopeoO were the other slogans referenced

forward thinking, empowering slogans tie in with the secoochmon theme among

focus group memberan i ni ti al excitement and pl eas
candidacy and electon One journalist spoke of the fAh
and another Ahope in the futureosylmr fAposs
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seeker not ed Obamads el ection as ARa tran:
participant recalled being fAever so please

participant stated:

Participant 2: To win this election it was a challenge for ObarAad the
result was like a surprise and it gave happiness to all of us and hope that there
might be a kind of change (Portsmouth Labour, 2010).
Anot her Wel sh Li bDem employee said it was

exciting election [...], the exigment, the sort of rock stasque image of Obama and

then | me an, |l candt remember an el ection
and Cleggmani a or a part of the election in 2
excitement about a politician Wes h Li b De ms, 2010) .0 Thi s i
participant felt this way. As we shall sSee

dissipated in their enthusiasm over the course of 2009, some participants

wer enot ent husi ast icdarly tthe Aderyspmytim Universityh , part
Conservative Future society. As one studen:
his spell (Aberystwyth Conservative Future

The third common theme in the focus group data concerning the election was the
guantity and quality of media coverage surrounding Barack Obama and the 2008
election This was often offered voluntarily by participants and then followed up by
the moderator as a probing question to start a conversation about the discourses that
existed n the UK at the time of the election. Discussions surrounding media coverage
occurred in no less than six focus groups in thespireulus discussion of Obama and

the election. In a discussion with Cardiff Council employees, one female participant

summed p the general sentiment well:

Participant 3: the media presence was huge, it was phenomenal over here,
certainly the most heavily media campaign that has been presented over here
that 1 6ve cert ai(CadyfCaircie2010) n my | i feti me
Other mrticipants informed the moderator they either watched other speeches given
by Obama, stayed up all night to watch the election returns or watched the

inauguration. Condeer also a conversatidretween the Welsh Liberal Democrats:

Participant2 : | @ tdsay tharwe were all exposed to a lot of coverage
Participant3: Mmm-hmm.
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Participant2: It was dayin, dayout. Not quite to the level of the UK general

election but it was in the papers and in the news everyday.

Participant 4: Yeah, the BBC coved it live from polls opening to the

declaration as they would do here, but they would never do that anywhere else

in the world. And | think the States more so than anywhere else in the world

we felt that sense of fAwe want that cha
Participant6: Yeah...

Participant4: And that will affect us. You know the change of the President in
France, no one really cares, itds just
Awe really want George Bush gone and t}
good( Wel sh Lib Dems, 2010).0

Care should be takarotto read too much into any sorts of effects between coverage
and audience sentiment. Indeed, with one asylum seeker the sheer quantity of
coverage grated on him:

Moderator. So [Participant?2], you said tle coverage was just....everywhere. |

mean | wasnot here during the election
more about how intense it was.

Participant2: It was everywhere [laughter]. Really. No but everybody can tell

you, in the newspapers, pagexl pages and pages.

Participant1: And of course on the TV, every channel...

Participant2: Every channel, it was just obsessive.

Moderator. Did you get tired of it after awhile?

Participant1: Oh, yeah

Participant2: Well you do, at such a rate.

In terms of the content of media coverage, members of the International Politics
Society at Aberystwyth University agreed coverage was generally very favorable:

Moderator. OK...And do you remember him being covered in a particular way
or was it just all ®ama or...

Participant2: It was mostly Obama and then McCain was kind of a side note,
real | vy. AAnd thatodos what the other can
focus on Obama again. o

Participant3: Generally very favorable coverage

Moderator. Favoable coverage, you thought...

Participantl1: Barely any criticisms of Obama...

Moderator. Yeah...

Participant1: Always his good points...

Moderator OK...

Participant 2: Most of the stuff based around McCain was basically berating
his choice of SataPalin as a running mate [laughter] (Interpol, 2010).

Two participants, one in the Asylum Seekers Group and another in the Humanist
Group noted the emphasis on strategy and s
itod be, you Kk nolkecampagn tail bhdwengny weeks evereoleft, t

you know it wasnot SO much about policies
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everyone, it just , itéds just kind of what

2010). 0 One femal e p souptsawcitidiffeaently, hawevert he A mer |

Participant 2: Of the recent years. But still | mean if you look at, there were
some in the primaries, there were much more liberal people than he was.
Um, | remember | read...I read tBuardianpretty much every dagr every
other day and reading the sort of political explanation articles that would sort
of explain different issues in the American election for the British...Like there
was this really interesting one about affirmative action and how that played
out in terms of race in America, and just sort of how they chose to explain
stuff. And this was always sort of this
do ito uh thing.
Participant4: Yeah...
Participant 2: But it was also a very interesting sort of edtjve perspective
on certain policies that you sort of grow up hearing talked about but you never
have seen them explained in a very just
US does ito um, so | found thatofi n a wa
the Americanpolitical system either contrasted with how it works here...
Participant4: Yeah...
Participant2: Or just explained in sort of black and white terms (Americans,
2010).
By far, however, the most dominant theme that emerged fronfirdtiportion of the
focus group wasn e mphasi s on . I|@balpahere arevetyfewc i t y
illustrative examples that can be used without becoming quickly redundant; treatment
of Obamabds race was super fi citraits, Nopessr haps n
than ten focus groups contained at least one participant who brought up race within
the first ten minutes. Responses include i
At hat he was young, he was bl aekj ddntrd.t
Additionally, several participants noted the historical nature of Obama, a black man,

running against Hillary Clinton, a female candidate.

C. Feelings towards Obama
The second question sought to understand how participants felt specifically ab

Obama, both past and present. This was primarily to understand how participants

would be approaching the upcoming speech stimulus. In these focus group sessions,

any amount of excitement or positive sentiment that was felt initially for Obama

during hs candidacy was utterly overshadowed by disappointment towards Obama

and the first two years of his presidential performance described by many participants.
Asawor d, however, Adi sappoi nt merexprssings mer el

a wide range obeliefs and feelings towards Obama for a variety of different reasons
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held by focus group participants. The views of most participants are best seen on a

sliding continuum with one side having a dislike for Obama during his presidency

which has continuedotthe present and the other those that felt positive towards

Obama during his candidacy and maintained this sentiment throughout his presidency.

Most participants fell somewhere in between, such as participants who described
Obama as 0 ov e rtHoyght henfdiled toilive upstathegrmomises he made
during the campaign. This is where the phr
among participant responses, some describi

fimessianicodo or kbantoof a fAmiracle wor

Fourth, a few participants either recognized and admired the legislative
accomplishments Obama and the Democratic Congress had made over the past two
years, or were willing to shift the blame on institutional or oppositional factors such
as the natre of the Constitution or the Republican Party. One or two participants
continued to feel positive about Obama throughout. These responses should also be
tempered with the preest dial data, specifically the question that asked participants to
rate theircurrent view of Barack Obama. The results were overwhelmingly positive.
This tension either complicates the sort of quantitative questionnaires that posit these
types of questions with qualitative complications, or the qualitative findings must take
into account the pragmatic approach that participants take to reading Obama: a list of
disappointments and grievances there may be, but when asked to make a blunt and
final judgment on Obama, participants responded in the positive. Either possibility
unfortunaely falls outside of this research. What can be said is that there has been a
marked decline, for a variety of reasons, in positive sentiment towards Barack Obama

over the past two years.

D. Barack Obama, British Prime Minister?
The third question posed tfocus group participants concerned the hypothetical

political viability of Barack Obama should he have run as an MP and Prime Minister
of the UK in the last election. Participants predictably fell somewhere on a continuum
between yes and no. That saitie toverwhelming majority of participants who
responded were doubtful as to whether could be elected in the UK. Some
participants reinforced their position with supporting arguments and others did not.
While the majority of reasons might be loosely catempd under the heading
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Acul tur al di fferences between the US and t
be further subdivided into racial, ideological and structural differences between the

two nations that would prevent Obamads el e

The follow p question to whether Obama could in fact be elected was which political
party participants thought he might belong to. Fourteen participants responded that
Obama would be Labour, with some specifica

or as some employs@®f the Welsh Liberal Democrats argued:

Participant4: | could see him as New Labour
Participant6: Yeah...
Participant 5: Yeah.

Participant4 : 1 f | had to say anything, | 6d s
Participant6: Yeah...

Participant4: Labar ofthelated 0 6 s, not Labour .

Participant?2 : Not the ALabour Partyo because
so many strands of people, | mean Bl air.

Participant3 : Y e a h, -left ehick eiticeenmakes liim New Labour...
Participant2: Yeah (Welsh Lib Dems, 2010).

Only three participants said Obama would have been a Liberal Democrat with five

more stating that Obama would be somewhere between Liberal Democrat and/or the

Labour Party and Conservative Party. Finally, while one malécgeant said Obama

woul d be conservative because fAthereds no
participant in the Welsh Liberal Democrats seemed convinced that Obama was
Adefinitely not a Tory.o The 1livéteéiest d e

Aberystwyth Conservative Future society:

Moderator. OK. With...Based on the speech you just watched, based on his

version of raceelations in America. If you could press a button, and all things

being equal, Barack Obama was the new British PiMiv@ster, would you

press that button yes or no. Letbs go al
Participant2: No.

Participant1: based on that?

Moderator. Based on that, based on everything...

Participant1: Oh, no.

Participant4: No.

Participant3: Maybe yes, in &vay. You know, he has got a lot of progressive

ideas that maybe might be accepted more in this country than in America...

Participant 1 : But t hen again. .. Obamaods Spenc
Germany and wedre tryingd ttoi veut d[olnaug
forget [Participant 3]. [Laughter].

Participant 4. Some of his progressive ideas are already, well have been
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British for...

Participantl : Hedébd probably have a heart atta
| it ke fAibl oody hesInlott hits?!i d o cowiuaglhitstl, was
Participant 4 : Yeah a | ot of Obamads progress

care being the main one have been in Britain for years.

Participantl: Yeah...

Participant4 .  We | | | decades. . hyokW hkeobdbd, bsogbo
Britain in nineteen forysomething

Participant5: Yeah...

Participant4 : But, now heds not, he wouldnoét I
Participant2: No. . . hedd be irrelevant, sort of
Participant 4: | think you could tie that to American ftods a certain

amount...

Participantl : We | | you could i magine him bein
Participant2: No...

Participant4: No...

Participantl: No?

Participant 4 : No. .. heods far too. . .| coul dnodt
Conservative MP

Participant1l: Aww no

Participant5: [inaudible]

™~

Participant 4 : Even thowghgh®A&tmser ac dmghttoheds st
most British...
Participantl : Noooo, no, no, no....Hebds very |

Participant3: | dunno...

Participant4 : He \itpluvbuttin.d t

Participant2: | coul dndét see him fittind into
Participantl: No?

Participant4: | could see him...

Participant2: Yeah...

Participantl1: You should see some of the lefties in the Labour Party...

Participant5: [inaudble]

Participant4 : But thatodos a different | eft, the
Participant2: Yeah...

Participant4: The left of the Labour Party is...

Participant 1: Danny Skinner. You know Danny Skinner? [inaudible]
Participant 4: No, [inaudible] socialism,ral if you called Barack Obama a

socialist youdd get punched.

Participantl : Oh yeah, oh yeah heds a sociali:
Participant5: But...

Participant4 : He s not socialist in the way 1t

Participant5: You could arguédne was a socialistemocratic, so he could fit

in Labour or...

Participant 4: Yeah but a Democrat or a Republican in America, you know
the leftwing in America would be considered the righihg in the UK..
Participant 5: Yeah but the sister...the LalbboParty is their sister party so
naturally

Participantl1: Yeah, yeah, yeah...

Participant5: He would be with the Labour Party or the Liberal Democrats on
the left...

82



Participant4 : He 6d pr ob abDemifdngthingbub.ser t o Li b
Participant2: | still cant see him fittindé in.
Participant4 : | coul dndot see him fittind anywrl
Participant5: He would not fit in, in the Conservative Party...I think, | think...

Participant3: | dunno...

Participant1: A lot of Conservves wanted him to be president...

Participant5: Yeah but now theydre gettingd 1t
Participantl1: Yeah, exactly, yeah (Aberystwyth Conservative Future, 2010).

E. Conclusion

What does this data tell us? First, it tells us tha tverwhelming number of

participants felt positive, hopeful and had high expectations for change during and

i mmedi ately after Obamabéds 2008 president
overshadowed by an equal, if not larger, number of participants who became
disappointed and disillusioned with specific actions or perceived inaction during the

Obama presidency. It comes to no surprise that participants who are from or who have

been living in the same country read Barack Obama in a variety and often
contradictoy ways. What is more striking is that many who belong to the same
professional group or political party will have very divergent views. This manifested
itself in views about Obamads race, I deol o
i snét matmpeéerny af squaring the circle. For O
triangle, circle, hexagon and many other oddly shaped polygons. Second, it tells us

that when participants are asked to make a blunt assessment about their feelings
towards Obamatheesul t s may be positive, Obamads f
pretest questionnaire must be tempered with a seemingly infinite number of
gualifiers: Avery positive, but. .. o; Asome:
like. With so many divergnt and complicated views, how could any trend emerge of
participants and the speech stimulus? There are, of course, numerous other examples

to support these themes throughout the focus group data, however, the rest of the

focus group data is to be inteafed with each individual rhetorical analysis.
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I X. Speech Analysis: AA More Perfect Union

A. Introduction
In this chapter the intrinsic textual and extrinsic contextual features of Barack

Obamads AA Mor e eebhaeliferd dn 18 Maicto2008 ars qutlined
begins with a general survey thfe significance of the Reverend Jeremiah Wright and

the statements he madéeconda n account of t he Obama for

A

the controversy are detailed whichoutt es t he vari ous exegenci es

More Perfect Uniom Third, key focus group numbers from this research are detailed

Fourth, utilizing ateleologicalr e adi ng of Obamads speech wi

organizing theme is justified befoo®nducting a close reading of the inwesrkings

of the speechrhisteleologicalreading is interleafed with focus group data.

B. Contextual Concerns: Reverend Jeremiah Wright

t

As early as Barack Obamads annacswmitle ment a
February 20 (Gahpagn Ohbnage®avid Plauffe knew the Reverend
Jeremi ah Wr i g hterm paSidr aamdanteistor, kconld e a liability for
Obamadés bid for the presidency (Plouffe, 2
government] had beebubbling just below the surface for months [prior to March
2008],0 Robert Terrild]l points ou-Marcthhat t he

2008 was significantly larger than any other controversy to face the Obama campaign
Aby sever al ituder(Tewillb 20090 Rloufie,2@08: 206)The story broke
on 13 March 2008. GBadiMarning Roeicaeparted o¥eB&L 6 s

video clip of Reverend Wright. The clips of the sermons by Reverend Jeremiah

Wright came principally from two sources: Wg hftitoes Day of Jer susal e

given 16 September 2001 a@bnfusing God and Governmegiven on 13 April

2003Wr i ght 6s soundbites included emphatic
the area of human rights, race relations, military intervestigstate supported
terrorism and the American war on drugs,
telling his congregation ANOt God Bl ess
( ABC, weea)a he campaign was over, Ob ama
were semg in Reverend Wright and those statements were not only offensive to
everybody in many ways, but it also showed an anger and bitterness that may be more
acceptable in some circles in the AfrieAmerican community but is never

acceptable in mainstream Amca. And so you had that sudden, really volatile
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potenti al cl ash of vi sions (Ball z and Jol
Campaign Manager, wrote that Al within] hou
other cables and the networks and floodirgltiternet. They were inescapable. It felt

|l i ke being in a mad house (2009). 0

C. Public Reaction to Wright

On Monday, 17 March 2008 the polling firm Rasmussen released the results of a

national telephone survey that indicated only 8% of respondents li@rable view

of Wright with 57% holding an unfavorable view. Approximately 73% of respondents

felt Wrightos views were firacially divisiwv
58% of AfricarAmerican voters. Perhaps more importantly, 56% of respuade

indicated they were less likely to vote for Obama because of the Wright controversy,

with only 11% indicating they were more likely to vote for Obama because of Wright.
Nationall vy, Obamadés favorability rating dr
47% during the Wright controversy (Rasmussen, 2008). Finally, this survey indicated

that 66% of voters had dread, seen, or hee
(ibid).o CBS asked a similar question and
heard@out Wrightoés comment s, 25% responded A
and 42% responded fANote much/nonedo (CBS,

| arge portion of voters heard at | east som
survey a significant nunds of voters held a less, albeit to varying degrees, favorable

view of Obama because of Wright. With anywhere from a third to half of voters

indicating a less favorable view of Obama on top of recent primary losses in Ohio and

Texas ten days earlier in dghly contested battle with Hillary Clinton a fitting

response was needed. Obama would admit to Ballz amusdo after the campaign

thdqgt fg we had not handled the Reverend Wri
we could have20l)mst 6 (2009: 200

D. Initial Responses
The day after the story broke on most media outlets, a response to the controversy

was posted oiheHuffington Postalong with a corresponding YouTube video:

| vehemently disagree and strongly condemn the statements that leave be
the subject of this controversy. | categorically denounce any statement that
disparages our great country or serves to divide us from our allies. | also
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believe that words that degrade individuals have no place in our public
di al ogue, mtheecantpaign stumntp @rsin tlee pulpit. In sum, |
reject outright the statements by Rev. Wright that are at issue (Terrill,
2009: 366).

~

Pl ouffe remembers t-hosmatatemenstseandt hhe
and consistent with what we hadisd when asked about Wr i ght
Awoefully inadequate (2009: 208).0 He went
that tapes would emerge any minute showing Obama nodding, applauding, and
generally whooping it up rntos Wrliglht We dad.i
Obama had to take questions about this fwadn Friday, in a series of lengthy

nati onal cable interviews (ibid: 209).0 AP
and Johnson report Obama as s&yiwog,Pl odff b
recall ed that Al After the newspaper interyv
the Wright interviews on CNN, Fox, and MSNBC. But as we watched from the

of fice, [ David Axelrod] and | knew t hat wh
ft ow, we would continue to bleed (ibid: 210

over how the day went:

A | t hought the interviews went wel |l , 0
concurred. We Dboth | et out a breath. (I
feels really unsatisfyiipt o me and | 6m sure to voters
our campaign if I canot put it into br

conventional politics needs to take a backseat. | think | need to give a speech

on race and how Wrigtfits into that. Whether people will accept it or not,

I donodt know. But I donot think we <can
2009: 211) .0

David Plouffe recalled that the controvers
had spent fifteen months iding: Obama was someone who sought to and would
bridge divides (20009: 208). 0 Obama gained
National Convention in 2004 with a speech that included the memorable soundbite
that #A[there] i s n adAmaricédh Thareskhe AmiediSiateseof and a
America, 06 and this theme of transcendence

rhetoric. Michael Cohen of thdew York Timeseported months after the controversy

t hat Al even] when | aunc hHouse inhthe groveraiahp ai g n
shadow of Lincoln in Springfield, Ill., he chose an unusual quote #fome r i c a6 s
sixteenth president A[ of ] strange, di scordant, and e\
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from the four winds, and fThesewemds saggesdt af o u g ht
politician who is most focused on organizing disparate groups toward a larger goal

(2008) .0 Ballz and Johnson in their accoun:

Race, the topic Obama had sought to transcend, now dominatgiddhssion

about hi m. [ € Obamabds] most wurgent goal
minister whose words were so at odds with the tone and message of his own
campaign. But he also wanted to speak frankly about the grievances and
resentments that otinued to divide black and white America. (2009, 200

201).
|l ndeed, Clayton recognized that Obamabs ea
to A[appeal] to voters across racial and

message of hope that tsmends race and attempts to bring a divided country together
(2007:5354) . 0 Mazama admits that AObamads app
seems, rests on his perceived ability to transcend®rd is, not to be a Black

candidate but simply an Americaneon Cer t ai nl y, Obamads r het
unity based on shared interests and values, as well as his own interracial background

and law degree fromlar var d Un i v eThe first and for@nto&t &xigendy) . 0

was to directly respond to the increasyngoxic discourse surrounding Wright.

Second, Obama needed to bring himself as a candidate running for President of the
United States back into favor with those who had shifted away from him as a result of

this controversy. These exigencies continued xa es t through Obamads
interviews and written letters of condemnation and the Obama campaign decided

something more powerful was needed to solve the controversy.

E. Something Mord&nifohoMore Perfect

Mi chael S. Boyd nJthe] eamspaitisan Hew Researchutidnk tartk h a t A
| abeled the speech as fAarguably the bigge:
some 85% of Americans had heard dat | east
Althe] influence of {he 10% ofiAmarieamsmwieotviewed s c on f
the speech online (2009: 78 ; Pl ouf f e, 200
speech on race during the campaign for some time but the moment had not yet
presented itself. When asked what the speech would consist of daykeafter the

Wr i ght story broke, Obama responded: Al al

speech. |l 6ve been thinking about it for al
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speech was set for Philadelphia, a fitting location, as Pennsylvaniehevaext big
primary contest. The immediate audience was small and carefully selected. Plouffe
suggested the Constitution Center, especially if Obama would be putting Wright in an
hi stori cal cont ext (Pl ouff e, 20009 )e. At
mailed [the peech] to his advisersdatibid).

F. Focus Group and Audience Response: Key Numbers and Scores

A total of 20 participants were involved in three focus groups in Portsmouth,
Aberystwyth and Cardifin the United Kingdom The groups that werconvened

were the Aberystwyth Conservative Future Group, the Portsmouth Labour Party
Group, a group of Sudanese immigrants to the United Kingdom and a group of
Cardiff Council employees. Due to hardware failure, the-tisting technology
recorded a tall of 16 participants during the speech stimulus portion of the focus
group. There was a range of age groups present in each focus group. Participants
comprised of 13 males and 3 females. Most participants indicated they were not
particularly religious, wh a sizeable minority showing some degree of religious
practice. The groups were overwhelmingly white and born in the United Kingdom,
with the exception of the Sudanese and Cardiff Council Group. Most participants had
achieved some level of postgraduatdueation, while all participants in the
Aberystwyth Conservative Future Group were pursuing their BA degrees. Most
participants felt mostly favorable towards Barack Obama and frequently heard about
him during the election. Figures 12.1, 12.2, 12.3 and 4204 the overall PNAR of

each focus group for this speech:
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Figure 9.1: Cardiff Council Group
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Figure 9.2: Portsmouth Labour Group

I

Al

fo=Strangly Pasitive

8¢




Figure 9.3: Aberystwyth Conservative Future Group
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Figure 9.4: Sudanese Group
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As these figures demstrate, focus group participants felt a wide array of positive

and negative feelings towards Obamads spee
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unpacking some of the graph movements shown above as they relate to specific

moments in Obamaébés speech.

G. A TeleologicalReading: Textual Justifications

Il n AA More Perfect Union, 0 Obama construct
values of the Founderdés ideals and the pur
consubstantial relationship betwede tfirst and second persona by establishing his

ethosi n direct correlation with a constituted
in Wrightos i1 dentity, and in doing so, IS
and paradoxical meubstaamamcesoacfabtuhar yi. A I n so
neutralize many of the perceived negative qualities heaped onto Wright, and through
association, himself. Formally, he uses a parallel structure when addressing both the

black and white community which strengthehs stylistic similes that lead back to

the consubstantiality Obama sees in each community. Ultimately, Obama shifts from

t he di fferences of Airacial o substance t oy
through the #Adirectionalséd dWhles tnaantcieo ndfs rce
under a new Aulti mateneswon,cabahary hatf, iwmt
transcends racial differences towards a shared socioeconomic struggle for equality.

A brief survey of the speech text reveals twethinee separate metiaors, making

identificati on and di vi si on a stabl e and

Perfect Union. o0 For exampl e, Obama consti:t
Awant s unity, o he tells us nout of many,
chalmges as race neutral and declares his be

we may not have come from the same place, but we all want to move in the same
direction. o0 He chose to run for office bec
solve the chdénges of our time unless we solve them togethearless we perfect our

union by understanding that we may have different stories, but we hold common
hopes. 0 He constructs his own identity as
his auditor to seehte i r struggles as both Auniqueo a

common stake we have in one another. o

On the other side, Obama invokes various metaphors that signify division. He notes

that as early as the foundingoodntthlee ciousnu
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of race, stuck in a Astalemate, 0 a Astal emn
the Achasm of mi sunderstanding that exi st
African-Amer i can communi ty, Ob ama {Amdridas us, i
community from forging the alliances it n e
condemns Wrightoés statements as fAdivisive,

The surprise at Wrightoés sermons fdAsimply r

segre@t ed hour in American | ife occurs on Sur
speech, Obama offers his auditors a choice
that breeds division, and conflict, and cy
Aredating into our separate cornerso and r
candidacy through a fApurely racial |l ens. 0
raci al di vi sionso but is certainly a good
scholarly and our nal i stic texts, from the extrapo

exigencies, from polling data, kdigure interviews and a survey of the intrinsic
features of the text show signs that a close Burkean reading can illuminate and merge
the text with thee various factors. Starting at the beginning of the speech, a
teleological reading can reveal how the metaphors, exam@ethyymemg tropes,
sources of argument and stylistic devices work towards creating consubstantiality
between the first and seconerpona, towards ingratiation, towards overcoming

division through identification and transcendence.

H. The Text: I nternal Movement of AA More |
i. Connecting the fiCampaigno to AAmeri cado
Obama begins his speech with the first proposition @& fgreamble of the
Constitution: AWe the people. o0 Obama gui de
building on the connections he makes between his campaign and the Founders. Such

an opening is an I mmediate <consetcontentt i on of
to come gains traction for those that believe in the importance of the Constitution or

adhere to the principles and values contained within the document (Charland, 1987).

Above all, it is a common reference point; in the United States the donmaaative

of the American Revolution and the signin
mystical beginnings; these stories are taught early and well known. One participant

from the Aberystwyth Conservative Future focus graoopedthat, while he opposke
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the specific policy proposals offered by Obama later in the speech, he enjoyed the

beginning moments:

Participant T Well at the beginning when he was talking about, you know, the
union, you know, the Founding Fathers who gathered you know here in
Philadelphia, | sort of like that, like | say "tradition,” you know, that's just how
we started off, we started off together, but then when he starts talkin' about
um, health care and reform and change that's when | start to turn it down...
Moderator. Sothat's when you start to crank it down...

Participant 1 Yeah..but then | go back up again when he says good stuff and
come back down again (Aberystwyth Conservative Future, 2010).

As the first two arrows show ifn AFmegruircea 69. 5

founding enjoyed an increase in PNAR of 19 points, from 34 to 53:

Figure 9.5: Aberystwyth Conservative Future

Plaase continuously fats the following spasch. (Aber Conservatives)
100=Very Positive

47

7\ AN

n mean

Another participant from the Portsmouth Labour group summarized the opening

sequence as follows:

Participant T Well | was prety positive about him all the way through as

well. I think in general he was my man, definitely. Briefly | think that uh he

was, I got the feeling he was saying nl
start when théeclaration of Independence was $pelout where we should

be going which was great, it was good, followed on from that to the civil war,

a step forwarcgain with the slavery problem, uh, not quite resolved, step
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forward, and | think heol |l caflyrhe t hat f
will have enough um power and um persuasion to bring America even more
towards that, that dream of where it al
(Portsmouth Labour, 2010).

At least one focus group participant, a civil servant at theli€&ouncil, expressed

an oppositional reading to Obamads opening

Participant 3 What | find interesting is that in this country we had a woman
before we had a black | eader and over t
theydove mad Nowwamat ods really interesti
more likely that a black person was going to win than a woman which, you

know, women have been around as long as men, | think, yet it was a black

person who would get that title before a womanla¢oAnd you look at the

American Constitution and it talks about the Founding Fathers, well, where

were the Founding Mothers? You know? Um so there are slight imbalances

there (Cardiff Council, 2010).

Despite this objection, like Aberystwyth Conseivat Future the Cardiff Council
Group PNAR saw an increase of 30 points from 50 to 80, as demonstrated in Figure
9.6:

Figure 9.6 Cardiff Council Group

Flease continuowsly rate the follomng spesch. {Group 4}
100=Stron >0itive
Total
3 80
n mean

Rhetorically, Obamadés recollection of t he

lesson; he is layig the groundwork to identify his interests and his campaign with the

94



values and interests of the Founders. First, Obama recalls the different backgrounds,
AFar mers and schol ar s; statesmen and patri
something monumet a | . The Founder s, Obama tells wus
to tyranny and persecution to sign the Declaration of Independence, a point that saw

the Portsmouth Labour group increase their PNAR by 10 points from 52 to 62 in

Figure 9.7:

Figure 9.7: Portsmouth Labour Group

rtinuowsly rate the following speech. {Portsmouth Labour]
1

Total
62

n mean

Rhetorically, this ficoming togethero marke
Democracy, 0 the word Aexperimento signifyi
process; it provides rhetorical room later in the speech for Obama ¢e his

campaign to the purpose of the mythical founding. Overcoming difference to address
chall enges is the cruci al l ink between the
for the presidency. Even in terms of location, the campaign was busy creating
geogaphic parallels between the campaign and the Founders before the speech even

began. The founding along with this landmark speech both occurred in the same city

and, indeed, on the very same street at the Constitution Center in Philadelphia,

Pennsylvania.

AThe document they produced was eventual/l

Obama tells us, as he moves from a description of events to his analysis of the
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document . The Constitution was fAstained by
questionthad i vi ded the <colonies and brought t he
resolution would be | eft Aup to future ge:
down when Obama discussed slavery, not because of how Obama addressed the issue
throughout the speech, u t because they were fivery nega
Labour, 2010). 0 The Abserystwyth Conserva
slightly from 49 to 35 during Obamads init
history, as shown in Figure 9.8:

Figure 9.8 Aberystwyth Conservative Future

Please contnuouslyrate the folowing speech. {Aber Conservatives}

Total

n mean

The Portsmouth Labour group too saw a decrease in PNAR as Obama recollects that

the slave trade fiwas allowed to continue f
9.9, while the moment ftObamafuttuees gBnesat
momentary increase from the Aberystwyth Conservative Future Group, illustrated in

Figure 9.10:
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Figure 9.9: Portsmouth Labour Group

Please continuowsly rate the following speech  {Portsmouth Labour}
100=Strongly Negative:

Total

n mean

Figure 9.10: Aberystwyth Conservative Future Group

Please continuously rate the falloing speech. {Aber Conservatives)
100=Yery Positiva

45

nmean

Textually, Obama usesthevdsr wor d fidi vi doe oa nadn da riies ttaH ee nfait 1
of a series of antithetical propositions t
referenced in the justification for reading the speech through a Burkean lens. Of
course the wor dwdiadeifirmly thehe cealm of déentfieatioa and

di vision, but even the word #nAstal emateo

impasse, a situation unable to produce an outcome and unable (or unwilling) to come
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together. Looking at the speech, Obamald hardly be assuaging those voters who

had | ost favor with his candidacy because
Constitution as a document Astained by thi
could vicariously be seen as an insult to the Beus themselves, the demigods of
Americads civil religi on aoxain Aaeripaotivae r f u | S
must not be violated when working within its parameters. But, continuing the theme

of ingratiation Obama tells us that the document the Fensndrote "had at its very

core the ideal of equal citizenship under the law; a Constitution that promised its

people liberty, and justice, and a union that could be and should be perfected over

ti me. o This sentence outdintheiCongttutiolmsaw nor mat
large PNAR increases from the Aberystwyth Conservative Future group (+13 from 45

to 58), the Portsmouth Labour group (+18 from 46 to 64) and the Sudanese group

(+24 from 47 to 71) as shown in Figure 9.11, Figure 9.12 and Figl@e 9.

Figure 9.11: Aberystwyth Conservative Future Group

N !

5 58

atives}
100=Very Posiiive

“/
— |

n mean
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Figure 9.12: Portsmouth Labour Group:

Please continuowsly rate the following speech  {Portsmouth Labour}
100=Strongly Negative:

Total

n mean

Figure 9.13: Sudanese Group

Flease continuousy rats the following spesch {Sudansse}

Total

4 76

_/_/
/7
n mean

Textual ly, Obama <creates a <clear di chot om
real ity of the Founderma@d i bhmde,0 mea@aeg dDiwt at h

associates slaves seeking to be free from
every color and creedo seeking to achieve
of the United St at emealtbldckandwhitecaundercdsdatbro ws hi

in the speech, and begins to ground what will be his appeal to transcendence in
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American historical precedent of binding the particular to the universal. At the

founding of the nation, slaves lost out on the dichgtbetween ideals and reality but

there were other losers, "men and women of every color and creed,” and together

"we" have common interests to perfect the union in which "we" live. This act of
perfection, i n Obamads hieltforftcharl o ingahr rpartatve
struggle, on the streets and in the courts, through a civil war and civil disobedience

and always at great risko narrow that gap between the promise of our ideals and the

reality of their time.Oo

After laying the common refence point of the Constitution in a way that allows
room for his campaign to be associated, Obama is explicit in his association of

continuity:

This was one of the tasks we set forth at the beginning of this camyptign
continue the long march of tke who came before us, a march for a more just,
more equal, more free, more caring and more prosperous America.

This sentence saw a PNAR increase with both the Portsmouth Labour group (+22
from 66 to 88) and the Sudanese group (+55 from 55 to 80) asishavigure 9.14
and Figure 9.15:

Figure 9.14: Portsmouth Labour Group

Fleass continuously rate the following spesch. {Portsmeash Labour
100=Strongly Negati

Total
5 87

n mean
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Figure 9.15: Sudanese Group

Flease continuously rats the following spesch {Sudansse}

69

n mean

Rhetorically, the status of the Constitution as unfinished is the open and crucial link to
which Obama ties his campaign. If one cannot accept tastification through

association then it is hard to see how Obama is continuing the unfinished work of the
Founders and is thus left open to charges of being unpatriotic, unfamiliar or outside
Atraditional 6 Ameri can val ueane pattigipant h e

initially found the reference to the Constitution and social change as a positive point:

ParticipantZ | 6 m into the sort of reforms
know, bringing in social change um within American society. Umy he has

used, I me an, because America does
heés done iis brought in the Americ

which the country was built on, you know, this country works itself from, as a

Por

sor

have

an

state. And obvous | vy how he said that t hat 6s
[ i naudi bl e] for the future, so | t hink

found most positive (Portsmouth Labour, 2010).

Later in the focus group session, however, the same participantdeerfee| the

Constitution was restrictive rather than progressive:

C

Participant 7 I mean | 6m a big fan of Bar acl

represents, change, at the end of the day. Unfortunately he is in a country that

can be resistant to change becamde t he Consti tution and t
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he has. And obviously the economic-gpt as well that causes a lot of

di sparities on his side as well, i1itbés |
win. And um, i deal i snsgdtidenlgandtdestobut when
i mpl ement a series of change, but when

tends to bring you down as a person anf
why with the midterm elections people salde wasndét oudet t here t
votes or campaign, because thereds only
thing, when youbve got that wall in fro

Another participant in the same group felt that alluding to the founding of America

was an overalpositive beginning to the speech. He wondered aloud, however, as did

ot h

er focus group participants, whet her OBb

overly idealistic:

Participant 8 He started with his union message and he stressed the word

A u n i bootdalfa dozen times, implicitly implying there should be a union

within the country, it should be one country. He made, | think, an error when

he said, uh, when he revealed that of course the union did not abandon slavery,

the union kepwith slave y from 676 unti l al | t he we
1863 um, when thecivil war took slavery by the scruff of the neck and

threw it out. He explained that, | thought, very lucidly and well, and | took that

as a positive thing. But, he has a vision of Aitee which, um, if | could be so

rude as to liken it to Thomas Moore and Utopia, this wonderful land, we had

the same vision when we sing fiJerusal el
Um, the unfortunate thing is that idealism like this is very, verficdift to

deliver in a pragmatic and political world that we live in today (Portsmouth

Labour, 2010).

While another participant in this group flatly disagreed with this statement, noting his

f av
hav

ma n

orite parts of the speeechhl wehrienkt hyeo ufivdee
e some idealism, 0 a participant in the

i fested itself specifically in the conc

Participant 3 For me, if Obama had made that speech about a perfect union,
people in this country would be inclinec
What 6s he on about this O6perfect uniond
You know, America has a very idealistic constitution. Over here, maybe if

hedd sai d, ightaavaiwoiked.nAS soontas me throws in perfect,

and this is maybe where he connected with the kids more because you know

I tds well known that young people tend
older they become more realistic. If you look atnéfon Churchill, one of the
you know greatest | eaders some say webo

idealistic and over time became very conservative. And | think this is where
British politics is much more in the center because there is that kind lof pul
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towards idealism but still that kind of base of pragmatism whereas we want to
have ideas but we want comfort somewhere in the middle [...] (Cardiff
Council, 2010).

Anot her participant in the Portsmouth Labo
going to get a perfectedness but | know what [Obama] meant (Portsmouth Labour,
2010) .0 Textually, Obama attempts to groun
overcome differences to write the Constitution and just as successive generations of
Amendawomen of every creed and colorodo cont
called Athe 1 ong march t owthasllysassgrtmgd i ce, O
personal belief:

At hat we cannot solve the challenges of
T unless we perfect our union by understanding that we may have different

stories, but we hold common hopes; that we may not look the same and we

may not have come from the same place, but we all want to move in the same
direction- towards a better futufeor our chil dren and our ¢

Obama restates the same point in two sligh
divided insofar as "we" have different stories and separate backgrounds but are
consubstantial insofar as "we" have common hofeesthe future. Framed as a

personal belief, the first persona begins to merge with the constituted second persona
through a mutual belief. This appeal occurred simultaneously with a 14 point PNAR

increase from the Sudanese group from 69 to 86, showigumeF.16:
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Figure 9.16: Sudanese Group

Please continuowsly rate the following speech {Sudanese}

86
- —
_/
—
E——
n mean

Obama subdivides the source of t hi s bel i ef

in the decency and generosity of t he Ame
ingratiation of the American auditoSe cond, this belief St ems
American story. o The Cardiff Council group

from 90 to 73, shown in Figure 9.17:

Figure 9.17: Cardiff Council Group

Please continuously rate the followang speech. {Group 41
I0=Stron: 0Sitivie
‘ ‘ n mean

104

73




Much of the literature and commentary on the speech noteObatma comes to

embody the complexity of race in America, and this subdivided premise seems to be

the starting point. The description Obama has given of America and his own complex

story creates a synecdoche between his own story and the story of Aiidricaa m t h e
son of a black man from Kenya and a white
the alliteration makes his storybés compl e
Conservative Future group decreased PNAR abruptly 21 points from 61 to 40 during

this pation of the speech:

Figure 9.18: Aberystwyth Conservative Future

Please continuously rate the falloing speech. {Aber Conservatives)
100;

40

nmean

Obama elaborates on his upbringing and his time with his grandparents, a grandfather
Awho survived a Depression to serve in Pa
white grandmother whavorked on a bomber assembly line at Fort Leavenworth
whil e he was overseas. o0 Here Obama can be
Avi carious boasting, o6 highlighting the ad
wor ko of those hé haoulld@dnas svec¢ight e t wi tOlb a ma 6

those that would admire these qualities. He continues:

| have brothers, sisters, nieces, nephews, uncles and cousins, of every race and
every hue, scattered across three continents, and for as long as il
never forget that in no other country on Earth is my story even possible.
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Rhetorically, Obamaés story embodies Amer.i
perpetuates the ingratiating notion of American exceptionalism, the rséitan is

defined through what it is not; America has something the world does not. Focus
group participants had a mixed reaction tc
The discussion of this portion of the speech also sparked a discussion with the
Aberystwyth Consefative Future of how politics is different in the United States.

Upon one participant stating that #Ahe kept
problems and it just got, 1t got quite bor|

Participant4 Y e a h .[Obanyapmadewaur point
Participant I When he started talking about,

Kenya. ..o

Participant 2 Awww...

Participant | DONO6T CARE.

Participant 2Who cares!

Participant 1 You know | donodt care anfs a woma
running or youbve got an old man runni n
Participant22. Yeah. . .t hatoés all t hat

Participantz | f youdre up to the job, what do
Participant 2 Yeah 1tb6s not |l i ke compdotet el y ir
to have some sort of...where youore froc
i nfl uences you as a-tpheartsbosn .diButertemat &so

going to do. What you going to do is the main thing that people...people are
gongtolig en to you for what youdre going
change, not where you came from.

Participant2 No, you think so but someti mes i
Participant 3: America. .. because it 6s al ways

t h ey 6 we hadilikevmiddleaged men as, as the President, whereas we

have had Margaret Thatgtwe have had a woman

Participant 2Yeah...

Participant 3 Webve had different kind of peo
justify...so he...you know...

Moderator Sowe can separate...on the one hand
could see why he did it...

Participant 3 Yeah...

Participant 4 Well there is still a very British view because British and

American politics are very, very different in the way that treus...

Participant 2 Mmm...

Participant4 And i n Britain we...you donodt , [
America it iIs done. So | donot I ike 11,
| t 6s t he Ameri can styl e of rystwyithn g it

Conservative Future, 2010).
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Surprisingly, this rejection of Obamads af
narrative in the speech were glazed over, at leagtrm, when discussion moved

from Obama to David Cameron and the stories of @rigioliticians:

Participant 4 It's things like, uh, Sarah Palin spent a lot of time goin' on about
her family and her differences and Obama does it as well, but you look at
Cameron who has had a lot more ups and downs with his family life, [he]
doesrt mention it, at all. Very, very rarely does he mention it. Unless it's very,
very related to...

Moderator. And you like that?

Participant 4 Yeah, because you know he's got a lot more to say about his
family life...

Participant 2 A lot more seem# have happened...

Participant 4 Yeah.

Participant 2 ...then Sarah Palin's daughter gettin' pregnant.

Participant 4 Yeah especially because it all happened to him while he was in
office...

Participant 2 [Inaudible]

Participant 4 'Cause his féier 's died while he was in office, his son died...
Participant 1 A couple of years ago...

Participant 2Yeah

Participant 4 Couple of years ago, before he was running. And it doesn't get
mentioned, it's not...

Participant 2 It's sort of lots morserious.

Participant T He does relate to it in speeches

Participant 4 He doesn't make a thing of it

Participant 2 It can't not affect you, but it...

Participant 4 In America they seem to make a big thing about their family
lives anything, any lite thing that happens is analyzed.

Participant 2 Yeah...

Participant 4 And in Britain it doesn't happen and then...

Participant 2 They're trying to show they're human...

Participant 5 And then here, then here Ed Milliband and his girlfriend and
whether they should actually get married before the next election...
Participant I They've got another kid, another kid...[inaudible]...Ed Milliband
Participant 5 But he's not married, is he?

Participant 3 2: [Inaudible]

Participant 5 We're not goig to vote for him ‘cause he's not married...
Participant  Well, well, we voted for Ted Heath and he was gay,
so...(Aberystwyth Conservative Future, 2010).

Obamads narration of his personal j ourney

Aberystwyth Conservative Future later on in the focus group as demanding special

consideration due to his race:

next e

Participant 5 |l 6m not Ameri can, but the
edbk woul d

a Republican wins, I woul dnodot .



bl ack he shouldndot win, he shoul dnot h &
should be equal. And because he thinks
he can be i mmune from certain things bu:
or religiousbut | feel that...[inaudible]...the Republicans were slaughtered if

they mentioned anything about him, you know, that is discrimination, that is
raci st and youbre going to get done and
a nice guy but I just feel &t sometimes he thinks he can stand on a pedestal

and hebds got a halo on his head. But |
Il deal i sm but he thinks that as heds bl
against him but somet i méao oh him dnd mek he t |
thinks he can do what he wants (Aberystwyth Conservative Future, 2010)

At least one participant in this group disagreed about the role of personal narratives in

politics, however, was not vocal about it until later in the session:

Participant 3 ...l thought, you know, he's related it to himself, he wasn't just a
robot, he mentioned his own emotions, and so...

Moderator. And you like that?

Participant 3 Yeah, | like that.

Moderator. Do you like it when politicians do that indlUK?

Participant 3Yeah...

Participant I We don't do it enough, | don't think. We don't put enough
emotion into our speeches.

Participant 2 I donét know, sometimes it can c
of "I've only got a wife and kids 'causdabks good"

Moderator. And what did you think in this case?

Participant2 | dondét Kknow.

Participant 3 [inaudible]

Participant 3 Yeah, it did seem more sort of, "yeah, I've got a family and
stuff, so it makes me think like this" but it's not,didn't seem to play on it. It
was just sort of an aside, really (Aberystwyth Conservative Future, 2010).

However it i's interpreted, Obama textually

r el

ationshipodo by merging hisinthwpaseihdent i ty

AfAmeri cano audience:

It's a story that hasn't made me the most conventional candidate. But it is a
story that has seared into my genetic makeup the idea that this nation is more
than the sum of its partghat out of many, we areuly one.

The momento-moment data with the Sudanese group, for example, decreased when

Obama referenced that he fAlived in one of

to 64:
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Figure 9.19: Sudanese Group

Please continuowsly rate the following speech {Sudanese}

100=Strongly Positive

Total

n mean

But, in the sentences discussing his fgmil pr eceding the <c¢cl aim t
country is my story even possible,o the Su
from 64 to 86, while the Aberystwyth Conservative Future group decreased by 6

points, as shown by the first arrow in Figure 9.21:

Figure 9.20: Sudanese Group

Flease continuowsly rate the following spesch. {Sudanese}

100=Strongly Positive:

Total
4 86

n mean




Figure 9.21: Aberystwyth Conservative Future Group

Please continuously rate the falloing speech. {Aber Conservatives)
100= e

50

M — |

n mean

As the synecdoche becomes explicit, Obamaéb
what the Greeks callegtartyira( conf i rmi ng somet hing from or
that illuminates the various racial and seemnomic antitheses which culminates in
Obamads constitutive conclusion: ifhathi s nat
out of many, we are truly one. 0 Note how h
indicaive of Obama drawing on pwxisting culturaldoxg yielding to powerful

cul tur al Atruths, o the final seven words L
motto € pluribus, unum . Finall vy, there are clear mar K
many [dv ded] 6 we are truly fAone [identificat
Figure 13.17 show, the Aberystwyth Conservative Future group saw a PNAR increase

of 19 points from 31 to 50.

Textually, Obama moves to narrate the more immediate history of hisawpaggn.
All the while constituting his audience:

Throughout the first year of this campaign, against all predictions to the
contrary, we saw how hungry the American people were for this message of
unity.

The fact that Americans want unity is a coneg constitutive claim, a desitfer

what Obama is offering. Obama then recounts the events of the South Carolina
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Democratic Pri mary. Despite the AdAtemptati:
purely racial lens, we won commanding victories in states sothe of the whitest

populations in the country. In South Carolina, where the Confederate Flag still flies,

we built a powerful coalition of African A
Apurely racial l ensd met aphontfy withlhkmi nat es
audience and transcend division. The word
Apurely raci al l ens, O Adivisiono and Ast i
Aristotelian topic of possibility Aristotle, 1991: 185) . bffunityDb a ma 6 s
seems unlikely, improbable or i1 mpossible (
contraryo), h e uses the South Carolina c¢¢
Confederate flag stildl fliesoO as an even n
Upon Obamaébés assertion t h-Americank and whitea |l i t i on

Americans, 0 the Aberystwyth Conservative F
to 59, while the Sudanese group increased 7 fro 55 to 62. As Figure 9.22

demonstrates, the Ros mout h Labour groupébés PNAR decre
73 when Obama referenced the Atemptation t
raci al |l ens, 0 and the Confederate flag tha

11 points to 84 as Obamarefere ed t he fApower ful coalitiono

Figure 9.22: Portsmouth Labour Group

ntinuowsly rate the following speech. {Portsmouth Labour]
100=5tr

Total
85

n mean
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Obama does however qualify the racial achi

say race has not been an issue inehis can
to the most pressing exigency at hand. Ob ¢
i ssues facing his campaign. First, icomme

throughout the speech have deemed Obama ei
and as ®ama will argue, he is both these things; to view him as either one or the

other is to fall for the temptation of vie
l ens. 0 Second, Obama references fHdexit poll
for evidert e of Anraci al pol arization. 0 The w0
met aphorical consi stency I n Obamads addr e
istal emate, 0 and the Araci al |l ens. 0 The e
recent example of racial challendgesing the Obama campaign: Reverend Jeremiah

Wri ght. Il n fact, Aii't has only been in the
race 1in this campaign has taken a particu
pl aces this Adi scutssspor icfal r dicsp® c bnumod me
Obamadés spectrum can be seen as a way of
Wright and the unnamed antagonist who woul
exercise in affirmative aceéawponts.a®simlabama i d

insofar as they are both misjudging his ce

raci al |l enso and outside of normative Amer
and these views actually fwihedgreatnesshaed r aci al
goodness of our nationd and insults Awhite

and division, Obama creates a clear dichotomy between ingratiation and denigration,

his candidacy as the def endeamnericothosetthtate figr e a
view his candidacy and the nation through a racial lens, including Wright, as not only

mi sunderstanding of his candidacy but divi
seeks to represent. The momemmoment data paint an interestirgaction to this

portion of the speech. The Aberystwyth Conservative Future group saw two separate
decreases in PNAR. First, the group decreased by 9 from 60 to 51 when Obama
references fAraci al polarizationo asmong whi
and the i ssue padicularhadive i ¥ @ kG@omgpunding fhis, the

second PNAR decrease came as Obama referenced one end of the spectrum which

consists of | i berals seeking fAto purchase



another de@ase when Obama references the other end of the spectrum, Jeremiah
Wright:

Figure 9.23: Aberystwyth Conservative Future Group

Ploase continuously rate the fallowing spaech. |

100=Very Positive

3

/T

n mean

Simultaneously occurring with Aberystwyth
decrease during Obamads zditd onns iaomo nagf whhri a ce
brown racial identifications, the Sudanese group saw a near inverse PNAR increase of

13 from 54 to 67. The Portsmouth Labour group shared, albeit more intensely, the

Aberystwyth Conservative 3dromu8d®54gr oupds PN.
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Figure 9.24: Portsmouth Labour Group

Please continuowsly rate the following speech  {Portsmouth Labour}
100=Strongly Negative:

Total

n mean

ii. Obama Addresses the Reverend Jeremiah Wright

Textually, Obama now squarely addresses what gave need to the speech to begin
with. Obama does not ¢ ondemquivodal tergperthe but do
statements of Reverend Wright that have ¢ca
saw the Portsmouth Labour group increase their PNAR by 28 from 54 to 82 and the
Aberystwyth Conservative Future group increase their PNAR by 11 from488 to

Figure 9.25: Portsmouth Labour Group

Please connuously rate the following spesch. {Portsmouh Labour)
100=Strongly Negative

82

n mean

114



Figure 9.26: Aberystwyth Conservative Future Group

Please continuously rate the falloing speech. {Aber Conservatives)
100= e

Total

nmean

After the initial condemnation, Obama reframes the controversy in a series of
guestions and answers by assuming the skeptical voice and immediately agpswerin

the question gnthypophora Utley and Heysey note that this too is a strategy of
identification as Obama seeks to come into favor with his auditor by addressing their
attitudes and beliefs; Obama explicitly seeks common ground by inviting his auditor

to think of instances in which his or her spiritual leader said something they disagreed

with (Utley and Heyse, 2009) . This refere
religion generally sparked several different conversations in the focus group sessions.

A participant in the Portsmouth Labour group, a-petf oc | ai med A Chr i st
Asocialisto identified what Obama was sayi
his socialism and ndbelief in Christianity

Labour, 20D). One participant in the Aberystwyth Conservative Fusisted that

At he moment religion is mentioned for mo r
getting irritatedo while another in the sa
bito becandge phiaydmech a part in politicso
t he Afconstantly going on about religion
(Aberystswyth Conservative Future, 2010) . ¢

asked to explain specific points mbmentto-moment data:
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Participant 4 They're not, they're not bedfellows, at all. They don't go
together, they shouldn't be together, and when anyone...as soon as it gets
mentioned, | get aggravated. It annoys me.

Moderator. That's interesting, antwanted to get into that, because every
time he mentioned religion, there was a lot of movem&fiito in here dialed
down whenhe talked about religion? [Participant 3, 4 and 1 raised their
hands]. Why?

Participant 3 Yeah | mean when you mention retig in politics it causes an
exclusion between people who don't have the faith, it should really be...it
shouldn't be something that's mentioned too much because as | say it can
exclude the people living in the same country who have a different religion
Participant I Yeah | just...don't see the point. | mean America was founded
on separation of church and state and the state has become the most religious,
politically religious, country in the world. So | just don't agree with it, but
America is justsuch a deeply political religious country that you can't make a
speech without saying "God Bless America" at the end, can you? [Laughter]
Moderator. So although you didn't like it...

Participant T Aw | understand it and | do like the whole togethesnisng,

you know, "we all go to church” like that, but you know it's just, for the Brits

it doesn't work

Moderator. So it didn't work for you personally or...you said you didn't like it?
Participant 2 Uh...why do | not think it works in Britain?

Moderator. Why didn't it work for you?

Participant I Oh work for me? Well like | say the church and state don't mix,
yeah. And | think you'll find in Britain, compared to America, it's the same.
We don't like to mix the two.

Participant 4 What happeneavith Blair, as soon as Blair started becoming
all...Catholic

Participant 1: Religious, yeah.

Participant 4 ...conversion, that's how he got, well, a lot of bad press.
Participant 2 It's all well and good to have your religion and things, but it's
back to what | think about the family and things, you don't...everyone's got
their own opinion, and in that respect you don't...try to force it on anyone else?
It's something you do in private. It's not anyone else's business (Aberystwyth
Conservative Fuire, 2010

This sentiment cut across focus groups as one participant in the Sudanese group

expressed a dislike for religion in the civil sphere:

Participant 2 But, one of the negative things
he was talking about ¢hchurch, he mentioned that many times, OK? Not

because | hate that but his speech was targeting different people from different
religions. So, it would be better not to mention religious things or to talk about

one specific religion, and if it was aldomoral things, | think it would be

better than talking about Christian church, or...

Participant 4 Yeah he said he taught me how to be Christian

Participant2 Ye s, |l didndét | i ke that.

Moderator You didnot | i ke that.

Participant 2 And even if e talked positive about Islam, for example, |
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woudsay donot mention these things, y ou
different religions. Just talk about the goodness for all of us, regardless of all
religions (Sudanese, 2010).

Continuing the theme oflentification through means of ingratiation, Obama not only
condemns Wrightodéds statements but | abel s th
t hat see fAwhite racism as endemico and el
degrading cl ai m kimndw vies ad il ghthawi twh Amer i c
cl ai m. Obamaods assertion that t his Adi st o
endemico saw a PNAR increase from the Aber
13 from 39 to 52:

Figure 9.27: Aberystyth Conservaive Future Group

Ploase continuously rate the fallowing spaech. |

100=Very Positive

47

n mean

The Portsmouth Labour group saw a long, steady decrease in PNAR of 25 from 82 to
57 over half a minute of speech. |t decr e
viewo of Ameri ca, decreases wherightv@th ama t al

America, 0 and decreases again when Obama t .



Figure 9.28 Portsmouth Labour Group

Fleass continuously rate the following spesch. {Portsmeash Labour

Total

n mean

Obama continues in what is a crucial passage irtét@slogicalreading:

As such, Reverend Wright's comments were nady avrong but divisive,
divisive at a time when we need unity; racially charged at a time when we
need to cometogether to solve a set of monumental problént&o wars, a
terrorist threat, a falling economy, a chronic health care crisis and potentiall
devastating climate change; problems that are neither black or white or Latino
or Asian, but rather problems that confront us all.

This portion of the text saw a PNAR increase from the Portsmouth Labour group and

PNAR fluctuations with the SudanesedaAberystwyth Conservative Future group.

As Figure 9.29 demonstrates, the Aberystwyth Conservative Future group saw an

initial decrease when Obama began discussing the need to come together to solve
Americads chall enges. As ©Obamboel igstoarg 6 & md
continued to rise until Obama mentioned climate change, where the PNAR decreased
significantly and rebounded when Obama tells his audience that these issues

fconfront us all o:
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Figure 9.29: Aberystwyth Conservative Future Group

Please continuously rate the falloing speech. {Aber Conservatives)
100=Yery Positiva

P~

n mean

Meanwhile the Sudanese group also fluctuates according to the issues Obama
references, decreasing on fAterrorist threa

that these challenges ficonfront us all o:

Figure 9.30: Sudanese Group

Please contnuousy rate the follcwing spesch {Sudanese}
100=Strongly Positve

Total
4 76

n mean

Rhetorically, Obama dia for unity just as the Founders overcame difference to write

the Constitution; Obamaés strategy of i der



reason fiwedo need to ficome togethero is fAto
he lists several exampedo support his point. The unstated premise of this truncated

argument i s that nAblack or white or Latino
raci al l ens, 0 however, Obama | inks them t
polysyndetonic structurelisk each race with an Aor, 0 and,
finds each race identified through a set C
one participant in the Aberystwyth Conservative Future admitted to turning their dial

up during this portion of thepeech:

Participant 5 And | cranked it back up when he started talking about
togetherness or something like that

Participant = Yeah...

Moderator And t hatdéds something that appeale
Participant I Yeah...

Moderator. What was the appealdhe?

Participant I Um just like you know um [inaudible] about Asians, blacks,

whi tes, where itdés...webre the United
America there is no white America, it o
know, that sort of thing (Berystwyth Conservative Future, 2010).

Evidently, this portion of the text is polysemic, however, as the same participant

(Participant 5) would | ater denigrate Obam

Participant 5 | didn't mind him talking about race as sumlt | didn't like it
when he was trying to...to make it negative, where he was talking about Dr.
Wright like he's got something to hide. Then he was talking about "we're all in
this together" you know, racially, and | thought yeah | don't mind thatdsu
when he was saying "blacks, whites, Hispanics"...

Participant 2 Mmm...

Participant 5 It was like he was trying to divide people (Aberystwyth
Conservative Future, 2010)

Another participant of that same group voiced identification less witim@ba s abi | i t vy
to appeal to unity of disparate groups of people but to the policies he was offering and
his views of America, while another drew on his personal experiences in the United

States:

Participant 4 Opposite to that, with the reforms, | went wiih the reforms
because I 6m very for a much more fairer
nation.

Moderator. In what way?
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Participant 4 Well health care is the one that always...They decided that if

y 0 u dot reeh you die, so any, so | suppbris idea of reforming it...

Moderator. So when he talked about health care, you cranked it up?

Participant 4 Yeah...

Moderator Because youobre in favor of that r
Participant 4 Yes because | feel America is a very, very, very, very unfair

naion and anyone who tries to change that...

Moderator Theyo6re good in your book.

Participant 4 Is good, yeah.

Participant 3:But | went up when he was on about the reform, like education
especially, that s one of ciah ba@ domo st i mp
improve the education system as much they can in order to um, for a nation to
progress. And then like health care because when | was in America, in New
York our lecturers was saying that so many people are on the street just
because theyv e go't into a cycle and i1 f the
system homel essness might go down a b
Conservative Future, 2010).

re
it

Two participants in the Portsmouth Labour group saw themselves, and the policies
out i ned by Obama in this speech, as fisoci a
assigning little meaning to the policies Obama outlines, an additional Portsmouth
Labour group member, upon being asked where he felt most positive towards the

speech, replied:

Participant 8 Uh obviously the things that stood out are the things he was
campaigning for, for equality for all, on health, education and employment.

But itdés for a complementary thing to
competition with, the mre people that are educated in America and can go
forward through to employment, the better the American economy is going to

do (ibid).

After the strong and explicit invitation for various races to see themselves as
consubstantial through a common st challenges, Obama moves back to the
personal . AGi ven my background, my politic
there will no doubt be those for whom my statements of condemnation are not
enough. o In terms of the severadullly seasesnt er nal
the anthypophoraand the appeal of identification is a crucial subpoint. This time,

however, Obama useshosas a rhetorical instrument, an elevated standard by which

the public might judge him. These questions anticipate, or pediegdly answer,

the charge that Aitdéds fine to condemn Wri

campaign, but why didndét you do it twenty
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To answer this question, Obama moves to set out to do what much of the literature
described Obama as wmiing to do: contextualize Wright (Plouffe, 2009: 211; Ballz

and Johnson, 2009: 22D2). In fact, Obania sontextualization of Wright manifests

itself in three ways throughout the speech: Wright is contextualized as a person,
Obamads r el atghtocontbxiualizedy and Wrighifiisiplaced in the larger

context an overarching AfricaAmerican historical narrative. Obama seeks to not

only name Wrightoés substance, as this wo
campaign; the speech may have been achieg moment" but Obama needed to

neutralize the Wright controversy to pursue an effective electoral strategy. Simply

put, Obama needed to shift seamlessly from

t hat fAObamao coul d Ai dceomtdi fpye rwsiotnhao, hii Asmecra nc

I n so doing, Obama begins with a hypotheti
the topoi of cause and effect and creates a sense of falsity around what

Acomment atorso have said about Wright:

| confess that if all that | kive of Reverend Wright were the snippets of those

sermons that have run in an endlkssp on the television andoulube or if

Trinity United Church of Christ conformed to the caricatures being peddled by

some commentators, there is no doubt that | woudtren much the same

way. But the truth 1s, that 1 snoét all I
Obama supports his conclusion with several
past. In contextualizing Wright, Obama surrounds him with qualities that, should the
auditor deent hem admirabl e, could potentially ©be
soundbites. He does so by describing what Wright is and what he does. The rhetorical
term antanagoges the most fitting for the verbal action Obama takes here: while
sometimes describels outri ght HAspin, o Lanham descri.l
as fAbalancing an unfavourable aspect with
During Obamads building up of Wr i ght wi t h

gualities, t heARSincekaseddsl® frogmré®tag§P06 s PN



Figure 9.31: Sudanese Group

Please continuowsly rate the following speech {Sudanese}
100=Strongly Positive

Total

n mean

The Aberystwyth Conservative Future group also saw a PNAR increase during this
portion of the speech of 12 from 32 to 44 before dropping 8 from 44 to 36 (as shown
by the third and fourttarrows in Figure 9.32) when Obama asserts that Wright is
doing AiGodds work here on Eartho:

Figure 9.32: Aberystwyth Conservative Future Group

Plaase continuously fate the following spasch. (Aber Conservative:
100=Very Positive

36

n mean
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At least one participant in the Aberystwyth Conservative Fuinaup grew tired of

Obamads f oclndeedphe wag/unfamilat with the controversy generally:

Participant 5 He kept bangin' on about Dr. Wright, who is Dr. Wright? If Dr.
Wright wants to stand, he can stand, I'm just sayin. You know, it's like Jesse
Jackson stood in 1984 as a presiggntandidate, if Dr. Wright [inaudible]
he'd stand himself.

Moderator. Does anyone remember the Jeremiah Wright thing, even vaguely?
[Participant 1 and 3 raised their hands]

Participant 4 | remember him, | don't remember what he said...

Participant I [In Jeremiah Wright voice] "God bless America, God damn
America!] [laughter]

Moderator. Yep, you got it. [Laughter]

Participant  And then the Republicans just kept running that ad, didn't they?
Again and again.

One participant in the Portsmouth Haur group felt similarly, but probably for

di fferent reasons. He felt that #A[ Obama] n
det ai | to convince and explain to people
Obama. .. but for me idularlg éngagirag vecduse, yowkaow Kk n o w,

from my point of view he didndot need to do
me like it obviously worried a lot of Americans. So that was the least positive bit for
me (Portsmouth Labour, 2010). 0

Textually, there is tension between this passage of praise being heaped upon Wright

and Obamabds prienvol Wrght's statemedtg, b@banta crystallizes

this tension through a passage from his bbokams fom My Father In the passage

Obama continues thmartyiria by arguing from personal experience, and from his

book, the word "hope" is a shift from the particular to the universal, a way for Obama

and the black church to identify with the transhistorical. For Obama, "hope" is the
linguistic vehicle for vapus backgrounds to unite under in directional
consubstantiality, past and present. This story is also an indicative and illuminating
exampl e of Kenneth Bur keds | adder of ter
Presbyterian): Obama considers himself "blagkd &more than black," his trials and

triumphs became

"at once unique and universal [to his/our identity]. [Their] stories of survival,
and freedom and hopebecame our story, my story."
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The passage f r Dreamioa MaFKatherebewvead lateady PNAR
increase from the Aberystwyth Conservative Group of 10 from 30 to 40:

Figure 9.33: Aberystwyth Conservative Future Group

lease continuously rate the falloning speech. {Aber Conservatives)
100=Very Po

35

nmean

Moreover, the Aberystwyth Conservative Future group saw an additional 10 point
increase from 35 t entthabheam dismchutch eooidbiecomec o mm

Abl ack and more than blacko as shown by t h

Figure 9.34: Aberystwyth Conservative Future Group

Please continuously rate the falloing speech. {Aber Conservatives)
100=Very

28

n mean

01142
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This illuminates the communicative relationshipethosperfectly. In fact, the whle
passage frorbreams from My Fathedoes. Clearly, Obama is telling us he identified
with these stories and, moreover, it is possible for black and white audiences to
overcome the division of familial substance, "where one comes from," and identify
with futuristic aspirations of "hope,” and "survival® and "progress,” ideographs
grounded in the purpose of the Constitution. Obama usesxbesptfrom his book,

and several other examples, to support his larger contention about the paradoxical and
seemingy contradictory nature of his experience at Trinity and more broadly the

identity of the black church in America:

That has been my experience at Trinity. Like other predominantly black

churches across the country, Trinity embodies the black communitg in

entiretyi the doctor and the welfare mom, the model student and the former

gangbanger. The church contains in full the kindness and cruelty, the fierce

intelligence and the shocking ignorance, the struggles and successes, the love

and yes, theitierness and bias that make up the black experience in America.
Formally, Obama sets up a parallel structure of the passage through antithesis,
inviting the auditor to swing back and forth between opposite examples of the
characteristics that embody th&ack church. As has been documented by rhetorical
theorists such as Max Atkinson and Kenneth Burke, there is persuasive power in the
form of I|ists, regardless of content. And
threeo <can mo s tnceeapmausk,yBurke \suggests that tthe fermal
appeal can often precipitate identification. As Obama moves from example to
example, the content changes but the form remains consistent and, Burke argues, the
audience would find elation in participating in tdevelopment of the series thus
continuing the theme of ingratiation (Burke, 1966; Burke, 1961; Atkinson, 1984). As
the previous analysis of focus group data and religion indicated, whatever pleasure
gained from the development of a series might be gataedbe tempered with an
oppositional reading of the appeal. As second pair of arrows in Figure 9.34 indicates,
the Aberystwyth Conservative Future group saw a PNAR decrease once Obama
applied hi s bookos passage to Teverali ty uni
members of the Aberystwyth Conservative Fu

churches in America as an attemptieide, notunitevarious ethnic audiences:

Participant 5 I actual

l'y didndédt mind him talki
startedt o try to defi

ne people Iike black
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heds got, he wants to make a point of
bl ack, br own, Asi an, wedre all as one
mind when he was talking abiofaith and religion in a positive way but when

you start talking about black churches, white churches sort of thing, | thought

oh no, oh no heds going down a slippery
and I6m |i ke | d o n 6 tght lweamt to hd¢aoabdutey@auy abou't
not about Dr. Wright...

Participant 2: He seemed to sort of be putting people in the sort of, in the

separate groups and things, going on about black churches and white churches

and things. And it just sort of ..wellifoyu 6r e tal ki ng to us ab
and things, surely itds best to talk ab
irrelevant rather than reinforcing the idea that black and whites should go to

separate churches and things...

Participant 5 | tend b agree...

Participant 2 It just seemed a bit backwards in that respect...

Participant 5 Yeah...

Moderator. And then when he started talking about integration, did it improve

for you or was it already kind of...already...

Participant 2 | think it was just already so far down in that respect. Just

switched off really. It just got to the point where he was going on so much,

just sort of...didno6t | isten (Aberystwy!

Another participant in the Cardiff Council group agrebdt religion and politics do
not mix, however, felt positive in the way Obama framed this portion of the speech:

Participant 3 | liked the bit, for many reasons | find it difficult when religion

gets brought i nt o polaretw relatedthwgs,jamdlh | 6 m n
always guestion the need to integrate thosethirggs. Um but | liked the bit

where he said at church we accept everybody, there is angerahuitid and

that s refl ecti ve ofestthaeis andelyeysvhere,0s t r ue
there are different emotions everywhere andink that was a good way to

connect talking about corporate accountability antiresponsibility | think is

important (Cardiff Council, 2010).

As the first two arrows of Figure 9.35 demonstrate, Aberystwyth Conservative
Future group increased steadily by 19 points from 31 to 51 with this portion of the

text:



Figure 9.35: Aberystyth Conservative Future Group

Plaase contnuously rata e following speech. [Aber Conservatives)
100=Vary Positive

[ iz 1229 220
5

40

n mean

01237

Figure 9.36: Portsmouth Labour Group

Flease continuosly rate the following spesch. {Portsmouth Labour}
100=Strongly Negative:

68

n mean

Obama's constitution of the black chuista crucial premise in Obama's explanation
and contextualization of Wright as a person as well as Obama'’s relationship with him.
As a proposition it may or not be true, but those that buy into this constitutive appeal
may find themselves more understargdand accepting of Wright. As Obama moves

to the next proposition, he asks his auditor to see Wright as a synecdoche of the black
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church as the embodi ment of t he bl ack ch
"negative" comments already on full display inbfic discourse, Obama seeks to

balance "God damn America!" with several examples of Wright's "positive,” and

more "acceptable” qualities serving as data to the claim that Wright, like the black

church, is more complex than emerging descriptions from dmtshe Obama

campaign:

As imperfect as he may be, he has been like family to me. He strengthened my
faith, officiated my wedding, and baptized my children. Not once in my
conversations with him have | heard him talk about any ethnic group in
derogabry terms, or treat whites with whom he interacted with anything but
courtesy and respect.

One participant in the Portsmouth Labour group agreed with the way Obama handled

the Wright controversy:

Participant 4 | mean, if he had come out and sort ofl haed to say that he

didndédt you know want anything to do wit
him and baptized his kids he would have been hung out by the...hung out by

people because of that because it would have come across as untrue
(Portsmouth Labour2010).

Following the temporal movement of the speech, Obama moves to build a positive set

of associations around Wright that sets wup
Each example would make it that much more difficult to disown or disapprove of

Wright or Obama for any of Obama's auditors who find these examples

"praiseworthy," "just,” or "admirable." Interestingly, as Obama contextualizes Wright
into a larger community, he temporarily drops discussion about the black church and
instead substites it with the black community, employing the poweradfpopulum

to his argument. If we can assume, only briefly participating in audience conjecture,
that these values provide a normative rhetorical function in the text for certain
segments of the Ameraa voting public Obama needed to win back, the mo#went
moment data show a clear occurrence of polyvalence with two of the British focus
groups. Both religion and the discussion of Wright, a man of little immediate value to
several participants, saw PNARcreases with the Aberystwyth Conservative Future
group (indicated by the second set of arrows in Figure 9.34, nor the Portsmouth

Labour group, which decreased 13 points from 81 to 68:



Figure 9.37: Portsmouth Labour Group

Fleass continuously rate the following spesch. {Portsmeash Labour

68

n mean

Rhetorical l y, disi &/rigat; taido scnwowdd be like disowning the

black community, an unlikely and electorally unwise scenario. One participant
expressed that he felt Avery positiveo tow
Labour, 2010). Obama moves from this camgon of unlikely action to an even

more unlikely course of action: disowning his white grandmother. Obama cites his
seemingly antithetical conclusion first and then supports it with antithetical

contextualizing examples:

| can no more disown him tharcdn my white grandmothéra woman who
helped raise me, a woman who sacrificed again and again for me, a woman
who loves me as much as she loves anything in this world, but a woman who
once confessed her fear of black men who passed by her on the atcke

who on more than one occasion has uttered racial or ethnic stereotypes that
made me cringe.

Obama finds his white grandmother and black pastor identified insofar as they cannot

be completely divided through the "racial lens." Obama acknowletigeshere is

ambiguity in identity and that line of closure is drawn in various places by Wright, the

bl ack and white community, Acomment ators, o
invites us to transcend with him these immediate differences and seeasachsc

parallel. In Obama's worldview, boiling identity down to “the racial lens" leaves big

contradictions and paradoxes not easily resolved. "These people,” Obama tells us,
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referring to the black community, Reverend Wright, and his white grandmother, "ar

a part of me." Although the point has already been made in different ways, Obama

places these three identities in his own familial substancen®bells us that they are

also"a part of America, this country that | love." Ending on a note of ingragjatin

patriotism, Obama would have his auditor see no distinction between each of these
identities; to accept one is to accept the
to AAmerican, 0 and placing Wright in this
American auditor to share in the praise of Wright as an American. This is rhetorically
advantageous for those "commentators" and political opponents who would seek to

create a dividing line between "America," and "traditional” American values on one

side wth Wright, and Obama by association, on the other. It is worth mentioning that
there are paradoxes and ambiguities in an
this terminology as an dAultimateo order is
term links back to the unfinished business of the Constitution, which necessitates

social actiorand the need to join the Obamadition.

With the communicative relationship between communities and individuals in
guestion established, Obama moves to anticipateism that the entire speech is

designed to justify or excuse comments th
saw a 7 point PNAR increase from the Aberystwyth Conservative Group but a PNAR

decrease with the Sudanese group of 8 from 82 to @4lddies attempting to justify

these comments, but clearly this is not enough in itself. "I suppose the politically safe

thing would be to move on from this episode and just hope that it fades into the
woodwork." This is a man inviting his auditor to seenhas leveling with his

audi ence. I't signifies Ahonestyo and fAstra
risk to speak the truth, thus building hethos Obama is inviting us to pursue a

particular course of action, as Terrill says, to utilize aigaar vocabulary with

which to speak about race in America (2009). First, Obama draws upon a topic long

recognized by rhetorical t heorists which
del i berati on, a frequent ar geuimbettar thams ed i s
what i s e asfkoeQbanfalttedals:y d7)i.nog to do woul d be
stereotypedo through the racial |l ens, all ow

not take this course of action, and asks his audience to felidwin fact, he argues
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from the consequences of taking the easy r

same mistake that Reverend Wright madeinfhisoe ndi ng ser mons about

ii.LRe-Constituting an AAmerican Audienceo
Obama shifts to the dektive "we" and asserts tleentralideaof what is to continue
throughout the rest of the speech: the need to overcome racial division and unite
under the need to address the nationods
be making a mistake toaiwv his candidacy through the "racial lens,"” to see racial
identities in America as essentially divided. To transcend, however, Obama needs a
destination, a new term or a new direction to accompany his invitation. This starts by
firmly addressing race. And/hile Obama is careful not to undermine the "positive"
values he has previously attributed to Wright, he warns his audience that to ignore the
issue of race "we would be making the same mistake that Reverend Wright made in
his offending sermons about Ameai-- to simplify and stereotype and amplify the
negative to the point that it distorts reality.” Obama immediately follows with what

that reality is:

The fact is that the comments that have been made and the issues that have
surfaced over the last feweeks reflect the complexities of race in this
country that we've never really worked through part of our union that we
have yet to perfect.
In the world as Obama sees it, simplification and stereotyping, what Wright and
commentators have done cbe addressed by solving the unfinished business of the
Constitution and yielding to the ideals of the Founders. Once Obama establishes that
the first step to transcendence is by addressing the issue of race in its complexity, and
by grounding this transceence in a Constitutional context, Obama continues the

metaphor of identification and division through familiar terms:

[If] we walk away now, if we simply retreat into our respective corners, we
will never be able to come together and solve challerigeshkalth care, or
education, or the need to find good jobs for every American.
Division occurs through "retreag into our respective cornérand identification
occurs through "coming together.” But to what end? Obama provides a glimpse of the
new "Cther" he is at pains to create for the rest of the speech: challenges (Obama
offers several examples) facing each race are the substance that Obama finds in his
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survey of each identity, cul minating in O
Instead of Wight becoming a threat to torpedo his campaign, Obama reframes the
debate to one where Wrightds comments prov
to be put on the path towards AA More Pe
perspectives to transcend théfeliences of their respective corners and unite under a

new terminology, the "Obama coalition" which synecdochially represented by the
constituted AAmericano to solve chall enges
the end of i e v er point ANARrincreasen fiom the Aberystwyth
Conservative Future group and a 9 point PNAR increase from the Portsmouth Labour

group from 66 to 75:

Figure 9.38: Aberystwyth Conservative Future Group

Plaase contnuously rata e following speech. [Aber Conservatives)
100=Vary Positive

Total

n mean

01522
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Figure 9.39: Portsmouth Labour Group

Flease continuously rats the following spesch. {Portsmouth Labour}
100=Strongly Negaiive

75

n mean

The fact hat each challenge Obama cites can only be addressed by coming together is
crucial to the speech as it unfolds. "This reality," Obama tells us as he attempts to
demonstrate how misplaced anger has been
challenges, requires 'teminder of how we arrived at this point." Obama has already
contextualized and complicated the background of Wright and the black community.

In form, Obama continues his strategy of contextualization. In content, he shifts from
constituting intrinsic idetity to extrinsic historical and socEconomic
considerations, both under the heading of
from the previous, to understand the complexities of race and the need to redirect the
anger that emerges, we need to lobkagial context, which is as much a part of the
complexities and ambiguities of racial substance as the intrinsic identifications of

Obama, Wright, and his white grandmother.

Just as Obama moves from proposition to proposition and premise to premise as h
speech unfolds in real time, each new passage builds on the previous, so too does
Obama invite his auditor to see the present "racial stalemate" as a direct result of the
past in historical time. Obama invokes a quotation from William Faulkner, ndiatg t

"the past isn't dead and buried. In fact, it isn't even past." He offers two examples to
support the connection between current disparities and previous injustices: segregated

schools as inferior schools and "legalized discrimination,” which Obama then
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subdivides into a long list of racial grievances. These examples serve a dual purpose:

first to lend weight to and illuminate his contention that the black community was

discriminated against, but a closer look reveals a subtle argument with each example

building upon the previous. Each example Obama cites of "legalized discrimination”

meant black families could hamass wealth. An inability to amass wealth is a reason

there are pockets of poverty today. In these pockets is a lack of economic opportunity,

which has led to the erosion of the black family. And in these poverty pockets the lack

of basic services "created a cycle of violence, blight and neglect that continue to haunt

us." Obama is imploring the auditor to see this cycle in context, ratheMhan g ht 6 s

statements in isolation.

In terms of the audience response to this history Obama constructs, the Portsmouth

Labour group was overwhelmingly positive (+24 from 68 to 92; Aberystwyth
+ 6
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Figure 9.40: Portsmouth Labour Group
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As Figure 9.41 illustrates, the Sudanese group initially decreased in PNAR as Obama

began to talk about the need to trace Amera 0 s

to 66), but increased (+14 from 66 to 80) when he specifically mentions segregation

n
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Figure 9.41: Sudanese Group

Flease continuously rats the following spesch {Sudansse}

80

‘_R\J/_/

n mean

Obama must be careful in his attempts to cievigus racial injustices in America.
That is, Obama would find it hard to identify with a predominately white audience by
pulling America's racial skeletons out of the closet in which the white audience is the
perpetrator. Indeed, one white female paraaipin the Aberystwyth Conservative

Future group expressed a dislike for this:

Moderator. Sounds like you got a little bored by it

Participant 2 | did to start off with, 'cause it's like fair enough you talk about

the pain and things but then you getwith what you're going to do. It wasn't

until the last bit that he started talking about anything substantial. Before that

it all just seemed a bit "I'm black, you're white, we've had such a bad past, the

whites have done a bad thing, it's all..ji'st...he seemed to be poncing about

a bit. Shut upand get on with it.

Moderator. OK...

Participant 2 That 6s what I t hought (Aberyst
2010).

In terms of identification, perhaps this is why Obama has gone to great lengths to
ingratiate the "American" audience he is addressing. While this passage viewed in
isolation may very well perpetuate the "racial lens" Obama is seeking to move
beyond, Obama continues his nuanced contextualization. Moreover, this history of

race and socieconomic status in America continues to serve as a contextualizing
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tool for Wright. This history of racial discrimination that Obama constructs saw a

steady 20 point PNAR increase from 71 to 91 with the Sudanese focus group:

Figure 9.42: Sudanese Group

Flease continuously rate the following speech. {Sudanese}
100=Stron >0itive
Total
4 91
_/_f
n mean

By contextualizing America's tortured racial past, Obama walks the tight rope of

"justifying" Wright's comments and giving context and motivation to what the public
were seeing of Wright. By systematically neutralizing Wright's comments, Obama
systematially defends and builds upon his owthoshaving not disassociated from
Wright. As it stood when Obama took the stage, "America"” could not be
consubstantial with "Jeremiah Wright" as seen on TV, but if the substance changes,

that is, if the context changethen consubstantiation is possible.

Having set the scene, Obama again references Wright, placing him in the "late fifties
and early sixties." And, having already created a synecdochal relationship between
Wright and the black community, Obama uses ketims with ease as identities
emerging from and shaped by this context, complicating associations between Obama
and Wright as well as his comments. This period in which "Reverend Wright and
other AfricanrAmericans of his generation grew up" was "a timeeswlsegregation

was still the law of the land and opportunity was systematically constricted.” Yielding
to what might be referred to as the "American love of the underdog," Obama calls

“remarkable” what has been seen in American national mythology andréolkl



overcoming the odds to succeed despite obstacles; "when the going gets tough, the

tough gets going," and consubstantiation would occur for any auditor who admires

this as a job well done. Obama makes this more explicit through referencing the
American Dream, continuing the theme of holding "American” ideals up as an
ingratiating standard. Discrimination kept many from achieving the American Dream,

Obama tells us, and "[that] legacy of defeat was passed down to future generations,"

and Obama argues fronause and effect that this legacy has caused a lack of hope

and prospects for the future. In terms of the mort@mioment data, the

Aberystwyth Conservative Future group saw a PNAR increase of 13 from 50 to 63 as
Obama discussed thdlblack ¢ ommuriktiynds ar ewsa

wayo as shown by the second set of arrows

Figure 9.43: Aberystwyth Conservative Future Group

Flease continuously rats the following spesch. {Aber Conservatives}
100=Very Positive

Total

/ ~

=Y i

n mean

During this portion of the speech, the Sudanese group fluctuated. There was an initial
PNAR decrease of 159rom 86 to 71, however, their PNAR increased at

approximately the same time as the Aberystwyth Conservative Group by 12 from 71
to 83, only to decrease again once Obama identifies the struggle of the black

community with the American Dream from 83 to 75:
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Figure 9.44: Sudanese Group

rtinuowsly rate the following speech. {Sudanese}

Total
63

n mean

Continuing his historical construction, Obama subdivides Wright's generation into
two categories: those who made it and those who didn't. Having already described the
plight of the latter, Obama tells us that

Even forthose blacks who did make it, questions of race, and racism, continue
to define their worldview in fundamental ways. For the men and women of
Reverend Wright's generation, the memories of humiliation and doubt and fear
have not gone away; nor has thyer and the bitterness of those years.
This broad contention Obama has laid out posits that the present can be directly traced
to events of the past. Discrimination in the past is the cause of a lack of hope or
prospects in present time. It is also #wirce of anger, bitterness, humiliation, fear,
and doubt that has shap&dright, his comments, and Wright's generation. This

portion of the speech saw a-gdint PNAR increase from 63 to 87:



Figure 9.45: Sudanese Group

Please continuowsly rate the following speech {Sudanese}

100=Strongly Positive

89

n mean

As Figure 9.46 demonstratethe Aberystwyth Conservative Future Group saw a
much more modest PNAR increase of 6 from 62 to 68:

Figure 9.46: Aberystwyth Conservative Future Group

Please contnuousy rate the follcwing spesch. {Aber Conservatives}

100=Very Positive

Total

—

n mean

Obama hones in and expands upon the former two emotions, anger and bitterness. In
fact, these two entmns become the passions Obama would seek to refocus as the

rocket fuel of transcendence for racial communities living in America (Westen 2007;

14C



Aristotle, 1991). Having contextualized why this anger exists, Obama tells us where

and how it is expressed:

That anger may not get expressed in public, in front of whitesa®ers or
white friends. But it does find voice in the barbershop or around the kitchen
table. At times, that anger is exploited by politicians, to gin up votes along
racial lines, oto make up for a politician's own failings. And occasionally it
finds voice in the church on Sunday morning, in the pulpit and in the pews.
The fact that so mangeople are surprised to hear that anger in some of
Reverend Wright's sermons simply remindsof the old truism that the most
segregated hour in Americdifie occurs on Sunday morning.

The Cardiff Council focus group saw a PNAR increase of 5 from 80 to 85:

Figure 9.47: Cardiff Council Group

tinuowsly rats the following spesch {Group 4}
100=Stron: I

Total
85

n mean

One participant felt this was an importantimgao make and alludes to, or perhaps
repeats back, Obamads next rhetorical man e

Participant 3 The point he made about America is never more divided than it

is on Sunday | think is a very important statement, um and | think in America
theyusee |l i gi on a | ot more as a tool and it
whereas over here | think itds not quit
Moderator. Did you see it being used as a tool in this particular speech?

Participant 3 Yeah | did

Moderator. OK

Participant 3. Absolutely. And | think over here, we would more relate to it...I

would more relate to that in terms of class and | would see deprivation
happening in terms of class more so in terms of race (Cardiff Council, 2010).
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The reference of segregai on Sunday morning also saw the beginnings of a larger

PNAR increase with the Aberystwyth Conservative Future group and the Portsmouth

Labour group that would continue through
unproductive:

Figure 9.48: Aberystwyth Conservative Future Group

Flease continuotsiy rats the following spesch. {Absr Consarvativas)
100=Very Positive
L Jggi
5 58
'/_/'M—_
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n mean
Figure 9.49: Portsmouth Labour Group
Flease continuously rate the following speech. {Portsmouth Labour}
100=Strongly Negative:
Total
5 86
.—_’_’
e
n mean
203
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Looking at this portion of the text, Obama extends this metaphor of division through
the term "segregation” and the politician's attempts to "gin up votes along racial
lines." Obama findghis anger "not always productive,” in the sense that it can
"distract attetion from solving real problendés and pr ev e fAlnaicant he Af ri
community from forging the alliances it needs to bring about change. "Alliance" can
be associated with this sast racial transcendence through identification, its Latin
root, alligare literally meaning "bound together.” Obama is saying that the anger
Wright and others express is real but unproductive because it does not bring about
real change. Obama measures #mger by whether or not it produces results for
social progress. In the final proposition of Obama's historical and-socomomic
contextualization of Wright and the black community, Obama links the anger he has
been speaking of and the immediate exigeatdyand while simultaneously extending

the metaphor of division through the term "chasm™:

to condemn [this anger] without understanding its roots, only serves to widen

the chasm of misunderstanding that exists between the races.
In what is to be a gkingly parallel structure, Obama pivots from diagnosing the
anger that exists in the black community to diagnosing the anger that exists in the
white community. Obama finds each racial community identified through a "similar
anger" that exists in each. ®ma attempt s to ingratiate
community, praising their experience as "the immigrant experience,” Obama tells us
that "[most] working and middleclass white Americans don't feel they have been
particularly privileged by their race, [..ds far they're concerned, no one's handed
them anything, they've built it from scratch.” Obama praises white waorking
middle-class white Americans as having "worked hard all their lives,"” and just as
discrimination kept those in the black community Wright's generation from
achieving the American Dream, white working families work hard to the same end
"only to see their jobs shipped overseas or their pension dumped after a lifetime of
labor. They are anxious about their futures, and feel their drelippgng away;"
Obama notes the perception of opportunity
the black and white community can find economic opportunity, it is perceived that
either only the white community or only the black community that can ashiee
American Dream; this perception has no room for consubstantiation. For Obama, the

consequences of this perception in the white community are clear. Obama argues
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from consequences, first listing several examples as sources of resentment within the

white community:

So when they are told to bus their children to a school across town; when they
hear that an African American is getting an advantage in landing a good job or
a spot in a good college because of an injustice that they themselves never
committed; when they're told that their fears about crime in urban
neighborhoods are somehow prejudiced, resentment builds over time.
This portion of the speech generated a considerable PNAR increase of 26 points from
57 to 83 with the Aberystwyth Coarrative Future group, a 4gbint PNAR decrease
from the Portsmouth Labour Group and apbint drop fom 88 to 74 with the
Sudanese Bup as Obama identifies the lower middle class white experience as the
Al mmi grant experi ence. wtheflfmint PNARaecease gr oup
as Obama discussed the Aresentmento in the

as shown in Figure 9.50:

Figure 9.50: Aberystwyth Conservative Future Group

Flease continuously rats the following spesch. {Aber Conservatives}
100=Very Positive

Total
5 83

—~ 7
. /

n mean
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Figure 9.51: Portsmouth Labour Group

Please continuowsly rate the following speech  {Portsmouth Labour}
100=Strongly Negative:

Figure 9.52 Sudanee Group

Please continuowsly rate the following speech {Sudanese}

100=Strongly Positive
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Figure 9.53: Sudanese Group

Plaase continuously rate the following spesch {Sudansss}

Total

n mean

Rhetorically, for the black community it was overt discrimination in which the white
community benefited instead of, not alongside, the black community that was a

source of anger. For the workingnd middleclass white families, the perception of

reparations and affirmative action programs that benefit the black community over

white families who have not benefited from previous injustices is a source of anger. In

both form and content, Obama makes the pmirgarallel terms, strengthening each
communityds similarities. Obama <continues
existing in both communities but also in the private manner in which that anger is
expressed. For the black community, the anger kept them florging the alliances

they needed to bring about real change; for the white community this misplaced anger

is, like the black community, functionally very real and powerful, "shaping the

political landscape" a consequence expanded upon by Obama reighstipporting

examples: the Reagan coalition, crime, and once again, commentators. Interestingly,

the Reagan "coalition" forged in the 1980's is precisely the "alliance" apparatus the

black community lacked. The unstated link is that those former wieiteddrats who

joined the Reagan coalition are, yes, able to bridge divides and form alliances but that

it is the wrong kind of association; it quenchbso mo s ayparneq) Brd
identification but | eaves economsowedi nteres
without Obamadés version of soci al progress

with a lack of allies nor the white community with its uneasy bedfellows can bring

14¢



about real change on their own. Indeed, Obama continues to compare the similar
sutstance of each community using "Just as..." In both communities, anger is
misplaced, counterproductive and distracting. Obama attempts to redirect racial anger
to "the real culprits of the middle class squeeze" which, as Obama names each one,
are "a corpmate culture rife with inside dealing, questionable accounting practices,
and shorterm greed; a Washington dominated by lobbyists and special interests;
economic policies that favor the few over the many." In the last passage of this
subpoint, Obama make another attempt at the parallel and consubstantial
circumstance of each community by noting the anger in the white community is real
and requires a nuanced and contextualized "understanding.” The comparison with the
black community is made through the md® "this too" and the metaphor of
identification and division is extended with "widens the racial divide, and blocks the
pat h t o understanding. " Obamads new anta
simultaneous PNAR increases among the Portsmouth Laboyy gnabAberystwyth

Conservative Future group:

Figure 9.54: Aberystwyth Conservative Group

Flease continuously rats the following spesch. {Aber Conservatives}

5 7

n mean




Figure 9.55: Portsmouth Labour Group

Pl usiy rate the following spesch. {Portsmouth Labour}

Base coninuos thLa
100=Strongly Negative
93
/—/ /
3 4
n mean

Obamads constant referencing of the Dbl ack

focus group participant to ask what wadwctually be done to address the challenges

each community faced:

Participant 1 | think he tried many things to make the whole nation unity. He

mentioned black and white, black and white, mentioned it many times during

his speech. Um and he promisttait change had taken over two hundred

year s, but he didnot mention the change
What is actually the role (Sudanese, 2010)?

Another particignt from the Portsmouth Labour G u p , noted that A ob\
get comparisns of you know Martin Luther King a
t hings, but with that speech there where
racism on both the white and black side that is quite, um, you can draw similarities

with Nelson Mandela andhis tackling of issues, definitely (Portsmouth Labour,

2010) . 0 Having contextuali zed and consub
commun ti es as a rdalcthbhot Obamaalriezeid N8 t o tF
present: "This is where we are right now. dt'sacial stalematere’'ve been stuck in for

y e a He coonters his critics, noting his candidacy alone could not overcome the

existing racial divisions. Building on his ovathos Obama offers qualification in the

form of a personal, audienaggratiatingconviction:

14¢



a conviction rooted in my faith in God and my faith in the American people

that working together we can move beyond some of our old racial wounds,

and that in fact we have no choice if we are to continue on the path of a more

perfect union.
AWor king togethero in order to move fAbeyon
large measure an act of transcendence. Obama also references back to "a more perfect
union." Because Obama has associated himself with the Constitution, Obama is
implicitly stating that if "we" want to continue what the Constitution started (and what
Obama would continugjwe" need to accept his conviction (or perhaps, prescription)
of how to move forward to perfecting the uni@ontained withihrOb a ma 6 sisspeech
a chace for the auditor to make: side with Obama and the Constitution or continue
holding misplaced anger conjured up by commentators and Washington politicians,
which is the same mistake Wright has made. Siding with Obama and the Constitution
means continuingn the path towards a more perfect union, and Obama offers each
community a concrete plan of action to take the onramp towards that path. Obama
once again subdivides this action plan into parallel cases of the black and white
communities. For the black somunity to continue on the path of a more perfect

union, Obama offers two points followed by a crucial qualification:

[this path] means embracing the burdens of our past without becoming victims
of our past. It means continuing to insist on a full meaf justice in every
aspectof American life. But it also means binding our particular grievances
for better health care, and better schools, and better -jdbsthe larger
aspirations of all Americanithe white woman struggling to break the ggla
ceiling, the white man whose been laid off, the immigrant trying to feed his
family.

Speaking with AfricaP mer i cans wusing the collective 0
community they must acknowledge the context from which their community and
currentc i rcumst ances grew but mu st Abi nd our
aspirations of all Americans. o0 Obama offer
is thinking of: education, jobs, and health care. Then, he humanizes them with two
examples ofa white woman and white man struggling and aspiring. The word

Abi ndingd continues the approach of rel eva
This process thus includes a few concrete steps for the black community:
acknowledge their past, addressitipast in a constructive way, bind their grievances

to the | arger fAAmericanodo narrative of soci



more responsibility for their lives. The b&rystwyth Conservative Futurerdaip
increased their P EcAdRve gantioni ohtlge tekt bysbrirand79 top r e
76, while the Portsmouth Labourr@up by 9 from 83 to 92 and the Sudanese group
saw a 9point PNAR increase as Obama declares the black community cannot be

victims of their past:

Flgure 9.56: Aberystwyth Consevative Future Group

antinuously rats the followng speech. {Aber Cons

—Tmal

76
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n mean

Flgure 9.57: Portsmouth Labour Group
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n mean

15C




Flgure 9.58: Sudanese Group

s the following spesch. {Sudansse}

0=Strongly Positive
Total
4 95
/
Y4
n mean

On the note of personal responsibility, Obama slyly colonizes the middle ground by

appealing to values championed by cemigint Americans and conservative
Repulicans, the "American, and yes conservative notion oftes{f.” By identifying
Wright's sermons and Obama's own prescription with "American” and "conservative"
ideas of setlhelp, it could be more difficult for political opponents and
"commentators” ta&wondemn a man who stands for the same thing they do, because
just as corporate or vicarious boasting boosts ones own image, degrading, blaming,
and criticizing that corporate unit that you adhere to (in this case the idea-loélgIf

is more difficult todo if not damaging to your own cause. The opposing political
party cannot define themselves in unique terms through ideas shared and articulated
by both parties. The argumentative thread could be limited, however, as the
Aberystwyth Conservative Futureayp dropped 16 points and several participants of
the group responded negatively in the focus group data towards Obama as he
identified Wright with notions of conservatism:

Participant 5 | did start to crank it down when he had a go at conservative

pep | e, I di dnot really 1like that. He 06
61l 6m for everyoned but when he starte
I 6m | i ke wel!/l you know why didnodét vyo
start...

Participant 2Yeah...

Participant 5 ...throw stones in ours
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Participant 2 And in that respect it sort of, black and white
discrimination...conservative and...whatever it would be...

Participant 1..socialist

Participant 2 That s the one. .on Tlmdst ssems t of d
hypocritical real l vy, saying well we can
at people with quite conservative views, cause everybody should be this way.

It just sort of...

Participant 5 Yeah | find he was a bit sort of a bitayshe was for political

unity because he kept Robert Gates as his Defense Secretary, but did he that

just as tokenist...just to keep conservatives happy (Aberystwyth Conservative

Future, 2010).

With the Portsmouth Labourr@up, it remains unclear whetirr Obamads st at et
that this -metponi ®©f effisleéf Ameri cpomt or con:
PNAR decrease from 83 to 68:

Figure 9.59: Portsmouth Labour Group

Please coninuowsly rate the followng speech. {Partsmouth Labour)

Total

AN

n mean

Textually, Obama moves to qualify this notion of "dae#p" as insufficient orits
own by bringing the speech back to one of Obama's core campaign messages: change.
Obama finds Wright's comments wrong not because "he spoke of racism in our

society" but

"[it's] that he spoke as if our society was static; as if no progress has been
made; as if this countrya country that has made it possible for one



of his own membersto run for the highest office in the land and build a
coalition of white and black; Latino and Asian, rich and poor, young and old
is still irrevocably bound to &xagic past.”

Obama extends the metaphor of identification and division in both terms in this
passage: Wright's view of society as static (and thus, perpetually divided) and
Obama's assertion that his campaign has built a "coalition" of various bacttgroun
sociceconomic positions and perspectives. To view Obama's campaign through the
racial lens not only impedes social progress, it is "still irrevocably bound to a tragic
past.” This portion of the speech saw a steady PNAR increase from the Aberystwyth
Conservative Future group of 10 from 72 to 82:

Figure 9.60: Aberystwyth Conservative Future Group

nbnuowsly rate the following speech. {Aber Conservatives}
100=Very Positive

Total

82

N— —

AN

—

n mean

The Portsmouth Labour group too saw a PNAR increase of 8 from 71 to 79:
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Figure 9.61: Portsmouth Labour Group

Fleass continuously rate the following spesch. {Portsmeash Labour
100=Strongly Negati

79

n mean

Most focus group participantsvdciat ed bet ween i1 denti fying wi
unity among various factions or, by the very mentioning of these factions, was

actually dividing his audience. As tnparticipants in the SudaneseoGp explained:

Participant 3 Yes | think the good thgs is that he tried to make unity for the

whol e society, and their rights, what t
them. The negative is | think to apply this is positive discrimination: white and

black, he has to look at the nation as one natiomowit applying these

categories for black and white and Asian, we are all American, we have one
dream...he has one dream

Moderator So you didnot | i ke it when he sta
Participant 3 Yeah, yeah, yeah...

Moderator And[Pat i ci pant 4] didnoét either?
Participant4 We |l | , to a certain extent, no. |
ethnicities, just focus on al/l and donc¢
some, you have a problem (Sudanese, 2010).

This reflects at least aopion of the momento-moment data with the Sudanese
Group. It saw an initial 19 oi n't PNAR decrease during Ob
Wrightodéds beliefs saw society as static but

Obama asserts his very candidacy for iprdse n t complicated Wright

receives applause from the audience:
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ase connuously rats th following spesch {Sudaness}
100=Strongly Positve

Figure 9.62: Sudanese Group

Total
4 89

n mean

The previously mentioned focus group data was sharedrbgraber of the Cardiff
Council Goup:

Participant 3 | grew up in an environment whereegyone was the same and

| retained that throughout, so if | was being campaigned to by Obama in
America the way that he di d, | 6d cert ai
you make a statement do you have to say black, Hispanic, Latino, white, you

kn o w, do | need to read something in thi
060Cause evemadetamepohet it was | ike inste
he would make a point of saying dour bl
our whi t evhiah lisiah idsueehe aeeds to address (Cardiff Council,

2010).

Another parcipant in the Cardiff CounciGoup felt that these app
went mo st negativeodo and were designed to
didnodét fAr emniltly] bexii ®tve, [wou know, [ i naudi b
di visions (ibid).o Another participant, h
Future saw this not only as rhetoricallifestive, giventhe situation Obama was,in

but alsoeffective for tle focus group participant personally:

Participant 1...to say "right, here's the ball game: I'm black, I'm running for
President, this is a perfect Union, we're a union, we're blacks, Hispanics,
Latinos, blah, blah, blah, we're all in this togethet's Iget this out of the way
now and move on, and it did, it did the job.

Participant 5 Yeah...
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Moderator. YOU thought he did the job?

Participant 1 Yeah, yeah, yeah. And | mean the outcome of that, | mean, race
hardly ever came up after that, an@ tRepublicans stopped playing that ad
again, as well, about the Jeremiah Wright thing (Aberystwyth Conservative
Future, 2010).

Two participants from the Portsmouth Labourdsip saw this as a positive moment in
the speech:

Participant 5 After about lalf way through, he was very positive when he

was talking about certain aspects of race, how everyone had their own visions

of the American Dr eam. And that, um, i
Sshoul dndot wupset the Amer thedaokmarhand e mi dd
the HispanicsNative Americans should not be competing with the white

middle classes, but they should be more progressive equally. You know, once
theydébre not competing with the white mi
white middle classes, because that is part of the perceived racism in America,

that Aif we give the black man affirmat
was trying to say thaeéveryone should have equal opportunities without
discrimination. | thought thawas a very important point.

Participant 3...a vision, really, so there were those bits when he talked about

the coalition of interests, you know the different cultures and the different

groups of people who were joining together to try and get ehandmerica

and some of the things that they were trying to do. So those were the most

positive bits for me, really (Portsmouth Labour, 2010).

Watching the video, Obama raises his voice and shifts to an emotive tone to be heard
over the applause as "&mge We Can Believe In" and "Yes We Can [Change]" lurk

in white space of the speech. Finally, Obama once again grounds his campaign in the
ingratiating proposition that the fact that the Obama coalition exists and what it has

achieved so far is living, baghing testimony to the "genius of the nation."”

Having directly addressed the black community using the collective "our," Obama
shifts in parallel form to the white community. Obama repeats the point that the anger
of past and present discrimination &al, and cannot be wished away, concerned with
concrete action, Obama expands on what the white community can do "not just with
words, but with deeds." Seffromotion exists as Obama's own candidacy is
strengthened as the prescription Obama is offeringvthi'e community also happens

to be prescriptions from his presidential policy platform. The transcendent term
becomes more explicit than ever as Obama shifts from investment in education and

welfare for "black, brown, and white" children to "helping dllAanerica prosper," a
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portion of the text that saw afint PNAR increase from the Cardiff Council group.
After this, Obama appeals to what Terrill calls the maxim with a powerful place in the

"American" psyche, "the Golden Rule":

In the end, then, whad called for is nothing more, and nothing less, than what
all the world's great religions demandhat we do unto others as we would
have them do unto us. Let us be our brother's keeper, Scripture tells us. Let us
be our sister's keeper.

While Obamadoes not linger or expand upon this, he surveys the various religions

and speaks in "universal" terms just as he has attempted to do with race. Identification
through invoking the maxim can be achieved through two routes: first, it isn't a
particularly dfficult concept to get behind, and so anyone else who holds "the Golden

Rule" in high regard may find themselves identified with Obama. As Aristotle notes,

Afone should use the tritest and most banal
from their beng banal, as all men agree with them, they are thought to be right (1991:
193). 0 Second, there i s what Aristotle cal
the rhetorician's use of maxims, perpetuating the ingratiating theme (1991: 194). For
Obama,although various religions and races have profound differences, he implores

"us to find that common stake we all have in one another,” the term "common stake"

being nothing less than consubstantiality. In terms of the audience response to this
Agol deod thke Aberystwyth Conservative Futur
17 when Obama references religion, but w h
content (rather than a religious form), the group saw a PNAR increase of 15 from 58
to72,onlytodropagaid 6 poi nts when Obama invokes wha



Figure 9.63: Aberystwyth Conservative Future Group

Plaase continuously rate the following spesch. {Aber Conservatives)
100=Very Positive

Total

0\ //—\
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n mean

With Obama's plan of action for reach racial community on the table, Obama offers

his audience a "choice" which is really an additicarglument from the consequences

of failing to take his proposed course of action. By providing the audience with two

detailed alternativesalloiosis) , Obama continues to identif
religion enveloped in one choice and presents a dilenmgne classical sense, an

Aar gument t hat of fers an opponent onl vy
Acommentators, 0o AWright, o and those that w
Apurely racial | enso are placed theirmly o

Constitutional values that demand generational change (Lanham, 1991: 192).

In the first "choice,” Obama lists what he calls distractions stemming from the
"politics of division and conflict”; treating race as spectacle, only discussing Wright
from now until the campaign, pouncing on gaffes, and speculating about how racial
communities will vote. At the end of these choices, Obama offers a reservation of the

potential consequences:

But if we do, | can tell you that in the next election, we'll beitgjkabout
some other distraction. And then another one. And then another one. And
nothing will change.
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Despite some fluctuation, the Aberystwyth Conservative Future group saw a net
PNAR increase of 13 from 64 to 77:

Flgure 9.64 Aberystwyth Conservatie Future Group

ontinuously rate the followng speech. {Aber Cons:

—Tmal

.
NS

/\__/‘\//

79

n mean

This applaus&eceiving line also saw PNAR increase of 13 from 64 to 77:

Flgure 9 65 Portsmouth Labour Group

= the following speech. {Port nr}
100=

trongly Negative

Total
5 65

n mean

03028

As Obama shifts to the next "choice," it is worth mentioning that this may indeed be a

false choice, however, the absurdayd futility of the first set of options paves way



for the much more logical and constructive set of options Obama has set out in his

plan of action. “"Or," Obama tells us we C
Formally, Obama sets up this list gissibilities in the second "choice" as an

anaphora and while each example is slightly different, the style in which it is placed

can aid the auditor see the "universal" in the "particular,” that is, that the challenges

the new transcendent term "Ameridates, health care, a war, the economy, jobs,

affect every race; one particular race is not the source of the other's grievances, in

fact, if the auditor is to accept the logic bound up in Obama'’s speech, the "other" race

is no longer the other. One Suése focus group participant after watching the

speech noted:

Participant 4 Just one observation. He mentioned blacks, whites, Asian and

Hispanic six times. And he mentioned Native Americans only once. The

whol e speech. So | ddeel@doutthm.ow how peopl
Moderator. How did you feel about it?

Participant 4 Well | felt sorry for them because they should be more on top,

more top priority for him because if you talk about change and giving rights

back these are one of the groups that gbauld really fight for (Sudanese,

2010).

While Obama has already made this point, he repeats it differently tilt creating
a new "other" by redirecting racial anger to "special interest" or "corporate" anger,

and to great applause:

This time we want to talk about the fact that the real problem is not that
someone who doesn't look like you might take your job; it's that the
corporation you workor will ship it overseas for nothing more than a profit.

This portion of the speech received PRIAincreases from the Aberystywth
Conservative Future group (+7 from 78 to 85), the Portsmouth Labour group (+25
from 65 to 90) and the Sudanese group (+26 from 86 to 92):
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Figure 9.66: Aberystwyth Conservative Future Group

Please continuowsly rate the following speech. {Aber Conservatives}
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Figure 9.67: PortsmouthLabour Group

Please continuowsly rate the following speech  {Portsmouth Labour}
100=Strongly Negative:

Total
5 2

n mean
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Figure 9.68: Sudanese Group

Please connuousy rate the follcwing spesch_ {Sudanese}

Total

100=Stron ositve
=
n mean

Textually, Obama moves to once again ground his candidacy in his belief through the

use of constitutive rhetoric: "I'" would not be running if "I" did not believe that this "is
what the vast majority oAmericans want for this country.” As a proposition, it may

or may not be true, but by constituting the American people, the second persona, in
such a way that coincides with the first persona, Obama's personal conviction,
Obama's interests of winning theepidency are identified with the values of the
constituted American people. He further constitutes a section of the American public,
young people, as "hopeful” and "openness to change,” an appeal that saw a PNAR

increase with the Aberystwyth Conservatiugture group, all young students:



Figure 9.69: Aberyswyth Conservative Future Group

Please continuously rate the following spesch. {Aber 'rarw‘nJ“a_s}F — .
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Echoing the earlier bout of skepticism in
felt that these the policies and solutions Obama outlined were insoffiaieen
compared to the challenges Americans faced:
Participant 2 Heb6s a good speaker. And yes t he
think the negative thing about it is great expectations and at some point | was
just thinking he was mentioning all the factOK, but will he be able to
change all these things? Asifitisoverst i mat i ng, you know? |
how to express it but now | think after what [Participant 4] said, | think yes he
touched something inside me but the missing thing was... treivedeeling
that | felt is about...and heds talking

do? And it just kind of mentioned the facts, but...
Moderator. And when you felt this way, you felt negative did you turn the dial
down?

Participant 2 Yes.Yes (Sudanese, 2010).

Li ke many ot her focus group ©participants,

| abeled as fApositive, 0 however

lack of substantive discussion of forwartving action:

Participant 4 | felt more positive when he started talking about race and
bridging the gaps between the races

Participant 2Yeah.

Moderator. So, what was going on there for you when he was talking about
bridging the gaps between the races

16&
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Participant 4 As a theory, as a theory.

Moderator. Yeah. What is it about that that you like though?

Participant4 Wel | , 1 tob6s. .. webre al/l humans, t
matter whether | 6m black or red or whit
same blood in the same veins. But ignorance is one of the problems and to
educate people not to discriminate aga
think. Wh at I felt negative about t he
candidate, you know that tleeshould be introduction, action plans and then

concl usi o wellconstructeda.s n 0 t

Moderator. So it was a lack of an action plan?

Participant 4AMmm-hmm.

Moderator OK. So a | ack of concrete action,
OK.

Participant 2 The positive thing, yes, when he focused on minimizing the

gaps and giving more opportunities to black people and you know other

deprived people and I think he talked about the new generation, the kids and

this, if I...1 think he talked abouhis (Sudanese, 2010).

Obama ends with a representative anecdote. In many ways, it is a vivid example
(enargig meant to bring everything Obama has been talking about before his

auditor's eyes. He is also arguing from the topic of possibility, arguimpgimeiple

that what has already happened can happen again. Finally, it also shows how two

people from different backgrounds refused to view Obama's candidacy through the

“racial lens" and instead identified through a common challenge. Consubstantiality is

what Obama is offering his auditor, it is the starting point for social action, and
consubstantiality is possible because of t
One participant from the Portsmouth Laboul
endn g , noting he preferred Obamads appeal s t

stories:

Participant 4 But to me the most interesting parts of the speech were sort of

when he got into the |l ess when he focus
think he ended as strongly as the section right before when he talked about the

visions of blacks, Latinos, and whites all in, all queuing up in you know long

waiting lines...

Moderator. So when he was talking about that, that was...

Participant 4: That was more positive to me than focusing on individual
storiesthat...Anabell or whoever it was at the end there, um...

Moderator You didnot | i ke that.

Participant4 To me, no...itds somethind whict
done a lot um Nick Clagin the last elections where everything was specific

to someonedbds story which.

Participant 2 See | t hought it was very movin
point, actually.
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Participant 4 It might have just been me, maybe he was just trying to...
Modeator: What did everyone else think about the ending of the speech?

Participant3  We | | the ending of the speech
emotional aspect to...

Participant 7 Bring your emotions into the
listening to...

i

=

t h

Moderator And thatdés how it worked for you?

Participant 7 Yeah, it brings your emotions closer to the situation
Participant2: Yeah...

Participant 7 I mean talk about AAshliomegd sort

knows an Ashley in someway or another through their own niece, nephew,

daughter, whatever, you know, someone

times is what | 6dm t r thiougldthat persosahstory.it. u m
brings your emotios into it, brings you out to passion, of yourself as a human

0s
SO

being, to think Ayeah, what heds saying

touch, I can see what [ Participant

]

motivational...point of view | thinkhe 6 s done it right, 0cal
t

peoplei n, people dondét always think with

heart...[inaudible fAyeahodéso]

Participant 4 I guess maybe being Engli sh,
the sort of race and soof slavery issues is a word to sort of bring out an
emotional connection to something else. You know, more of an English...
(Portsmouth Labour, 2010).

Interestingly, another participant in the Cardiff Council group (who incidentally is of
the same pdiical affiliation) related this strategy of personal narrative to not Nick
Clegg, but David Cameron:

t hi

Participant3 Um | think again hebs a fantast:.i

public speaking ability, it is unquestionably very high. Um | foundierms

of his stories, his stories were good they were very well delivered, um | think
he uses stories a lot to emotionally hook people in, which | think is something
Britshpol i ti ci an have started to do a |

ot
Camner on was | i ke nl me t this child who

g

to change. .. 0 and | find a | ot of Davi

did very much in terms of pushind the

along similar lines in thatesise. Um, for me there was a big push and in his

campaign he was going to have to address the race issue, but for me personally
t hat woul dnodt be something that wo ul
how | perceive the wooplade mysibasa whieo st |,
American because I 6m not an Ameri can

n

d |

an
( C

Later, however, upon being asked to det ai

perceive the world, o6 the participant took

Moderator. | wantel to ask you one more thing. At the beginning when you
said where Cameron had adapted some of his storytelling, how did that
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specifically relate to you when Obama w
relate to themor...

Participant 3 No, | did relae to them and | think stories can be very powerful.

Um, maybe some cynicism comes back in now looking at this speech because

of what Cameron has done and how Cameron has utilized those tools, so now
webre al most | ookind back [ ...].

Moderator. And did youturn the dial up or down, typically, when one of the

stories came...

Participant 3 Umm...I turned it up, but | think women in particular, in my

experience relate more to emotional stories. And in my experience men tend

just to go nionhd tthoe ypdarven juwuss to ftfr ywi t h s o me

I. The Text: Conclusion

Il n AA More Perfect Union, 0 Barack Obama de
to unify voters under the banner of the Obama Coalition, synecdochally and
strategically represented througfine t r anscendent term AAmMer i c
General Election. He identifies his personal story and his presidential campaign with

the American experience. Obama constructs the American experience as a process of

social action grounded in the normatieit ultimately unfinished status of the United

States Constitution. Obama identifies his campaign with the unfinished document by

claiming the mantle of social progress. For Obama, social progress has been delayed

due to decades of interracial anger, etthfor Obama is simultaneously justified and
unproductive. Obama seeks to redirect interracial anger by constituting audiences
previously divided along racial lines as identified through a shared socioeconomic
struggle. Obama offers his newly constitutediance new terms of division, namely

corporate greed, questionable accounting practices and unfair economic policies,
through which to be identified.

J. Audience Response: Conclusion

A close reading of the speech combined with a close reading of the goocup data
indicates a range of interpretations and decodings offered up by each focus group.
There are interand intrafocus group points of convergence and divergence between
a focus group's positive or negative interpretation of Barack Obama's ré Réofect
Union." The first and perhaps most obvious point is that many of the rhetorical
strategies marshaled by Obama did not always function in the way of the rhetorical
analysis, which sought to understand the intentional design of the text asimegubrt

to a key politically moderate American audience, originally anticipated. Several
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participants in the Aberystwyth Conservative Future Group expressed admiration for
both George W. Bush and Ronald Reagan; the trope of economic populism and a
scapegoatig of its antithesis, "trickle down" economics, proved to be an ineffective
Othering devicefor that group Conversely, Obama's appeals to a sense of
consubstantial religious identification through a shared Christian faith were spurned
not just by the Abemstwyth Conservative Future Group, but by at least one
participant in every group. Another series of polysemic moments occurred when
Obama discussed racial tensions in the United States. At least one participant in each
group expressed positive sentimenit Obama's attempts to unite previously divided
racial audiences, speaking of "togetherness" or "bridging gaps between the races."
Placing this interpretation in the context theory is intriguing: identification would not
just be a way of gaining favor widn audience, it would also become an inextricable
part of the encoder&sthos(think George W. Bush's campaign assertion that he was a
"uniter, not a divider.") While there was a general consensus about these appeals as
"positive” or "emotional," two paidipants in the Aberystwyth Conservative Future
Group (and one in the Sudanese Group) felt that by naming different races Obama
was purposefully dividing American audiences. Race was something not to be
discussed, and as one participant asserted, hispsi@mdivide his audiences were

"sort of backwards."

The speech also triggered discussions on a wide range of topics. One participant in the
Aberystwyth Conservative Future, for example, identified with Obama'’s attempts to
reform the American health casgstem because he thought "America is a very, very
unfair nation." Another participant in the Sudanese Group felt that, no matter the
policies put forth by the executive of the United States, a "global power" hindered
him or her from making fundamentalages. The use of personal stories, including

his own, in Obama's speeches sparked conversations in several groups about the role
of the personal in politics. One Aberystwyth Conservative Future Group member felt
that Obama's use of personal stories wasesentative of the American way if doing
things, as he said, "America makes a big deal about the personal.” Interestingly, this
led to a discussiothat on the one hand resulted in several participants showing
disdain for Obama's use of personal storres lsow they don't have a place in politics
while simultaneously detailing David Cameron's personal circumstances at great

length. In sum, then, the focus groups convened used a set of sometimes



contradictory decoding equipment to interpret the text wisalw moments of
identification and division from the speec

policy positions.
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X. Speech Analysis: PosPar t i san Ameri ca and Obamabébs
Promi seo

A. Outline

This chapterisa eht or i c al analysis of Barack Obamabd
delivered at the 2008 Democratic National Convention in Denver Colorado. This

chapter justifies deleologicalreading by illuminating the immediate context to the

speech, several of the chaliggs Obama faced and the intrinsic features of the text.

This rhetorical analysis is carefully interleafed with focus group and metoent

moment audience response data to demonstrate not just how the text functions

rhetorically but how it is received and@npreted by audiences.

B. Context

It was a warm summer evening in the city that perches a mile above sea level:
Denver, Colorado. While the night was still, the city was bustling, and had been for
over a week, as delegates of the Democratic Party froaved the nation gathered to
finally select their nominee for President of the United States. Earlier in the day, their
nominee Barack Obama could be found in his hotel room finishing his campaign
address with senior campaign staff. As his biographicd¢o/icame to an end, the
campaign theme music cued and Barack Obama walked on to the stage to address
eighty thousand screaming supporters, and tens of millions more across the nation, to

accept his partyds nominati on.

These gatherings, exercised evemyrfgears, originated as an assembly of delegates,

born out of urgency, to select their nominee for the highest office in the land. For the

past sever al el ection cycles, this had cha
be, 06 says Daviign Phaonud der, fcaimp@bamads 2008
Bal z and Haynes Johnson agree: Aby 2008 t
become a charade, robbed of suspense, i ts
the words of Ruth Holloway, conventions havee c ome A hi ghly scri pt
rituals, part political rally and part infomercigP008) o Somet hing about
particular convention, however, seemed di f"

speech, something was particularly pressing.



Obama ceainly recognized it as such. His campaign manager David Plouffe recalls a
conversation in which Obama called the spe
and while every nomination acceptance address should unify the base and draw clear
distinctions between parties, this particular occasion called for nothing less than
precision; a rhetorical masterpiece addressing a dire situation (Carville and Begala,

2006: 21). The American people seem to have sensed it as well. A few days after the

speech, Nielss Ratings would calculate that Ob a me
most watched convention acceptance address in recorded history, over thirty eight

million viewers nationwide with billions of hits on the DNC website.

In the weeks and months before theespie during the summer of 2008, Barack

Obama faced three rhetorical exigencies. First, a prolonged primary season put

millions of Hillary Clinton suporters on the fence about the genelettéon: voters

who were either leaning towards Obama, undecidednihg towards or openly

supporting John McCain. The party had to be unified to avoid electoral defeat; the
Adown ticket strategyo depends on a stron:
candidates of the same party into office. Second, Obama hadduotl#ye case to the

American voter for why his candidacy was preferable to John McCain and the
Republican alternative. Finally, he had to allay the lingering doubts concerning his

own <candidacy. The remaining contextuali z

expands upon these three interconnected rhetorical exigencies.

As the convention approached, many embattled Clinton supporters remained
unconvinced of Obamaés ability to win the
leading up to the convention fod only 47% of former Clinton supporters indicated

they would vote for Obama. 16% would switch parties to vote for McCain, while 14%

remained undecided. When reports surfaced that Clinton had not even been vetted for

the vicepresidential spot on the tiek many Clinton supporters took it, according to

Bal z and Johnson, fas the wultimate snub (
2008: 20; Smith, 2008: 48).0 In a retrospe

confirmed these accounts:

We neededa put the final nail in the coffin of the bloogyimary/fractured
party story line. In both perception and reality, we needed to come roaring out
of the convention a unified, powerfidemocratic Party (Plouffe, 20R9
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Even as it begarNew York Timesolumnist Maureen Dowd described the underlying
emotional tone at the convention as one of
Dowd, 2008) .0 Clinton supporters were eigl
that for the past two cycles had been rattin, Obama needed this acceptance

address to garner as much support from the fractured Democratic base as possible.

Overcoming a heated primary season that was longer than any in recent memory to

unify a diverse coalition of voters would be difficultaugh in itself. As if unifying

the base were not enough, Barack Obama faced a second exigency: laying out the
case against John McCain and the Republ i ca
recall ed David Plouffe, it hemeabauotbel d be 1
different directions in which these twoen would lead the country (2009 299) . 0 As
the convention began, Gallup issued two polls that indicated a statistical dead heat
between Obama and McCain (Holloway, 2008:15). Normally candidates see post
convention poll increases, but the Republican National Convention would begin in the

Twin Cities in less than a week from the Democratic Convention and John McCain

was set to announce his vipeesidential pick the day after the Democratic National

Convertion. National conventions offer candidates a chance to mold their message for

the remainder of the campaign, so whatever Obama said that night needed to be

effective and resonate for the duration of the general election.

The third challenge Obama faced the night of August 28, 2008 was the need to

address his audience about himself as a candidate. A Washington Post/ABC poll

showed that only 50% of respondents felt Obama had enough experience to serve as
President (Holloway, 2008: 19; Balz and Johnsi)8: 321). David Plouffe recalls

that they fAneeded to introduce Barackdés pe
still did not know i his humble beginnings, strong values, aegmllove for [the]

country (2009 . o Whil e this wtheniedf theeconaemion,over ar c
Obamads speech needed to Abuild on what M
done that week by talking about his family and values, and to a lesser extent his
experience. This would make his motivation and commitment to help ithélem

class more authentic and believablee and Michelle had walked in those shoes

almog their entire lives (ibid, 2000. 6 The source of this wunea
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candidate is wideanging. Barack Obama needed to place his story and candidacy in
a conext that made leaning and independent voters comfortable: his Muslim father,
strange name, ethnicity, and international upbringing were anything but typical of a
presidential candidate. This initial deviation fratoxawas amplified by a series of
controvesies that occurred during the primaries but had not yet receded from the
public sphere, and were presumed to continue through the general election. Each fed

an emerging narrative craftedbyls pol i ti cal opponents that i

Firsttajmot ogr aph emerged during the primaries
he customarily adorned the | ocal tri bal dr
to Kenya in 2006, broke on thgrudge Reportn late February 2008, just days before

the Texas mad Ohio primariesgBC, 2008). Clinton staffers reportedly circulated the

photograph, and though the campaign denied having anything to do with the
photograph, one can see from a strictly electoral perspective howhtitegraph

coul d rei nfmoe sawidciatbdewithiQbantaeand prove helpful to the

Clinton campaign, especially in states like Pennsylvania and West Virginia with

lower middlec | ass Democr ati c @vhonhadedaed forcRorald s, 6 ma |
Reagan and George W. Bush.

Second, s pa@ibotsmavés called into question when he refused to wear a flag

lapel pin during public appearances. Third, there was the decontextualized soundbite

by Michell e Obama in which she was recorde
lifetime, lamredly proud of my counTimesard ianeg, &¢bail
been invoked by Republicans in an effort to portray Mr. Obama as culturally unlike

the people he is asking to vote for him, a historically potent line of attack (Nagourney,

2008). Fourthpone of Obamads economic advisers, t
reportedly met with Canadian diploemats to
NAFTA rhetoric during the campaign, assuring them it was more political positioning

than reality (Plouffe, 2009:95).

Fifth, there were two characters out of step with the American cultural values political
opponents tried to associate with Obama. Tony Rezco, apoigbred Chicago
fundraiser had during the course of the primary been indicted on counts of fraud.

Clinton alleged Obama worked for Rezco earlier in his career. A character who would



surface during the general election was William Ayersfoumder of The Weather

Underground, a violent splinter group of Students for a Democratic Society who
engagedindomsti c terrorism duri ng -andgreetfbr9 6006 s . ,
Barack Obama early in his political career as well as served on varioysrafdn

committees with Obama in the Greater Chicago area. While Obama had nothing to do

with either of their ecounters with the law, guilt by association can often be just as

electorally damaging.

Sixth, there was the Jeremiah Wright controversy, which had surfaced earlier in the
primaries but burst back into the spotlight on Marcff, 12008 and continued with

several public appearances by Reverend Wright. What is important here is how the

Jeremiah Wright controversy fed into the o
el ection, Obama would recall that the cont
visions, 0 one f@Athat may be more acAnmegcanabl e i n

community but is never acceptable in mainstream America (Balz and Johnson, 2008:
20:206) . 0 According to Davi d Pl ouf f e, t he
undermine the profilave had spent fiteen months building: Obama was someone

who sought to and would bridge divides, a man of deep faith, a steady leader and

pragmatic problem solver (2009: 208). 0

As i f this was not enough, days mérged;er t he
taped audio of Obama at a private fundraising event in San Francisco in which he was

recorded as saying:

AYou go into some of these smal/l towns
small towns in the Midwest, the jobs have been gone now for yweats and

not hingds replaced them, o [ é] Each succ
somehow these communities are gonna reg
not surprising that when they get bitter, they cling to guns or religion or

antipathy to popl e who ar en o-tmmigrank sentitehteom o r ar
antitrade sentimentas way t o explain their frustra:

Pl ouffe knew how the recording would play
wealthy donors in San Francigscéo much ofthe country a culturally extreme and

elitist city with farout-views speaking in anthropological terms about the middle of

the country,; describing the setting, It re
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The controver sy figakaehe sasiout bfcosich with¢he real e vi d e n
Amern ca, 0 say Bal A[andcédphObomw, &dHndl ary had
the real champion of the beleaguered middle class, while Obama was the darling of

the lattedrinkers. Now they had a vivid example amgre determined to push it

(2008: 206 ; Zel eny, 2008). 0 As a result o]
mai ntai n, Adoubts about his values and his
about whether he could win thétne thetaper al el e
emerged, Clinton made | ust t hat argument ,
reflective of the values and beliefs of A
The remarks could offer an openingnto the
Democrats, whose economic condition would seem to make them likely Democratic

voters but whose social wvalwues align with

The presumptive nominee, McCain and his campaign had already commenced their
barr age: naéltsm arsl boodescension toward hewatking Americans that

is nothing short of breathtaking, 0 said S

Mc Cai n. it is hard to imagine someone ru
touch with average AmericanZ e | e ny , 2008) .0 Andrew Kohut,
Research Center, saw in many poll s that A [
t hat [ Obamal] is not one of wus,0 and that n

seen as different (Nagourney, A®8 ) . 0

This series of controversies seemed to only exacerbate unease with Obama as an
untraditional candidt e , as an out si decontroversf,mendbr t he Ak
political adviser t o Ob ama Davi d Axelrod
perceived posion as outside of what up to that point had been expected in

presidential candidates:

Al 6m sure there is some of that, and |
part of the ol der voters to vote for wh
guy named Barack Obama, an Afriearme r i can guy, relativel
| ot of change (Nagourney, 2008).0

Anita Dunn, Obamads communication director

much more that he had an exotic hame, a different backgroundsltawproxy for
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6Hebés weird, 6 for Obébothernessd (Balz and Jc
Republican strategy of patriotism and identifying what is American and non
Ameri can, Obamadés campaign could not affor

him outside the cultural values, opinions, attitudes, and beliefs of the American voter.

By the time Wrtitghtgaamed tslktea nidlBmonthrpanptyur e d, t
campaign was drawing to a close. By June 4, 2008 Obama secured enough delegates

to end the Democratic primaries, becoming the first presumptive Afikrarrican

presidential nominee. Still, two and a half months later in late August, each of these
controversies lingered with the number of undecided voters dwindling daily and the

race ata statistical dead heat. Moreover, while Obama sought to lay these ghosts to

rest during and immediately after the primary in now famous speeches such as his
speech on patriotism in Independence, Missouri on Jufleo30 h i sPerfedlo r e

Uni ono sraceandthe Wright controversy, it was reasonable to assume that if

At he Wright, Rezko, -Ayerbsiré@dbiotmsgahad an
lasting resonance with unhappy Clinton supporters or independent voters, they would

most as®euredl ywefibby the opposition come f a

With the need to unify the Democratic Party, present a strong case against the
Republican Party, and reassure voters about his own candidacy in full view, we can
approach the texeleologicaly, with identification in mind. There is a clear parallel
Sstructure between Kenneth Burkeds theory
exigencies of Obamadés 2008 Democratic Nat.i
While Kenneth Burke talks about antithesisasdreu of | denarewhatcat i on,
wearenott 6 Obama | ays out a strong case agains
George W. Bush and ingratiating the American voter by defining what is best about

his or her country through the failures of the pasthtigears. In other words,
AAmerica i s, what It has not beend since
maneuver goads Democrats who might have voted for McCain because Obama is not

Afone of wuso to think again.
Finally, Burke speaks about the simplestcase i denti fi cation consi

speech, tonality, gestur e, and idea, 0 whil

relationship between his candidacy, his story, and his construction of the larger
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Ameri can experience. T h e buildoon @sele antd inthd Ob a ma
process each appeal of identification feeds into the other. With purpose and
immediate context in mind, we can now approach the speech as it progressed in real
time to influence the wor |l d neentionuspegchi t . I n
teleologicaly with identification as a guide is justified through the call for
identification and division in Burkebs phi
convention acceptance address genre, and the immediate context runninghep t

address in particular (Carville and Begala, 2005; Burke, 1962).

C. The Text: Rhetoric of the Date of the Speech

Before a word was spoken on the convention floor, there was a conscious decision

made by the Democratic P dance gpeechoon the®0d t he r
year anniversary of Martin Luther Kingds T
D.C. at the Lincoln Memorial. This association takes on a life of its own in the

speech, but the same date of the two addresses provides immediateamiant of

Obamads attempts to pl ace hi s candi dacy
association gains electoral force for any voters unconvinced of Obama but who
venerate Dr. King. This too is a site of potential symbolic identification between the

speaker and auditor/viewer before the speech even begins; there is a rhetorically
constructed continuity between King and Obama before Obama even speaks, and

Obama uses the speech text to remind his audience of this continuity.

D. The Text: Length & Structure

Most versions of this peech accessible via YouTubeave Obamaébés conve
speech at approximately forty minutes in length. The overarching structure of the

speech fits neatly with the evidence presented of the exigencies that needed to be
addressed. iFst, Obama places his personal story and presidential candidacy in the
context of a | arger American narrative, w
defines that promise, indicates that the country has strayed from that promise, and that

this deviationis a result of Republican governance. He then offers a parallel antithesis

of what the Democratic Party stands for, associates once again the party and his own
personal narrative with Americabs promi se,
Change which wi | | halt the nationds deviation anc

Obama then subdivides his vision of the American Promise by continuing the
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antithesis between himself and John McCain in the area of foreign policy. Barack

Obama proceeds to disable M¢Ca firevious attempts atntithesis by ending on a

note of universal American patriotism, and in doing so Obama moves to finish his
speech by calling for a fAnew politicso tha
his abilities as a transcendent calade with the American Promise. After refuting

several anticipated arguments that might be made against his candidacy, Obama ends

as he began with defining the American Promise and placing his candidacy in the
historical context of the American people aheir role in social movements. Fitting

with the occasion, Obama ends with a direc
Have a Dreamdo speech, and the American P
description of the overall structure of the speectle tilke contextualization suggests,

Obama moves from associating himself and the Democratic Party with his vision of

the larger American historical narrative while pushing the Republicans, and George

W. Bush and John McCain in particular, firmly outside #treerican Promise. Yet a

close textual analysis reveals a subtle, more intricate pattern of identification that

begins and ends on a note of consubstantiality. It begins with a constitutive
identification of the self and a constitutive identification of tkmerican people so

that the self can be identified with the American people.

E. The Reception: Key Numbers and Aggregate Interpretation

For the purposes of this research, four focus groups were organized for participants to
watch and discuss this speealong with more general themes such as the election
and Barack Obama. In addition to discussion, participants usetbsli@lg to measure

their positive and negative sentiment towards the speech on a dBesadond basis.

The aggregate reading at anyayi second is called the Positive/Negative Aggregate
Response (PNAR). A total of 23 respondents attended focus group sessions in
Aberystwyth and Cardiff. Due to hardware failure, 21 out of 23 participants were able
to offer momento-moment audience respsm data. Another hardware malfunction

led to a failure to record for the Cardiff Labour group and the Welsh Lib Dem group
the last 5 minutes of the speech. All 23 participants were recorded verbally, however,
and the speech generated over 30,000 wordsaofsfgroup transcripts. Participants
were recruited from the Cardiff University Labour Society (Cardiff Labour Group),
the International Politics Society at Aberystwyth University (Interpol Group),

political professionals working at the National Assembly the Welsh Liberal



Democrats (Welsh Lib Dem Group) and finally Americans studying at Cardiff

University (American Group).

Out of the 23 participants, most were under the age of 24, overwhelmingly white,
threequarters male, at least somewhat favoraisleBarack Obama, unreligious,
typically unwaged but probably only because of their status as students. In terms of
the interpretation of the speech via didésting, the Welsh Liberal Democrats
responded with the highest PNAR, followed by the Americanmgrthen Interpol and

lastly the Cardiff Labour group as illustrated in Figure 10.1, Figure 10.2, Figure 10.3
and Figure 10.4 with the mean score in the top right hand corner of the figure:

Figure 10.1: Welsh Lib Dem Group

Please continuously rate the following speech. {Political
Professionals}
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Figure 10.2: AmericanGroup
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Figure 10.3: Interpol Group
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Figure 10.4: Cardiff Labour Group

||Please continuously rate the following speech. {Group 1}
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As these figures show, different points in the speech led to volatile and sometimes
unpredictable readings within and between groups. While these graphs may look
jumbledoronf usi ng, the rest of the chapter 1is
verbal and diatested interpretation of the speech as well as a close rhetorical reading

of how the devices Obama employs function on an intentional, persuasive level.

F.The Tex : I nternal Movement of HAAmericads Pr
i. Defining an Audience; Defining a Candidacy

Obama begins his speech by fulfilling the most pressing and immediate purpose:
accepting his partydéds nominati on. Even wi
acceptaoe that was completely expected, Obama begins constructing the first and
second persona. He, like his audience, is a fellow citizen of a great nation. He accepts

the nomination dAwith profound gratitude, 0
describe hw he performs the action HfAaccepting.
already begun to build is thickened for anyone who admires the qualities of gratitude

and humility. As Figure 10.5, Figure 10.6, Figure 10.7 and Figure 10.8 show, the

PNAR of each diatestng group increased (Cardiff Labour, +7 to 57; Interpol, +15 to

70; Welsh Lib Dems, +12 to 72; Americans, +5 to 58) in positive feelings towards the
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speech, while Interpol quickly decreased in PNARS(to 52) during the applause
after the acceptance:

Figure 10.5 Cardiff Labour Group

Please continuously rate the following speech. {Cardiff Labour Students}
100=Very Positive

Total
5

57
el — A
Figure 10.6 Interpol Group
asa continuously rate e follovdng speach. [INTERPOL — o
5 52
/N—
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Figure 10.7 Welsh Lib Dem Group

1 Strongly Positive
Y
5

n mean

0.01:40

Figure 10.8 American Group

e the following spaech {Amaricans)
100=Sironghy Positive

57

n mean

[rr—

After accepting the nomination, Obama t han
in particular Hillary Clinton, Bill Ginton, Edward Kennedy, and his vipeesidential

choice, Joe Biden. On the surface, it is completely appropriate to thank these fellow
Democrats: they attended the convention, gave speeches on his behalf, and each had
committed tkeir lives to the Democrat Pary. But, as Westen and Lakoff have been

at pains to uncover, by invoking eachtheir names Obama would identify himself



with the audienceds conscious and subconsc
with each politician (Westen, 2007; Lako?2)04).

When Obama says he wants to thank these people, he moves to praise them. When he
praises Biden, he is vicariously boasting about the Obama/Biden ticket. When he
praises other Democrats who so happen support his candidacy, he bolsters his own
ca®. It would be a breach of decorum to criticize Hillary Clinton as was done during
the primaries; it is now time to praise her and in doing so provides Clinton supporters
an avenue to transcend an ity conflict and move towards an infedrty
confict . Among the aspects of Aristotleds tre
to build his theory of identification, one is particularly indicative of this opening
sequence of praise. To praise Clinton is to praise Clinton supporters. They can still
feel justified in their initial choice and feel good about switching from Clinton to
Obama for the general election because of the ingratiating praise. Praising Democratic
leadership is praising oneself but also the audience because they are associated with,
and identified with, one another. One participant in the Interpol group described this

initial section as his favorite part of the speech:

A Mo st positively...probably the start,

in his campaign [...] ltwas just,i was the fact that heds.

traditional American candidate of O6itds
the fact that it wasnodt just hi m, heods

have all these people who are going to heip out and to keep them on side,

it was a good move (Il nterpol, 2010).0

Hillary Clinton generally received an increase in dial status (Americans, +11 to 71;

Welsh Lib Dems, +7 to 64; Interpol, +7 to 59; Cardiff Labo@rto 54). As Figure

10.9 shows, @rdiff Labour participants initially dropped six aggregate points due to

one participant,aseif dent i fi ed socialist who register
with feelings towards Obama in the gest questionnaire who moved the dial from a

score of 480 10. The aggregate quickly rebounded during the applause given after

Obama thanked Clinton with modest increases from other focus group participants
resulting in the3 aggregate drop:
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Figure 10.9 Cardiff Labour Group

Fiease conlinuously rats the follovang speech. {Cardf Labow Students)

B rtpasive
Y 7o'
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Obamads r ef eeanteBildkntort received less fludtuation, with modest

increases in dial status from the American group (+4) and a decrease in PNAR from

the Welsh Liberal Democrat groug(to 58). One participant in the Interpol group
interpreted Obaatlafdr €hangd and assoaiatienowiths President

Clinton: A | was surprised when he um reference
President Clinton because his campaign is about change, so he was attacking like the

past policies of Bush, and then he went backraggaClinton where he...his campaign

is about the future, so...it didndét really
t hought it was a bit um irrelevé&nallyy to t he
Obamaods initial t bcadh kiked gesults f fromBfocdse groupp r o d

participants (Americansg to 66; Interpol=8 to 51; Welsh Lib Dems, +6 to 62). The

International Politics group would rebound by +5 in PNAR towards the speech as
Obama el aborated his prmaeste dtoat é6Bs mMem afs «
Once Obama surrounds himself with his choice of hduatiyng political figures,

Obama shifts from praising fellow politicians to praising his family. The very mention

of family in campaign oratory has become platitudinousvastern latendustrial

democracies; still, it certainly leaves rhetorical space to signify a valuing of his wife

and two daughters, Michelle, Malia and Sasha. Or, at the very least, shows his desire

to appear so. Through invoking the family, the speecles personal and intimate.

| t al so serves as another avenue of identi
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in high regard. Each focus group PNAR increased at the reference of either Michelle

Obama (Interpol, +5 to 59; Welsh Lib Dems, +6 to 6&ekicans, +4) or Malia and

Sasha Obama (Cardiff Labour, +8 to 63). Despite this modest increase, at least one

focus group participant felt negatively towards Obama discussing family: d on 6t
know 1 f everyone el se feelus tphod igamd amwstd If
I particularly think putting your daughter
De ms, 2010) .0 sStill, one of the participan
towards Obama talking about his family while another mase skeptical:

Participant2: 1l i ked hi s stories about his f ami
obligatory thing along with the fAGod bl
about their families. You know, they have to thank their wife, to thank their

kids.

Participant4 |t 6s mar keting, thatoés all it 1is
Participant 2 And | think in his case | think he comes across as very genuine

in that thanks, which is part of his appeal, but at the same time it is like even if

he was f aki ngoitsoitdoes&alt offdinwish it {Amneridans,

2010).

After dedicating his speech and fulfilling the most immediate exigency, Obama
continues establishing his persona through the next phase of his speech. He takes his

audience back to the 2004 Demoarallational Convention. There is a purpose

behind this recollection, however, and it
relationship,060 in Leffds words or in Burke
his audience. He repeats the narrative ofhispe nt s, who fAwerenodot wel
a belief that in America, their son coul d

there would be disagreement about the place of the personal in politics, there was a
definite polysemic moment in the Americanogp concerning this section of the

speech:

Participant4:1 j ust think thatoés a tactic that

and that really bothers me, and itdos |
was uh a rocket scientist that said he was a pdamaer? Because he wanted
to get the American vote of Iike the pe

as an intelligent, you know, academic. He wanted to be seen as one of them,
so he told everyone he came from a peanut farm in, | think it wasidllior
somet hing, just, ités just, itbés an eas:

Another participant in the American group disagreed, however, and countered that

Al felt | ike what [ Obama] was sayihg that
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donot t hi nk heobidedtlve kema@ar,t ¢ i ehda st,o heods
individual, heéds never said d6aw | didnodt g
cl ear, but he al so makes it clear t hat (

crcunmust ancesd (i bid). o

Rhetorically,Obama defines, expands upon and subdivides this belief. First, it is not a

bel i ef, but a fApromise, 0 and this promise
defines America as a country through this promise; Americafinet through the

Other that is not set apart, rédmerica does not hold this same promiséehis text

America, and its vicarious inhabitants, are exceptional. The promise is subdivided

into two separate categor i ebofusicantpursuee gh har
our individual dreams but still come together as one American family, to ensure that

the next generation can pursue their drea
promise into these two concerns is the first attempt to create an whdg&lging

divides and reaching out to multiple ideologies. In fact, this is the first of many

attempts in this speech to take the middle ground, and we later find that Obama views

this transcendence too i s a paartcipaotd Amer i ¢
remained relatively stable during the momemmoment dialtesting. The Welsh Lib

Dems, for example, oscillated between a score of 56 and 59, Interpol increased 5
aggregate points during the portion of Ob
Apursue our individwaltkdaerdmsacthfoogh Bhba
together as one American family to ensure the next generation can pursue their
dreams as well .0 Figure 10.10 shows the

slowly from ascore of 63 to 70 from 3:58 in the speech to 4:25:
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Figure 10.1Q Cardiff Labour Group

e the follawing spasch. {Cardiff Labour Students)

/—.~—/._’_/
! I

n mean

[rr—

Finally, in terms of the audience reception to this portion of the text, Figure 10.11
shows with the American group a slow buildup and a sudden but snralfeofdl (-5

to 70) during dAstil]l come together as one .

Figure 10.11 American Group

e the follawing spasch. {Americans)
100=Stronghy Positive

70

n mean

[rr—

Rhetorically, it is worth briefly exploring the importance of the lexical choice of the

Apromi se. 06 What Obama had dreamsthrouphehdrd an i n



work and sacrifice is a classic description of the American dream. But why not use

t he word Adreamo? First, the fAdreamd previ
as a concept to justify limited government intervention into the economy n Ob ama 6 s
Vi ew, had failed many Americans. Second,
idealistic and inspirational. In one sense, this idealistic rhetoric had carried Obama

through the primaries, especially among younger voters, but as the economy
worsened and a need to convince a proportionldér,independent voters to support

him, more concrete, contractual language was needed. Such a shift in language can be
seen from Obama wusing AChange We Can Bel
AChange WhrindNteee gbrieral election. While a dream is something to
believe in as an aspiration, a promise ind
will do a particular thing or that guarantees that a particular thing will happen (Oxford

American Dictionary2 005) . 6 A dream is a normative id
force,; It I's contractual. I ndi vidual s pur s
only possible because of something larger at work: the promise is what makes the
individual and collective msuit of dreams possible. But how does this American

Promise translate to focus group participants living in the UK? Consider the following
conversation from the Interpolr@p. While some participants are initially critical of

the concept, other parti@pts interpret the American Dream through their own

experience:

Participant 1 Is that the American Dream?

Moderator. Yeah, something like that. What did you think was going on
there?

Participant2 |t 6s been said before
Participant 1 [laughter]

Participant 2 By lots of people

Participant 4 And [inaudible]

Moderator. Who do you mean by lots of people?

Participant 2: |l td6 been said by every politici
States...

Participant1: John McCain was saying it...

Participant 4. ltés a bit | ike Aoh we want to
throwi n the American Dream cardo itds alwmn
overused whereas over here itds |ike ve
will help achieve theAmer i can dreamodo so | was expec
some point.

Participant 2: l'tdos | i ke the get out cl ause,
audience all you really have to do is s
| i ke fAbetter h o u gearswhereasdver bere yauchave th e v e r

18¢



justify why the policy is important rather than...I mean if we talked about a
ABritish Dreamod no one would take us se!
Participant4: They would criticize people for being barking mad...

Participant3: Yeah, AThe Big Societyo.

Participant 4 Yeah..

Participant3: |t 6s kind of that idea though. ..
Moderator Do you think i1itdés the same thing?
Participant3: | think thatés what he was tryin
Participant 2: I donodt thigktGCameran ei 28 WHNMByini
precisely, Il think heds just trying to
which is virtually nothing.

Participant 3: I mean itdéds a bit of bot h, but F

like collective identity....nbobviously to the same extent as the American

Dr eam, but heo(hterpol, 01LO).g t o use that
Even while Participant 3 is seemingly able to be as critical of the Big Society as he is
of the American Dream as a symbolic structure, what is impoitanhat the
American Dream, at least in this group, may not have the potential for the same
ingratiating constitutive appeal as it does for an American audience. That said, one

Ameri can went out of her way to nlete that

Ameri can Dream thatdés sort of I|ike fAyou ca
not hing!o because um to me that idea just
seem. .. (Americans, 2010) .0 This criticism

seveal paricipants in the Cardiff Labour i@Gup:

Participant 3 And when he was talking about the American promise and the
American spirit, t hat doesnodt really me
much, i1 tdéds just wordwvayr.eal |y, it seems
Moderator. And why do you think he says that?

Participant 3 They had all their flags and it all seemed really nationalist. |

suppose they were | i ke they were cheeri
America, so, um, sure it would get like appidar vote, you know [inaudible]...
Participant 1 |l think ités very alien to us.

Participant 3Yeah...

Participant 1 Not just as British but as Europeans, just the whole-thestop

patriotism, | think. Also he...

Participant 4 | kind of quitelike that, though.(Cardiff Labour, 2010).
Structurally, this contractual and constit
the rest of the speech. It is the driving force behind the internal movement as Obama
creates an antithesis between himse#,Democratic party, the American people, and
the promise and lobbyists, Washington, the Republican Party, George W. Bush, and

John McCain. The promise is to be defined at greater length later in the speech, but



what is most important in terms of identiftean is that the rest of the speech depends

on how Obama constitutes himself, the American people, and this promise. It is the
standard by which he asks voters to support him and the standard by which he judges

the actions of the Republicans, George W. IBuand John McCain as outside
Americabds nor mati ve, hi storical, and circu
us, nis why | stand here tonight. o6 Thus f
associated his own story with it, and he now moves to gtuakze an otherwise

abstract idea in an American historical narrative. Obama establishes a firm sense of

hi storical time, he stands before his audi
years, at each moment when that promise was in jeopardyaprdimen and women

- students and soldiers, farmers and teachers, nurses and jafitansl the courage

to keep it alive. o Her e, Obama begins i
hi msel f, t he promi se, and the -Jamesoert, r aor dir
1988). 0 He is associated with the promise,

history, and it exists only because ordinary Americans have defended it.

Af ter the phrase #fdAordinary meanrhetoncal wo men,
maneuver ofdentification through form and content. First, identification takes place

on a purely formal level due to the repetition of a parallel structure. What results is a

sort of amplification through synonym, repetition gmuolysyndeton A ormennar y
andwomen studentandsoldiers farmersandteachersnursesandjanitorsd0 | n t er ms

of content, Obama invokes the ordinary American as a way that his auditor might

identify with them. By thethirdorf our t h exampl e, we are abl e
argument; theprems e need not be stated. We <can, i n
universal ordinariness in each particular example he cites: these di nar yo soci
statuses arsources of identificatiomn masseMoreover, he equips these ordinary

Americans with arextraordinary task: upholding the promise, which is what sets
America apart and fAmakes this country grea
of ingratiation: we swing along with the form@ablysyndetorand on either side of the

Aando we the sinmilarijes between each word, and as a clause we feel the

universal nature of the extraordinary ordinary American in each particular trade and
profession. We identify with the form, and with the everyday roles Obama invokes,

and then we feel great ailt those roles because he assigns to them the historical and

i mportant t ask of upholding Americads pro
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relatively stabl e, this particular porti or
thity-t wo yearso toadid ouodkéeédp icobualived resu

swing to 62 in the Interpol group. As one participant from the Interpol group said:

Participant3: Um...there was that list at the start where he [was] calling off all
the different opsrtofessifonbedl tdogi md mt o t

say...
Moderator. Everyone? And what did you think about that?

Participant 3: Um. . . wel | you canot talk to ever
but I think perhaps that Iwi Hekworked nt o t he

S0 much trying to appeal to everyone...

Participant 4 Yeah...

Participant3: That he canodot satisfy.

Moderator. Yeah...

Participant3: . . . t hat 6s probably part of his pr
Moderator. So did you feel that he was talking to you whenwaes listing

these people or did you feel he was outside of that or...

Participant3  We | | because.. .1 6dm not American,
Participant 4 Yeah...

Participant 3...it resonates with people. So it does make a connection.

Moderator But it didndét make a connection w
Participant 3 To a certain extent it did, yeah.

Rhetorically, this survey of the role of the ordinary American is not strictly a history

lesson in itself as Obama is actively contextualizing his candidaciramgb us back

to current ti me: i We meet -amomennwhenmir t hose
nation is at war, our economy is in turmoil, and the American promise has been
threatened once more.o This begins to addr
that his campaign is outside historical circumstances. He alludes to a continuation of

the previous successes of ordinary Ameri ca
shall see, these two factors, a nation at war and an economy in turmoil, present the

subs anti al threat to Americabs promi se. Af
promise and its threats, he expands upon the economic part of the threat to the
promise by further subdividing the economic element of the threat into smaller issues

that Americanswere facing as he spoke in Denver. By offering a laundry list of

economic woes facing the nation, from tuition to credit cards to monthly bills, we

might say, however small, Obama is showing an interest in addressing the economic
interests of those who da these economic challenges; similar interests are indeed a
rhetorically constructed route of identification. In a clear instance of polysemy, these

economic issues affecting Americans during the 2008 election were responded to in a
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number of different wgs by different focus groups. First, the American group
resulted in a-7 aggregate drop to 64, while the Welsh Liberal Democrats felt
increasingly positive, as shown by Figure 10.12 (Americans) and 10.13 (Welsh Lib
Dems):

Figure 10.12 American Group

Flease conbnuousy rate the folloving speech. {Amercans}

Total
6 64

n mean

Figure 10.13 Welsh Lib Dem Group

e the following spaech. (Welsh LibCeme)
100=Sironghy Positive

66

T

n mean




And while the Interpol group remained relatively stable (+2), there was a considerable

amount of fluctuation in the Cardiff University Labour Group:

Figure 10.14 Cardiff Labour Group

Please confinuusly rate the follwing speech. {Cardif Labour Students)
e ar Psiiiv

U
5 63

n mean

[rr—

With his vision of the economithreat to the promise laid out, Obama importantly

seeks to place blame for these consequences. For the first time in his speech, Obama
finds an antagoni st: hfa broken politics i
George W. Bush. 0 palsicsia Washirggtori ascdefailed Ipolicdek & n

George W. Bush as a cause of the current state of affairs are vague enough: which
failed policies? What does fAbroken politic
become sources of viewer projection, thuseptal sources of identification and

division. Aswithmany of the terms Obama uses (hope,
an empty vessel to be filled by the preexisting ideas and opinions of the auditor.
Identification through theenthymemeas what we hae her e, a sort of f
bl ankd | anguage that I's a power ful source
and auditor so much as the auditor with him or herself. The qualifier that Obama

offers at the beginning of this section serves an impoftardtion. Obama tells us

that the current ills are finot all of gove
constructed avenue which Obama keeps available so that he can use government as a
catalyst for change in his administration, and perhaps nmoperiantly, an avenue

t hat needs to be kept open for | at er i n h
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means. Most of all, it keeps open the avenue of identification between himself and the
liberal wing of his party that emphasizes more government inteoveinto the
economy and social issues. It is a fine line Obama is walking. We can slightly alter

Ari stotl eds classic argumentati ve topic 1

Republican count er ar gu mepaititby |ést govetnenret ,glo ver n
an argumenp u t forth by Reagan, wh o with hsmany wvot
famous maxim fAgover nment is not the solution, (

qualifier is important to detail because it is the second of many and feeds into
Ob a ma hsructedoimage as the transcendent, -pasiisan candidate. This

segment of the speech saw two groups increasing their PNAR status towards the
speech as Figure 10.15 (Interpol, +10 to 79) and 10.16 (Welsh Lib Dems, +14 to 75)

show:

Figure 10.15 Interpol Group

o the folwing spaech }
100=Sirongly Positiv

Total
5 80

n mean
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Figure 10.18 Welsh Lib Dem Group

Please continucusly rate the following speech. {Wsish LibDems}

100=Stongl Positive o
g
75
_/_’——’

nmean

As Figure 10.17 shows, the Cardiff University Labour group interestingly decreased 7
aggregate points to 56 immediately after
not al |l of g @V, &©r nhmoewnetvoesr , matkhien aggr egat e

points to 66 once the bl ame was assigned

Figure 10.17 Cardiff Labour Group

Please continueusty rale e following speech. {Cardf Labour Students)

Total
5 68

n mean
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The promise has thus far been defined, subdivided, expanded upon, historically
contextualized, and found to be under thre
returns to the promise, though not by name, as a normative standard by which he
judges the current administrationdés devi at
telstheountry fwe are better than these past
threat by recent failures, but the Afunda
remains. He supports this premise by heaping on a series of examples that are parallel

in form and corgnt, finding proof in the experiences of ordinary Americans. The

promi se once again serves the function of
than these past eight years][ é] this countr
generous, no&le weomprassi onate. o0 One partici |
group who was largely negative towards the speech felt positively towards this
section in principle but wusing hindsight w
sounded very genavdtchingaitrall back fat the dirde | lvauld have

agreed with most of it. But | agree it was all very vague and like | said earlier there

was a lot of the right rhetoric | agreed with. When he was talking about, you know,

we are a better country than a ctyrihat lets people sleep, sort of die in poverty, and

you know, weodOre a better country than. [ .

saying a |l ot of really good things but he

The American group remainedlatively stable in their digdtatus in the high 5B to

l ow 6006s wuntil the | ine about America bei:
sl eep on our streets, o0 which as Figure 10.
along with a more modest ince ase f or Obamadés reference

immediately after:
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Figure 10.18: American Group

e the follawing spasch. {Americans)
100=Strangly Positive

76

n mean

[rr—

The Welsh Lib Dem group, on the other hand, began a much more stable climb in

PNAR at the same time as the American group but a +9 increase fréon812as
Figure 10.19 shows:

Figure 10.19 Welsh Lib Dem Group

e the folwing speech. (Walsh LibDarnc)
100=Stronghy Positive

81

n mean

[rr—

Finally, the Cardiff Labour group responded positively to the first half of the story

Obama told about the man who fAhad to pack



for twent yegaivelpBs ® ob®t3) nt o the second half
itdéds shipped off to Chinad as Figure 10.20

Figure 10.20 Cardiff Labour Group

Please confinuusly rate the follwing speech. {Cardif Labour Students)
100=Viery Positive

Total
5 63
— x
n mean
: ! 0:06:30

The Cardi ff Labour group responded positiyv

[rr—

families slide into povet yo and a +9 increase in PNAR

Obamabds reference to Hurricane Katrina. Du
rose a total of +17 to 80:
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Figure 10.21:Cardiff Labour Group

aralff Labour Studants)
100=Very Positiv
- )&
5

n mean

[rr—

How are we to read these PNAR increatesards the speech? Rhetorically, the

function of the previous section can be seen as serving to arouse anger for George W.
Bush and Washington for breaking Americab:
would be aroused for the Americans who are fedlgeffects of the deviation from

the promise and pride would be stirred through ingratiating the auditor as being better

than their present circumstances; a symbolic purging of guilt offers the auditor a

potential moment otatharsisby providing a scapegat f or whi ch to | ay
current economic ills (Burke, 1962). After recalling the recent past, Obama brings his
audience back to the immediate present, this time ysihgsyndetorto emphasize

his transcendence of traditional party partisanslyip baddr essi ng fiRepubl
Democrats and I ndependents. 06 His audience,
be found fAacross this great l and. 06 Obama
states that his candi dac ¥ centsy, tlicoAmerican hanc e
promi se alive. 0 At this point, there is no
Obama is building between himself, the ordinary American, and the American

promise.

Thus far, the movement of the speech has built on itself reinforces a series of
antithetical associations. An initial association with Democratic leadership and

family, followed by a personal association



is defined, it is subdivided into individual and communitariamaerns. Once it is

subdivided, it is historically contextualized, and Obama associates his candidacy as a
historical continuation of the struggles of ordinary Americans to keep the promise

alive. After the promise is contextualized as a historical steugiglstave off threats,

Obama defines and subdivides the current threat into economic concerns and concerns

of war. After the threat is defined, blame is laid with, however paradbxieabroken

politics in Washington, government inaction, and the fapeticies of George W.

Bush. Obama has moved from American history, to the more recent past, and now

moves to the present. He addresses all parties in America, and firmly associates his
candidacy once again with Ameri ctheBs pr omi
points at various times through the rest of the speech, he has now laid the most
essential ground work for directly addressing his opponent, Senator John McCain, a
candidate who had built his campgn | mage as ba Senajorveho i maver |
would vote in the best interests of the country, not his party. Now that Senator

Obama has constructed the world in which he sees it, he moves to place McCain on

the continuum between himself, the American people, and the American promise on

the one hand and Gee W. Bush and Washington on the other.

Obamads candi dacy, he says, i s fAour o chan:i
using the word Abecauseod as a warrant for
in Minnesota, the same party that brought yoo terms of George Bush and Dick

Cheney will ask this country for a third. And we are here because we love this country

too much to let the next four years look like the last eight. On Noveniheort

November 4th we must stand up and say: "Eight is eémbdugne Interpol group
participant turned his dial down at this p
how many years Bush had been in and uh that um he wanted to change...just change
because hedd been in so | onghegustdvanted ki nd o
change for the sake of it, so...that was the only time | turned it down when he was
talking about Bush (Interpol, 2010).0

While Obama has not yet mentioned John McCain directly, the party that has been in
power for two terms is now askirigr a third. Bush is not asking for a third term, but
the party i s, and the party wil!/| continue

for the past four years. McCain and Bush are divided insofar as they are two different
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peopl e but i ntheYdren ideatiiedd insofar ds dhey share the same
corporate body, the Republican Party. With Bush and the Republican Party unified,
Obama moves to identify McCain with this association. This section of the speech
largely resulted in PNAR decreases frowcuds group participants. The Cardiff
Labour group dropped an initial 6 aggregate points during this section, and while
there was no significant movement in the American group during the initial sentences,
the Welsh Lib Dems dropped a total of 6 points @oand the Interpol group fell 20
aggregate points to 59 as shown in Figure 10.22:

Figure 10.22 Interpol Group

o the folwing spaech

0L
100=Strongly Positiv

-

5 74

n mean

As Figure 10.22also shows, the Interpol group along with the Cardiff Labour group

(+4), and the American group (+9 to 82) quickly regaineditpve aggregate points

(+15 to 74) during Obamads assertion that
too much to | et the next four years |l ook |
groups, however, the aggregate score dropped as thed doegan to boo the

Republican Party and chantéde i ght i s e n o.23g®@atdibf Lahom, -6Fi gur e 1
to 57), Figure 124 (Interpol,-8 to 65) and Figure 15 (Welsh Lib Dems;8 to 71)

demonstrate:
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Figure 10.23 Cardiff Labour Group

= PHD Master - Report
Fie E

Freferences beko

= 8|8 58| 2

Please continuously rate the follwing speech {Cardiff Labour Students)
100=Very Posilive

57
T ——————
“\_
l T ——
|
n mean
Figure 10.24 Interpol Group
Flaase continuousk rats tha following speach (INTERFOL) [P—
65
— M—
, \
1
n mean
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Figure 10.%5: Welsh Lib Dem Group

e the following spasch. (Welsh Lib

Carne)
100=Strongly Positiv
- &g
5

Al

,ix —

n mean

[rr—

ii. Defining the AUsO0 through fAJohn McCai n
He begins his first direct mention of Sena
uniform of our country with bravery and disttran, and for that we owe him our
gratitude and r espect .Gouprdspondddenégatielyd i ber al
to 71) to Obamads prai se ofGrolceSpanded whi | e
positively (+5 to 61). In terms of the argumentative structOtgama begins with a

qualifier, he is in essence demarcating the scope of his critique of Senator McCain.

Obama then anticipates the argumentative theme of the upcoming Republican

Nati onal Convention: AAnd next weherk, we " | |
he's broken with his party as evidence t ha
After anticipating McCainds O6dmaverick argu
finding fault wi t h tadth eomisetmad ggimesan.t @admaCbsa m
direct asociation of George W. Bush and Senator John MciSaimadethrough the

only hard statistic that is wused in the sp
voted with George Bush 90% of t G®ugdsi me, 0 a
PNAR by 6 g@gregate points to 71, the Interfiaoupby 9 aggregate points to 63 and

raised the aggregate score of the Cardiff LabBuyup by 5 points to 66 with the

Welsh Lib Dems fluctuating by initially responding positively by +11 to 81 and then

dropping 6 aggrgate points to 75 as shown in Figure 10.26:
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Figure 10.26 Welsh Lib Dem Group

e o 100=Strongly Positiv Total
5 75
~__
| V//-..___‘ i
n mean
Obamads wunwillingness to take a A10% chan:

Groupdbs PNAR rising 9 poi nGraupby Dpoiidtto 8ltande Wel st

the AmericanGroup by 4 points. He continues to associate Bush with McCain, but

this time he amplifies it through personal
t hat would make a difference in your i fe
what Obamaocosi ders t he most pressing iIissues of
and the economyo. To support these conten:

statements formally set up as anaphorat o dr i ve the point home

economy has made grgatr o gr e s s, [ é] he said the fundan
strong, [ €] he said that we were just suff
become, and | guote Aa nation of whi ner st

sentences, focuSroup participants rgsonded overwhelmingly negative. The Welsh
Lib Dem Groupdecreased 18 aggregate points to 63, the Int&pmipfell 16 points

to 57 and the Cardiff LabouBroupfell 5 points to 63 as is illustrated in Figures
10.27 (Cardiff Labour), 10.28 (Interpol) at.29 (Welsh Lib Dems):
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Figure 10.27 Cardiff Labour Group

Please continuously rate the follawing speach {Cardiff Lab ok [Joll] [
|—
63
n mean
0:04:50
Figure 10.28 Interpol Group
Please continuously rate the folloming speach  {INTERFOL}
IJ ngly Posit
Total
5 57
!
n mean

[rr—
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Figure 10.29 Welsh Lib Dem Group

e the folwing speech. (Walsh LibDarnc)
100=Sirongly Positiv

Total
5 63

n mean

[rr—

Rhetorically, Obama can be seen as creating an antithetical emotional connection

between John McCain, those he axsates with, and the American people. Obama

frames McCaindbs economic advisor as 1 nsul

cal l Ainsolento towards the audience at
make between himself and the ordinary votBocus Group reception, however,
illuminates another way of reading these dips in PNAR from each féoug Each
Group contained at least one participant who expressed negative sentiment towards

Obamads criticisms of QufLain. Consider t

Participant 4 Um | found it quite low that bit when he just spent five minutes

basically sl aggind off Mc Cain and comp:
realy dondét | i ke politicians attacking

cri ti citsnmnd, orlcriticizmgtleir policies, in a constructive manner,

but when itbés just |i ke Atheydédre wrongo
that.

Moderator. And so at what point, 6cause you
what point do you thinkhat Obama crossed the line? From light criticism to...

Participant 4 Um. .. when he started sayind abo
Bush,it was | i ke sayind he opposed his

som

with Bush, |l et 6s uksehitnhhatAnads la jwasyt tdo

association just because he sided with Bush makes him a bad candidate...
Participant 3 | think the whole point was that his campaign was change,
wa s it?0 t

Participant 4 Mmm..

Participant 3 So he made the pointaht a vote for Mc Cai n
change because theydre the same, which
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Participant 4 | do think he could have done it in a way that was less
aggressive towards McCain and | ike. . .j
youbre wtrobhgrpol, 2010)0

In what is a clear instance of polysemy, Participant 3 would more adamantly disagree

wi t h Participant 4 about Obamaébs criticis
was...consciously made the MoCaitn,t hiatds |
policiesd he made a conscious &effort not

participants in the Cardiff LabouGroupal so agreed that Obamads

McCain was excessive:

dnot | i ke alking@&oubNicCan atihhee r e h e
|l thought Ahebds the candi da

Participant 3 i
e
do not what [John McCainds] n

I
time Ocau
what heod
Participant 3Yeah...
Participant4 [ i naudi bl e] | didndét | ike that v

d
S

Participant 3 from the Americasroup had similar disagreements about the role of
Obamads criticism of McCai @Goupn fili sdospdaedh :k

when politicians sledge other politicians
hemakes t bel i evabl e, heds enough candidate a
out of Mc Cai n, itds already...the points
tended to turn it down (Americans, 2010) . «

|l i ked ObamkhdédenaMcCain because she agreed,
didndét want the | ast ei Grbuptheg meodarasorsbught r e pe at
to understand the process that led to a participant changing their dial status. It was this

guestonhat gave rise to the most detailed dis
with the Welsh Lib DemGroup quoted at |l engt h because

gualitative richness:

Moderator ~ We | | l etds um. . .|l want to sort of
thr ough, 6cause | was actually at pai ns
when to turn it up or when to turn it down about positive and negative

feelings. Were you turning it down whel

saying? Or...step meahrough the prcess, there.

Participant 5 [inaudible]. Personally | thought at some point he
was...especially that speech it was supposed to be more aliogt lsen and
telling what hewas....rather than McCain bashing

Participant G | turned it down for McCaindshing

Participant 5 | turned it down for McCain bashing

Participant 3 I...



Moderator Was t hat because you didnodét |i ke
Participant 2 No because | di dnot necessari.|l
bashing, | turned it down wherithought it was personal.

Participant 8 Yeah

Participant 2 And there were personal bits in that you know abdaCain

being out of...thatodods the bit, you know
I tds not particularl y hygbuhlggeydudnoww pur me
you sort of hover about at the same point. Bugver turned it down when he

attacked Bush

Participant 3 No...

Moderator. But when he attacked McCain you thought he stepped over a line

or...too personal or...

Participant2Apoi nt .. . yeah, yeah, | dondot thinlk
Participant @ | thought it was unnecessary
Participant 5 Yeah, especially for the speech

mean yes hebés already got the nominati o
Participant 2 Well exactly heneeds to appeal to people who are thinking of

voting for McCain.

Participant 3 For me, when he was talking about McCain and you know the

opposition generally, it depended. | went up if he said it passionately and was

shouting.

Participant 6 Yeah...

Participant 3 Because, or if it was funny, because | thought he actually
believed it. And | thought fAwell actual
when heds on the calm, quiet bit and he
Participant @ ...yeah....

Participant 2 | think well actually...

Participant 8 Only once | went into the negative and | went down to about 38

and that was when he had a series of attacks on McCain and | just thought

Aaw, itdés getting tiresome nowo
Participant 7 I d i d do@rt for the MaCain basing really because |
dondt know | just kind of thought it wa:

Moderator. Yeah...
Participant 6 But é( Wel sh Lib Dems, 2010) .

These statements should be placed in context and taken with healthyiskepic

the very | east, it should be noted that, i
also saw increased PNAR towards the speech. We can take these criticisms of Obama

at face value as Atruthful o whilensimultar
these statements serve for a participant seeking to impress his peers as intelligent,
cerebral and thinking on a | evel beyond dp
British participants feel about his criticisms, Obama once again faults statements

made by McCaindés economic advisor, refutir
examples of situations where everyday Americans are not whiners. These examples

would serve the ends of ingratiation if an everyday auditor recognizes himself or
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herselfinte everyday example through the term A,
At hey work hard, they give back and keep g
Ameri cans | k n ow. &roupvokintawe dissubsedLihistsectioe ah
the speech in relaely positive terms. Participant 3 in the Welsh Lib D&moupsaw
that each example Obama invoked firel ates t
one man itbés a hundred thousand men ( Wel sh

6 agreed. Participant\as especially enthusiastic:

Participant 2 I think | was mor e, I donot kno
anything, but I think it was more when he was going on about individuals but

not specific individual s. Is speectk leut t he wh
the rhetoric of Athe car worker i n Minn

depend on hi mo
Participant @ | like that...
Participant 5 Yeah...(ibid).

Participant 1 from the Interp&@roupfelt similarly:

Participant 2 Uhwhenhews t al ki nd about the factory
other out, taking their own hours down at the risk of pay to help their friends,

things like that put it into context..that was good.

Moderator. So it made you feel positive

Participant = Yeah (Interpb 2010)

Interestingly, the Interpdbroupsaw this rhetorical maneuver as a direct export to the
British General Election of 2010:

Participant 3 I think thereds a | ot of things
campaign this year...

Moderator. Like what, for example?

Participant3 The wuh talking directly to uh.

pl ant X0 saw that in the debates this
Conservatives | ogan. . .t hereds an awful l ot of
Moderator. So do youthink those are directly imported from the 2008

election?

Participant 3 Yeah...

Participant 4 Yeah...

Moderator. You do too...OK. [Participant X is] nodding your head. OK.

Participant 2 Uhh maybe, maybe not.

Moderator. Maybe...OK.

Participant2z Thereds a definite online el emen
parties start using Facebook, Twitter a lot more. WebCameron...

Participant 3 Yeah...

Participant T Ughhh... [laughter] (ibid).
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Three focusGroups followed this sequence with an increasé®NAR as shown in

Figures 10.30 (Interpol, +25 to 75), 13.31 (Welsh LibDems, +19 to 75) and 10.32
(Cardiff Labour, +6 to 70):

Flgure 10.30 Interpol Group

— Total
5

B ——r—

73

n mean

Flgure 10.3% Welsh Lib Dem Group

Please confinuousty rate the following sg wlsh LDsme)
Strongly Positive

00=S5trongly Positive
N ' -
5 75

n mean

21C



Figure 10.32 Cardiff Labour Group

e the following spaech. {Caraif L

aralff Labour Studants)
100=Very Positiv
- &
5 70

n mean

[rr—

Obama once agaitbemarcates hiad hominemrat t ack wi t h another qua
don't believe that Senator McCain doesn't care what's going on in the lives of
Ameri cans. |l just think he doesn't-know, 0
14 to 60) in PNAR from th&Velsh Lib DemGroup Obama supports this contention

with a series of rhetorical questions, which occurred simultaneously with a significant

drop in PNAR from the InterpoGroup a 10 point drop to 69 in PNAR from the

American Group and a 14 point increasa PNAR to 78 from the Cardiff Labour
Groupbegi nning with Obamabs interrogation of
as someone who is fAmaking under five mill/i
rise through theanaphora The AmericanGroup while initially dropping in their

aggregate score at the critique of McCain as out of touch, rebounded as Obama

continued the anaphoric series of questions, as illustrated in Figure 10.33:
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Figure 10.33 American Group

e the follawing spasch. {Americans)

100=Strongly Positiv
-
6 77

\ ——

n mean

[rr—

After the supporting rhetoritguestions, Obama proceeds to restate his conclusion in

a slightly different way fymplocg : Al't'"s not because John Mc
because John Mc Ca ispmpldceaedsdns' tt og e@b aima.b0s Tahses e
McCain is out of touch with Ameéra, which is another way of saying he is divided

from or not identified with it. They lack similar substance, and thus cannot be

consubstantial.
Obama extends this philosophy he has pl ace
way of governing the eeno my , what we mi ght -casaforl O0Reag

weal thier Americans fiin the hope that pros
call this At he ownership society, o and p
(paranomasia by st ati ng niiebaunts whsa,t yiotu orreealdny your

follows with a series of rhetorical questions he answeypdphora in the voice of

Republican doctrine. I n Obamads | ogi c, we
answers into a series of fhigthesserspatem
wor k? [ é] N o heal t h care? [ é] Born i nto
Republicans wil/l give you (ATough lTuck, vyo
it youdbre on your own. [ é] P-evalifygjuour sel f
don't have boots. You're on your own. o). T

McCain, now firmly associated with Republican dogma, and the American people. In
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a case of polyvalence, the Welsh Lib Dems discussed the concept of the ownership

society within the context of a larger discussion about the American Dream:

Participant 3 Yeah and itoés | i ke foh, itds th
just a way of justifying minimal state like Republicanism.
Participant 2 Well see, but a lot afhat spee h , I dondt think an

classify that at minimal governmentalism. Nhterpretation is that Barack
Obama is probably the most interventioniggident since probably Kennedy
and a lot of that were in ternag claiming the American Dreawnrd...

Participant 3 Yeah and the difference, itos t
idea that you can still, he was just sa
rot i f you dondét, i f you arendét a produ

Participant @ Yes, whatwvas that line about the government leaving you, there
was a good play on words in that. There was a whole section...

Participant 3 Um, about ownership. Own...

Participant@ Youdre on your own

Participant3 Youdére on your own.

Participant 2 Yeah.Qvner s hi p s o cyoueawn, yeahy(Welsh kike o n
Dem, 2010).

r
r
e

Having already played upon the different s
Ayoudbre on your ownh, 0) Obama now takes 't he
standard for governanceén t ur ns it against i tsel f: i We |
their failure, itdés time for us to change
President of the United States. 0 This port
acute aggregate movementthwfocusGroup participants as shown in Figul&.34

(Cardiff Labour,-16 to 62), Figurel0.35 (Interpol, +16 to 67) and FigurH).36

(Welsh Lib Dems, +28 to 81):
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Figure 10.34 Cardiff Labour Group

Pleasa continucusty rate the folkwing spaech. {Cardif Labour St

5}
100=Very Positive

N '
5

62
\\/x
n mean
}
Figure 10.35 Interpol Group
I T o
5 67
\’—"/—/_
n mean

[rrrrape—y
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Figure 10.36 Welsh Lib Dem Group

e the folwing speech. (Walsh LibDarnc)
100=Sirongly Positiv

Total
5 81

n mean

Obama has now completed half of his antithesis. But to stop now could be seen as
complaining and merely reactive, and so he moves to offer an alternative Democratic

vision that is in stark contrast to the series of assotiatDbama has created with the

Republican Party. He praises the Democrats, but in the process participates in what
Burke calls vicarious boasting. A[ We ] De mc
what constitutes progr ess sithis poainhhorse bg ount r y.
using a series of three parallel sub points, formally set up asaphora which

reinforce the original contention but in more vivid, explicit, and realistic wording.

Obama repeats his partyods asandmepeastheon wi t
antithesis between the values of the Democratic and Republican parties. Crucially, the

promise Obama alluded to in the opening sequences of the speech resurfaces as a
standard that aids his judgment useto the tw
measure economic strength are whether we are living up to that fundamental promise

that has made this country great promise that is the only reason | am standing here
tonight. o Her e, Obama contends thmtt his pa
t hat fundament al promise, 0 the promise, h €
providing an ingratiating mechanism for th
argument against McCain to strengthen the antithesis: according to their fundamental

the economy is strong, but Awed measure t
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expands upon the Acommunicative relationsh
the promise. I n fact, the promise fAis the
toni gmedi ately after Amade t hi sGrogpountry
dropped 7 aggregate points to 59:

Figure 10.37 Cardiff Labour Group

e the follwing spaech

- ~ N

n mean

{Canaif Labour Studants)
100=Very Posilive
- &
5

What follows is perhaps the best, most explicit example of creating consubstantiality
between speaker and audienc I n t he #fAfaces of the veters:
conflicts, Obama sees his grandfather. I n
telsus he Athinks about [ hi s] mom. 0 When he
[ him] his f act oesremaembersshe pebpleifrongwhendevseryed ash

a community organizer. He literally sees his own story when he sees, hears, and
listens to the American people. The sequence is simultaneously biographical and
constitutive of the second persona. It is perkamna it is emotive. It is at this point

that any praise of the American people is vicarious boasting for his own candidacy,

and when he touts his own story, he invites the American people to see an idealized

vision of themselves in his personal narratéth his own family and the ordinary

Ameri can now consubstantial, Ob ama uses
interchangeable: it means he will win the election on behalf both his grandmother,
mother, and grandfather as well as the ordinary American. Theane longer any

distinguishing between them. In terms of the reception of this rhetorical maneuver,
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there seems to be a limit, at least with two participants in the Welsh LibGeop
to how far Obama can boost his own credentials (which may informhhtsrical

choices to participate in vicarious boasting):

Participant 2 | prefer that more than the [inaudible] because | had a great
educati on, partly because 1 6m thinking
know what...

Participant 7 Yeah | tuned mine slightly down when he was saying
that...(Welsh Lib Dems, 2010).

There is also a contradiction between the dial readings and the verbal responses to this
section. Two participants in the Interggfoup f or exampl e, were cr i f

useof personal stories:

Participantz | di dndot | i ke all the personal s
hi story, thatés good to have about, I n
Participant 3 Yeah, yeah

Participant 1...but going on about hisgrandrmand t hi ngs, I coul di

bothered (Interpol, 2010).

The Welsh Lib DemGroupa gr ee d, as Parti ¢curn@datrdéwn 6 not e s
when he was talking about his family and people he knew and he was doing all the
sugary thingso eed tPmattiftiitpawas 3gatgtri ng a
Dems, 20100 That saidthe Welsh Lib DenGroupincreased 7 aggregate points to

67 during Obamads invocation of his grandf
mot her 6s resil i ence The Weldh iiberalf Dermoer&oudp c hal | e
increased an additional 14 points to 81 during the crescendo of this sequence which
resulted in an applause: Al donot know wi
celebrities lead. But this has been mine. These are mgdefhese are the stories

that have shaped my life and it is on behalf of them that | intend to become President

of the United States. o



Figure 10.38 Welsh Lib Dem Group

ritinucusty rate the folawing speech. (Welsh LibDems)
100=Strangly Positive

@&
5 81

“/

n mean

This crescendo brought both increased PNAR and fluctuation from otherGooup
participants. The Cardiff Labo@roup for example experienced an initial increase of
9 to 75 followed by a sharp and then steady decline of 12 to 63:

Figure 10.39 Cardiff Labour Group

0 0Ur Studantsy
100=Yary Positive
- &
5 63
o’ "‘\
———
—

n mean
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This movement is in direct inversion to the Inter@wbup which initially dropped in
PNAR towards the speech, dropping an initial 5 points to 57 but then climbing 13
points to 70:

Figure 10.4Q Interpol Group

o the folwing spaech

Ny

n mean

[NTERPOL)
100=Strangly Positiv
- &
5

[rr—

Rhetorically, it should be noted that by stressing these humble connections, Obama
usesthemasewmgp|l es t o neutralize John McCainds a:
had appeared in a television ad tying Obama to Paris Hilton and Britney Spears as an
elite celebrity. This response would breal
between himself and lidama: the latter is a higltying elitist, and McCain thus
becomes the more fAdown to Eartho candidat
publ i c. | f Obamads refutation was successtf
alternative way of defining his own mdidacy, it could no longer be the candidate

who 1 snot a celebrity elite. Finall vy, Ob a
winning the election Obama will keep the promise alive, just as the ordinary
American had done in generations past.

AWhat ti Amehacan promi se?0 Obama asks. Cont
Obama uses the word AAmer i can promi se. 0
demarcate the promise, it is uniquely American; the promise is not international. This

is not a rhetorical questioto be pondered by the audience, however, as Obama
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moves hypothetically to answer the question by dissecting the promise into its various
parts. We |l earn in detail of Obamads i nter
the normative role of governmenti Amer i canédés | ives. Cruci al
the seemingly contradictory ideologies of individual and communitarian concerns.

Obama defines the promise through a series of parallel, qualified propositions that

swing between individual and mutual respoiigiy the role of the citizen, of

business and of government. After the series of qualifiers is presented, he sets this

vision in a series of clauses that swing back and forth between what government

should and should not do. Previously, Obama laid aaitclauses of the promise in

Aboth/ ando statement s, but now, the form i
Cardiff LabourGroup who identified closely with Tony Blair and the New Labour
project commented twice o0n redlittic Ime tlaehet i on: 4
took on opportunity as well. He kind of realized that not everyone is going to end life

equally in terms of capital but if everyone has the same opportunity they make of it

what they will, which was quite nice. [...2] Yeah...He reuagd the private sector

pl ayed a huge role in creating jobs and th
benefits from it at the end of the day. | liked the fact that he kind of structured it in a

nice way he sort of made a point, backed it up ity he was going to fund it,

which was good. .. (Cardi ff Labour , 2010) .0

receptive to Obamaébés bal ancing act:

Participant 7 | generally liked the road he was going down which was that
government should be somethitigat helps people live the way they want to

live. As opposed to tell them what they should do.

Participant 6 Yeah, it helps them t o, what 6s |
you canodot get for yowurselfo or somethin
Participant 7 Yeah, | lke that message

Participant4 That the role of government ¢t hat
Participant @ Yeah, | agree (Welsh Lib Dems, 2010).

From the beginning of this constitutive appeal to the discussion of the market, the

Welsh Lib DemGroup saw a steady decrease of 20 points to 61 along with a smaller

decrease from the Interp@roupof 8 points to 61 also. However, when it came to the

di scussion of the role of government i n S
our probl eynsAmedroi cireenvewhoo6s willing to wor|
aggregate increases in PNAR for each fd@usup as Figure 13.41 (Cardiff Labour,
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+10 to 69), Figure 13.42 (Interpol, +15 to 78), Figure 13.43 (Welsh Lib Dems, +10 to

67) and Figure 13.44 (Americang) to 81) show:

Flgure 10.4z Cardiff Labour Group

— Total
69

fv/_

n mean

[rr—

Flgure 10.42 Interpol Group

Please ¢ wsly rale the falowing speach. INTERPOL}
|“

7

J

| =

Total
n mean
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Figure 10.43 Welsh Lib Dem Group

Please continuously rate e follwing speech. {Walsh LibDerns)
71
/_/_/
n mean
1750
-
Figure 10.44 American Group
Please confinuousty rate the following speech. {Amenicans)
100=5rongly Positive
Y !
6 81
n mean
' 01871
-

Having expanded upon his vision of the American promise, he associates it with his
primary campgn slogan stem: change. For Obama in this address, change is the
vehicle by which he wil/l return America to

out exactly what t hat change would meano
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Throughout the campaign, Obarhad been criticized for the vagueness surrounding

the word fAchange. 0 As a weanthynemeantemptys t he u
container that the auditors are able to fill with their own ideas about what change

would entail. It is a word that is highep wn the ladder of terminology from which to

be consubstantial, though it can become quickly unraveled if any explanation is
requested to detail the similar substance
Texas primary, for example, Clinton had ciitic e d Obama f or being fa
cattle, o0 and Mc Cain woul d regularly dism
(Claiborne, 2008; Spillius, 2008) .0 Now,
increased likelihood of Obama becoming President of the United Stateseded to

offer up specific policy proposals. Obama could no longer motivate voters on strictly

idealistic grounds; leaning and independent voters would now need to be motivated

on shared interests of substance. Here, policy initiatives are givernfag¢wdugh the

use of rhetorical devices. Each policy tha
an extension of Obamadés preexisting narra
departure point, a goal , pr ot agapdeithatt s and
doesn't reward the lobbyists who wrote it, but the American workers and small
businesses who deserve it, o0 Obama tells us
associate McCain with companies thlat fAship
Awi | | start giving them to companies that
This sentence saw an increase in the PNAR score by 5 to 70 with the Cardiff Labour
Groupand a similar, albeit more oscillating score with the Welsh Lib @oup the

lat t er saw an additional 6 point i ncrease t

right here in Americao:
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Figure 10.45 Welsh Lib Dem Group

0= Strongly Positiv

Fieasa cortinuoushy rate the folkwing speech. (Welsh LibCems)
i
N T ot
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n mean
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This contrast is between what corporations, John McCain, Washington, and lobbyists

have done with wéit Obama will do by siding with the middle class by cutting taxes

for n95% of al | working familieso and cr ec:
continued throughout this section. Obamaod:
cl asso and tauseoccarred simultageoualywath an aggregate increase

of 10 points with the Welsh Lib De@roupand an 8 point increase with the Cardiff

Labour Group FocusGroups participants discussing the speech identified with a

range of these policies, some namthgm when they felt most positive. As one

participant in the Cardiff Labougroupstated:

Participant 3 | liked the bits where he talked about um, sort of hitting, um not

doing economic policies which would hit poorer people rather than richer
peopleand that he would cut taxes for people on middle and lower incomes
rather than cutting taxes for larger corporations. And | liked the talk on
reducing the dependence on oil and actually on the environment

Moderator. And these are things you would likebe seen done in the UK...

Participant 3 Yeah. .. but it hel ps i f itdéds al s
one of the issues is taxes on high earners is the issue of the brain drain and so
it needs... we really need action wevld d e . And ointhpating® s no p

cap on emissions in Britain if America, China of India are making it
significantly worse, so we doeed action...

Participant 1 | liked the bit about, you know, helping poorer families | think
thatdos a part of mialhteether polgidalirhetoricgout hr ou g
get which every politician would stand up there and say. And he did, | think he

does fight for the poorest in America s
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way, but he has been hampered by, you know, the econtinata. Um and

t hat 6s probably my favorite bit when |
socialist in terms of, you know, | etds |
make life a bit easier for the poorest in society (Cardiff Labour, 2010).

Some member of the InterpolGroup concurred, though two leveled criticisms of
vagueness in the policy prescriptions:

Participant 3 Uh health care, social welfare, economic governance, that sort

of thing, thatds probably when it was t|
Participant 4 Yeah when he was actwually goinb
when he started talkind about proper p C
stuff heéd do and why hedd do it, etc.
Participant 3 I mean | could see what he was
descriptive, was it?

Participant 4No...

Participant 3 A better education, an affordabl
policy...

Participant 4 Yeah, but it was the headline policies, when it moved away
from the personal stuff into the political stufisting why | should vote for
him [that was most positive] (Interpol, 2010).
One American, who declared her support for Obama, turned the dial down during this
section using hindsight, but, would probably have turned it up if hearing this in the

momert. As she explained:

Participant6[ Wh e n | he was | i ke fioh, we shoul d
|l was |l i ke fAturn the dial downodo [l aught
[...]JEqual rights for everyone, and | was like turn the dial down, | wkas |

Aohhh, I l'i ke hi m, and | voted for him

him but | just kept thinking you know things like the letter | got, the week

after | graduatedwas i ke Ayour health care has bee
Ayoubmge twoibre doneodo and youdre | ike nl
now while | stildl cano and you know whe
you apply to like, obviously the US government for scholarships and things

like that, and they were immediately sayiigy ou ge't nNo moneyo a
|l i ke Aright, so. .. 0. [ ... ] Right, itdés d
| would have thought something would have happened by now...Nothing...
(Americans, 2010).

After listing several policy initiatives, Obamaoves to associate McCain with

Washington in vivid and explicit terminology. He associates McCain and
Washingtonés inaction and gridlock on chro
supports this claim by laying down a series of accusations against Ma@aihis

record on energy. Obama wi I | Afset a cl ear
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on oi l from the Middle Easto a solution i
existed during John McCai n éanaghaoramé ifith e Wadsahi n
nNoo results i n asdiautatioQuoirnta |fl hiecanpicnag lusp o o f
effect to emphasize a particular point; it works toward pushing McCain into the

Washington/ Lobbyist/ Republican nexus of a |
endionugr, idependence on oil from the Middl e E
fluctuation and conversation with focuSroup participants. The most dramatic

fluctuation occurred with the Cardiff LaboGroup as Figure 10.46 demonstrates:

Figure 10.46 Cardif f Labour Group

e the following spaech. {Caraif L

aralff Labour Studants)
100=Very Positiv
- )&
5 61

—

n mean

Here, the aggregate score dropped 27 points to 40 before rebounding slightly by 12

points to 509. One participant had reserve
Americads dependence on oil becausandbhey v
whil e another said dAif he said O0end our de
Mi ddl e Eastodo], then yeah thatds great but

[T naudi bl e] t hEeasset ed mrea 59 NiCdad Ide fcear Labour ,
instance of polyvalence, two participants in the Cardiff Lali&uarupdisagreed about

the link between oil, the environment and security:

Participant4 | dono6t think he was just sayi ng
well , i1itds wty. el ement of sec
Participantz That 6s what | mean | thought he
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about t hes ek afsmaed nMirdsdl ehave contr ol over

Participant 4 Well they do, to be fair...

Participantl They do but heaissuegthdt hepifthetead f und an

tackled it more from an environmental aspect | would have turned my dial up
but hed6és keen to sort of mix the two
and | think that environment takes a head in uh importance in,nk thi
environment is more important than American national security.

Participant 4 Arenot t mexticably Hirked? Thie environment

and security?

Conversely, the Welsh Lib De@roupresponded with an initial increase (+8 to 86)
and then alog with the AmericarGroupa larger, more drawn out decrease that came
with Obamads el aboration of the energy
(Welsh Lib Dem;11 to 75) and 10.48 (America9, to 67):

Figure 10.47 Welsh Lib Dem Group

e the following spaech. (Welsh Lib

shLibCems)
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Figure 10.48 American Group

e the following spaech {Amaricar
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The moderator spotted this fluctuation during the stimulus and brought it up as a topic

for discussion with the Welsh Lib De@roup

Moderator There was a | ot of fluctuati on, I
tosetaf rm deadline within ten years weore
to oil from the Middle Easto. Some went
Participant @ | loved that, I...
Participant 7 I turned that down because | | us
lddnoét think it was a realistic promise
Participant 5: No...
Participant 7 | turned it down.
Participant 2 | think | turned it up for most of that section, but turned it down
when the word Aaddictiond appeared.
Moder at or :ikeYhatword?i dndot |
Participant 2 I di dnot |l i ke the word, no. | 6 m
[inaudible] (Welsh Lib Dems, 2010).
Rhetorically, the antithesis between McCain et al. and Obama et al. is continued from
the realm of energy to what Obama vddl to help small businesses and the American
peopl e. I n fact, Obama repeats the phrase
Aspelling outo what change means to how he
the variant Al 61 | & Eeen if thededis disagoeenseht onswhat e n t i 1
policies Obama will put into place, the formal repetition that he will do something
|l eaves |little ground for opponent 6s to ceé

initiative. The concrete repetition that Obama wlii something also feeds into the
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first persona: he iIis prepared, he has a p
challenges. Here, Obama is also creating a communicative relationship between

himself and those that find this kind of attitude towardspifesidency as admirable;

he can be seen as identifying himself and his candidacy with challenges and creates
consubstantiality with those that share similar concerns about the nature of these
chall enges and Obamads pr es c ilcy proposaele sol ut
Obama identifies with any voter who would use that issue as a criterion for voting. In

the first section of policy proposals, Obama outlines his intention to address energy
challenges, including the affordability of domestically produced-édigtient cars

and ties to creating jobs fdt hG@doupanchtheét be o
Cardiff LabourGroupdecr eased slightly in aggregate
contention that he would tap Aleemraalcads na
technol ogy and fisafely harness nucl ear p o
began to discuss creating fuel efficient cars in America and the crowd applauded, the

Cardiff LabourGroupsaw a remarkable 19 point increase in PNAR to 70 as shgwn b

Figure 10.49:

Figure 10.49 Cardiff Labour Group

e the following spaech. {Caraif L

aralff Labour Studants)
100=Very Positiv
-
5 70

,__/—\_’/

n mean

This increase in PNAR continued not only for the Cardiff La®toupbut for every
other focusGroup especially the Welsh Lib Dems and the Americans as Obama

22¢



declared his intent to invest in altervatenergy as shown in Figure 10.50 (Welsh Lib
Dem, +11 to 81) and Figure 10.51 (Americans, +10 to 77):

Flgure 10.50 Welsh Lib Dem Group

Please confinuousty rate the following sg wlsh LDzl
Strongly Positive

S
5

80

n mean

[rr—

Flgure 10.52 American Group

Please wsly rate the following sf

7

Total
n mean

Pk

Obama continues his | ist of policy initia
veryethos hi s ability to run for office, i's bo

settl e for an America where s ome ki ds don
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Groups largely fluctuated positively and negatively towards the speech, the applause

that occurred after Awhere some kids donoét
with the Cardiff LabouiGroupand the Welsh Lib Dersroupand a époint decrease

from the InterpolGroup While the Welsh Lib DentGroupleveled off and decreased

slightly afte the applause, the former, Cardiff Labour along with the Ame@aup
continued to increase through Obamads sol
Awoxl dss educat i on d052 EardifflLabaun, +14 to 78.iltgsu r e

also worth mentionig, as shown in Figurd0.53 that while the AmericaGroup

increased in PNAR during this phase of the speech, it decreased sharply by 13 points

to 61 when Obama discussed giving tuition

country or our communityo:

Figure 10.52 Cardiff Labour Group

Students)
100=Very Positiv

Please continuously rate the follwing speech {Cardiff Labour

Total

5 78

I——
L /—/
-—/
n mean
: ! 0:2253

[aenm——
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Figure 10.53 American Group

e the follawing spasch. {Americans)
100=Stronghy Positive

66

n mean

[mr—

As Obama moves to his discussion of healthcare, the fluctuation of positive and
negative aggregate scores between and within f@roesis continues. Giving the

Ameri can peopklienditohfe csoavmeer a g e congress gi
example, saw a rise in PNAR from the Amerié@nmoupwithin the context of a steady

increase in PNAR throughout this section as shown in Figure 10.54 (+10 to 70):

Figure 10.54 American Group

lease cortinuously rete e folowing speech. {Americzns)
100=Strondly Positive

Total
6 68

n mean
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Moving frompol i cy to the personal, Obama invoke
as an emotive appeal to stop insurance companies from discriminating against those
with pre-existing conditions. Five participants in the Welsh Lib Dé&noup

discussed this sentence sifieally, albeit in polyvalent ways:

Participant 6 Yeah, particularly low when he was talking about looking after
someone in bed with cancer and | just t|
Participant 3 | like that
Participant 2 Me toa
Participant 7 | thought it was emotive, but some of it went from being
emotive to being slightly much and slightly mushy (Welsh Lib Dems, 2010).
Participant 3 in the Welsh Lib Derroup who | i ked Obamads p el
combined his discussion of this sentence along with hoapipeoached moving the
di al : A think thereds some context to tho
worm bears this out, but | think it depends on whether those stories come after a big
high or during a nice, calm quiet talking bit, you might cegp differently if that
emotional story came after a big high note and then he started talking about his
mot her dying of cancer. Then you would be
tal ky bit, you mi gh©Ob amd 6 sr assassion ofahealiid i t (il
care received mixed reactions from the dial testing. The Cardiff LaGoamp for
example, increased 7 points to 74, while the InteGrolupsincreased 5 points to 80.
The Welsh Lib DenGroup however, decreased in aggregate scoré(yoints to
73. Obama continues through his policy agenda and ends this section of the speech
that gained PNAR from ever§@roup the Cardiff Labour and Interpd@broup each
saw a 7 point increase to 80 and 82, respectively. The Welsh Lib Dems also saw an 8
point increase to 87 and the Ameridaroupsaw a smaller increase. The discussion
of health care prompted an interesting conversation with the Int&malp about

human rights, Guantanamo bay and torture:

Participant 2 I think it is because uh becaus ever yone in the US
because of the massive issue with commu
as the same thing. Um, so automatically everyone is slightly to the right, he
canot propose anything that lhadostt s s | i gt
many issues with the Tea Party movement, they are kind of McCarthyist,

against Communism and Socialism, or what they see as that...

Moderator. And did you think Obama talking about what government should

or should not do sounded socialist or comist?
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Participant 2 It di dnot but Tea Party candi da
things. And with the legislation that came in afterwards, it would probably

explain the Republican success in the midterms.

Participant3 When it o6s at tcialistkvhiah g nathimgatadl,HS as s
I tds not creating a state [inaudible] h
has health care insurance.

Participant T Human rights...

Moderator You think itéds a human rights i ss
Participant T Which | think America is usually standing up for...but definitely

not in everything...

Moderator. Not in health care?

Participant 3 Human rights when it suits them.

Participant 4Yeah...

Participant2 Youdbve only got to | ookndat the f
| oophole in the Constitution for cruel
Constitution only applies on t he mai n
Guantanamo Bayo

Participant2 S| eep deprivation isnét torture.
Participant 3 Waterboarding...

Participant2 t hat i1 s torture and that 1is il e

actually count as prisoners of war...go for it.

Participantl donét t hey?

Participant 2 American lawyers looked at rewriting it, and | think managed to
force through the chaes

Participant T So American Presidents are always good at spinning human
rights...

Participant 2 Yeah.. (Interpol, 2010).

One participant in the Cardiff Labo@roup however, disagreed and drew upon a
familiar theme that would recur in many fod@soupsessions, that Obama needed to
say things he didndét necessarily believe i

right voters:

Participant 1 | think...like most American politicians they have to play to that
conservative middle white Americanudi ence and i1itds a sham
you know when he touches on health care then for us here who have
something like the NHS, we believe that is the most logical way of providing
health care and the most et hiimaot way of
believing that at heart, that the state should provide health care for everybody,

but hebavinbed®...hebdbs either having to
down not to sound like some crazy communist, you know, Americans might

think hewasihe was sayindédthat the state shoul

I tdos kind of...makes you |l ose any faitt
pandered his vVviews, i ke | was sayinod e
for their views even if, you know, &y may seem to be crazy but in time

t heyol | pay off to be correct, you know

opinion in his decisions to just get elected (Cardiff Labour, 2010).
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Rhetorically, t he American pr omensiomedt hat ha
with each policy proposal t hat creates a
promise, [€é] Now is the time to finally ke
keep the promise. o0 The repetitionileemphas
move to uphold the nationbés promise to the
continue to deviate from that communal obligation to ensure the widespread success

of the citizenry.

Participant 2 | really liked the line about his daughters wagtithe same

opportunities as...

Participant 7 Their sons

Participant 2 Their sons, and it was the my daughters, your sons bit and I...

Participant 7 favor of equal pay...

Participant2 | 6 m in favor of equal pay

Participant 7 Yeah

Participant 2Dond6t have a huge amount of knowl
individually, obviously | have to leave that to people who know better than me

but thatoés a |ine | really I|Iiked and on
Dems, 2010).

Even the way Obaaintends to pay for the policies he has outlined seems to fit into

his narrative of antithesis: he wil!/l Acl os
help America grow, 0 but wi || al so figo thr
eliminating prograns that no longer work and making the ones we do need work

better and cost lessbecause we cannot meet twefitgt century challenges with a

t wentieth century bureaucracy. o0 This |ine
Welsh Lib DemGroup

Participant 2 Il did |ike tcenturfigoeernmeato®a®0r un a 2
century programsao

Participant 8 Yeah...

Participant 2 Frankly, but...

Participant 4 Yeah, well done.

Participant3 |t 6s an anal og politician in a d
Participant 2 Yeah (Welsh Lib Dem, 2010).

With this, Obama keeps ttiermal aspect of antithesis but reframes tioatent while
corporate interests and Washington have acted or failed to act at the expense of small

businesses and t e yieerrd aradi, mar @b aamradisn p c
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enacted and paid for literally at the expense of corporate interests, but taking this
position for Obama does not indicate a #db
reframes the debate from what was a choice betWwgghusiness or big government

to a pragmatic position of siding with the American people and economic populism

that rejects an absolute attachment to either position.

In perhaps what is one of the most striking differences in audience reception to this

speech, each of the British focGsoups decreased dramatically once Obama shifted

from the idealistic discussion of equal pay for equal work to the methods of funding

his list of policy proposals. As Figures 10.55 (Cardiff Labo@] to 59), 10.56

(Intempol, -12 to 69) and 10.57 (Welsh Lib Dem8,5 t o 62) show, Obamad¢
that he will cut government bureaucracy to make it more cost efficient increased by

10 points with the AmericaGroupbut saw steep declines in PNAR among British

Groups. The faus Groups occurred at a time of immense controversy in the UK on
government cuts and efficiency savings and had indeed gripped the United Kingdom

and the Lib Dem/Conservative coalition:

Figure 10.55 Cardiff Labour Group

e the folowing spaech {Cardiff Labour Students)
100=Very Positiv

n mean
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Flgure 10.56 Interpol Group

Pleasa continucusty rate the folkawing spaech. (INTERFOL)
100=Sironghy Positive

5 69
n mean
' 02512

Flgure 10.57: Welsh Lib Dem Group

Pleasa cantinuoush rate he folawing s welshLibDems)
00=Sirong

63

n mean

Now that Obama has outlined what change means and what he will do in a
governmental capacity to keep Americabs
from addressing all Americans to Democrats in particuiom an electoral

standpoint, it is doubtful whether this message is actually addressed to Democrats, as

their votes are quite secure, or whether he is addressing leaning and independent



voters by engaging in rosopopoeido demonstrate his ability take the third way.

In this section, Obama continues the theme of making qualified statements, this time

on two levels. On the one hand, fhresopopoeiaddressed to Democrats can be seen

as a way to temper Obamads wus®reuntogover nm
Americads promise of community with 1 ndivi
Kennedy, a source of admiration and identificafienmanyin the Democratic Party.

He ends with a recapitulation ofnutdahe pr omi

responsibility-t hat " s the essence of America's prom
It Sshould be noted that Obamads rhetorical
responsibilityo generated Gmouss iThemgasbl e con

and most nuancechoe again occurred with the Welsh Lib D&roup

Participant 2 there was the bit wher e he st

Democrats, we need to realize that it w
remember what he said immediately after that, bitsualve need to accept
t hat government candét tell...take kids .

Participant 60h, yeah.

Participant 2 That section, | thought he was strongly appealing to Republican

or...

Participant 5 Family...

Participant2: Family values

Participant 5 Yeah...

Participant 2 Sort of responsibility

Participant 7 Small government

Participant 2 No | quite like that bit, I think.

ParticipantZ | di dndét | i ke that bilt

Moderator. Did you turn it up or...

Participant 2 | think | turned it

Participant @ I turned it up

Participant 7 I di dnodt |l i ke the whole kind of
kids toget out of the telly and, what was it...

Participant 2 No, see | agree

Participant5: Well | turned it down because it kept on flaet of needing...it

was almost the conservative thing of a family is a mum and a dad and your

kids and that concept of family doesndt
Participant 3 I dondot think he was saying that
thought e was talking about split families

Participant 5 No, | got it as it was...

Participant 3 Tell the dad to get more involved

Participant 7 I donot l'i ke i1t I foi ke it i t quit
when perhaps they get into the issue of mamd dad, | think theghould just
say there are all/l types of orftkemkidsi es out

been put in front of a telly because thermbhas got busy doing something
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A

el se that she has tminefieldbalwayk ér mei and | it 0s

dondot . ..
Participant 6 But if you both interprnhatt ed t ha:
say that that speech has been written veryweil, @1 s e it 6s appeal ed

peoplewho have got different views and different lifestyles
Participant 5. Yeah (Welsh Lib Dems, 2010).

One American participant read Obamads tran:

not able to be included together in a cohesive political philosophy:

Participant 4 Yeah...lt seemed strange at the beginning wieetalked about

the American Dream and you can make anything of yourself and then later in
the speech he said that we rely on the idea of pulling yourself up by your own
bootstraps and he like, it was different completely at the beginning and the end

hewas | i ke fAwe shoul dnot you Kknow, itos
these issues and itbés not that you shou
up,wes houl d al |l | ook out for each othero
that ... o

Participant 2 Yeah...

Moderator. So you saw that as a contradiction...

Participant4 Yeah, we should make something ¢
saying you know that we should all look out for eacheoth and it dés not
individual (Americans, 2010).

One participat, the seHproclaimed socialist in the Cardiff LaboGroupread this in

equally skeptical ter ms, noting that the g
do our part, if you do thisbé but they donbd
with the participant in the Cardiff Labo@roup who more closely identified with

Tony Blairdéds New Labour branch of the par:
appeal:

Participant 4 | think he kind of struck a good balance, | mean he hit all the

right fundamental points like education, health care, defense and then touched

on veterans and stuff like that. And | think he, he, the chord he struck well was
balancing rights and responsibilities and saying that if you work hard, pay

your tax, there will b good education good health care at the end of it.

Moderator And t hatdés something thatods i mpor
Participant 4 Yeah, yeah. So a sense of fair play and decency

Participant 3 | think he actually struck a good balance between personal
resmnsi bility and the stateds rol e, but ,
Il nspiring as a speaker. Thereds no one.
feel, sort of, like, inspired to go for a candidate you know like him (Cariff

Labour, 2010).
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Thos in the Cardiff LabourGroupwh o wer e I rked by Obamaébs
responsibility seemed to be illuminated most in the dial testing data, as shown in
Figure 10.5815 to 46):

Figure 10.58 Cardiff Labour Group

e the following spaech. {Caraif L

aralff Labour Studants)
100=Very Positiv
- )&
5 46

n mean

[rr—

This sums up Ob a macanspromisesthome ara he ldavegus fushe r |

as he started. Within the address to Democrats, Obama would accomplish two
objectives. First, with each qualifier within the antithetical frame, Obama is careful to

put l i mits on his anheiRepudicanssre, bt Wathter isar e n o
Ameri ca. ltds not ALefto versus ARight oO;
ordinary American, small businesses and soldiers) versus-Mo€iain, corporate

interests, Washington, and lobbyists. Besides aligning hiy path the constructed

interests of the American people, Obama continues to construct a first persona that
demonstrates an ability to take multiple ideological viewpoints into consideration, in

this case, individualistic and communitarian concerns.

With Ameri cads economic promise compl ete, Ob
had in the introduction by turning his foc
to this point in America indicated that McCain led Obama on foreign policy
credentials. One partmant in the Welsh Lib DenGroup saw this section a8 a n

obvious appeal to Republican voters, Il t hi
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know ( Wel sh L iButifDbama is su€c&sifl) in layng out a credible

vision of American foreign @l i cy her e, he would be able
attempts to define himself through his foreign policy credential, a strategy that had

worked well for McCain during his political career. Obama begins by establishing,

indeed, framing the standard for whe debate on foreign policy should consist of:
temperament and judgment. Although Obama does not provide in any detail what he
means by Atemperament, 0 a qui capotentmlyt ext ual
potententhymeme The suppressed premisethat McCain has bad temperament. An

article in theWashington Posb n  Apr i | 19, 2008 details the
notoriously bad temper, and many of his colleagues questioned whether a short
tempered president would be best suited to be so thodee nuclear codes and the

big red button (Leahy, 2008). Later in the speech, however, Obama would be very

clear in his position that he would not attack John McCain personally. To expand on
McCainds temper in detai |l hvoowntbjdopdsdythe o vi ol
transcendent i mage Ob ama has S0 far been
temperament could only be referenced, not detailed, the unstated premise filled by the

auditor, not the orator. It should also be noted that for whatever eé&agnts some

in the Cardiff LabouiGroupheld about the need for more individual responsibility in

society, there was a surge of 19 points to 65 in PNAR as Obama turned to discuss

foreign policy:

Figure 10.59 Cardiff Labour Group

e the following spaech. {Caraif L

aralff Labour Studants)
100=Very Positiv

- &

5 65

A

n mean
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Mc Cai no6s iid$ duppgrteddngthoenctrete examples from his record during

t he Bush Administration. The antithesis c
position on Iraq and Afghanistan and contr
Af ghani st an, 0 n er maré resowceshaad niore trapps e¢odinish the

fight against the terrorists who actually attacked us on 9/11, and made clear that we

must take out Osama bin Laden and his |ieu
yet another tempered positionto Irag Ob a ma iwsa rmo ts ofl anmutcih as he
war in lraq, o0 that i s, the 2003 invasion
debate not as prear or antiwar but as good judgment versus bad judgment.

Cleverly, Obama then associates himself with Boash Administration and the Iraqi

government in their presumably isolated common agreement that there needs to be a
timetable for US troop withdrawal in Irag. He then pushes John McCain beyond this
association, and what results is a contention that ngtisMcCain associated with

Bush, but also on the issue of troop withdrawal his judgment and political acumen is

worse. After drawing the conclusion that McCain has a more extreme position than
Bush, he evaluates the impdndé&atatkeeaps wd MxfC
ités not judgment we need. McCainds |judgme

looking to the future.

During Obamads initial critique of McCainbd
Groupremained relatively unchanged in PNA&vards the speech. The other three

Groups however, saw considerable fluctuati on
saw an increase of 8 points to 68 from the Intealup When Obama argues for

more resources in Afghahastactual fyghtt @c¢k
Cardiff LabourGroupincreased by 5 points to 63. The Inter@bup on the other

hand, increased by 8 points initially to 73, but then plummeted 29 points to 44
through the applause thatCéohl wweadt Obamad$
bin Laden fito the cave where he I|ives, 0 a
12 to 63) as Figure 10.60 (Interpe?9 to 44) shows:
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Figure 10.60Q Interpol Group

o the folwing spaech

[rr—
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100=Strongly Positiv
)
5
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n mean

This line generated agreement and disagreement in theicam&roup

Participant 1 The only thing that | thought was inconsistent with his uh...was
that he talked about going to kill bin Laden, which is extrajudicial
assassination and a Constitutional scholar should know better. But anyway...
Participant 5 | agree.

Moderator. And so when he was talking about going to kill bin Laden, did you
go to turn your dial down?

Participant 1 Yeah...

Participant 5 Yeah, | did...

Participant2  We | | he was careful to say Adtake
Participant 3  We | | I like that. 6éCause everyor
got the guts to say it, so | turned it up at that point.

Participant 1 I dondét believe that should haprpg

does believe that should happen is igno@human rights law for the past
fifty years (Americans, 2010).

The Welsh Lib Dems were also critical of this line of attack coming from Obama.

Moreover, it sparked a more general discus

usinto howtheyinterpet ed Obamads foreign policy appe

Participant 3 | can tell you | went way down when he said...he was

talking about John McCain and he said something about his response to
Afghanistan and he said you should march up to the cave

Participant 6 Yeah..

Participant3 t o find Osama bin Laden and | we
Participant@ Yeah thatoés when | went negative
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Participant3: No, no, no, no, no, thatds no wa

ParticipantZ7 Yeah it was kind of a bit fAweobre
Participant 3 Well, arrogant. As soon as anybody talks about Osama bin
Ladenand all the rest of them |Iliving in c
cavemen. And these guys are highly soj
them like cavemen,d on 6t | i ke it itdéds very arrog
very George Bush. You know he said Al 0l
hol eso itds the same [l aughter]

Participant7: Y e ah, Itéos very, for me, very ar
andgehi m out of his cavebo

Participant3: fi We 0 | | bomb them into the middle
Participant 7: AWhat ever we need to do to get |
like...ohh.

Participant6: But thatdéds great because theyobv
Participant5: Yeah thatodés the flip side to the

like. This gungho attitude that it has some time

Moderator And so when it appeared in this s
you turn it down

Participant5: Turned it down a bityeah...

Participant6: | wanted more of it, because | thought he...that could have been
better. Far more sort of...oright!o ( Wel

Obamads call for a timetable for the withoce
increase of 13 pointsrdm the InterpolGroup and a 6 point increase from the

AmericanGroup and when Obama says we need a pr e
future, not keep grasping Gaoupinceasedsan f r om t

additional 11 points along with the Cdfdiabour Groupwho increased by 6 points.

To further criticize McCainds foreign poli
examples, formally situated as amaphora Each stem from one o
common topics of argument (what can /cannot kapand cause/effect) and are in

reference to the three pressing foreign policy issues: the war on terror, Israel, and
Russiads invasion of Georgia. Obamabds 1| i st
recalled by a member of the Welsh Lib D&roup

Participant 3 | found the whole foreign policy message too much. He listed

about thirty countries, not that much, about six countries and he talked about

Jordan, who the hell knows about Jordan [laughter] or was it Georgia?
Georgia, sorry. And Ilwaslk fiwho gi ves a fuck about Ge
Participant4: The thing is, Georgia...

Moderator. | think Russia had just invaded Georgia

Participant4 Yeah it was in 2008 wasnodét it ?
Participant 3 Oh, OK.
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Participant 7 | was like [Participant 3], Was trying to watch it ndbased on

anything

Moderator. Oh, sure.

Participant 7 Watch it for what it was...

Participant 3 My understanding of foreign affairs is the average person
doesndét give a toss about ecifichssue,ryaust of t
knowunless t 6s Vi etnam or | ragqg

Participant 4 The Falklands.

Participant3 You know? You have to focus your

part of the world at a time, you canboét
and South Korea, yoknow...

Participant5: |l tés this concept the American,
worl dos policeman.

Participant 7: Yeah.

Participant 5 That really sticks with me, sometimes. | think you know, we

have the United Nations, we have NATO, we ddlvese other organizations,

the EU, for those very reasons, it does:
Participant 7 | agree, | think that the whole smoking Osama bin Laden out,

they think they have the right to just stomp in there and do whatthei ke it 6s
Awe rule the worldo type thing, and tha:
Moderator. And the alternative for you is the multilateral institutions like

NATO or do you disagree

Participant 7: No, absolutely | agree with [Participant 5] on that one that it

shouldbe...

Participant 4 That 0s great, I agree with the
countless examples in history where tha
to the US. And actually, unt il t he War,
yousortyaar sel ves out and it was us who was
Warisonandve ki nd of in a bit of troubl eo
Participant3 And changes may very well be on
policeman. | used to be against it, but now I think Britain andtrabthe rest

of Europe is in a very privileged posi't
get involved in other countryés conflic
out side of this one only because Amer.i

because Aerica has that role. If America took the same view as the rest of
the world, I thinkthewor | d woul d be a very differen
step up and do something about certain things.

Participant5 Wel | why coul dnodotthingg? step up and
Participant4 We canodt .

Participant3 Wel I i n certain situations you n
privileged position, we can say web6re n
East

Participant2 We can say we Gerbecausecot hungaaitariarg t o i 1

reasons because there are no humanitarian reasons in Britain worth invading
for.
Participant5 True. The other thing is, theredc

stil |l goindé on about Il r aq,point, umbut nk he
yeah they havendét been after whatos his
concept of, you know, we o1 | stomp i n wh
dondét | i keddhcsi ward,o oil, 6cause ther
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(Welsh LibDems, 2010).

Finally, in one of the more humorous moments in the fd8usup sessions, one

participant in the Interpdbroup who had previously been confident that Obama had

not passed through any sort of heal th ca
remar ks regarding foreign policy but ende

almost verbatim:

Participant 2 That and how he tried to claim the terrorists that attacked on

9/11 were based in Ilraq and Afghani st a
terrorist network that operates in 80 countries, why have you invaded the two

that you know have biggest oil reser¢gerpol, 20107

Leaving aside the skepticism, we can see that, rhetorically, each of the countries that
Obama lists point to three policesh at ar gue what needed to be
versus what was done by the Bush Administration and supported by McCain. The
antithesis is continued and strengthened while this line of argumentation indicates that

bad judgment i s idusidniseuttibgual . Obamads con

If John McCain wants to follow George Bush with more tough talk and bad
strategy, that is his choicéut it is not the change we need.

These rhetorically function as a set of foreign policy maxims and the Cardiff Labour
Group for example, shifted in PNAR as Obama moved from one maxim to the next.
They sharply decreased in PNAR when Obama spoke of protecting Israel and
deterring Iran. Once Obama moves on to the next maxim such as protecting Georgia
and once again ties McCain to 8y the score rebounds to a net aggregate increase of

6 points as Figure 10.61 shows:
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Figure 10.61 Cardiff Labour Group

e the folowing spaech {Cardiff Labour Students)
100=Very Positiv

Al

n mean
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These maxims produced inverse results from the Intégpolip and the Welsh Lib

Dem Groupas the former increased by 10 pgsiand the latter decreased by 9 points

over roughly the same time frame. Af ter ty
t hen pushing him beyond Bushos bad judgm
criticizing McCain with a viable Democratic alternative ksing historical precedent

to illustrate there have been Democrats that have been strong on foreign policy in the

past. He creates an indirect link of identification between himself and the voter that
admires Roosevel't or Ke n n &8asgMc C&abi annba itnh etnh e
most explicit association yet, and pushes them outside normal historical
circumstances. Although he has already praised previous Democratic figures, here he

praises previous unnamed Republican administrations and the foreign policy lega

they have built. Obama says he wants to
maneuver i ndicates Obamaébs willingness
administrations t oMcsQaiens sf chroen gma rp alhiec yioB uhsa
Ameri cadsThpirsomals®o il l uminates Obamabds ab
transcending Democrat and Republican dividing lines and making it once again an

i ssue of the communicative relationship Ob
and his ownethosversust h e #&MBQasihn 0o nexus. The theme of
world policeman surfaced once again with one participant in the Cardiff Labour

Group



Participant 1 But they dondét understand that A
when, you know, i t O sl they staigd bytheir countrye r  t hi n
which is, you know, impressive when someone can stand by their country so

much but I donot think itds real ly

Europeans itds just bi zarre fyordondthe
criticizethergover nment too much and when he
actionhestllseemed to go on to thinkin Americ
rest of the world who they could polic:i
candét obethisanwd candét thato itoés 1ike

(Cardiff Labour, 2010).

a
y 6
0s

The Welsh Lib Dems increased by roughly 10 points during this section while the

Cardiff LabourGroupdeclined by 9 along with the Interp@roup who decreased by

6. When Obama moves from collectively def.i

from what Al 0 windhided ,aswhGocnmmabredgerns wi t h A
keep this country safeo and wil/l only sen
mi s s i o ntence toawhichehe Cardiff Labougroup decreased by 9 and the

InterpolGroupdecreased by 7.

The structure of this section of how Obama will transform foreign policy is strikingly

similar to the economic side ofjuddgmer i cads
into question, Obama expands on what he wo
will o seven times in just a few short par

ground between hard and soft power (Nye, 2008), military might and direct
diplomacy, eding the war in Iraq while turning the heat up on Al Qaeda in
Afghanistan. This section produced a polysemic moment between two members of
the Cardiff LabouiGroup

Participant 4 See | think he stepped away from that a bit and became a bit
morerealistc and said that nAwe are willing t
thesamegunbo attitude as the people beforeo
Participant 1 But...

Participant 4 He was | i ke dwedll use all me a n
t h e uvltenatsly a responsibility ( Car di ff Labour, 2010).

Two participants in the Interp@&roupwer e al so criti cal of Obanm
the fAimiddle groundo by acting tough towar
Awhen they kind of. .. espekeapmeéntionpingghefascti ng on
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that terrorism might get nuclear weaponso
i n campaigns (I nterpol , 2010) .0 Obama enc¢
ingratiation towards the American audience by making them feel gbodt the

country to which they belong; It is the nl

cause of freedom, who | ong for |ives of pe:

The vividly produced choice Obama presents the electorate moves seaimtegtly
final section of the speech, which buil ds

Chief to refute charges of being unpatriotic:

ABut wha't I wi || not do is suggest t ha
political purposes. Because one of thengs that we have to change in our

politics is the idea that people cannot disagree without challenging each other's
character and patriotism.o

Rhetorically, Obama sets a standard of Ath
pol it i c slikedtheagnmomise, ifiMoGaih violates this standard Obama reserves

the ground to associate McCain with dApol it
Aithe times are too serious, the stakes are

conclusebnusinagrke that patriotism has no
conclusion not only ingratiates the audience and shows a level of intertextual message

consistency by alluding to Obamads message
America, oAmerti didBlauebut the AUNni ted States
theme from Obamadbs 2004 DNC speech was re

focusGroupparticipants:

Participant 3 I think there was a bit where he
notblueAme i ca, 1 tds the United States of Anm
Participant 5 Yep, | turned it right up for that

Participant 3 Yeah, yeah, yeah, again, | think that was an appeal to
Republican votersWelsh Lib Dems2010).

Although Obama has created a clear divisiomaverning philosophy between the

two parties, Obama finds consubstantiality in the source of each governing

philosophy, a common love of the natisnt at e . ARSo |1 6ve got news:
Mc Cain, 06 Obama decl ares, Awe @antlin tlpeu t our
AmericanGroupn ot ed t hat she Ali ked thato part of
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calling it fAtasteful (Ameri cans, 2010) .0 O
statement t hat h e agntuhessy. dbama cofitendBlicnG ariyn 6fsi r st
argument i's 1 n error because fwe al/l put

distinguish himself from Obama in another way.

The economic and foreign policy antithesis comes to a close, and Obama addresses
America directl y iamd sc alnlds Dfearo cfr Réygswb t o fic
ideas and politics of the past. o There 1is
are simply insufficient, as Obama previously demonstrated iachisominenattack

on John McCai nods tbated phijosophy of egoverning. rHd telis u

America:

Awhat has been | ost these past eight ye
or bigger trade deficits. What has also been lost is our sense of common
purposeour sense of higher purpose. Andthats at we have to rest

Obama then lists a number of the most controversial political issues of the day:
abortion, gun ownership, samex marriage, and immigration. He follows in parallel

form with the internal movement of the speech by discussing tissges as a series

of guali fied statements, yielding to the
gualifying with an emotive or personalized example. It is an acknowledgment that
different sides feel passionately about a particular issue, teagifidng their values

with his ethos Each of these statements generated considerable conversation,
sometimes prompted by the moderator and at other times volunteered by participants.

On Obamadés | ine of same sex mar hatshg e, one
would turn her dial up on the more idealistic end and then when Obama would move

to the middle, would waver. Three participants in the Welsh Lib Beoupseemed

to agree in their feelings towards this section:

Participant 2 Maybe the mention damily at that bit, which he did at another

point mention gay and | esbian couple, w
Mc Cainbs speech or...because in that S
voters,he mentions families.

Participant 7 | really liked the bit about the gay and lesbian couples and

equality

Participant 5 Yea, yep... (Welsh Lib Dems, 2010).
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Obamads di scussion of the Second Amendment

to push AAmericanesso i nt o the Radiffrtabaur m of t
Group
Participant 1 I think in Europe we just donot
gun

Participant 3 Yeah...

Participant 4 | mean | empathized a bit with, he kind of he took apart the two
differentGroups of people, the huntetisat need them in America and then the

people in the inner cities that have no need for them whatsoever where most of

the crime is. And that, although it was, would have been a positive the fact

that guns were involved in any way made me go down, liked the fact that

he picked the two apart rather than had them as the same...

Participant I I do think also a criminal doe
someone...| mean...yeah hunting is understandable we have it in this country,

people shoot birds amh at ever and thatodos different

writtenintheConsti tuti on that youdére all owed
bonkers to me. Like I candét understand
with them.

Participant 5 1 wentupont hat one because it 1s in t
thereds not really an awful | ot he col ¢

every get people to support banning guns. So | thought what he was saying

was fairly sensible like um, you know, because the lgws are so ridiculous

you can buy Il i ke bullets that have spec!]
track the gun...you can buy machine gun:
| et 6 s h av beartatme butldatsgyét tid ot some of the

inconsit ency. 0

Participant 3 Some states have essentially ba
t hey all canodt . .
Participant5 Wel | you candét ban all guns.

Participant 1 You mean you canbot buy a gun ai
Labour, 2010).

One participanin the Welsh Lib Dems tended to side with most of the Cardiff Labour

students, noting thatiet ur ned 1t right down when it cal
Because | just donét agree with that. [ .
shoudha e the right to bear ar ms. That 6s not

down (Welsh Lib Dems, 2010). 0 Another part
section of the speech and honed in on one

he said abauguns, the guns in rural Ohio and the gangs in New York and |

i mmedi ately thought 6rur al Ohi o, t hat 6s a
Acd conservative votersodé (ibid).o Finally,
Group felt negatively toward Obamadés di s c us dife@amd pro f i ssue
choice:

251



Participant 3 And | turned it down for the abortion bit, not because | have an
opinion on abortion one way or the othe
a political speech

Participant 7: Yeah, | was kind of the same

Participant 3 I donét want to hear 1 t. .. (1 bid)

Al t hough Obamads speech is riddled with ¢t
multiple interests clearly addressed to a fragmented society, this is the first time he
epl icitly and constitutively associates it

his inductive chain of reasoning:

This too is part of America's promisehe promise of a democracy where we
can find the strength and grace to bridge divides arté incommon effort.

So, the American promise has now been subd
home, Americads promise abroad, and Ameri c.
bridge divides and AdAunite i n cowmtten ef f ort

makes the former two possible. And, of course the notion of tying this to the promise

as a standard of what is needed is rhetorically advantageous for Obama as he has
already demonstrated his ability to transcend differences through acknowledgh

sideds attitudes towar ds speci fic i ssues,

philosophy with individualistic and communitarian concerns.

Obama then turns to anticipate a potenti a
transcendent candidate. The ar e At hose who di smiss such
claim that our insi stence on something | ar
taxes and the abandonment of traditiondl vae s . And t hat@amat o be e
once again assumes the voidetlte Republican Partyp(osopopoeiy or perhaps

more specifically, he is outlining what might be found in his version of the

ARepublican playboaghkijadeort oca Relpaw!| i can tact

Because if you don't have any fresh ideas, then you usetattites to scare

the voters. If you don't have a record to run on, then you paint your opponent
as someone people should run from. You make a big election about small
things.
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In its essence, this too is an anticipation of an argumeraeunitig. He is
anticipating a cause and effect rel ations
opposition [effect], then you wil/| know wh
effect argument , positing that these argun
hae about government . 0 Obama then states,
|l i kely candidate for this office. I donodt
career i n the hall s o paroMdogidh Obargat literaly | n  t hi
Acorsed point [é] to strengthen oneds own
Obama concedes the charge of M@Aothernesso b
for his candidacy and his first persona. It also predicates the next statement. He may

be fnotbet, t hat doesnot matter because the
Ayou. o That somet hing so big as this monu
American is empowering, thus ingratiating. And if the auditor is ingratiated, then the
auditormightnor e easily assent to Obamads constit

For eighteen long months, you have stood up, one by one, and said enough to
the politics of the past. You understand that in this election, the greatest risk
we can take is to try the same old pofitigith the same old players and expect

a different result.

Obama once again places this fidefining mort
American historical time, as a continuation of ordinary Americans and their defense

of Americabs prémbaé. becassabdun defining
change doesnot Come from Washington, c ha
American people certainly do not all/l C 0 me
made clear that he too hails from outside Washindtanthering his identification

with the American voter on purely geographical grounds. Obama now moves from the

universal statements of American historical narrative and change back to current time.
AAmer i ca, this is one of t h @ seeondmmonee nt s . 0
concrete reason he can deliver change: his experience. He lays out his experience
formally in ananaphorato emphasize what he has seen in his life of public service.

He mentions what he has done on health care reform, on veteran affaren

national security, and what he has seen by invoking (and ingratiating) the ordinary
American who has struggled but continued to work through these areas despite the
Bush Administrationés failure to act. Thi s

25¢



and the ordinary American on one end of the spectrum with the Bush Administration

on the other.

Obama continues constituting the nation and ingratiates the American audience for

being American in yet another series of qualified statements:

This countryof ours has more wealth than any nation, but that's not what
makesus rich. We have the most powerful military on Earth, but that's not
what makes us strong. Our universities and our culture are the envy of the
world, but that's not what keeps the vaocbming to our shores.

The O6thing6 that is at work for Obama is t
several functions for Obama. We have, up until this point found out what Obama says

the promise is, and now he tells us how it functions:

that Amercan promise- that pushes us forward even when the path is
uncertain; that binds us together in spite of our differences; that makes us fix
our eye not omvhat is seen, but what is unseen, that better place around the
bend.

The promise,s foaur @baema,esfii i nheritance. o Tt
as Obama creates another communicative relationship between his own story, the

auditor, and the American story as he tells his audience that:

It's a promise | make to my daughters when | tuck theratinight, and a
promise that you make to yoursa promise that has led immigrants to cross
oceans and pioneers to travel west; a promise that led workers to picket lines,
and women to reach for the ballot.

Emoti onal and hi st othdarecig how virtually nO lifemeacé s wo r |
between his personal story, the American auditor, and a larger American historical

narrative; a feeling of consubstantiality pervades these closing paragraphs.

To drive this point home, and in accordance with thgengy, Obama finally invokes

Dr . Martin Luther King Jr. aRahniversasy. Itfi | Have
would be unimaginable for Dr. King, a man Obama admires, not to be invoked at

some point in this speech as he had been in other campargrhsepeespecially on

the anniversary of Dr . Kingdbs speech. The

election, and Dr. King is, unsurprisingly, the American promise:
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And it is that promise that forty five years ago today, brought Americans from
every corner othis land to stand togethen@a Mall in Washington, before
Lincoln's Memorial, and hear a young preacher from Georgia speak of his
dream.

That was a fimomento in Obamads vision of
promise was defended, and his campaigna continuation of that and other
previously mentioned Amoments. 0 Obama desc
as a metaphor of what they have just heard in his speech. They could have heard
Afanger and discord, 0 t heyotwedearlad frdsteattoa b e e n
of so many dreams deferred. o

But what the people heard insteagheople of every creed and color, from
every walk of life - is that in America, our destiny is inextricably linked. That
together, our dreams can be one.

DrKing told them that fAwe cannot wal k al on

fact, there i S such a continuati on of A t
intentionally or not, Obama literally becomes Dr. King. There is a slight change of
rhythm, syntaxand accent:

America, we cannot turn back. Not with so much work to be done. Not with so
many children to educate, and so many veterans to care for. Not with an
economy to fix and cities to rebuild and farms to save. Not with so many
families to protect ashso many lives to mend. America, we cannot turn back.
We cannot walk alone. At this moment, in this election, we must pledge once
more to march into the future. Let us keep that promisthat American
promise - and in the words of Scripture hold firmlywithout wavering, to the
hope that we confess.

Formally, this climax contains several elements of repetition both at the beginning
and in the middle of propositions that emulate the style of Dr. King. This received
generally positive but certainly mixegactions from focu&roup participants. One
participant in the InterpaGroup for example, read this section as playing on white

guilt:

Participant 1 I didnét particularly |Iike the |
of playi ng o nof ywyvkeawyhngsdke thatgru i | t

Moderator. When you say quilt...

Participant Wel | , Americads history of Dbl ack
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takes it to a personal l evel, It os |1 ke
vote for me nknonlthought ibtaok ik g bit tpaofar, there.

Moderator. OK. Are you talking about right at the very end...

Participant 1 Yeah...

Moderator. So you thought he guilted people into voting for him?

Participant 1 Kind of, yeahmakd tlbost ai tf@s,r Ipod
(Interpol, 2010).

Still, a member of the Welsh Lib Def@roup saw this entire section in much more

positive terms:

Participant 7 I i ke the bit when he was sayin
dodo you know it was building up

Participant 6 Yeah, yeah....

Participant 7 It had some emphasis, it was really getting them rallied up and

that was, | liked that you know as a concept that (Welsh Lib Dems, 2010).

Another member of thabroupiwant ed mor e t hertelbe wihMd ret iam o

Luther King bito a Aten (ibid).o A more nu;

Participant 5 | liked the invocation of Martin Luther King without

mentioning who he was and the actual...

Participant 7 Yes it wasndét grat hierews, Maadg i in
Lut her King, heds bl ack, I 6m bl ack | et 6
Participant 5 I was half expecting him to quot
ParticipantZ7 | dondét think...that would have

Participant 5 It would havebeen too cheesy. But...

Participant 2 But, there was no one there and no one here, and no one in
America who didnot know who he was ref e
Participant 5 Oh, absolutely.

Participant 3: And I also think i1itbés eery, vV e
described him in very |lowly terms, A a
Alabama or wherever he was from

Participant 2 And by the way -dsquenspeakeryfmmng pr e
lllinois.

Participant 7Yeah...

Participant 3 Um no but it was, it just raforced the American Dream again,

here6és a young guy, a young no body fr o
Participant 7 | think, yeah, | think he could have as well he could have just

gone and said AMartin Lut her Ki ngo an
i wo o o h know tlgisogueat big thing but | thought it was far more subtle

and far more sophisticated to do it the way he did and | thought it was done

really well (ibid).
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Obama ends on a note of scripture, which is commonplace enough. Obama surrounds
himself withtre r el i gi ous Apropertyo that voters c

upset several members of the American fdgéusup

Participant 2 It was annoying um and | turned it way down when it got to the

AGod Bl ess Ameri cao t hpetpgeveds.ec ause t hat
Moderator You didnot | i ke that.

Participant 4 Yeah, me too...

Participant 2 Well once he started quoting scripture it makes me want to just

strangle people...

Participant 4 Yeah same here...

Participant 8 Me too...

Participant 4 Separation of church and state, right (Americans, 2010)?

But he also continues associating his camj

pl edge once more to march into the future
demand of the president, ancdtdemand ofloxa i s t hat he end on a
United States of America, 0 which 1is perharg

Obama because of the contextual exigencies, effective endings to a presidential

campaign speech.

E. The Text: Conclusion

The fact that this speech was retdeologicaly, with identification in mind, is

justified over and over again in the text. It is especially fitting given that Obama
begins and ends on a strong association between himself, his audience, and a larger
American story. The use of stylistic devices, setting and date, commonplace
arguments, and antithetical reasoning all contribute towards placing Obama in an
American context while placing John McCain outside that narrative along with
Washington, lobbyists, cporate interests, and perhaps most importantly the Bush
Administration. The promise as a concept is textually stable insofar as it is
constructed as historically consistent but often under threat, only to have been
protected by the Amagatre@aamdondhye @romnaey
something and does something. It is a promise that envelops domestic and economic
concerns as well as concerns of foreign policy. It also is a standard and motivating
factor of bipartisanship that candidates and theekican people must live up to, it
goads Auso to work together on the most p

establish the kind of first persona that is consistent with this transcendent, bridge



building standard of t h B of parefullyicansryuctedDb a ma 6 s
gualified statements, acknowledging multiple sides to a given issue and demonstrating
that he can bring these sides together with the policies he is proposing to return the

nation to its promise.

Obamads C 0 n st iAmerican \historyvis & sepes of anbments where

ordinary Americans defend, for Obama, what makes America great. Obama then

makes several associations between his own presidential campaign and those
moments, his moment is an extension of a larger Americparence. In each of the
exigenci es, Obamads need to overcome his T
case against John McCain, to unify the Democratic Party, and an overarching
philosophical goal of identification were all achieved through the iragnag

associations Barack Obama made during his convention speech as well as his

articulation and contextwualization of Amer |

F. Audience Reception Summary
At the very Il east, It can be said with coi

group participants in various ways to a degree which led to a turning of the dial up
and down at various points of the speech. It can also be said that the speech as an
artistic unit complicates viewer attitudes towards candidatesteting productively
complicates traditional guantitative binar
Likert scale questions that offer a range of choices to respondentsefliaty shows

that these questions are inadequate and the only accurate response to how a viewe
feels about a candidate is: it depends. Rhetorically, this speech indicated that it is not
possible to even think of Obama in isolation as participants felt positive towards the
speech at times when Obama was associating himself with a range of ideas and
perhaps more importantly, people such as family and politicians. This begs the
guestion: when we vote, are we voting for the name we see on the ballot, or for a

nexus of emotions and associations we make with that name?

In relation to these focus grouparticipants and this speech, a few specific
conclusions can be made. First, the two themes that pervaded this text, the American
promise and the construction of John McCain as antithetical to this concept, probably

did not serve as the potent source @mnification and division they were intended to
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be. This is, in part, probably due to the amount of time that has passed since the
election: the possibility of McCain becoming president is far less than it was when
this speech was delivered. As such, dating any amount of time to criticizing
McCain in 2010 seems superfluodshis specific point can probably be applied to
most of the graphical fluctuations: time passed has dulled what might have been
sharper increases and decreases in PNRRt said, asvith other focus groups
George W. Bush was able to serve as a scapegoat and often led to increased positive
and negative sentiment towards the speech. While the graphical increases and
decreases remain polysemic, triangulating this with focus group dditates that

many participants felt positive because Obama attacked Bush and his record and felt

negative because of what Bush had done.

The other theme that pervaded the text, Ob
the way of many participants idefying with the ideology behind the promise. In

other words, the symbols that Obama marshaled and associated with the piidmise

see increases in positive sentiment up until they were labeled as something inherently
American One of the most striking findgs of these focus groups was how, at least

measuring by PNAR, participants seemed to buy into the standard of the
Aextraordinary ordinary Americano Obama wa
speech. When Obama praised them or their actions, sentivasrgenerally positive.

When Obamads antagonists threatened or hur
(or Apositiveo in the sense of feeling pos
while there were important demographical differences in reatliagspeech, this

specific trend oftercut across age, ethnicity, gender, nationality and prior feelings

towards Obama.

The use of personal stories by Obama to support hisetivosas he integrated with a
larger American narrative received mixed receptidBometimes participants
expressed their like for these stories and sometimes participants were skeptical of
their use or adamant that they had no place in politics. This highlights another
common theme: most participants desired more policy discussignwdnade there
was policy discussion, participants responded in a variety of ways that sometimes
broke demographical assumptions, for example, when participants in the Cardiff

Labour group could disagree vehemently on policy particulars such as the
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environnent or energy. Often, disagreements on policy initiated interesting
discussions about differing values between participants but also perceived differences
between participants and the United States. Examples of this were the necessity of
guns in society, Wwer e many participants responded
the Second Amendment, or to values such as equal pay or equal rights for GLBT
citizens, which many participants and Obama expressed their support for. In terms of
identification and divisionthese policies act just as much as potential sources of
participant identification and division
appeals of the American second persona. In sum, besides the American group,
participants were largely divided frothe United States onrsational level but were

able to identify with and divide from a range of rhetorically constructed beliefs,
maxims, concepts, ideologies values and policies presented by Obama in this text.
Moreover, Obama remained for many particigaan empty vessel that changed
according to who was talking as more than one participant noted he had to mention
this belief or that policy in order to receive independent and Republican votes; what
he really believed more closely resembled the decodiggimment of whoever was

doing the listening.
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XI. PostNationalism and Global Citizenship: Obama in Berlin

A. Overview

In this final chapter of speech analyses, the focus shifts to Obama's speech at the
Tiergarten in Berlin on 24 July0B8. Here, the intrinsic features of the text are placed

in the immediate campaign context while the constraints and audiences Obama faced
are identified. Ateleologicalreading of the text, with identification as the guiding
principle, is justified throulg both textual and contextual considerations. Finally, a
teleologicalclose reading of the speech is condu@ed interleafed with focus group

and momento-moment data

B. Contextual Concerns: Obama and Foreign Policy

His comments, according to Senaktilary Clinton, were "irresponsible and frankly
naive (Klein, 2007)." This statement came the day after the CNN/YouTube
Democratic debate on 23 July 2007 and was specifically in relation to Obama's
affirmative answer as to whether he would be willingitadewn and negotiate with
leaders from Venezuela, Cuba, North Korea, or Syria in the first year of his
presidential term. While Obama's answer attempted to ground his willingness to
negotiate with "belligerent” nations in a presidential tradition (harRsggan and
John F. Kennedy) of both "talking tough" and conducting direct diplomacy, this was
not the first nor would it be the last time Obama's opponents would make his foreign
policy credentials an election issue. Little less than a year before thiemrl€éabama
would tout his upbringing in Indonesia and extensive adolescent travel abroad as
complementary to his foreign policy positions. The response by the Clinton campaign,

as reported by th€hicago SufTimes was scathing:

"Voters will have to judg if living in a foreign country at the age of 10

prepares one to face the big, complex international challenges the next
president will face, [ é] |l think we nee
that, someone the rest of the world knows, looks ugntb has confidence in

(Clinton, 2007; SufTimes, 2007)."

In December of 2007Time magazine reported that "[foreign] policy experience, or
rather his lack of it, has been one of the chief arguments used against Barack Obama
in his run for the Democratic @sidential nomination (Newte@mall, 2007)." This

thread of argumentation by the Clinton campaign, of questioning Obama's ability to
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lead the US among other nations, to "keep the country safe" from external threats
continued through the Super Tuesday prigg In a speech on foreign policy at
George Washington University on 25 February 2008, Clinton's critique of Obama and
his foreign policy credentials was nothing less than critical:

The American people don't have to guess whether | understand the @gsue
whether | would need a foreign policy instruction manual to guide me through a
crisis or whether I'd have to rely on advisers to introduce me to global affairs.
[...] Senator Obama, meanwhile, represents another choice. He wavers from
seeming to elieve that mediation and meetings without preconditions can solve
the world's most intractable problems. To advocating rash unilateral military
action without cooperation from our allies in the most sensitive region of the
world. [...] Electing a predent should not be an either/or proposition when it
comes to national security. We need a president who knows how to deploy both
the olive branch and the arrows, who will be ready to act swiftly and decisively
in a crisis, who will pursue strategic demols of hard diplomacy to +establish

moral authority and our leadership. In this moment of peril and promise, we
need a president who is tested and ready, who can draw on years of real world
experience working on many of the issues that we now confwdmd knows

when to stand ones ground and when to seek common ground, who has the
strength and fortitude to meet the challenges head on without fear and without
sowing fear. [...] | believe | am the candidate most ready today to be that kind of
presideit and commander in chief (2008).

This argumentative pattern culminated in Clinton's ‘®.'aad, which aired only
during the Texas primary but quickly picked up national coverage, and for Orlando
Patterson, a sociologist at Harvard University, was &t partially responsible for a
twelve point swing among white voters in Texas from Obama towards Clinton
(Patterson, 2007). The visuals included worried parents watching over sleeping

children with a telephone ringing in the background. The male voickegins:

ltés 3am and your children are safe an
White House and it is ringing. Something is happening in the world; your vote

will decide who answers that call. Whether it is someone who already knows

t he wor | ,kriows the enifitarye someone tested and ready to lead in a
dangerous world. It's 3am and your children are safe and asleep. Who do you

want answering that phone (Clinton, 2008b)?

The McCain campaign woul dm'eancanttheiadnl v put
YouTube channel (where it remains at the time of writing) and would in fact continue
the basic argument that juxtaposes experience with Obama's lack of experience

through the summer of 2008. McCain would make Obama's opposition to the troop
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surge, toutecdby many Republicans at the time as a success, a campaign issue for
several months. In New Hampshire, McCain responded to a question about the surge
by stating Obama's opposition to the troop surge showed that he "doesn't understand
national security, haso background, no experience on these issues (2008)." At a
town hall meeting in Albuquerque, New Mexico in early July 2008, McCain closed

with a similar sentiment:

In wartime, judgment and experience matter. In a time of warcdhenander
in-chief doesit'get a learning curve. If | have that plege, | will bring to the
job many years of military and political experience; experience that gavihen
judgment necessary to make the right call in Iraq a year and half ago (2008b).

On the one hand, accongj to interviewsconductedby Balz and Johnson, foreign
policy issues were fading to the electorate's concern over the faltering economy as the
Great Recession commenced. Obama advisers calculated that "as long as [Obamal]
cleared a minimum threshold irmofeign policy], he could be elected. One way to do
that was to demonstrate his comfort on a world stage, standing shoulder to shoulder
with foreign leaders (2009: 300)." And so, from the summer of 2007, the Obama
campaign began to plan a trip abroad. DaRlduffe confirms Balz and Johnson's
interviews, that a trip abroad "would show that Obama could operate effectively on
the world stage and would also acutely demonstrate how his election would change
the nature of our relationship with the rest of theld/¢2009: 271)," or in the words

of Jeff Zeleny at théNew York Timesthe trip was designed to "make a daan
senator from lllinois look presidential to voters back home from America (2008;
Heilemann and Halperin, 2009: 327)." We may begin to approhehcontext
doxologically by observing an elaboration made by Plouffe on the trip functioning as
a showcase for Obama's ability to repair relations between the US and the rest of the

world:

A key factor for many voters in 2008 was their belief that Ameneeded to
repair its relationship with the rest of the world. [...] Americans believed that
their next president needed to bridge some of [the] divides [created by the
Bush Administration]. We were surprised to learn that geredealtion voters
across tk board felt just as strongly about the need to repair relations abroad
as primary voters had (2009: 271).

o
(2]

The trip i tinerary included both offi
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mission in Iraq and Afghanistan) and unofficial functionsr(d@date Obama meeting

with European leaders). While each leg of the trip served a particular purpose in
aiding Obamado show off his foreign policy credentials, what is of particular interest
here is Obama's only speech, delivered in Berlin on 24 July. 20i330f interest for
several reasons. Rhetorically, Obama faced the constraints of multiple audiences, both
"European” and "American." Doxologically, the trip had to balance the perceived
American value of wanting positive international relations, witheeeming too
AEuropean, 0 nothing short of a polysemic m
the immediate audience Obama faced abroad felt slighted by the perceived hubris of
the Bush Administration. On top of this, there was the delicate balanestofing
international relations as well as responding to the persistent line of argumentation
developed by the Clinton Campaign and refined and perpetuated by the McCain
Campaign of "keeping America safe" and acting not only "presidential,” but as the
Commander in Chief, a terministic screen that demands a reaffirmation of American
exceptionalism. Second, Obama had spent his entire campaign constructing the
political identity of being an agent of change. He could not (and more likely would
not) speaklie Bush: there could not be an overt 7
with us or you're with the terrorists" moment that could coincide with a promised
departure from Bush Administration policies. The tone then, need to be conciliatory;
Obama needed tsimultaneously ingratiate himself with European citizens, whose
immediate praise he needed to deem the trip a success, and the American voters
whose support he would need to win the White House. The exigency of
communitarian ingratiation generally, andvas have seen with Obama specifically,
brings us within the realm of rhetorical identification. Indeed, while not naming it
specifically, the journalistic reception of the speech in both the US and the UK

loomed around the concept as it was grounded inmalsaoratorical performance.

Many accounts of the speech note this tension between simultaneously addressing
multiple audiences (Balz and Johnson, 2009: 311; Plouffe, 200922%,7Dowd,

2008; Graham, 2008; Feldman, 2008; Marinucci, 2008; Zeleny, 2988ndders,

2008; Katz, 2008; MacAskill, 2008; Harlow, 2008; Usborne, 2008; Reid, 2008). An
article in theNew York Timeby Maureen Dowd, quoted at length, best captures the
journalistic doxological discussion of this rhetorical tension as well as the iNcCa

Campaign's attempt to exploit it:
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Since heb6s already fighting the perc

ept

be seen as too insidery with the Barog at s . He doesndét want

nibbling on a baguette to overtake the effete image ofEime®phile John
Kerry windsurfing. [...] Then again, maybe it will be a refreshing change to
see a leader abroad reflecting the America the world wants to believe in, after
the ignominy of Iraq, Afghanistan, Dick Cheney and Abu Ghraib. [...] Even if
Obamais treated as a superstar by-Wkeary Europeans, some Obamary

Ameri cans may wonder what heds doing th

when the doll ar i s the Eurobds chew t

oy,

the Chrysler Building has Arab landlords. [ . ] il donot know tF

Missouri are going to like seeing tens of thousands of Europeans screaming
for The One, 0 a McCain aide snarked

In other words Dowd, and other cited journalists, questioned whether Obanst's "po
national” interpellative attempts in Berlin could be compatible with Amerdm@@

Up until this point (and upon immediately returning to the United States),tdhe
borrow a Burkean phraséyltimate term” in Obama's rhetoric was a discourse of
consttutive assertions about America and American identity; but this constitutive
rhetoric and the means of identification Obama had used to merge the first and second
persona could not possibly incorporate an audience that could hardly be said to be
identifiedwith American identity.

Because of this rhetorical tension, or perhaps in spite of it, both the British and
American media reception of Obama's speech in Berlin was, to say the least, mixed.
Egland of theNew York Timesalled Obama'’s speech in Berlidguent,” one that
"dazzled crowds in Europe," while Jesse Jackson, one of Obama's eventual surrogate
supporters, wrote in th€hicago SufTimesthat the "[s]tunning reception Barack
Obama received from 200,000 Berliners [attests] not only to his remarkapkal,

but also to the enduring hope that peoples across the world have for America (2008)."
On that note, Frank Rich of tidew York Timesvrote that "what was most striking
about the Obama speech in Berlin was not anything he said so much as taiadter
reality it fostered: many American children have never before seen huge crowds turn

out abroad to wave American flags instead of burn them (2008)."
Balz and Johnson described the speech as "sober and substantive” and while David

Brooks of theNew York Timesdescribed Obama'’s tone as "serious," his commentary

on the content of the speech was -far
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partisanship of lowa has given way to the pusionalism of Berlin, and it turns out

that the vague overture the entire symphony. [...] Much of the [speech] fed the
illusion that we could solve our problems if only people mystically come together.
[...] This was the end of history on acid. [...] Obama has benefited from a week of
good images. But substantively,pt i mi sm wi t hout real ity i sn
Disney (Brooks, 2008; Balz and Johnson, 2009: 310)." Brooks was not alone
however, as several more journalists shared similar sentiment (Saunders, 2008;
Erlanger, 2008; Will, 2008; Cohen, 2008). Georgél \bfithe Washington Postoted

that Obama's eloquence was "beginning to sound formulaic and perfunctory,” and in
his extensive imagery of walls and bridges he "neareepsetfdy with a rhetoric of
Leave No Metaphor Behind (2008)." Roger Cohen at Nsv York Timeswas
another journalist who could not help putting this speech in the context of the high

self-set standard for eloquence Obama had created:

Everything was wrong: a Victory Column setting when he's not yet victorious, a
jejune weave from figing Communism to fighting terrorism, and an
accumulation of worthy platitudes. Presence was absence: the semiotics of
yesterday's world cascaded from America's Homo Novus. [...] Obama made a
brilliant speech about race shot through with the truth glddy personal
experience and a questing mind. He made a poor speech about the cold war's
lessons because he never lived it. Originality ceded to orthodoxy (2008).
The exigency then, of Obama's address to his immediate audience of 200,000
Berliners plusa global televised audience of Americans and Europeans was to find
common ground to repair transatlantic relations, perhaps as an end in itself, but at the
very least as a means to negate detractors in the United States who questioned his
lack of foreignpolicy credentials or inability to be "presidential” on the world stage as
well as outline his foreign policy agenda. He needed his rally specifically, and his trip
generally, to be deemed a success. If it were to be deemed a failure then the entire trip
mi ght be | abel ed a A ga-rbdedcdve torthed interidepdh t pr o
message of being able to, at the very | eas:
niceo with the rest of the worl d. As such
votes fran Americans and applause and acceptance from Berliners, Europeans and a
larger global public which is certainly a difficult, if not insurmountable task. This
speech, then, I's a significant test 1in fApr
puts pressur@n Ci cerob6s contention that the orat
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distinguished speech that is adapted to the way most people think and feel (2001: 70,

172) .0 I n a fractured, gl obali zed and t e
addressingsomanysimaln eous audi ences, possibly adapt
people think and feelo0? Even with the most
how could Obama, as Cicero writese Oratorefit r ack down the thou
feelings, the opinions, and thepes of his fellow citizens and those people whom he

wants to persuade with his oratoryo? How ¢
pulse of every class, every age group, every social rank, and get a taste of the feelings

and thoughts of those beforeh@m he is now, or in the future, going to plead some

i ssue (i bid: 112). 0 And while Cicero furt
audience into a desired mindset as a stagiimigt, even this would seem an

improbable, if not impossible, task (ibid32, 144, 157, 165). With the constraints

and exigencies identified as well as justified with a reading of contextual concerns, we

can now approach the intrinsic features of the text.

C. Focus Group and Audience Response: Key Numbers and Scores

A total of 25 participants were involved in three focus groups in Gregynog, London
and Cardiff. The groups that were convened were two groups of practicing journalists
(Journalist Group 1 and Journalist Group 2), the Asylum Seeker Group, a group
working at the Britsh Humanist Association. There was a range of age groups present
in each focus group, although 24 participants were under 40. Participants comprised
of 16 males and 9 females. An overwhelming number of participants indicated they
were not religious. Unlikether chapters, these focus groups comprised of a majority
of participants not born in the United Kingdom and represented a range of
nationalities and ethnicities of people who had come to work, study and claim asylum
in the UK. Most participants had aelied some level of postgraduate education. In
the pretest questionnaire, most participants felt somewhat favorable towards Barack
Obama and frequently heard about him during the election. Figures 14.1, 14.2, 14.3
and 14.4 show the overall PNAR of eachusgroup for this speech:



Figure 111: Asylum Seeker Group
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Figure 11.3: Journalist Group 1 Group
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Figure 114: Journalist Group 2
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As with other chapters, these figures illustrate a range of audience respmatses
warrant an investigation into the textual
that coincided with some of the more significant PNAR increases and decreases. The

remainderof the chapter is dedicated to unpacking those qualities and initegleaf
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them with the momerb-moment data.

D. The Text: PostCold War Global Citizenship through Identification, Division,

Action

i. Defining the Past, Connecting with the Present

Obama begins, |l i ke many i f not nyoosutbésafo hi s
In so doing he surrounds himseg#rbally with powerful symbols of German society:

Chancellor Merkel, Foreign Minister Steinmeir, Mayor Woweriet, the Berlin Senate,

the Berlin police. Thanking someone in this sense is, even if only at a superficial

level, a sign of respect. But Obama is not just thanking these symbols, he is asking
permission of his auditors to Al et me t han
position of power; a powerful platitude: whatever power and importance Obama
holds,hi s audi ence somehow holds more. Beyond
can be seen to begin to identify himself with any auditor who sees these modes of
German power as respectable or admirable; they too, like Obama, see these symbols

as respectable and/admirable, even if only enough to be mentioned.

After these Athank youds, 0 Obama begins co
the first person singul ar: Al come to Ber
before. o Geogr aphi c afolidentify Wth athese unnared si mi l
countrymen insofar as they have come to a particular location, Berlin. Referring back

to the context of the speech, there is discordance between thetimoym audience in

Berlin whom Obama addresses and the voting audigntenae. Obama is not just a
presidenti al candidate, he iIis fAa citizen, o
American and European experience (and although he is much more than citizen, the

author of Ad Herennium notes how litotes or down playingone 0 s own
accomplishments (something Obama does later by noting his humble beginnings as

his grandfather was a domestic servant for the British) is particularly effective in
gaining favor with the audience)Unitedt not |
St ates, and a fellow citizen of the worl d
in the corporate body fAthe United Stateso
American audience can feel ingratiated by sharing in the same corporases una

and his narrative may fAring trueo as audi't

for holding a similar pride in the United States. For his immediate audience, Obama
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transcends the difference created by being a proud citizen of the United &tates (

few Berliners are) by being both that and
of identi fication I s not mutually excl usi
Manager David Plouffe recalls that it was the most controversial moment of the

speech, anget it encompasses so much of the rest of the text (Plouffe, 2009). Obama
calling himself a fnfell ow -point PNAR éncreasef t he v
with Journalist Group 1 from 50 to 55, ap@int PNAR increase with Journalist

Group 2 from 58 t®5. While the PNAR score would continue to climb, this sentence

also saw an Point PNAR increase with the Asylum Seeker Group from 42 to 50

from 28 seconds to 35 seconds:

Figure 11.5 Asylum Seekers Group

The most compelling example, however, comath ithe Humanist Group. Note in

Figure 11.6 how the PNAR score increases as Obama tells his audience he comes to
Berlin as a citizen, drops slightly when h
and rises again when hkenadods the wordldso a e
overall PNAR increase of 3goints from 49 to 66:
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