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CHAPTER ONE

INTRODUCTIOR
Purpose of ithe study. This thesle 1s produced

with four basic purposes in mind.

First, criteria for evaluating a sreech will be
established from certain general sementics formulations.
Bopefully, it will show that snyone with a basic knowledgze
of generel semantics will be able to apply the criteria in
order to produce valid Judgments concerning an "initial®
eveluation,

Second, es s result of setting-forth the evalu-
etive criteria, a general semantics model will be construct-
ed for on "1nitlal"” evaluation. Thle model, it 1s hoped,
will act a8 sn ald to any teacher or student who wishes to
carry out such an "1nitial" speech evaluation as explasined
in this study.

Third, an evaluation will be conducted to test
the model. vwinston Leonard Spencer Churchill's Fulton,
Missouri, U. 3. A. epeech of Merch 5, 1946 will be used
for the evelustion.

Pourth, from the “initlel" evaluation will come
concluslions and recommendations based upon what 1is found
after epplying the genersl semantice model tc the speech.

Limitetions of the study. This study 1s concerned

only with sn "initiel" genersl semantice enslysis and
1l
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evaluetion., Such an "initlal” evaluation 15 to be con-
eélé@ered a8 belng produced without pre-or-nocgt-aveech
referents. Thus an "initlal" indlostion is arrived at
showing srecific areas for further investigation ané
more in-depth analysls znd evaluation if so Cesired,
It ls mrintalned by this investigator thet the "initial”
eveluation iteelf will stand slone a8 = vslid mesns
vhereby comrunication may be judged worthy of consider-
ation or not end to what degree.

The tools to be used in estadblishing criterla
for avaluating and tne subsezuent genersl semantice nodel
are only scze of the formulations of the general sementi-~
clset, It will be explzined in the chaprter on criteric
that in the opiniocon of the inveatligator only sorma of the
basle or key formulations are ueed ln setting-uo the
criteries wnd model. The rstionmle behind thls aphroach
is turt since the generecl sementice disciplina conslders
1ife =8 & dynamic Dhenomenon in congtant flux, it thore-
fore o6 a dlscipline 1s also involved in conatant change.
It would seem tnen, that a model heving to ¢o with only
basic formuletions would he apronos to allow for mod-
iTlcations sccording o each individurl inveolved in an
svalustion. In other words, the model to be constructed
in thic study will hopefully te one which can be usad
in n non-atetic, conatantly chsnging semantlc end

phyelicsl environnment,
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™:is cludy doss not wurmort to he a dsfense of
gonarrl senantiod, el is hoped b thet thiough ghise
pepslt o tho criterdn with a mofel 2t will be shown
that an "initial® genarsl ewnantlcs enniyels end eval-
untion 18 & Vnis8 weens of gpesch oriticlmm. Tn addl.
tion 1% 412 malntatned thet such an enalysis end avalu-
ation will indicats gpécific exdgns for Nuthor investt.
gntion,

It is felt that an hletorical rmfwpective par se
is of no value to this stily since e emphasis iy uven
ariterio and how to epply A2 tut not upon the persom or
kin #pecanh heing weed for illustrative purposes. Thore-
fore; no hlstarice) hatkground will be producal concarn-
ing the sPeech oF helar belng used for ifllustration of
tho "niticl" modeld.

Conclusions will be besad upon the ammrent re-
sultn of the ovalumticsy and ihe toolm used, Spesker
1deology snd RurpOAs, for instance, will be excluded,

only che gpeech will be evoluntod, I% 15 hoped
thet future evmluationa will ke forthooming using tho
oriteria ond modal estnilished in this astudy. 83neech
evmlunting as gsuoh,; 18 0ot the Primmry cofcem in this
raper e3 poimted out earlior, The primary objective is
to getup ganersl somantiocs criteria and & model of that
oriteria for “initial* ewaluative purpoges. It is
suggeated Chet cxfongive svaluation of speeches would
be botter suited for enother study.
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Ao will be explsined in Dwrthar detail in the
chapter establlisghing criterlia, omly a selectsd munmber
of sources are belng used for this study. Once ogaln,
it vill be streszed thist the purpose of this work is
nod to conduct a defeonse of the formulcticns of generel
semantice, Mut rathor, to eynthesigze from certsin estab-
1iahsd authoritiees in ths fleld, IHeading those acurces
is tho "father of general semantics,” Alfred Korsyhskl

end his bock, Sclenc s: A complete listing

apcechs It 1s sugreoted that general sementice is @

valuable ald ir 1nter-and-intra-~perasonal conmurlcstion,
Wendell Johneon mainteins general semantiocs 1a s socien-
tific approsaoh %6 language and man's use of 1it;

vhat the men of sclence have laerned to do with guch
unprecedented erfeotiveness in thelr technical
laboratorica, gouesral semaptics would prepare gll
aen to 40 a8 wsll as they may from momont to aoment
t:hghzlr 6:113 1ivn:;land giam dgg :fldaytin thelr

iing o s00 problens 1ich they are
ell ntfaetcdfge

Acadamiciane who have mede comrunicstions thelr

life's wark have advooated general semantice ag an excel-

. s
Y1 rred Korsybski, Science And San (3rd ed.;
Lakevilley Connecticut: Internationa ~triototelian

Library Publishing Company,1950).

pdaries: The Semantics
@ Broiharsg,
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lent approsch tc b tter understanding of oneself ae wsll
a8 others,>

A review of abstrscts of Masters Theses and Doc=-
torzl tlssertalons completed from 1934 through August,
1968~--aa puvlished dy §2233§_£gggﬁ£gg§gf-«-11stl sppar-
ently only one person as exclusively applying gensral
semnntics teola to nneechea.s One other person has uaed
gonarsl semsntics to evaluaste the teachinga of Jesus
Chrlst,6 while certsin foraulaticne of general semantics
neve bYecn anpllied by another person to plays.7 Yet an~
other study has heen done using one beasic general semantics

formilation to speeohes.e

3

34 1isting of these academicians will be found in
chapters Two end Three revieving materisals and criteris.

4 ech aphi {New Yorks sSpeech Association
of America). VvVolumes ough XXXVI were checked, Volume
11, Ooctober,103% includes theses abetracts in the field of
speech from 1902 to 1934,

5w. Faul Qormley, "A Criticel Analyeis and Evel-
uation of Ten Major Addresses Delivered Before Joint
Sescions of congrees During the Pericd 1941-1951 by Heans
of General Semantics Criteris Of Rhetorical Criticiena”
{unp?bllehed Doctoral diesertation, University of Denver,

952) .

63. Debs Smith, "A relating of the principles of
genaral gemantice to certain teachings of Jesus and to
the nature of His instruction sppearing in the four
Gospels” (umpubliahed Dootoral Alssertatior, University
of Denver,1952).

TRobert a. Johnson, "A Genersl Semantics Analysis
of Three of Arthur Miller's Plays: Egg}? Eg 8 sa%elann.
The C’“C%blgv and &ll_Ex ggng. {(unpublishe ctorea
¢ispertation, University o nver,1963).

3011rrora Osbern, "An Appraieal of Three Methods

of “tudying Semartic Reasctione in Speech Situntions” (un-
nublished Master's thesis, University of Denver,1942).
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In his seerch, the investigator limited himgelf

to theses »nd Clesertations indiceting through thelr
titles thet general semantics 1g included in the study.
There uppears to be room for more studles using genersl
semantics ond this peper's alm 1s to contribute to thias
aren ia the fleld of epcsche S. l. Hayakaws~--in reply
to 7 letter from thils investigator---msintains "there
are mny dozens of theees” which heve been written con-
corning general semsntics and general semantice criterias

for aveluation.®

Justifying the uss of a Churchill spcech for

evaluation: Acocording to the Speech Monographs listing
previously cited, winston lLeonard 8Spencer Churchill's

M™lton, Miseowri epeech has apparently been used exclu-
sively in a study only twice, It was useld once as an
historical approach,l0and once as & rhetoricsl anslysis
end eveluation.ll It would seem that the spesach has
been included in one form of anthology or smother in
about o half-dozen other studies,

Not only 1s this present etudy contributing

another evalustion to the limited list of studies con-

9his etatement is included in a note from
Ha{akawa sn@ in the possession of the inveatigator and
4 :orld 9’19690

1°Lawrence s Grosser, "winston Churablll (]
Fulton, Missourl Speech® (unpubllohed Master's thesls,
University of lichigan,1946).

113harry1 He Hawite, "A Rhetorical Annllnis of
Winaton $. Churchill's 'Iron curtain Address’
putlishsd Mastar's thegls, University of Kanaal.196?).
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cernad with Churchili's rulten, Misgowrl apeech, but it
would aennesr this is the first general semantice approach
to thet pertlculor speech in & thesis or dissertation,
or further Justiflicetion for using Churchill snd

his Fulton zpeech in this study 1t 18 pointed out that
Churchlll wes known for his epeakihg abllity., #His oratory
durinz the second world wer, for inatence, reached peoples
8ll over the worlde Hemry Grunvalé has written of Churchlll:

Hig/most important service to his nation, and to the

rec world, wse insplretionsl, Throughout world var

I1, he spoke for Britain in e way in whilch ne

steteemzn had ever expressed the courage of o peeple¢12
Grunuuld goes on to meintain that Churchill's speeches
during world wWar Two were an "eseential coatribution” to
the war sffort on behslfl of the sllles:

vothling else snd no one else could s0 ewrely buoy up

flegeing hoves or restore confidence---in Britain

sndé in onesslfe As the Swedlsh hcademy put 1t when

he won the Nobel Prize for Lligrature in 1953, he

hed ‘mobildzed’ the language,

te the late and former United 8States FPresident

Dwigat De Tisenoower has written: YSsldom in history hae
one Ran 8o greatly symbollized a race of sen end wowen,

thelr strengthe end thelr loyaltlea."l4

leﬁenry ﬁnatole ﬂrunwalﬂ, "¥en Of The rentury,”

churchill 9 ife n;hant_ istor ca T
CDey i0Cey 4965),pe8,
1

laﬁwiv e Eisenhowsr, "sir winston Churchill 4
Persconnl view, churchill The Life Triumphant: The
Historicsl Hecord OF Hinet ra  (New York: The American
Heritnge rublishing Jo.,Inc.. ) sPs5e
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In en article written in 1942, Joseph Miller
described Churchill:

8peaking as Prime Minister of Tngland, winston
Churchill has become world famed for hle leadersahip
of the British ¥apire in its war to annihllate
Razism---a leadership involving, if not larseig
based upon supreme abllity in public address.

Charles Lomas wrote of Churchill:
éﬁi%? writing and speaking can hardly feil to be a
etter understanding of the 'human story, with ai%
ite sedness and with all 1ite uncuenchable hore,'
Tize magazine once noted Churchill's orstory:
Britons do not mind being told the worst but refuse
to believe anything but the best. winaton Churchill
knows this well, and one of the gualities which
rmeke his words reverberate with herolsm 1s his
abllity to tell bad news and make it secm somehow
good-~=to mt" glocmy sentences add u» to buoyant
paragraphs.
Thus, 1t 1s msintalned thst Churchilll 1is a
worthy speaker to use for an 1llustretion in this study.
Summgry. In eummary, there are four main ob-
Jectives in thils study: (1) certzin general semantics
criteria will be established for the purposes of pro-

ducing "initial" communicstion eveluations; (2) with the

15508eph W. Miller, "winston Churchill, Spokesman
For Democrecy,” Quarterly Journal Of Speech (April, 1942),
p. 131.

166harles ¥. Lomas, “"The British Orators, III---
winston Churchills Orstor-Historian," Quarterly Journal
Of speech (April, 1958), p. 160.

17gimg. XXXvI (October 21, 1940), p. 36.
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eriterin, 8 wodel will be congtructed as a gulde to such
"Iinltlal® evalusticis:;{(3) the model will bes applisd to e
speech by © lnston Leonard Spencer Churchill, as an ex-
snple of how it may e used; and, (4) certzln conclusicns
ané recomsendations will be presented Irom the evaluetion
acrording to the general semantice criterie setrforth.

It 13 to ba kert in mind at all times that the
geneiel senantlcs criterls and model are conetructed to
allovw fcr further developament and refinement accordling
to individuel needs and Gesires. Jince the formulations
of gerernl nemantlics are considered to be dynamic, or in
constart flux, so too are the oriterlias and model esteb-
lished in thls paper,

A dafense of menersl semantice 1ls not intended
in this study. It is felt that aince Alfred Korgybski
began meking public hls formulaillona oirca 1922, there
is room {cr more considerations of general asementics
tonls for sneech evaluations,

The author of this paper finds uinston leonasrd
Spencer cChurchill's 1ife to bs one generating consider-
able lnspiration and interest, Much of Churchill's
1li1fe involved public apeaking. wWith the Ilnvestigator's
personal interest in Cuurchlll, 1t 1s felt thst a
Shurchill speach dellvered not fer froz the university
whiere this paper le belng written, is epropcs in this

atudy.
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according to theses end diamsertstlon abstraots
publisghed Trom 1934 te August of 1968, it would geem
thot there 1s conslderadle room for more genaral sgsemantics
formuletlions and studlies to be used in the area of com-
municgtion ereslustion, It is hoped this paper wlll cone

tritmte ziznificantly in this resvect.



CHAPTRER TVWO

REVIEY OF MATFRIALS

guzmary, In Chapter One, the purposes and lim-
itetione were presented. Justificetions for using a
general semantice approach and & speech by winston
Leonard spencer Churchill were slso dlascuesed.

This chapter willl consider the materlials used
and investigsted@ 1n connectlion with writing this paper.
First to be coneldered will be establishment of a2 method-
ology through locking at general semantics as an eval-
uetive tool., Next, information concerning the Churchill
speech will be mentioned.

Four mein cestegories of msterial were considered:
(1) materlel used for estsblishing s methodology; (2)
other meterials avallsble on genseral semantics; (3) others
who have used general semantics as a tool for speech evsl-
uation in studles; end, (4) what role this paper apparently
hes in the fleld of speech dealing excluasively with the
area of general semsntice as e bssic "initisl" comauni-
cation between two or more people.

Sources used for establlshing methodoleogy. Certsin

baslc texts on general semantlce were used 1n settling-up

the criteris for evaluation., Alfred Korzybaki's two

11
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books, Fanhood Of Humaq;ﬁx}a end gclence ind Sanity were

the two basic works used vwith a concentrsation on the
lettere 7The ratlchale for the use and concentration on
certain Xorsybasklen formulations 1s that Korzybski 1s
conzldered the "father of genersl sexzantice"” end par-
ticularly in gelence And 3 will he found the basis
of the disclipline, Ffrom Manho ity one derivees
muel conecerning the "tige-binding" formuletion,

Tror Zcorzybekl, others have abstracted the baaics.,
In nome ceses, 1t seexs, the sbstractsz heve undergone
emendation, 3But, tbhls investigator maintains that certsin
of the Korzyhskisn formulestlions are agreed upon by &ndl-
viduals interested end involved 1in general sesantics, It
is hoped that some of these breics were adhered to in this
etudy in establishing the criteris and model for evalu~
ation, In the eres of somewhat different abstractions
from the Keorzybeklan forsulaticns, it is noted that S. 1.
Heyrkaun scenme to heve taken Korgzybski's gtructur 171
eantial and turned 1t upside down giving it the label of
Abgtraction Lgddgr.lg Another case in point, 1sg that

wvendell Johnson seems to enlarge the gtructurasl Ciffer-

gntial formulnticn and his abstractions apparently see

18:17red xorzgdekl, pa ggood of i panitY (rLekeville,
connectlicut: International gon-Arls e o) ishing
fonpaeny,1922).,

195.1. Hayakawa, Lasngus n Thought And Action
(New York: Yarcourt, Brace & %ompanY. I§IS).
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the Differentiesl as s revolving, chain-reactlion-type

phenomemon.?-0
It would seem that "indexing and dating" come
into play here wlth what Hayakawa and Johnson shstract

from tane Korzybskien Structural Differentisl. Thet 1s,

both authcrs have, 1t would seem, consldered Korzytskl's
Structursal lererentla11933. and in formuleting for thelr

contemporary suclences set up a Structural Differentisl

thelr year® It seems this 1s one of the premises of
genersl semsntlcs and one followed 1n this paper. This
will be more fully discussed in the chapter egtablishing
criterias., But in essence, the author of this atudy, in
establishing a genersl semantics model for evelustlonyggg
would think 1t not at s1l unusual but rsther "ssne" for

the model to be emendated This 18

et some other time*
the investigator's "dynemic modelization" formulation to
be mentloned as this study continues.?l

Yendell Johnson's formulations concerning "symbol"

203ohneon, People In Quandaries.

21The investigator cannot stress too often the
personal formulatlion gulding this entire study; 1. e.,
that the coriteria and subseiuent model are to be considered
as belng 1n constant "flux" or, "dynamlc," to be emendated
at any time. Thils author's abstrsctions of Rorzyhskl
accepts conetant change as one of the baslic precepts 1n
genersl semantics. A "statlc" model, 1n other words, was
not wanted in the production of this study.
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and "signal” reactions were found to be of great help and
also those on the same subject by Irving J. Lee in his

book, Language Habifs In_Human pffalra.22 lLee also de-

votes a fo0od smount of mpace to the formulztione of "index-
ing end detine" which 2ided in the construction of tnis
study'e evalustive model,

Anatol repovort's article "what Ie Semantice,"23
wag found to be helpful in expleining and sorting out the
precents thet meke general semsntics different from other
relested disciplines such as semantics snd loglc.

Harry L. Welnberg's book, Levele Of Knowing And

Existence? 1s snother reference used in this study.
leinberg’'s exemples of "ellness"™ for instance, wvere of
benefit when writing of thet ferrulsticn in conjunction
with the criteria portion of this psper. Yeinberg's book,
it 18 felt, adds much pertinent date regarding generel
sementics,

pAnother work referred to was “isemen and Barker's

book, Speech-~--Interpersonel Communicstlion?d which con-

221rving Lee, Languege Hablits In Human Affairs
(New York: Harper And Brothers Publishers, 1941).

23Anatol Repoport, "thet Is Semantics," k%ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁi'
%ganlng snd Maturity, ed. 9. I. Hayekawa (New Yorks
arper rnd Brothers, 1954).

2“Harry L. Welnberg, vels Of Knowi And
Existence (New York: Harper And Row, PuETIaﬁera. 1959).
25Gordon “iseman and Larry Berker, Spreech---

Interpersongl Communicstion (San Franclsco: <Chandler
Puﬁiiahing TomNeny, -
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tain some »rulc generel aemanties formulations,

The ahove texts form the foundstion for referents
for the chanter on criterie., A aynthesis of some of the
generel semantics formulations wes sought. 1t is de~
lieved the suthors sited---to say nothing of Korzybskl
himgelf---are to be consldered suthorities in thelr fields
of comrunication ineluding general semantice snd there.
fore were uscd as the key referentes for this study. An
exhaustive curvey of litersture in the fleld of general
gexmentics ves not thought to be necessary and thersfore
not sttemnted, The key eéurcea used in thie paper, for
the moet part, oarry extensive »ibllographies tc guide
the interested reeder ené student to more worke in the
£161d of general sexantics end related disciplines,

gome other genersl ssmantlcs sourceg: After

heving surveyed the specific works ueed for this study,
consideration will now be gilven to other sources which
it 1s felt would be of genersl interest to those versons
investigrting gensral sexantics.

For whet ie belng considered and talked adout
in the f1al1d contemporarily snsaking, the resder 1e

referred to the journel titled, ITC.: A Review of
26

generel Semantice. This pudlication is the "0fficisl

26&?3.: A Review of (General Semantl (San
Francisco: International Society lor General Semantica).
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orger: of the Ynternetlcnezl forlety Por Generel Semantics,
Tor the encouragement cf scientific research ené theo-
reticel inouirey into Monerietotelisn Systeme end Cenersl
Sermantlice,” 2t thls writing, the edltor of this qusrterly
is S.7. Havskewa, Profeesor of Fnglleh at San Prancisco
Stete rollege, Some of his texts were ueed for key
sourcee in this peper, MNHayakawe 1e ocurrently gecretary-
Tressurer cf the Internationel Society For Cenersl
Sewantice.

4 letter of inquiry wes sent to v, Hagyskawa
concerning certaln fermulations developed in the con-
struction of thie paper. “There's lotg of wvork to be
done,"?7 in the f1eld of general semantlee sceording to
Professor Yrynkawa, He esdvocates keeping “in touch”
with E¥C.

Thie investipgztor was interested in any relstion-
shine between the theories of Marshall McLuhan2® ana
general szmantics formsulations, Moluhen'’s interview in
the March, 19690 iseue of Playboy?? indicated s certain
amount of "flux" or, according tc this euthor's genersl

semantice formulaticne,"dynamic modelization." Hayakawa

2Tnotes to tne investigator and dated April 9,1969.

QdTypical MclLuhanese may be found in: Marshall
loluhen and quentin Fiore, co-ordineted by Jerome :ngel,

The Medium 1s The Meessge (New York: Random,1967).

29cric Norden, "Marshall Mcluban: A candid con-
versation with the high prleal of popcult ané metaphyslcisan
of media,” Tleyhog, Herch,1969, pe 53.
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gave thls responge to cuesticning:
I em much indebted to ¥eLuhan for many lmportsnt
& provocitive 1dezs. Tut I don't agree that hie
vork 1s an 'extension' of g. s._/general semanticg/.,
He 1s not intereeted 1n ganity.>
A regnonse frox: the Centre For ~Tulture And
Technology rit the University of Toronto to this investl.
gotor's query to KoLuhan, wase a orypticslly printed
drswing cn s card with the words: "Sorry---choc-a-bloo
for menths to come,..."oL
cne of ¥cluhan's books>2 1g 1lsted 1n the 1968~
69 Rook catologue of tre International Soclety For Gener-
2l cemantics., The point to be mede 1s that apparently
othere in the generesl gemantics field bhesides this in-
vestigator, sece some sort of conneoction witn the theorles
of Mershall Mcluhan, The reader mey wish to pursue this
avenue of 1lrgulry.
& letter to the Internationsl Soclety For General
Semantlce essking for en explanstion of their organization
wee answered, This organizetion has what seems to be an

extenglve Dublic inforametion and educational program, In-

cluded in this prograr are radio broedcasts and subscriptions

20notes to the investigator an@ dated April 9,1969.

31In the investigator's possession with envelops
poatmsrked April 17,1969,

324srennll HoLuhan, Underctanding Media
Lxtensions of Men (Kev York: csr&w-ﬁIIE. 15535.




18

te 1librariee around the world including those in aome
United Ststee nriscna.

snother orgsnization wnlch it would secem could
be of hanefit to those Linterected 1in gencral semantics
is the Inztitute Of General Zementlcs located at Lake-
ville, connecticuts One of tne Institute's founders
znd Tiret Ciracter was 21fred Korgybeiki. The Inatitute
cide in apongoring lectures, conferences, and clasmes
in generel esemantics. Also, accoréing to informetion
sheets dilstribvuted by the Institute, certsin of Korzybski's
lectures, LUncks, &nd recofding. are svallshle. This
tnvestigator sought to purchase cne of the Xorzybskl re-

cordinga desling with the Ziructural Differentisl hut

was informed 1t “ie out of print 1ndefinitely."3> The
Instituts wasc also queried concerning =any general semantics
evaluation models known to be formulated to this d4ste,
Aleo, Informetion as to why there are st lesst tvwo general
sementice organlizaticna was asxzed for. There was no reply.
The Institute publishes the I G g Hegs3“ for

mexbero, Accor@ing to a recent atnouncexent:

The Institute of Qeneral Semantics functions 2s8 the

international ceanter for non-aristotelian training

end co-oneration of workers in the theoreticel and

empirical develoruent of the discipline and Ste
annlicatione to the nroblems ¢f our times.

3Dxote from M, ¥allach and deted April 7, 1969.

341 ¢ 5 News (Lekeville, Connecticut: Institute
Of Osneral §3man¥!og).

35announcament: 3ix Seminer-workshops In Gcneral
cennntics, ev 8, Connecticut: Ins ule
Ceneresl Senmantlecs,1969).
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These are scva other asvenues o0f investigation
available to the student interested in genersl semantics.

gome who hove used general semantlcs as & tool:

In this srea tne ialn concern has been with any other

theses ot Glasartations which nave not only used genersl
cernntlica forsulaticns for evalusting but which may have
set-us & mcdel such hes heen constructed for this etudy.

Locerantly there have been very few uses of
genersl semnntice ln theses and digeertzticns, to this
date,

The sbove stctement i based upon sn investigation
of theges snd dissertstion titles end abstracte corpleted
in United Ststee collsfes and universities since 1902 as
ilgted Ly the Speech Asscoclatlon of Amerlca 1n Speech
Honographe o°nd nreviously clted.

toeoording to titles, there geems to be approxiw
Rately twenty theses and dlesertaticns which have been
completnd lnvolving genersl sementics either in toto or
in »zrt since 1934, ma year after the pudblicetion of
Korgysakl'e Sclence  nd sSanity. Further, it geems thet

out of thie list, only four papers desl wlth the use of
gonerel semant&cé in evalusting epeeches, in some manner
or another. These necople sare: Gormley, 3Ialth, Johnson,
and Csborn, who were listed in Chanter Cne.

“nile tsyskawa maintains "many” studies have

been dong, 17 ac, they are not ascertzineble by title.
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Accordling tc the survey mentioned above, 1t
would seem then, that thle study 1s appropos in the
field of spcech 1n esteblishing one person's formu-
lations regarding "dynsemic modelization" from genersl
semsntics criteria for apeech eveluetlon.

Attention 18 called to Irving J. Lee's article,
"Four VYaye of Looking at a Bpeech.“36 Cne of the four
gpnrogches Lee advocntes 1s that of general semantics.

The Specker. Materisles used 1n the area of

general semantics have been dliscussed and mention will
now be given to some Churchlll references.

Two volumes by Lewls Broad are recomnended
for genersl bockgrouad informstion on Churchill., They

are The Yeers of Preparction37 and The Yeers of

gphievamegg.3e To fil1l in some of the more ambiguous

portiona of hile life, and to galn more color concerning

the man himself, one of Churchill'as sutoblographles may

361rv1ne J. Lee, "Four Ways of Looking et e

Sveech," Quarterly Journal of Sneech, XXVIII (April,
1942), pp.gIKB:IEBT

>TLewis Broad, yinston churchill, Vol. I g e
%earn Of Preparstion (Wew York: awthorn Books, Inc.,

38 o Hlnston Churchill, Vol. II : IThe
ears Of AChlevement ~(New York; swthorn Rooks, Inc.,
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be found of interest: My Eerly Life: A Roving Com-

mission.>d A capsule sketch of Churchill's life is
avelleble in flenry Grunwalé's eseey, "Man Of The Centu-

ry," printed in, Churchill The Life Triumphant: The

Historicsel Eecord Cf Ninety Yeare.ao

2 worthy bibliogrenhy of Thurchill and his
worke 1s gvallable from the Reference and Library Di-
vision of the Britigh Informwstion Services,4l ZIxcept
for one notstlon,42 the hibllogrenhy was not narticularly
pertinent to thls study.

Ihe 8spcech uged as an illustration. Choscn se

a speech in which to 1llustrate the constructed generszl
semantics model for evzluation is gSlr Winston Leonsrd
Srencer churchlll's spbeech, "The 3inews Cf Peace.” This
gneech delivered on ¥erch 5, 1946 st westmineter College
in *alten, issourl 1s also known as, "The Iron ~urtein
Steech,”

The s»cech text feor thls study waes taken frem

A. Cralg Balrd'e book, Representative smerlcen Speeches

**iinston 8. Churchill, My Farly Life: A Roving
Commisaion. (New York: Charles Scribner's Sons, 1958).

40grunwald, p. 8.

413pitish Informstlon 3ervices, S45 Third tvenue,
Yew York, New York.

A2Randolph 5. Churchill {ed.), The Sinews Of
Peace: Post-vwar Spveechegs (London: Cessell, 1948).




22
1945-1946,"7

The invesatigator wlslies to thank the etaff =t
the Harry <. Iruvmwan Librery located in Independence,
Milssouwri for assistance in researching the Churchill
speech, At the time of investigation, the Trumen Librery
contsined adproximately hslf-a-linear foot of materlal on
the Sulton tripe The materials lnclude:tepe recordings
of tnurchlll’s speech and former President Truazn's
lutroduction; the =«hite iicuse Sorap ook of Janusry 1ls
1946 to M¥arcih 31,1946; officlal lettere noth prior to and
nfter Lhe speech: 1nterv1§ws; lettere 2nC telegrems in
rercticn to the speech; snd President Trumen's Press
Beoretary's news conferences.

vhile the material coencerning Churchill'e #ulton,
Missowri speech would be of conslderable aid in an histori-
cal and politizel sclence spproach, it wse not found to
be of benefit to this atudy.

For historical background sharryl ¥l. Havke's
Heaster's theals, "A fthetorical Anelysis Of ''inston 8.
Chirchill's 'Iron curtsin Address'", contains much perti-
nent data. Thle theeis wss noted in Chapter One,

Spumary:  In sunmation, this chapier has polnted

out sources used for estaoblishing a methodology, certain

Jhe Crolg peird (ed.). Representstliy
§6, vel. 19, Ho. (Kew Ib}iz i
O}y DPe 2032,
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other sourcee avalleble, those who have used genersl
somentlcs s & tocld,; znd the re¢le this paper has 1n
mekdng & contribution to the f1sld of sneeche AN
ayproach to the sgpeaker end speech belng used for ile
lugtrative purposes,; wae also dlscuassed.

inyoas lnterested 1n general sementice nay
acqculre s gowd worklng knowledge of the gubject with
the sources cited as key references for this study. As
has been oreviously mentioned, most of the sources used
contaln nore elaborate bipliographieaa

“hile tre investigslor d%es not drofees te know
all studles conducted ualng genersl semantics snd general
semantice criterla for soesch ewsluation, from the method
of inveetlgstion used &nd dlscussed earliler, it would seom
thare 1s sbundant room open for sucn spurosches being used
in thile pader.

It wlll be noted once agein, thet this study is
to be tzaken from = "time-oinding" point .of view; l.e., it
1z teo be considared Tor whert 1t ia worth in the future
and emendetion 18 to take place where ond when it 1z felt
ngceeaary end apdlleable, Thiz ia the autnoriz formulation
referred Lo as,"dynemdce modelizutllion,”

513 sourcse available in the {leld of' gsneral
searntics have not been used, But Lt ié relt that the
sourceg contained in tihls work inciuds the é&lacinlins's

bosic premises,
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All zeneral semantics formulationg were not used
to conetruct the evaluative model to be found in this
study. gome genersl semantics formulatlons were used
which the investigator finds he uses often in his dally
lifeyg6ge.

‘ilnston Leonsrd Srencer Churchilli's 1life and
sncach used in thie paper are not of prime concern. The

men and his speech are ueed werely for illustration.



CHAPTER THREE

ESTABLISHINC GENERAL SEMANTICS CRITERIA
FPOR SPERCH EVALUATION

gummary. Four main objectlves hnve been listed
for this study. They zre: (1) to establish certain gener-
al semantics criteria for '"initlal"” evalugticns; (2) to
construct a model for the "initial"” evalustions; (3) to
apply the model to a speech; and, (4) to meke conclusilons
and recommendetions 1in connection with the other three
objectives.

gources for establlshling criteria and methodology
have been discusged zlong with additionel sources availa-
ble.

The role this study may play in the fleld of
speech hes been consldered.

Rationale for the use of Winston Leonard Spencer
churchlll and one of hls speeches has been reviewed.

The investigstor's bselc premises hsve been pre-
gented; (1) "dynamic modelization" a2nd, (2) "initial' e-
valuetlons.

This chapter will deecl with the first of the
four main objectives; 1. e., establishing criterlia from
the general semantics dlscipline. The second objective,

which 1s establishing s model, wlll also be delt with.

25
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INTRODUCTICHN

In 1922, The Manhood Of Humanity was published

and eleven years and meny lectures later, Korzyhski's

Science 2nd Senity was msde avellable to the public.

These two works set forth the principles of what
Korzybskl termed “genersl semantics.”

This atudy's primary premise 1s thst the orinci-
ples of generel semantics as set down by Alfred Korzybeki
and subsequently taken up by his students and dilsciples,
is @ worthwhlle evenue of -spproach in hsndling inter-and-
intra-nersonel communicstion., As used in this etudy, the
term inter-personal communicetlon hes to do wilth the
individual's contect with one or more persons cutside
himself. Intra-personsl communicetlion deslgnates an
individual's contect with himself. Pubtlic speaking 1s
to ke considered in these formuletione.

It would seem thst if gn "initiel" means of
evelusting the veraclity of a spesker were avallable,
suditore would be invaluebly rewarded. It 18 suggested
thet the rewards would lay in the auditor's resnonses
to the orstor (inter-comxunicstion) and & better under-
stendine on the pert of the auditor g8 to why his re-
ections pre what they are. would this not be of per-
ticuler importence 1f the suditor 1s being asked to feel
a certaln way or tecke srecific asction as & result of

whet 1s belng eseld?
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If the orastor seems to have weak spots in his
presentatlon, the suditor may wlsh to pursue a line of
inculiry which willl elther aild 1in understanding better
what has been gald or which willl lead to & «¢oncluslon
thet the spesker cannot be considered as a rellsble
source. Such sn "1niltlsl" evaluation as 18 being
suggested in this study will, 1t 1s hoped, as1ld the audl-
tor in deciding at least whether or not the orstor 1s
spesking 1n a semanticslly "sene” manner.

The only limitation, 1t would seem, to such &n
"initiel" eveluation would be any other form of govern-
ment other than a democratic type. Or, at esny rate, it
la granted that the sudltor would have to live in a
soclety which would allow for Guestioning and declslon
meking on the part of the individual,

As Korzybsikl puts it:

But we humans after these millions of yezrs should

have learned how to utilize the 'intelligence’
which we supposedly have, with some predictabllity,
etc., and use 1t constructively, not destructively,
e8, for examdhle, The Nazla are doing under the
guldance of speclallsts.

In general semantlcs we believe thet some such thing
a8 healthy human intelligence is vossible, and so
somehovw we b?ileve in the eventual poselblility of
'demecrecy. 't

It should be mede cleer thet we cannot kncw all

there is to know ecbout individuel versons, objects,

A“Korzybaki, Sclence aAnd Sanlty, p. 1.
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events, atcetera, znd thast we cun at best only sbhatract
certain formulations from the sub-mlcrescoplc phenomenon
confronting us. Neverthsless, it 1s submitted that such
an "initial® model ag 18 being advocated in this stuldy
will ald in "evalueting properly" and talking "sense."
The ilnvestigator feelas that & speech need not be filled
one-hundred per cent with positive general semantics
nrinciples but should at leuast contszin enought "sense"
as to be labeled "sane" according to thie study'e es-
tablished criterils, _

Phe following, 1s an explanantion of general
aemantlice anéd how 1t le used 1ln this study. Korzybsxi
sets the stage when he writes:

see] Mede the obvious ‘Alscovery’ that our relations
to the world outside and inalde our skins often
happen to be, on the Eregg 1:#%%, two-valued, For:
ingtance, we deal w ght, land or water,
eto. On the living level w““have 11fe or deeuth, our
heart beats or not, we breathe r suffocate, sre hot
or cold, etc. Similar relstions occur on higher
Ievels. Thus, we have 1induction or deduction,
moterieliam or 1deallam, cenitalism or communism,

democcrat §§irepub11can, etce 4nd so on endlessly
on all le

In llving, zsny issues are not eo sharp, and therefore
a system which posite the genersl sharpnses of ‘eltner-

or', and g0 obgectiries ‘kind] 18 unduly limited; 1t
muet be riv ged and nmude more flexihble in terns of
‘degres,!

guch & systea ile general semantics.

S. I. llayskewa hes written:

451pia.,p. vil.
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Generel semantice wss conceived of ty Korzybskl

a8 a discipline to improve human functioning end
to reduce tte propensity of humen beings to tslk
themgelves into trouble. It seeks these goals

by atriving to 1nocrease avareness of the extent

to which the way in which we talk sbout the world
shapes our perceptions of thest world, '"MNental®
therapy,' wrote Eorzybski...in the course of his
dlscuaaion of Freud, ‘alwaye has the semantic aim
and method; namely, to dliscover the unconeclous
material and make 1t conscious, and so make proper
evaluation possible.' The 'unconsciocus materiel’
of genersl semantics 1 the linguistic unconscious,
And the gosls of genersl semantice, like those of
paychoanalyzés, ere therapeutic as well as
scientific,

Anatol Rapoport has written that the general

sem=nticist:

s+e8eals not only with words, assertions, and thelr
referents in nature but also with their effects on
human behavior. Por a general semanticlst,
comrunicstion is not merely words in proper order
properly inflected (as for the grammarian) or
assertions in proper relatlon to esch other (as for
the logiclan) or essertions in proper relation to
referents (as for the semantlicisgt) but all) these
together, with the chain of 'fact to nervous system
to language to nervous system to action, ‘47

It should be ma8e clear that the generzl se-
menticist considers the individual from two pointas of
view: communiocating with himself and relating to others
through symbolization.

In hls dilscussion of lingulistic atructures, Harry

ikiies s, -

455. I. Hayekava (ed.), Our La pge And Qur
¥o di (New York: Herper And Brothers shers, o
Pa V¥V 1.

A'7Rapopox'1.. p. 13,
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Veinberg gives the following abetractions concerning
general semantics:

Structure of any kind involves an ordering of parts

and relastionships among these parts, between the

perts and the whole environment. In living orgsnisms
these relationships can be described in terms of
function, The four multiordinsl interrelated terms---
order, function, relation, structure---zre basic to
general semantics. Any situstion, object, event or
occurrence can be better un@erstood when it 18 enalyzed
in terms of structure and function, rather than in 48
the stetic Aristotelian system of essential properties.

Korzybskil sume up his approach;

The prevalent and constently increasing general
deterioration of human values is an unsvoidable
consequence of the crippling use of neuro-linguiatic
and neuro-sementic mechaniema. In general semantica
we are concerned with the ganity of the race,
including particularly methods of prevention;
eliminating from hose, elexmentary, and higher
educstion inadeguate...typee of evalustion, which
too often lead to the ;n-g%n;tz of the race, and
bullding up for the firs me a positive theory of
sanity, as a workable,..system.

The task ahead is glgentic 1f we are to avold more
personsl, natlonsl, and even internstional tragedies
based on unpredictability, insecurity, fears,
anxieties, etc.,, which are steadlly dlsorganizing

the functioning of the human nervous system. Only
when we face these facts fearlessly and intelligently
mey we save for future civiligzations whatever there
1s left to save, and bulld rroi the rulns of a dying
epoch a new and maner soclety. 9

CRITERIA
A position taken in this study 1s that a
"consclousness of abstraction” in connection with Eorzybekl's

o - - ey

Aaweinborg. p. 48.
‘9[orzybsk1. Socience And sanity, p. liv.
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gtructural Differential, has merits upon which to con-

struct an evaluative model for speesch criticlem,
Irving Lee refers to a Korzybskl paper delilvered
in 1926 which gives Korzybeki's premise concerning the

gtructural Differepntisl and an evaluative procesge:

"The methods of training are obvious, First of all
the student oggbt to understand the generasl
principles. en he should keep the Structursl
Differential Before his eyes; look at 1t; handle
the labels and strings, and thue become thoroughly
acquainted with 1t; tentatively explain it to
friends and so slovwly acquire the habit of it, thuas
keeping the labels in his pocket, so to say. In
this way the conaciousness thast we abstract, which
is the mailn lesue, will become a Derwmasnent
acguieltion. vwhenever he hears an argument of any
kind, or reads one in the papers, some political
speach for example, he should try to apply the
diegram, which means to trace the confusion of
orders of abatractions and the underlying asaumptions.'so

According to XKorzybski:
we see and are made to visualize that the...system
18 based gn the dgnéal of ;he *%gﬂtgf ;d;ntltz,
which neceessita §f ) arentistion ol orders
of abstractions,

The ' ct 1. pif ntial 1s therefore a dla-
gramatical formulation (which may be literally resl or
within the general sementicist's mental formulaticns) of
the various orders of abetraction of the Korzybskian
system., EKorzybski maintained, it seems, that an aware-

ness of the orders of abstraction will lead to greater

oo o SR

50Lee, Longusge Habits In Humen Affairg, pp. 269, 270.
lgoreybeki, golence And Senity, p. 399
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ef'ficiency in inter-end-intra-personal communilcation,
theredby enatling man to progress to a saner level of
existence, Itcludeé in Korgybski's coaments on the
sdetrection process are the folloewling:

Ae sbatracting in meny orders seems to Le & genersl
process found ln all forms of life, but particulsrly
in bhuigens, 1t 1z of luaportance to bte clesr on this
subject snd to select a languege of proper

structure. A® we k¥now slrezdy, we uae one term, sey
tepple,' for st least four enti ely dirTerent
entities; numely, (1} the event, or sclentific object,
or the sub-wmicroecoplec phyelico-chemicel processes,
(2) the ordinery object msnufactiured f{rom thc event
by our lower nervous centree, (3) the pasychologlcal
pleture prohsadbly menulfactured by the hlgher centres,
snd (4) the verbml cdefinition of the term. If we
use o languege of adjectives and subject-predicate
forng pertelning to 'sense' impressions, ve are
using & language which deals wlth entit!es 1na&da
§3£€%5$E‘and cherecterlistics entlrely non-existent

n the outslde worlds Thus the events outside our
ekin are nefither cold nor warm, dreen nor red, sweet
nor bitter, but these charecteristics are
penufectured by our nervous system inside our skins,
88 reaponses only to different energy menifestations,
phyelcoc-cbemlcel processes. ¥hen we use such terms,
vwe sre dealling with characteristice which zre absent
in the external world, sné tuild up en anthropozorphic
and deluslonel world non-simlluar in structure to the
world sround us, Not so 1f we use 8 language of
order, relsticna, or structure, which can bs applled
to sub-microscopic events, to objective levels, to
eemantic levgls, and which osn elgo be expressed in
words. In using such language, we deal vith
cheracteristice found or discovered on all levels
which glve us aggggturﬁl data uniquol{ important for
knowledge. The ordering on semeantic levele 1n the
meantine abolishes 1dentificstion. It 1s of extreme
izportance to realize that the relationel., attitude
1s optionzl and can be adppllied everywhere and always,
once the stove-menticned beneflits are realized, Thus,
any object can be consldered as s set of relstions of
its perts., any 'senae' perception may be considered
a8 a response to 2 stimulue., which agrin introduces
releticna,. A8 relstions are found in the sclentific
sub~-microscoplc world, the objectlive world, and also
in the psycho-loglcel and verbal worlds, 1t 1s
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beneflclal to use such & langunsge bacsuse it 1ia

alpiler in atructure to the external world snd our
nervous syatem: end it 12 ap-liceble to gll levels,
The use ol such a langusge leads to the dlscovery

of invariant relaticne ususlly celled 'laws of
neture,' gives us stmictural date which make the
only poesible content of 'knowledge,' snd eliminetes
also anthropowmorphic, prmltive, and delusionsl
speculations, identifications, and harmful s.r.52

The "s. r." 1s XKorzyheki's symbol for the two words,
"sgmantic reactlon(s).” The semantic reactions are
those reamcltions exvreesed either overtly or covertly to
words,

According to this inveatigator's formulations,

the gtructural Difrerentig; mey be thought of in terms

of two approsches, at least, to the world of man: (1)

as the gtructure of what a "szne" apnroach to s language
ghould be; und,(2) a repreeentation of the relationships
of owr personnl neuro-physiologicel compositiona with
our environmuenta.

It should be mede clesr thet the gtructural
Differential formet includes the following: (1) the
event, (2) our formulsting an object to go with that
event, (3) and, the verbal labels which may be gd infi-
95355 having to do with that whlch 18 percelved. Theae
are the "levels of abatraction.”

The "event" and the "obJject" are in the reslnm

of the "on-verdal" while the "lagbels" are®verbdsl."

SFIH;Q'I PDe 3543385-
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The "event®™ in non-verbal and infinite---in that with
present huwsan capsbllitice, all cennot be known about
the sub-zlicroscoplc. ¥arcelving an "object" is the
"firat order of abstraction,” From the infinite pleces
of lnrormatioh present in the "aevent," only scme of the
aapects may obe “abatracted®(perceived and come away with)
while untold amcunta are left. From the "object' only
e few Dleces of information msy be "abstrscted", leaving
sone behind acaln. The informaticn gleaned from the
“obJect'" 1a''verbalized™; 1.e.; "labels" are given to these
and the “labels” become the "second order of esbstraction,”
"tbatracting” can an@ often 1e, continue indefinstelye
Thet 18, a "label" aay be "labeled,” then the "label" of
the "lsbel” may be "labeled," etcetera, The more "ab-
stracting” done from the original "odlect"” or "firast order
abstraction” the "higher" the "abstraction”" hecomes,

It 18 xaintained in this study thet the mentel
construct of the Structursl Differentisl alds in the
elimination of the "18" of 1dentity. "Label2"” 18 not
"lnbely ", otcetera. It 48 further felt, that often,
inter-and-intra-psraonsl communiostion prodblerms involve
confusion on the levels of abstraction.

ANy one who will work out the present anzlysis with
the aid of the niffarentisl will find clesrly that
the naJorlt¥ior humen d1fficulties,the preventsble

or curable ental' or semantic distwrdbances included,
are due to thls atal structursl error, resulting in
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false evaluutlion due to the ldentificestion or leck
of differentiation.

L L L R BN B A BE B IR BE N )

In & aore complex lsngusge, one would sasy thet the
objeat 1a ?aﬁ the event, thut the label is not the
un-speaikndle oblect, and that a gtetement ghoul a

statenent is not the 'zsuwe' stslement, nor cn cne

level. ¥e gse and are 2ade to visuslize that the

o..8y6teis L8 bzaed on the tenisl of the 'is' of

identity, which necessifgiem'3%??31??&rentiat16n
3?'oréera of abstructinsessa”

Xorzybskl wrote of the lmportance of the formu-
laetion of the "consciocusness of abstracting” ané became

more specliflic ze Lo whet the gtruectursl Differentlial

laads ones toy

Once we nave order, we differentiate a#nd have orders
of sbstractions. Once we abstract, we clinlncte
‘sllness,' the semantic fToundatlon for i1dentification.
Once we abstract, ve sbatract lp different orders,

and so we order, abolishing fsnciful infinitles. Cnce
we differentiste, differentlztion bscomea the denial
of ldeatity. Once we discrlainete between the
objective 2nd verbal levels, vwe lsarn 'alilence’ on

the un-gpeekable ohjectlive levels, ant 8o introduce

& most beneficlal nsurologlcal 'deley’'---engage the
cortex to perform 1tz neturel functlon. Once ve
discriminste between the objective and verbal levels,
atructure becomes the only link bstween the two worlds,
This resulias in gearcn for similarity of structure

and relatlicns, which introduces the aggregete fecling,
and the 1ndividual becomes a goclal balngs Once we
8lscrinincte, we conslder descilptions separately

and so are led to %gnervg the fects, =nd only froa
description of facte do ve tentalively form inferencee,,
Finally, the conaciouaness of abhstracting introduces
the generel and pernanent d4ifferentlestiocn between
ordere of abstractiong, introduces the oidering, and
8o atratiiications, cnd abellshees for good ths primltive
or infantile state to the sdult gerioé becones a
sementic, accomplishcd fact....5

53;b;d.. pp. 403, 404,
S81b1d., pe 404,
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Supporting some basilc prazmises by which this

study bullds a "dynamlc modelizetion"” lor svaluative
purpcees, are the following wordes by Lorzybukl who
spesks ¢l the pragzatise of tne formulations whica hsve
thue {:=r veasn comaldsred:

A langusge, to Le moat uselul, suould be sicilor in

ite atructure to the structure of the events whlch

1t is aupposed to represent. The langusge o

tabetractions of d1fferent orders' aprears to be

satlafactory in point of etructure. It 1s a non-

elementalietic lnnsuage, since 1t does not dlscriminsate
between 'senses' and *mind,' etceteras It %8 a

functionsl lengusge, since 1t describes, by lmplicetion,

what is going on in the nervous ayvetem when it reacts

to stimull, It 18 a lenguage which can be made flexlble

and ue shurp ne desired, thus 3aking it poesible to
astelish eharp verbasl differences, of both horizontal

and vertlgsl type, between the terms ‘man' snd
‘enlmal.'2°

The abstractions Tfrcom 3clence Ané Senlty to be

found 1n thls paper lncluées: (1) the formulotion theat
the gStructural Differential holds definite value in

¢rlling attention to the "consciouenecs of gchstraction”
whlrh 1» nscecsary in order tc bresk {he bonds ol anclent
pattirng which are glleyed to have cpoused aen to be more
stetic then dynamic and hence progressive; snd, (2) thet
the Differenticl establlshes a pregmatic Tormulaticn for
e "eune' and productlve process of intrs-and-inter-com-
municstion including perszonel relationships in ons's

own envircnrent.

55;?:'16.. Pe 412,
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Through thia study it 1s malntained thst an
orator who 18 ‘'conascious of abstractinz” willl be "ex~
tensionelly oriented.™ Thet is, the orator will indicste
through his symbolization thet he reallizes he cannot
know 8ll th=sre 18 to know about what he experlences and
percelvea. He leaves the door of his mind open.

According to this paper's formulations, where
"consciousness of ebstrecting®” 1s not considered, the
individual ie e21d to be "intensionally orlented.” Such
a person indicates directly or inGirectly that he hae
sald all there is to ssy about s given eubject, oblect,
etcetera. His symbole represent a closed-door attitude
and tends to violate to a high degree, the general
gsenantics criterin.

Thus, the rstionale has been presented for the

use of the 38tructural Differential a8 the nucleus for

the investigntor's "dynamic modelization." It is sug-
gested that the following criterls willl indicate a
speaker's "consciousness of asbatraction' snd thus hils
"intensional" or "extensional®™ orlentstion.

Allness Stetements. In terms of genersl somentlcs,

an attitude of "allness" 1s a moet "unsane"” apdrosch to
1ife for intre- and inter-personal communicsting. 2
"sonsclousness of ahstrrction" should reduce apnreclably
attitudes of "zllness"--=-Lf not exclude them altegether.

Harry Velnberg gives an example of "allness" in
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the Tollowing:

Ve might,...make the gensralization that, bansed on
thelir nistory, Qermsns ars & mertisl peopnla. If

we have had no perso:nsl contect with any gormans,
Af tha snly opportunity we have had to learn stout
trhem 1s from some history booke, ené if we ere 1in

a sltuatlion where goxe atatemen{ abtout CGermans and
meprtial tendencles is requlired of us, then making
the genersllzation 1s the best we can do. If this
te just chatter, we cen leave 1t at thst. 3FHut &if
thls gencralizstlcen 1a a poor one =nd if melking 1t
cen do harm (and euch generallzations usuelly <do},
it is imvortent thst we have more cross-referencee
and through & seriss of observetions. It must be
emphaglised that the statement, 'Germana sre mertiel,’
tells prectlcsally nothing about the 1individunl Hens
Schmidt. A gfeneralization 1is never 100 percent
true for every merber .of a cless except in certcin
Liighly techtnicel, never social, sltuasticne., And we
san never be sure thet this Funa Schmidt is not one
of the most pacific indlividuele extent, If you led
the senaralizatiggs gcl in your eyes, you won't be
able to see him,

In excluding "allness” as tuch ne possible, one then
includes "@ifferentietion"” in thought proueeses ae much

ag possible,

Hayakewe writes of this generzl semantlces device:

The plcture of reelity crested insif@e our hecede by
such unconeciousnese of cbetracting 1s not at all

e 'mep’ of any exlisting 'territory.' It 1ls e
delusicnal world. In thie neve:-never-lund, all
'Jews' are out to cheat you; ell 'capltalistis' ere
overfed tyrante, smoklng expenpsive clgars and
gnashing thelr teeth at labor unions, In thle world,
too, &8ll snakes zre polgonous, sutomoblles can be
discinlined by a well-directed sock in the eye, every
stren er with & foreign accent is 3 spy. G&ome of
these people who gpenéd too much of their time in such
delusicntl vorlds eventuelly get locked up, but
needlees to tay, there sre many of ug stlll at iarge.ST

Sételnbera,p. 71,
5Thayakawva, language In Thowght :nd sctlon, p. 193.
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It 18 suggested then, that the speaker with at
lesst a baelc attitude of "non-allness" would be less
dogmatic in statements., thile the speaker may indeed
be in the process of attempting to persuade, the per-
suaelve technicue would leave room for rationsl “ues-
tloning and dlscusslon end more information and views
for hla overall plcture. In other words, the sneaker
knows he does not know all there 1s about his sublect
and does not attempt to lmply that he does.

vhat we ebatract, then, 18 never a mirror 1imsge of
‘reality,' but an intervretation of the interaction

betwsen the atomlc goinga-on and our psychophysiologicel

responses to them. During the process of abstraction,

much 'information®! 1s lost Adue to our lack of recertors

for many kindas of information (ultraviolet light,
coamlc rays, sné 20 on), and rleo much ‘misinformstion’
or 'noise' or ‘distortion' 1s introduced into our
1nterpretntlon58y the very activity of the nervous
syastem 1tself.

Multi-Valued Orientstion. It 1 here suggested

thst the "multi-valued” attitude can be annlied by the
evaluator to the speaker in at least two ways: (1) in
inplying or explicitly atating that there sre an infinite
number of sldes to a aituation, the apesker 18 belng
"multi-valued” and (2) the speaker may directly or
indirectly let his audience know that there ere any
number of implications, aspects, contributing factore,
etcetera, to his tople.

The ''multi-velued" orlentstion excludes the old

5BWe1nbarg, p. 52.
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meaxim that "there are two sides to every story." That
is, more often than not, there are apparently innumersble

gidea to _a story.

Irving Lee speaks of the "two-velued" orientation
in relstion to the "multi-velued" outlook:

Involved in this process 18 a neglect of the differing
facts of experience and an assigning to them of few
rather then many @dietinctione. This 18 a favorite
device of the dogmatist, of an Adolf Hitler, in whose
progra;@ everything must be 'positive or negative,
love or hate, right or wrong, truth or lie, never
helf this or half thet.' To restrict an analysis by
reducing the number of evaluations is to introduce a
epurious simplicity. The hadbit of seeing omly two
eldee blurs in the utterance the often myriad varlety
and ever-changing diversity of what might be raloaagg
from thst too sharp, two-valued verbal orlentetion.

Some poselble results of & "limited-valued" ori-
entntion are consldered by Hayakawa:

Another explanation, less pleasant to think about but
in meny inetences highly probable, is that all the
two-valued furore snd spread-ecagle orstory sre a
means o0f divertiag public attention from more
immediate 1ssues. One cgn, by making an uproar about
‘athelsm in the state university,' 'coomunists on
the government payroll,' ‘theft of atomic information,'
or 'who was to bleme for Pearl Herbor,' keep pecple
from noticing whet is going on with resvect to auch
imnediate problems as housing leglslstion, misuse of
hlghway funds, forest snéd soll conservetion, and the
eppointment of stooges for public utility compenies
to public utility reguleting commlssions.60

A close kin to the "multi-valued" orientation
will next be considered.

Multi-Ordinal Orientation. This, it would seem 1is

59Lee, p. 100.

6°Heyakawa. Language In Thought aAnd setion, pp. 231, 232.
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a simple enough formulation, but one frequently violated.
The "multl-ordinsl" approach to words advocates thet
frequently -ny ore word wlll heve more thsn cne meanling,
Theoreticelly, words can sometlimxesa h&ve as many meaninge
as there are people using them.  Therefore, especlally
vhen there 18 doubt, a check a8 to the meaning placed
behind any glven word as used by an indlviduel, 1s of
definite beneflt in accomplishing ané meintalinling 'sane’
comrunicating.
if a word means one thing to the orator and the

audltor attaches =ariother meaning to the same word, then
comnunicsticn 1lg golng to be at least hempered, 1f not
tharown 1nto complete chaos,

eeelt 1s more true to say tnat a word does not have

a real, slngle, unicue mesning, dut thet 1t means

whet 1t does when 1t 1e used within the limits to be

pointed out, Of course, 1n eny perlod of culturel

history there wlll be comion uses. People will be

eble rathzsr readlly in dlacuselon to dlscover the

uses of a vast nuaber of terms without cuestlcning.

Nevertneless, the 1lnherent amblgulty of our langunge

ehould glve us pause and make us less ready to tske

the meanings for granted. _It is better to ask than

be mleled without asklng.61

It couid be suggested that tuere is a dual re-

sronslbllity between speaker and guditor to clarify
mesningi. However, in s spesking altusatlon where
contect with eech individual suditor 18 not practical

or possidble, then 1t 1s malntalned that 1t 1s the orator's

61Lee, Language Heblts In Humen Affairg, p. 37.
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duty to work toward clarificstion. In evaluating a
epeech, the evaluator can therefore look for this attempt
on the pesrt of the orator.

Relatlively few worde are available to reoresent an
infinity of objects, situetions, hapvenings, feelings,
etc. 2ny one word may have many uses. YWe weste time
looking for but one-and-one-only-‘'meening.'
Misunderstanding and confusion srise when readers end
listeners assume thet thelr word uses are also the
word uses of writers 2nd apeakers. Only study of the
utterance and direct questionlng can reveal the use.

The baslc cuestion: not, 'hat do I represent by the
terms, but 'hat does he?9<

Indexing and Dating. According to this investl-

gator's formulations, an importent cremise of the genersl
semanticiet 1s that man 1s a constantly chenging phenome-
non in a constantly changing environaent. ¥Xo twc peopnle,
objects, events, etcetcra are one hundred per cent glike
althouph similarities mey be pointed out. No phenomenon,
be 1t enimete or inanimate, remsins the same froa second
to second. It 18 further maintalned thet wlthout sPecicl
sclentific 1nstruments, man can tell, for the most part,
little or no change in himself or other objects on a
seccnd-by-second beels but thst change is ocourring.

In this world ‘complete sameness' between azny two

of anything has not yet been demonatrnted, for in

some resnects objects and happenings differ from

each other. #And the cloeer to nature we are able

to get, the more apparent does this structursl
fact becone.

621b1a., p. AT.
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“hen the fact of difference bhas been understocd,
ve ghould bLe resdy for sznother<--thet eesch ltem of
our acqueintsnce, each object and heppenlug will
epuesr unijue, dlffering in some detalls from every
Othel‘ ON®:s o
And with that faot asslmlleted there i¢ on¢ more-~--
that the 'things ' of our experiencs do not exlist
the szme novw as they ware, for no 'ldentity’ or
'external sameness' in tbelr make-up 1ls to e fouad
frem one lmstant to another.63

Another premise of this atudy 1s thzt in the
procescses 0f inter-and-intra-personsl communlcating,
this "dynsmlc"”, non-static formulatlon should Be taken
into accouut, The spesker would then, from e general
semantice polat of view, dlaplay thils dynemlic attitude
by indexing for differentlstion and dating to show thet
the oblact 1s not the same tnle yeer gss it wos lest
yeur, etcetere,

It 18 waintained that thile 1o the more hienlihy
way to ap;roach assoclations with people, plsces, things,
events, and, etcetera., Aleo, on & personal level, this
attitude 18 Jjuet ss applicable., AdD welnberg views it;

Thepse devices make the structure of the langusge it
the structure of reslity. 4o far as proper evaluztion
is concerned, the three basice charsocteristice of the
world sround us are thet evente are infinitely complex,
they tre changing all the tiaze, and no tvo are
18entlcale If this 1is 8o, then dating atstements
implies & comstsntly changling in-proceas reslity. 6
Indexing refarents impllies non-i1dentity of events.... 4

Through "indexing," differences are noted slong

63M!p¥‘o 8,89,
64welnberg. p. &5,
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with the similarities. In "dating" there 1s realization
that chenges tnke place constsntly.

Facts versus Inferences. From the genersl se-

manticlst's point of view, & considerazble amount of harm
can be done when "inferences" are used as “"facts."

The confusion of inferential and factuzl knowledge
ls a causative factor in wany accldents, needless
juerrels, and misunderstandings ranging from the
comlo to the tragic. It is found in practically
£ll forms of literature vhere plot 1s an imprortant
element in the atory and, in a sense, 12 an
indication that this pattern of misevaluation has
alwaeys been with us. PFinally, we find it present
in the 1nnguaga and thought of the neurotic end
psychotic.O5 :

It should be made clear that there 1ia nothing
wrong with inferential (or judgment) statements belng

made, g8 long as they are labeled es such so _that the

gudlitor(s) will realize it 1s nossible that facts are
not being given. Inferentizl stetements are probably

necessczry for the human heing 1n that at certaln pointe
judcments must he made during the course of living. But
the point to ve made here is that especlsally in =
spesking situation, if it is not obvious, the snesker

ghould distinguish clearly 2nd without guestion when

whet 1s sald 1s a "fact" (as factual oan be ascertained)
or sn "inference" on his part.
Hayakawa describes an "inferential'" statement as

meening "all expressions of the writer's (speaker's) epe

651bid., p. 33.
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proval or disapproval of the occurrences, persons, or
objects he 1s describing."®® vhile on the other heng;
"Scientific verifiabllity rests upvon the external
observetion of factes, not upon the heaping up of

Judgments."67

Irving Lee writes of the "inferentisl" and

"factuel™:

eseinferences represent a different order of
abstrection from descriptiong; that Inferences
nede before descriptions snd without checklng
with 1ife fscts may lead to misevslustion; that
when we obseryve the natursl order of evaluaticon
represented by the Structursl Differential---
descriptions first snd then inferenceg---we ghall
be 1n lese danger of aecting foollshly:ze...

t'e seck & consclousnese of difference between the
two, 80 thorough that abstrections of high order
1111 not be identified wilth those of lower order.
¥hen a msn infers, he is not describing, and a
coneclousnese of {hat mey prevent behavicr set

off by inferences on gge assumption that they sre
descriptions of fact.

w¥hat happens as s result of considering the
differencee between "fact" snd "inference'" 18 pointed

out by velnberg:

esofradurlly those parts of cne's resctions and
hablte which are caused by the confusion of
inferentlal and fsctusl knowledge will come to be
recognized....If one keeps harping on the
importance of distinguishling between tue two,
efter a whille 1t may dawn on ueg thest thle sprlles

‘6Hayakawa. Language In Thought snd sctlon, p. 42,
6T1brd., p. 43.
8L ee, Lgnguage Babite In Human Affalrs, ». 192.
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in important areas in our lives and can produce
difference 1in behsvior thest maokes a difference.

gymbol Resctions versus Signel Resctions. “The

symbolic process is the means by which you, as & human
being, ore rble to let symbols stend for 1dess, events,
places, snd things."70

Thls atudy promotes the attitude that A1f there
is to be a reactlion to word-symbols, at least let there

be some understanding as to wyhat the symbol representg.

Therefore, in the context of this paper, s "symbol
reaction” involves some &dort of delay before responding.
On the other hgnd, a "signal resction® would dbe
dependent upon treating the word-symbol re the actual
event, person, object, etceters. The "signal response”
indicates an imrnedieste, undelayed resasponse., Lee de-
scribes thle type as being:
««sundelayed, over-guick, automatic, less observing,
impulsive, seeing eimilzsrities only, undifferentiating
---in short, those which go on the zssumption that
what 18 gseen 18 '4ll' there 18 to be secn and known...
Weinberg suggeste thet in "slgnal reactiosn” the
feellng and symbol sre "aynchronous."’€ Thils investigstor

agrees with Johnson in that "to a stimulus which one

evaluctes 28 s signsl, one 1 likely to resct too esocn,

69Weinbe!‘£. p. 23,

TOgordon wiseman and Larr
y Barker, gpeaech---
Interperscnal Communicatlon {Sen Francisco: Chandler
Publishing Company, 1967), D. 93.

7Iree, Lengunge Hebits In Human Affairs, p. 197.

?E'r'_\:

A.einberg' Pe 43-
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too much, snd in too limited e pattern."73
%hile the formulstions of "symbol end signal
resctions" might eeem to indicete more of a dAlscipline
on the vart of the guditor, it 1s Jjust as applicadble to
the orstor. If the sbeaker does not treat the varioue
"symbols” he 1s hendling as the "events" themselves but
simply as what they sre, "symbols,® then the "eymbol
resection” may be applied to him and he 1s "sane" at
lesst in thls respect. If on the other hand, the oretor
directly or indirectly gives an lmmedlzte reaction to a
gymbol tresting it as the actuzl "event," stceters, then
his validity would be suspect., Tspeclally would this
gseem to be the case if the epeaker 18 aprerently eliciting
e "elgnsl" response from his suditors.
es.any word or statement, as well as any object or
event, any stimulus, 1e an abstrect of something
elee. In that sense it 1s a symbol, repreeenting
something other than 1tself. One does not, therefore,
react to it directly, as though 1t were a slgnal;
rether, in reacting to = symbo% one reacts to the
'something other then iteelf.’ 4

Ihe "Etcetera" sttltude. The genersl semanticist

promotes the formulstion thet men cannot possibly know
all there is to know sbout g given "event," "object,"
person, subject, etcetera, Therefore, i1f znother person

presents pore or contributes another avenue of approsch

73Johnson. p. 190.
T41v14., p. 191.
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to a given topic, this 1s to be accepted without being
disturbed,

It would seem that the "etcetera™ attitude 1s
of utmost importance to human living. As pointed out
by Korzybski:

'know 1t all' genersl tendency produces en
environmentsl, psychological, lingulstic, etc.,
manifold, filled with 1ldentifications which
produce dogmas, nrejudices, misunderstandings,
fears, and what not, making an impersonsal,
Ampartial sclentific approach next to lmpogasible.?S

It should be made clesr thet the "etcetera”
formuletion as presented in this study may be present
in at least two weys 1in 2 speech: (1) with the litersl
word, ‘''etcetera" appended to a sentence, or, (2) with
the irplicatlon in some way within the speech context
thet the orstor 1s not nresenting gll there 1s to be

seild@ but rather hes hie mynd open for further data 2nd

congideraticns, and wants hlsg sudltors tc do llikewlsge.

CCRCLUSION
Some basic formulaticns to be found in the
discipline of general semantics heve been presented.
They are: (1) "Allness Stztements," (2) the "Multi-velued
Orientetion," (3) the "#ulti-Ordinsl Orientsticn," (4)
"Indexing and Dating," (5) "Fects versus Inferences," (6)
"gymbol Reactionas versus Signal Resctions,” and (7) use

of the "Ttceters' attitude.

75%orzybek1, Sclence And Sanity, ». 1lxvi.
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It 18 %10 be mcde clear that 1t 1s nct lmplisd,
nor 1s 1t to Be infered theat these meven formulations
are pll of the genersl semantics formuletlons, It is
alsc noted that other genersl semsntlclets msy choose
other formuletlons in esteblishing an eveluative wodel,
Hoewever, 2t thiz writing, tuls investlgator has es-
teblisthied these seven criterils with which to construct
s ‘"dynamlc modellzation." It 1s the investigator's
cholce~--a8 1t la the resler'g.-.-tc emandste at any
tice.

¥rom the "“dynamlc medellzatiovn” formulstich of
this investigator, the model for sn “initisl" eveluation

mey be symtollized on paper 1ln the following manner,

;. General Semsntica Xodel For gieech Kvaluatlion
I. vith a "consciousness of abstrsction” lesding to an
"extensional orientstion," the following formulstiona
mey be found,
A+ Non-allmess statementa
®. & multi-valued orientetion
re & salti-ordinel orientatien
. Indexing and dating
E. A deslignation between facte cné inferences
Fe Use of the symbol reaction insiesd of the signal
reaction

Ge. 2N indication of the ‘stceterse' sttitude
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Il. “ith no sppsrent "conscliousness of sbestraction®

lsading to sn “intsnsicnal orlentetlcn”™ ihe following

mgy be {ound by the evslustor,

4o Little Or ne congiferution of non-alluness

Be Little or no ccnelderation of the multi-valued
orientstion

o L1ttle or ne considerstion of the multi-ordinal

crientstion

7. Little or no cenalideration for indexing and dating

Te Little or no Gesignation between fscte and infer-
ences

Ve Ute of the Bignsal reaction in preference to the
symbel reaction

G. Little or no use of the fetcetera’ sttitude

It la o premiee of this study, thet the sbove
mcdel wlll 2id the evslustor iIn echieving an "inltial*
anelyeles ancd eveluetlon of e speecth.

Sunuzery: The firat two mein objlectives of thie

study heve been accomplished: (1) to establish certsin
Genersl gementice criteris for “1initisl"® eveluations, and
(2) to construct a model for the "intitlisl" evaluetlons.
It is malntained thet with e dbasie understending
of genersl sementice any 1rdividusl mey ep-ly the above
mecdel to eny encech and arrive st an "inltisl" analyeis

ané sevalurtion which would heve at least two results,
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These results could be: {1) the eveluator will get an
"initial" indication es to the "ssnity" or "unsanity" of
the sresker, according to the genersl sementlcs meanings
of "egnlty” ~nd "unsanity"; (2) the evaluator msy go no
further 1in evaluating the speeker, or with the weak polintsas
sugrested by the "initlal" evaluation, the evaluator may
wish to pursue those aress of inculry himself or turn
them over to other personsa and/or departments.

43 an 11lustretion using the mofdel established,
the third mein objective of thie study willl now be con-

sidered; 1.e., to eDPply the model to a eveech.



CHEPTER  FCOUR
AN ANALYSIS 249D EVALULTION OF 'THE SINEWS COF PEACKE,!
A SRZY(CH UELIVEED BY WINSTCR LECNARD SPENCSH CHURCHILL
IN FULTCN, MISSOURI, U.S.A., OR MARCH 5, 1946

Summery: In “hepter One, the four main obe
Jectives of thls study were outllned. Liwmitstions of
the study snd justificetions for the use of general
gsamnntlcs eriteria snd churchlll aid one of huie anceches
were pregsented,

Chepter 1wo ravieQed materinls ueed for this
etudy. Cther scurces were indicated. Some studiee using
gencral sexantlce wesre wmentloned,

Chspter Three Alncluded astsbllshing seven crliterla
for the foundstlon of a "dynamic modellzetlon” formulstion
fcr sncech evaluetion. Those seven critaria are: (1)
"aAllitess Stetesants™, (2) "sultl-vslued Orientation,” (3)
"malti-0rdinal Orientation,” (4) YIndexing and 5sting,”

(S5) "Facte varsus Inferences," (6) "symbol ‘sactions

versus Signsl eactlions,” snd, (7) "the etcetern attitude.”
Al-0 presented 1la Chaptsr Three was a written symbellgation
of thle study's "dynsmic modelizatlicon" formulation,

This chapter wlll i1llustrete how tane estsbllahed
zodel may be used by applying it to one speech. The speech
ig *inston Lecnard Spencer churchill's rulton, Mlssouri

speach of 1946, This chaPter will thersfore desl with the
Sa
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third of the four maln objectives of thie study; 1.84,
applylag the umodel to =2 speech,

The rhurchill epeech text will be Presented lin
itz entirety and will include the investigetor's numer-
fcal cofe in parenthesis were applicable. %hie code
conglete oy the numbers one through seven which deslgnate
the genersl semantics criteric. The nuzericsl neototion
1e ee followe: (1) "allnens Ststemente,” (2) "Hulti-Valued
orientetion,”(3) “mMulti-Ordéinal Crientetion," (4) "Indexing
end nwting,” () “"racts versus Inferences,” (6) "sywbol
Reactione versus Signanl Kesacticne," und, (T) the "ztcetsra
Attitude." In adéition to the bepic numbers, e plus and/
or minus vill sc¢compeny the mumber. This will designete
wheth&r thc general semsntice formuleticn wee use@ in &
positive smsnner by the speaker or, in cese of a minus,
this would inéicate thet in the opinion of the evalustor,
one of the genernl semantlcs criterile hes be=n vicleted,

An exemple of the lnveetigetor's nctatlon systenm
is the Tcllowing, teken from the ckhurchill text., “In
front of the iron curteln which llez acrogg “urops are
other causss for anxlety(»nlus 73 plue end minus 5)."
kcecording to the ovslustor, thie statement ellowe for
"other causes for anxiety" other than Juet one and thereiore
displeys the “"Elcetere Attitude.” However, the "iron
ourtain" which the apesker seee "across Dops" although

6 flgure of epeech indicating,in genceral, Tommunism, may
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or may not be factusde That is, an histoflcal or politicel

aclence approach would seen to be wvarrantsld here to attenpt
te deteraine whather«or-not st the time thls sdeech was
delivered, COuxuunis® was 80 all-pervadlng in Ewrope as
chvurchlll indlcateds O wae this Just an"Ainference™on the
part of the speaker who was attempiing to have it acseptel
by kis auditora se"fact?"

Two polate should be mads clsar, First, although
the ahove described notationr will bs placed ia the epeach
text vherever thia ilnvestigator feels they are applicsble,
sacdh cass will not ba dlscussed in the evaluation. Second,
$t1 33 possible that ne $we evalustors would sgree entirely
upor what 18 to ba given which designate, Here is where
a certain anount of subjeotivity enters imto the "inttial”
evaluation, 3But At is malntalned, thnt there would be
14ttle or no dlsagroement od ghvious violetliona of the
eriteria.

THE B8PEXM AXALYSIS
'THE SINTWS  OF RAACE," & @PPECH DELIVERED
BY WIRN3ITCH LIOHARD SPINCcRER CHURCHILL IR
FULZCN, HISSOURL, UeSeAse HARCHE 55 1946

I sm glad to coae te vesdninster College $his
afternoon and em cemaplisentad that you should give me a
éagree. The nzue 'yestminster' Ls somehow fomiliar to
88, I seem 0 have heard of it before, (plus and almus 6)
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Indeed 1% was at westulnster that I received a very

lsrge part of &y education in nolitics, dlalestic,
rhotoric end one or two othesr things. (plus 4)

It 18 als0 sn honory, perhaps slmost unique, for
a privste visitor to be introduced to ax academic sudl-
ence by the President of the Unlted States. (plus 4)
Anid his heavy burdens, dutles and resyonsibvilitics---
unacught but not recoiled from(plus or mimia 5)«--the
Prenident has trovelled a thousand mlles to dlgnify and
magnify our meeting here today{plus 4) and gilve me an
opportunity of addreesing thls kindred nsation, as well
as my own countrymen goross the ocded an@ rerhaps some
other countries too, (plus T) %he Preslident bss told
you thet it 1s his wilsh, as I am sure it 1a yours, (aimus
5) thet I should heve full 1libesrty to glve my true and
faithful oounsel in these anxious and baffling timss,
(minus or plus 5) I ohall ceriainly avell myself ol this
fresdom and feel the more right to 4o s0 because any
privete amtitions 1 may have cherished 1n my younger caye
have been satlsfled beyond ay wildeat dreems. (plus 4)
Let me, however, make it clear tiiat I have no officlal
misslon or status of any kind and that I epeck only feor
pyself. (pPlus or minuse 5) I cen therefore allow my
mind, with the experience of a life-time, to Play over

the problems which beset uwe on the morrow of our absolute
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victory in arme; (plus 4, plus 5) and try to makxe sure
tbet what has been galned with so much sacrifice and
suffering shell be vresarved for the future glory and
ssfety of menkind. (plus or minus 6)

| The United States stands et this time at the
pinnacle of world rower, (plus S, minus %) It is a
eolern moment for the Ameriecen democracy. (minus 3,
plus 4) +with primscy in power(plus 5) is slso joined
sn awe-ineplring accountability to the future. (minus 5)
ks you look around you, you sust feel not only the
sense of duty done tut 8lso feel snxliety lest you fasll
below the level of achievement. (xinus §) Opportunity
(minus 3) 18 here now,(plus A, msinus 3, minus 2) elear
enéd shining, for both our countries, (minue ?2) To reject
it or isnore 1t or fritter it awey(minus 3) will bring
upon us all the long raproaches of the after-time, (minus
3, plus 4) It 1s necessery(minus 1, minue 5) that
eonetancy of aind, pereistency of nurpose and the grand
aimblicity of Gecision(e2inus 3) sgshell gulde snd rule
the conduct of the Tnglieh-spesking(minus 2) peoples in
peece ap they 41d in war. ve must(minue 1) and I believe
we shell(plus 5) prove ourselves equsl to this severe
requirement, (minus 3)

vhen Ameriosn milltary men aprroect some serious

situation they are wont to wtite st the heeé 0f thelr
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Girective, the words, *Overall 3tategic Concept.' (minus
3, Plue 5) There ie wiedom in this as it leeds to clerity
of thought. (mlnus 1, minue 3, minus 8) what, then, is
the overall strategic concept which we should inscribe
toéday? (minus 3, plus A4, minua S) It iz nothing lese
then the safety snd welfzre, (minus 3) the freedom and
progresa(minue 3) of 211 the homes and families of ell
the men =nd women in 2)l the lends. 2néd here, I speak
perticulerly of the ayrisd cottege or spertment homes,
(Plus 3) where the wage-earner atrivea amid the sccildents
ond 4ifficulties of 1life, to guard hie wife snd children
fron privetion end rifig the family u» in the fear of
the Lord or upon ethlical conceptions which often play
their potent part., (minus 6)

To give security to these countlese hcmes they
must be eghielded from the two gaunt marsuders-~-wer and
tyranny. (minus 1, minus 2, minus 3, minus 5, minus 6)
¥e 8l Xnow the frightful dlasturdence in which the
ordinery fsmily 1s plunged@ vhen the curse of wrr 8swoops
dovyn uron tha drend-winner(minus 6, plue 5) end those
for vhom he workes £nd contrivee., The gwful ruin of
Turope, with »11 1te vanished glorleas, tnd of lsrge
parts of rela, glzres in our eyee;, (minus 6) when the
deelgns of wicked men or the gsggressive urge of mighty
stotes Alecolve, over lsrge sreas, the freme of civi-

112ed soclety,(minus 3) humblée: folk(minus 3) are
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confronted with difficultiss with which they cannot (minue
1) cope. (minus 6) For them all 1s distorted, broken or
even ground to pulp, (minus 1, minus 6)

when I etend here this qulet afternoch (plues 4A)

I shudder to visuslice what ie actuszlly happening to
aillions now(plus or minus 5) ané what 1e goliang to hoppen
in thie period when fsmine stalke the earth. (plue or
mirnus 5, minus 6) HKone ¢sn compute what hes been called
'the unestimated oux of humen pain.,' (minue 3) oOur
suprense task and duty(minus or plus 5) ie to guard the
homes of the comwmon pecple from the horrors snd miseries
of another wer., (minue 6) Wwe are all asgreed on thnt,
(ninue 1)

Oour Americen military colleagues, sfter heaving
proclaimed the 'Overall Strategic Concept' «nd computed
all available resources, slways proceed to the next
etep, nemely tne method. (minua 3) Here agsin there 1s
videspresd agreement, (plus or minus 5, minus 1) A
world erganization hee alresdy been erected for the prine
purpcse of preventing war. (plus 5) UNO, the successor
of the lLeague of Neticns(plus 5S), with the decislve
eddition of the United States and gll that that means,
(minue 3, minus6, plues 7) 1is elready at work. (plus 5)
¥e 3ust make sure th:t 1ts work 1s fruitful, thet it is
& reality snd not o stam, thst it 1e e force for action

and not wmerely & frothing of wcrde, thxt it 1s a true
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temple of peace, (minus 3) in which the shields of many
natlicns cen scmeday be hung anC not merely e cockpit &n
8 Tower of Sadbel, (minus 6) Before we cast away ths
e0lld assursnces of natl nal srmemsents for self-preser-
vation, we must be certalin thet our temple is bullt not
upon shiftisg sands or cuagmires, but upon the rock.
(minus 3, minua 6) Anyone with hig eyee open can sse
thet our path will be 4ifficult and slso long,(minus 1,
minus 3, minus 5, minus 6) but AL we persevere together
as we did in the two world vars,(plus 4, plus 5)«--
though not alas in the interval between them {plus or
minus 5)-~-1 cennot doudbt thet we shz2ll achleve our
conon purpose iln the end,

I have however a definite 2nd practical propossal
1o make for action, Courts and magletrates canrot
function without sheriffes and canstsbles. (plus 5) The
United Natlions Organizatiocn must immediately begin to be
eyulpped with an 1nteruationsl srmed force, (minus 1,
ginus 5) In such a matter we can only go etes by step;
(plus or mlnus 5} but we must begin now, (plus or minus
S) I propose that each of the powers snd etetes should
be invited tc dedlcate e certsin number of air s/ uadrons
to tce service of the world organization., These sguadrons
would e trainesd end piepared in thelr own countries but
would move around 1in rotstion from cne country to another,

They would wear the uniforw of thelr own countries with
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different bedges. They would not be reguired to sot
sgainst thelr own nation dbut in other respects they
would be directsd by the world organizetion, Thls might
be started on &« modest acale and grow se confldence
grev., I wished to see this done after the First world
vwer and truast it may be done forthwith. (plus &)

It would nevertheless be wrong snd imprudent
to ectrust the aecret knowledge or axperience of the
etonic tomb, which the ¥nited States, Great 2ritsin anéd
Canada now share, to the world organization, while 1t 1s
still in its infrney. (plus or minus 1, plus 4) It
would be criminal madness to cest 1% adrift in this still
agitated and ununited vorld. (plus or minus 1, plus or
sinus 5, clus or sinus 6, plus &) Ko one in any countiry
(mintus 1) has slept less well in thelir beds bLeocsuee thia
knowledge and the zethod and the ruw materiesls to apply
it are st present lergely retalned in Americsn hands,
(Plus or minues 5, plus &) I d¢ not belleve we should all
heve sleot 80 aoundly hed the positione been reveroesed and
some Comauniat or neo-Fascist state monopolized, for the
time being, these 4drea@ sgencies. (plus 5) The fear of
ther alone might esally have bexn used to enforce totall-
tarisn systems upon ths free democratic worlé, with conse-
quences appelling to husen imsginstion. (plus 5, minus 6)
god (minus 2) hae willeéd (plus or minus S5, minus 6)that

this shall not be, and we have at least a breathlng epece
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before this peril has to be encountered(minus 1, plus or
minus 5, minus 6)y end even then, if no effort 1s apsred,
we should atill possess 30 formidable a superiority as
to impose effective deterrents upon ite exployment by
others. (plue or ®minus 5) Ultinmetely, when the es-
sential brotherhood of man (minus 3%, minus 6) is truly
embodied and expressed in a world organiszution, {plus 8,
plus or minus 5) these powere mey he conflded to 1it.

I nowv come t0 the second danger wnich threatens
the cottage houe and ordinary people,(minus 6) nexely
tyranny{minus 3, minus 6). ve cannot be biind to ths
fact that the Lldbertlies enjoyed by individual clitigens
throughout the British Fapire are nmot valid in e oon.
slderable number of countrlies, some of which are very
powerful., (plus &, plus §) 1In these states, con!rol
is enforced(minus 3) upon the coammon people by verious
kinds of cll-embracing police governments,(minus 3, plue
or minue 5) to a degree which 1s overwhelsing 2né contrary
to every principal of democracy., (plus or minus 5) The
power of the state is exerclsed without restraint, elther
by dictators or by compact oligarchies operating through
a privilleged perty and ¢ politicel police. {plus 5)

It is not our duty st thls time(plus 4, plus 5), when
difficulties(minus 3) are 8o numerocus,{plus or wminua 5)
to interfere forcibly in the int-rnal affairs of countriles

whos we have not conquered im war. (minus 6) 3But we must
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never cense to proclalm in fearless tones the great
principlees of freedonm (minus 3) and the rights of man,
{minuas 3) which are the joint inheritance of the English-
speakling world(minus 2} and which, through Mmgna Carta,
the B111 of Rights, the Hobeam Cormus, Trial dy Jury and
the English common Law, {plus &4, mimus 6) find their
sopt Trmous exrression in the Neclerstlion of Inde-
pendence. (minus 6)

All this means that the people of any ecuntry
have the right and should -hsve the power by constitutionsl
sction, by freoe, unfettered elections, with secret hellot,
to choose or change the cheracter or form of government
unfder whlch they 8well, {(minus S, minus 6} thzt freedom
of anecech and thought should relign, (minus 3, minus 5) that
Courts of Justice independent of the Txecutlive, undiased
by any perty, should admintster laws whlch have recelved
the brond assent of large majorlitiee or sre consecretel
by time and custom. (minus 3, plus 4) Here sre the title
decs of freedom, which &hould lie in every cottpoge heme,
(minus 1) Here i3 the messape of the Rritish and American
neoplss (minus 2) to mankind.(plus T) 1let us preach what
we practice and prectice whet we preach.

I heve now statsd the two great dangers(minug 2}
which menace the homes of the peopls, (minus 6) I hsve
not yet spoken of poverty and privation which are in

many ceses the prevelling anxlety. But if the dsn@ers
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of war end tyrsnny ere removed, there 18 no doubt that
gclence and cooperation can bring in the next few yesars
to the world, newly teught in the herd schoecl of war,
(minus 6) an expansicn of materlsl well-being beyond
anything th«t hes yet occurredé in humen experience. (plus
4, plus 7) Now, at this esd, breathless, moment,(plus
or minus 5, plug or minue 3, plus 4, plus or minus 6) we
are plunged¢ in the hunges #né Asstress which are the
sftermath of our stupendous struggle(minua 3, plue or
minus 5, minus 6); but thls will pass and way pass quickly,
and there 1s no reason except human folly or sub-human
crlime(ninus 1, minus 2, minus 5) which ehould deny to zll
the naticns(plus 2), the insuguration ané enjoyment of an
ege of plenty. (plus 4, minus 3) I have often used words
which I learnsd fAfty yeara ago(plus 4) from a great
Irlsh-fmerlcan orstory, ¥r. Bourke Cockrar, 'There 18
enough for all, The aarth 1e a generous mother; she will
provide in plentiful abundance food for all her chiléren
1f they will but cultivate her eoll in Jjustice =nd in
peace.' (minus 3) So far we (minus 3) esre evidently in
full sgreesment. (minus 5) Now, while still pureuing
the method of reasliszing our oversll atrategic concept,
{sinus 3) Y coms to tha crux of what I have travelled
here to eay. (plue &)

Nelther the sure prevention of war, nor the

continuous rise of world organigation(plus 2) will be
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8sined without wiiat I havs ¢slled the fratarnel aa-
soclatlion of the ¥nglish-gperklng pnaoples, (minus 1,
minus 2, minus 5, minue §, miwmve 7) This Mmeana a
special relationship hetween the Brritish Commonwealth
and rmpire and the United Statea, (plus 3, minus 2)
Thle 1a no time for generalities. {(plus 3, plus 4, plus
or mlnus 5) I wlll venture to be precise. (»lue 3)
Fraternsl sssooclation requires not only the growing
friendship 1nd mutual understanding betveen our two
vast but kindred systems of aoclety but the continue
encs of the intimete relationships between owr mili.
tary alvisers, leadling to coumon study of potential
dacgers, elmllarity of weapons and zsnueles ol instruction
end intcrchenge of officers znd cedets at collseges.
(minua 2, minug 7) It esaould carry with it the continu-
ence of the nresent facllities for mutusl gzecurlty dby
the jolint use of all nevel and 2ir Force bazoes in the
nossegsion of elther country all over the world., This
woul€ perhaps double the moblllity ol the amerlcan Revy
end Alr Force. It would grestly exmend thet of the
Rritish Emulre iorcee and 1t might well lead, (plus 5)
if end as th:e¢ world calms down, (minus 6) to imprortent
finsnclel sevinge. Alresdy we use together a large
number of lslends; more mey well be ntrusted to cur

Joint cere in the neer futire. The Unlited Ststes already
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has & Permanent Tefense 2greemert wiil the Dominlon of
canedn, (plus 5} which 1s so devotedly attetched to the
fritish Comvonweslth r.néd Taplre. (plus or minus 5)
Thie agreement is more effectlive than many of thcae
vhich heve oftern been mede urcer formel alllances. (plus
or minue 5 Thie principle shculd be extendeéd to ell
the Rritish ‘ommonvealths with full reciprecity. 7Thus,
vhrtever heprent tnd thus only we shall te secure ourselves
gnd etle to work together (minue 2) for the high &nd
6Lu7le causes(minue 3) thet ere Geor to us and tode no
111 te =nhy. Fventuselly thcre mey cowe the principle of
coxron cltizenshly, (minus 3, plus 2) Thers 1s however
an iaortant cuestion we sust sgk ourselves, vould g
gpacla) relatlionship between the United Sts=tee and the
British CTommonvealth be incounsistent with our over-
riding loyslties to the world orgsnlgaticn? I reply that,
on the contre«ry, it 1s probebly(plus 5) the cnly meana
by wiiich thet orgsnizatlon w111l achisgve 1its Tull stature
ané strength. (minus 2, minue 7) There sre zlrecdy the
speclzl United Itates rrlstl ns with Cenads snd between
the Unlted Statee and the South Amcrlosn Tenullics. (plus
5) we slso have our Twenty-Yesrs Treaty of rolloborstion
snd uatusl peslcstance with Soviat Russia. (Dlus 5) 2
agrce with Mr, Ravin thet 1t might well he a Fifty Veors
Trasty. (Plus §) <ve hsve an alllance with Fortugel un-

broken since 1384, (Plus 5) Xons of thase c¢lash with
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vith the gencre) interest of & rorléd sgreezent. {Dlua or
minue 5) On the contrery they help 4t, (minues 5) 'In
zy father's house are many mansionc.' (minne’ 3, minus 6)
speclsl rsiocietlions betueen mexhers cf the United Netions
which hieve no gpggrecsive polnt sgalinst any other country,
{plur or minus 5 which herber no Gezlrn incempatidle with
he chorter of the United Rutleng,(mimic %, plus or minus
5 far from heing hsraful, ars bYenafioclel(nlus or mimus S,
mirue 1} and, as T belleve, {Dlus 5) indisnensahle.

T spoke ecrlier of the texmple of peace, (ainus 3)
workmen from £1) countries must hulld thet temple. (plus
or minug 5, minus 3) If two of the workmen !mow cach
other nurti~ulnrly well and cre old frlends, 1f thelr
Tan'llea sre intermingl=2d and i they have f:zith in each
othar'cs nurnomse, hoie in each other's future sn?d sherity
tousrde ezch other's shortcomings, to suste soms Cood
words T reafl here the other Azy,(plua A) why asnmot they
vork togotner 2t tha ~0xmon task ag friends =nd oartners?
(minue 6, minus 3, minus 5) *hy cannot they shere theilr
tools nnd thus incrense cach others' workinge powers?
Indes® -2y must &0 a0 or glae the temnle may not (plus 8) be
tullt,(atnus 6) or, being Lhuilt, 1t may (plus 8) -0llzpse,
an@ we ahall al1 te proved unteschable and have to go end
try to learn 262in for a third time, in n £-hool of wer,
Ancompershly more rigorcus than that frem whish e have
juet brern relessed. (nlus 4) The Bark ages/minus 3)

mey (plus S5) return, the stone sge(minus 3) may (plue 5)
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return on the glenming wings of ssience, snd wvhat might
nov s'over immersursble metarial hlessings upon mankind,
@any (rlus 5) even bring sbout its totsl destruction,
{mimus 6) If there if %o be a fraterne)l asnocintion of
the kin? I heve doscribed, with all the extra strength
anf cecurity wvhich doth our countries ren derive from
1t(minus 2), let us mrke aqure thet that great fect s
knovm te the world, ond that it nlszsys 1ta part in atesdy-

ing and stebhidizing the foundations of nearce. Prevention
15 hettar than cure. (minus 1, minus 3)

A shadow hns fallen uvon the scenes so lately
11zhted by the 21lied victory., (minus 3, nlus 4, nlue
or 3inur 5, minus 6) Nobody knowa whet Soviet Russis
snd its rommunist internaticnal orgsnisation intends to
do in the imrediate futurs,(minus 1, plus &4, plus or
minug 5, minue 6) or whst are the limits Af gny to their
exnensive and nroeelytizing tendencias, (minus 3, vlus
or minue €} I have a strong admiretion snd regsré for
the valient Ruessisn reOple and for my wsrtime comrade,
Foerahal Stelin. There 1s sympsthy and goodwlill in
Britain---and Y douht not here also---townrds the peoples
of all the Rusairs and a renolve to parsevere through
many differances and retuffe (minmus 3) in estsdblishing
leegting friendchine, Ye undarstand the ussinn needs
to de secure eon her weatern frontiere from sll renewal

of aerman sggreasion. (plus or wlnus 5) Ye welcome
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her (DPlus or minus 5) to her rightful nlece (minue 3)
among the leedlng naticng of the world. {plus or minus 2)
rbove nll) we welcome constant, frequent and growing
contects between the hiussisn peonle and our own people
on both sides of the Ltlentic. It is my duty,{plue or
minus 5) however, to place hefore you certsin Tacta (plus
or minus 5) sbout the nresent noeiticr in Furore. (plus 4)

rrom Stettin in the Jaltic to Trieste in the
Adrintic, en iron curtain (minus 3) has Gescended acroes
the continent. (plus or minus S, plus or minus 6) be-
hind that lins lie all the capitnls of the ancient etetes
of rTentr-1l and wastsrn pFurore. (plus or minus 5) varsaw,
narlin, Prague, Vienns, Budapest, Belgrade, ~uchareat
and 8ofla, all these femous cities and the nopulaticns
arcungd them lle in the Zoviet gphere and all are subdblect
in one form or another, not only to Soviet influence hut
to n very high and Aincreseing aeesgure c¢f control from
Moscow, (plus or minue 5) Athens alone, (plus or mlnus
5) with 1ts lmmorte:l glorles, is free tc deoide its
future (rlus or minus 5) et an election under British,
Americen snd Frencb observstion(minus 2). The Russlan-~
dominscted Polish Government (plua or minus 5) has been
encouraged to make enormous and wrongful (minus 3)
inroszds {®minua 3) upon Germany, (plus or minus 5) and
wage expulsione of millions of Germsns on a ecale

grievous snd undrezmed of sre now takxing place. (plus
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or winue 5} 7The coxmunist pertles, whlch were viry smell
in 811 these Fest:rn Strtes of Turepe, hove bacn roised
to preeminence ané power far teyoné thelr nurmbers (prlus
or minue 5) end are seelling everywhere te ctiein totall-
tarisn occnitrol.  (plus or minug 8) rFollee: governments
(mlnus 2) wre prevselling in nearly every cseq, (rlue or
ninug S! znd so fer, orcept In 7zecheslovaklie, {plue or

M

Ginua £) trtere g ne true Gemocracy. ({minue %, plug or
mirugs %;  Yurkey sné Perels wre beth profoundly plerrved
snd dlsturtsd 2t the claime vhich sre mnde upon them snd
2t the sressure being exerted by the Moscow doverament,
(Plus or minue 5 An ettempt 1s Lelng msde by the
Buselane in Terlin teo btulld up s guesl-Comrunlet party
i1n thelr zcne of Cccoupiad Germany bty showing sheclal
Tavora to grouns of left-wing Cernsn leaders. (Pplue or
minug S} 2% the end of the fighting laet June, the
rmerlican and Nritish Arnles withérew viestwarde, in
seeordance with an garlior agreexzent, te ¢ depth =t
coze polnts of 150 mlles on a front of nnarly 400 miles
to «llow tihe Hussisne to ccoupy this vast expanse of
torritory wiilch the “'estern Memocreacies had conjusred,
(plus or minus 5, plus 4) If now the Soviet Jovearnment
tries, by senarsis nctlon, to bulld up s pre-Cosmunist
Gersmeny in thelr arees,(plus 5} this will cause new
arious diffi.ultiass in the 3ritish and smerlecan zones,

(plus or minus 5) end will give the defeatel Germans the
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porer of nuttinge thegselvaes up to suction between the
soviets 2nd the vwagtern Democraclss. (plus or minus 5)
whatever conoluslons may be drawn from these facts {plus
7)~=~-and facts they aref{plus or ninus 5)---this is
certeinly not thne libereated Turope we fought to bulld up.
{minus 1, minus 2, minus 3, plus 4, plus or minue S,
winus 6) ¥Nor 1s 14t one which contains the sssentiasls of
permanent vaace. (minus 3, plus or minus 5)

In Tront of the iron curtein{minus 3) which llesg
sacroas Xurope(nlus or minys 5) sre other ceuses for
gnxlety, (nlus or minue 5, minus 6) In Italy the (omou-
nist party is sericusly hampered by having to supprort the
communist-trained HMsrshal Tite's clalme to former Italisn
territory at tiie bead of the rdrietic, (plus or minus S)
tiavertheless the future of Itely hangs in the belance,
{minus 1, plus or wlnus 5) Agein one cannot lmegine a
regerersteé iurone without = strong rFrance. (plue 5)

All my public 1life I heve worked for a strong France end
I ncver lost fsith In her destiny,(plue or minus 5) even
in the darkeat heurs. (minus 6) I willl not lose falth
now., (plus &) However, ln s great muber of countries,
fer from the kkussinn Irontliers and throughout the world,
communist fifth columns ere established snd work in
complete unity anc sbsolute obedlience to ithe directlons
taey recelve from the communist center, (plus 4, plus

or mimue 5 cxcept in the RBritish Commonwesalth a2a3d in
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the United Ststee, wheras Coamwmunisx 1ls in ite infancy,
{Plus ~r mlaus 5; the Communist parties or £1Itk colusne
(minue 3] conatitute & growlng challenge and pseril (minus
3; to ’bristisn civilizstion, ({plus or minus 5, minug 6,
minus 2) These are somwbre facts (plus or minus 5) for
gayone to hsve to recite on tie morrow of a victory
(Pluas 4) gzined by so much gplended comrzdeshl) Iin arme
and in the csuse of frecdom and democracy,(minus 3) and
ve should be mczt unwlse not to face them squarely whille
time remalne. (plus 4, plus or minues 9, minus 6

Trhe outlook ie also anxlous 1ln the TFar ZTast and
especlelly in Manchurla. (plus or mimus 5) The azreezent
which was macde at Yalts, to which I was a party, was
extremsly {zvorable to fovlet Hussla,{plue or minus 5)
but 1t was mede at & time when no one could say thst the
german vwar mlght not extend all through the suxzer and
autumn of 1945 and when the Japenese war vas expected to
lest for a further eighteen months from the end of the
German war. (plus 4, plus 5) In thles country you are
ell 80 well-informed abcut the Par vast, (minus 2, plus
or minus 5 and such devoted friends of China, (plus or
minue 5) thet I Go not need to exdpatiate on the slituation
theres (plue or minus 5)

I neve felt bound to portrsy the shadow which,
alike in the vest and in the East, falle upon the world.
(plus or minue 5) I wae & Minister at the time of the
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Versallles irssty snd o cloxke friend o?! kr. Lloyd
George. (plus 4) I 814 not myself sgree with meny things
thet wors doneg; but 1 hsve a very strong lzpression in my
mind of tist situestion, and I $ind it painful to contrset
it with thet which prevells nows (plue 4} In those dmye
there were nigh hopeg a2nd unbounded confidence th:t the
ware were over, sznd thzt the lLeegue of Hatlens would be-
come all-poverful., (plus &) I do ncet eee or feel(plus
§) the seme confidence or even the gsame hopes in the
hagpard world (minus 5) et thls time. {plus 4)

On the other hapnd 1| renulee the ldea that 2 new
war 1g ineviteble;(possible plus 6) ptill more thet it
ie imuinent, {plus 5) It e decsuse I am sure, that
ourr fortunes nre in our own hends snd thst wve holé the
power to spve the future,(minus 1, plus or minus 5) thet
I feel the Aduly to s»oeak oul now thet I have the occesion
to do ro., I 40 not belleve thet Soviat Yussie desires
war. (plue S) Yhst they desire 1e the frults of war ené
the indefinite erxpansion of thelr power and doctrines.,
(plue or minus 5) Put whet we heve to coneider here to-
day vhile time remains,(~iue &) 1is the permsnent pre-
vention of war and the estabilshment of conditions of
freedonm and Bemocracy(minus 3) ss8 rapldly ag possihle in
0l) countries. Our &ifficultiee snd dangers will not de

rezoved %y closing our eyes to them. (Plue §) They will
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not be reaoved vy were walllng to sse vhat hapnenss
{minus 6, plus or minua 5) nor will they ve relieved by
a policy of mppoasement, vhed 18 needed iz s setltleument,
(ninue 1, minus 3, plus or mims 5) and the longer this
ie delayed, the more difficult it will e and the greater
our dangers will vecowa, (plus or minus 5) Frox what I
have seen (plug 5} of our Russlan friends and 3llles
during the wer,(plus 4) I am coavinced(plue 5) that there
is notiaing they adalre so much &8s strength, and there 1s
nothing for which they have less rzgpect thun for zilltery
weakness. Tor that reasson the old doctriine of = balsnce
of powar 1ls unaound. (plue or mimus 5 Ve cannot siford,
i we zan %kel™ 1t, to work om narrov margins, offering
temptations tc a2 trial of strength. If the vealern De-
mocracles (minmis 2) stand together in strict adherence
to the principles of the Unlted Xations Charter,{minus
3) their influence (rminus 3) for furtherling those
principles (minus 3) will be lzmense and no one 18 1lkely
to moleast them. (minue 3) If however tLhey become divided
or falter 1n their duty,(minus 3) anéd if these »1l.im-
portant yoars arc allowed to elip away,(plus 4) then
indecd cztactrophe(mimus 3, minus §) may(plus 5} over-
whelm: ue ell,

L.86t time I aaw 1t 21l coming and cried sloud to
ny own fellow-.countrymen and to the world, but no one

peié any attentlon, (minue 1, minus 3, plus 4, plus or
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winue 5) Up till the year 1833 or even 1935, Geramany
might have besn seved from the swful fete whick hse
overteken her and we might{plus 5) all hzve bHeen spared
the nlserlee itler let loose upon mzukind. (plus &,
Plus or mlnug 5} Therc nevar was a war 1n all history
easier to prevent (minus 1} by timely sction thzn the
one which hee just desoleted such great areas of the
globe. (plus &, plus or winus 5) It could have been
prevented without the firing of 2 single shot,(plus or
minus %) and Germeny might{plus 5) he powerful, preaper-
ous &nd honored toéay, but noc one would listen(minue 1)
and ohe By one we were all sucked into the awful whirl-
pool. (plue or minus S) ve surely must not let that |
happen agsin,

This can only be achieved (minus 1, plus or minus
5 mAnuse 7) by reaching now, in 1948, (plus 4} a good
uUnderstanding on all points (minus 3) with Fuasia undesr
the Benzral suthority of the Uniteé RNations Organigsation
snd by maintensnce of that good underetanding{minus 3)
through many peaceful years, Ly the vorld lastrusent,
supportad by the whole sirength.of the BEnglish-spesking
world(minus 2) and all its connections. (minus 3)

lLet no man undersrate the abliding power of $he
British Empire and Commonvealih. (plus or minus 6)
Because you sce the forty-sizx milliions 12 our island
baressed ebout their food aupply, of which they only

grow one half, even in wartime, or dbecauase we heve
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Glfficelty in restarting our industries snd export
trede zfter six years of passlonste war effort, &o not
supnose tiurt we shall not cose through thkece dark years
of grivation os we have coze through the glorioue years
cf spony, or that helf e century from noxk, ycu will not
see 70 or 80 milllonse of Eritons epread sbout the world
and united in defense of our trsditions, our way of life
and of the world cauees we ané you espouse. (plus &,
Plus or minus 5, plus of minus 6) If the population of
the English-apesklng .omronweslths be addcd to that of
the United statesz, with 211 th:t such cooperation implies
in the alr, cn the sea and in science and 1industry, there
wlll he no Quivering, precarious belarnce of power to offer
lts temsptstion tc amdblition or adventure., (minus 2, Dlus
or minus 35) On the contrary, thers will be an ovar-
whelaing aseurance of security. (miauas 1, plus or uirnus
8) Il wse sdhere feaithfully to the Cherter of the United
Naticng and walk forward in sedete «nd pobar strenglh,
seeking no one's land or treapure, or seeklng te lsy no
erbitrery centrol oa the thoughte of men, 1lI all British
moral and maxterial forces and ccocnvictions ere jolned with
your own in fraternsl aeeoclatlion, the highroeds(minus 3)
of the future wlill be clear, not only for us but for all,
not only for our time but for a- century to come, (pluséd,

plus or minus 5, minus 2, plua or sinus 6)
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Jusmery: Thie chapter has denlt with the third
of the four mnin objectiveg of thls etudy; L.e., soplying
the general semsnticsa stodel estadlished An chapter Three
to e asveech,

It 18 to be uncerstocd thet in the anelysia
conteined in thile chapter a2ll words, phrases, rentences,
etceters wvhilch would apply to thie criteria estxblishead,
may not be noted, It 1s hoped thet £11 luportant eress
were foundt and eveluested according to tiie eutebllished
eriterin, fss previously menticned, since there is r
certnin degrec of subjectivity involved in an "initisl"
enelyels «nd evaluztlcn ©f thls kind, thare may hbe sone
erees of lebellng which might call for eome dlscussicn,
iven a0, it le malntained thet the vital ereas for a-
nalysis and evelustion mgy be rerdily discovered trrough
the model eastphlisbicd in this atudy.

The evnlustor msy findéd it convenient to establish
some sort nf uantitative analysls chert, suci ae the
following, to o1d in making the "initial" evalustilon,

ite plus column indicstes in the evsluator's
opinicn, certein criteris were found to be nresent within
the speech snd were used in » noscitive asrner ss dis-
curged in ‘ha)ter Three, The negative column showvs when
ah apparent violstion wes found, The plus-or-minus
entries show the evanluator's oplmion thet further investi-

gotion 1z neel@rd holore making judsgxeunt,
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CRAPTSER FIVE
EVALUATION AND COKILUSICHS

Nuwarys The preceding chepter contalns the
analysis of winston leonard Spencer Churchill's Fulton,
Miesouri speech of March 5,1946. This finel chepter
will contaln sn evaluation from the snslysis and also
deel with the fourth end last maln objective of thls
study; 1. e., concluasions ené recommendstions.

THE SPRECH EVALUATION

Through the "initial® analysis made in Chapter
Four sccording to the established genersl semanti~e
criteria, it is the opinion of thies investigator that
thurchill's apeech appeasrs to be more "intensional"
thon "extensional.” It 1ls further suggested that the
gpesker 1s gullty of this appsrent "intensionallam” due
to a lack of the “consciousness of sbstraction” as pointeé
out by epplying the "dynamic modellization™ established in
this etudy, to his apeech,

From the criteria eetzdlished for the evaluative
model produced in thias paper, it 1le suggested that the
violaticne lending to the speech being termed predomlnently
"intenelonal™ have to do with the following: apparent
"2llness" attitude an’ subseguent statements; an apparent

lack of & "multi-valued orientsticn”; apparently too many
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"multi-ordinel” words being used; and, what in the opinion
of the investigator were too many "signal reactions" being
avparently solicited,

Y2llnees" in attitude displayed by stetements were
to be noted in various portions of the speech. Through
these statements interspersed throughout the eveech, 1t
seemed thst rhurchill indicsted he had the one and only
answers to the elleged problems he posed. Uvhet he offered
at times seemed too clear-cut and definite.

It 1e suggested thet Churchill'e "two-veluednees,"
es opposed to "multi-vsluednese," took the form of con-
sldering only the United States and Grest Britsin as
heving the sole responeibility for the world's progress.
There 18 ''one-valuedness" 1t seems by his epeaking of the
"mnglish~-speaking peoples" ns holding the deatiny of man
in thelr hands. It may be coneldered that Churchill
quelified his ''two-valuedness" by advocating such an organ-
igzetion se the United Nations. But it seexms thst any
cuslification of thlis sort 1s negated with asttitudea dis-
Played throughout the sneech. At one point, ~hurchill
even suggests that the success of the United Nations 1s
dependent upon the United States and Grest Britein, which
apnesrs to be agaln, a "two-valued" orientation., Con-
cerning this apvarent "“one-and-two-valuednese," here 1is

where the "initial" evaluator may wish to alert the his-
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torien and political sclientist. The "fact-territory”
could oe checked to ascertein: (1) how close to being
correct was - hurchill, when he maintalned that the world
at the time of the gpszech,was dependent wholey upon the
United Stateg zand Great Britain; arnd, (2) was Churchill
semantically "sane" in considering th: "English-aspesking
peoples” as the seviors of the world.

In the opinion of this investigestor, too many
smbiguous words snd phraacs were used throughrout the
speech.s That 1s, Churohl}l doeg not seen to have dis-
pleyed a positive "multi-ordinel” orilentation but rether
used words of the following noture which cen mean 4i1ffer-
ent things to different people: "pinnacle of werld power;"™
“democrasy"”"; "opnortunity"; "long reproaches"; "constancy
of mind"; "Dperelste: .cy of purpose”: "grand eimplicity of
decision"; end, etcetsra. 214 ths"multi-ordinel” words
and phrases used by Churchill contaln the sams meaznings
for hls suditors sa they 41ié for him?

There arpeared to be an over-all tone of appesl
to fger in the speechs It is belleved by the 1investigator
thst this wae done through the use of words and phrases
which could cause "algnal reactions.” A Questionable
(plus or minus) "signal reaction” is tne first netstion
mede in the ePeech. The "initlegl" evsluation questions
vwhether or not these "signal reactions" were used purposely.

There pecsmed to be much positive use of "indexing
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and dating” throughout the speech.

Churchlll seezed to label in a sudbtle way many
inferences. It ia wondered if these subtle inferences
were caught by the auditors. BY the tera "subtle" is
meant the use of such words as "may," "might," “ooulq,*
etcetera. 1In the opinion of thie investigator, a "direct”
Qualification for inference would de something like "It
is my opinion," “This 1s not a fact, but 1s ay under-
standing," etcetera.

It will be noted that many times Churchill was
given a "plus or minus 5" meaning that according to the
evaluator, facts needed tc e checked further. These
Tacts could be checked by the "initlal" evaluator or
the areas in Question turned over to an historian or
political scientist for wore study.

Churchill appersntly left 1little room for further
eonsideration in much of what he had to say. Thus, it
e suggested that he wes low in "etcetera" attitude. It
geels that a major implication to be found in the speech,
ie that there is no other alternative than & bilateral
pact between the United 8States and Grest Britsln agalnst
the B8oviet Union.

The following is a summation of each general
senantics criterion---as established in Chapter Three of

this study---applied to Churchill's "The Binews Of Peace"
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AAlness Statementa. An cnelysie of Churchill's
spesahy takimg into consilderstion only the "sllness"
criterian as outiined in Chacter Three, produces in the
opinlon of this invectizator, st least twenty-nine counta
of violatfions of thie fcrmulation. There seemed to be
two questionadle "allneen" statements,

Ixasples of vwhet seem to de "sllnees-type"
etotenants may de found in the fcllowing:

Qur smupreme task and duty is to guard the homes of

the coumon people from the heorrors sné miseriee of

another war. %e sre all sgreed on that,
In labeling these as "allness"” statements, it ia offered
for consi@erstios thet whils it may generally he agreed
that many people 40 not like war, some peonlé probably
do llke war for verious reasons, Churchill seems to assunme
& "ols-valusd" type orientation 1in saying:" e are all
agreed on thet,” Quslifications in these statements would
remove the "allness" which seelis to prevsil,

Another "allness" stetement 1a found in the following:

In thile couhtry you are eall so well-informed about the
Far Easd, and such devoted friends of ~hing, that I
do not need to expetiuste on the situstion there.
It is suggested that churchill is assuming fer too much in
including gl) persons in the United States having knowledge

such se he describes,

In sperking of relessing the technicel knowledge
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of the Atonlc Bomb to other nstions, Churchlll &ellvers
a etatezent which may or masy not be an®sllness"” statement
as such, depending upon ones' poliunt of wview. Churchill
tells hls auditore: "It would de criminal medness to cast
it adrift in thies stlll ggitsted 2nd ununited world." One
may esX 1f whether to relesse the information 1s "criminsl
medness”" or not. Is the world at the time of this spesch
"st111 zgitated and upunited?® Perbaye the historlan and/
or politicel sclentist cculd ald in these questionable
areas and thus shed more light on estadlizhing the “sane-~
nesg” of these gttitudes expressed by “hurchill,

Churchill speaks of his rroposad partnership
betwzen the United Statea and Grest 2ritain in sllegerical
terms vhen he spepks of ''friends® conetructing a common
“tenple." Here, he seems to Juzlify himself and in the
opinlon of thle investigator, sevea himself from en un-
categorical "allness" cuality when he states:

thy cannot they sheore their tools and thus increase

each othere' working powers? Indeed they must do go

or slee the tample 5&; not be bullt, or, being dullt,
collapse, and we ghall sl) be proved unteachabdle

end have to go and try to leern =zgz«in for s third time,

in 2 achool of war, incompsrably more rigoroue then

thet from whilch we have Just been relessed.
Undexrlining hes been added to the words vhich 1% le believed,
tend to remove the "ellnese” atiltude from fhurchill's
thoughts and worda.
Hultli-valued Orientation, According to this

criterien, it ias suggested that the "multi.vaslueéd" formu-
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lation was evident throughout the speech for a total of
twenty-one times in e negative sense. The "multi-valued"
formuletion seemed positively apparent a total of three
times and there was one instance maerked as Questlonable.
An either-or sttitude leading to "non-multi-

valuedness" appeared evident 1in the following:

If the Western Democracles stand together in strict

sdherence to the principles of the United Rations

Cherter, their influence for further those

principles will be immense and no one ie likely to

nolest them. If however they become divided or

falter in their duty, and if these eall-important

Yeara are rllowed to slip away, then indeed

catastrophe may overwhela us all.
A dichotomy seems thus to be estadlished---that 1ls, the
West versus the East. This then, would be labeled =zs
"two~-valued" orientation according to the general sementics
criterion established in this study,

It 1s maintained that the following is an example

of "one-valuedness:"

Neither the sure prevention of war, nor the continuous

rise of world organisation will be gained without what

I have called the fraternal assoclation of the English-

speaking peoples.
In eesence, this investigsator is left with the impreassion
that thls speaker tskes the position that the "English-
speaking peoples” sre the only peoples in the world who
count. Is this what Churchill meant? Here, it would
seenm, the "initial" evalunator might want to turn to
Churchill’s biographers, to historisns and political

soientiste, etceters, in order to check yhy thie statement
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wvas nade, etcetera.

One of the three times noted when Churchill seeme
to enter the reslm of "multi-valuedness' 1e when he spesks
of the poet-wer pericd he sees the world in and the d1s-
aster walch hess resulted:

seedut this will pass sn€ may psss quickly, snd there
1# no regson except humen folly or sub-human crime

which should deny to g%&ﬂ%ﬁgtggigggg, the inaugurstion
and enjoynent of en sge ol plenty.
Underlined, 1g the purate suggestive of "multi-valuedness.”

Bultl-crédingl Crientstiop. Thle area, as noted
previouely, seems te be ohe of the chief violations made
by CShurchill in hls ebPeech. There sopears to be at least
seventy-nine uges of worde or nhreses which could mean
many different things to m=ny different people.

In the opinicn of the lnvestigetor, such words
and phrases se the follewing should be defined by the
rhetor in order to be semanticslly “sene"; "'the un.
eetimeted sum of human pein'”; "and ell that thst means®;
"the great »rincioles of freefom”; "'In ay fether's
house are msny munslens'."; "police governzente®; "true
democracy®; "the cause ¢of freedom an@ democracy™; ang,
"the estzblishment of frsedom and democracy.”

Four definitions of terms were found in the
speech, Once, the aneaker menticned th:zt he would be
preclee and not generalize. He deflned what he zeant
by a "fraternal organizetion” as being a coalitlion

betveen the Unlted Ztates and Great Rritain,
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The point to be made here 1s thet with a speech
of this tyre containing sllegetions end hypotheses of
such apparent magnitude, it would seem advisable to be
a8 speciflc ae posasible. 1t ls offered for consideration
that the speaker used for illuatrastion in this atudy, 414
not clarify himself sufficliently in relation to the criterian
established for the evealustive mollel. Further examination
here may be warrsnted in the flelds of history, political
eclence, pasychology, etceters.

Andexing end Pating., This formulation was found
et least fifty times within the speech. This 1nvestigator
vas led to belleve that"indexing and dating”"came eaey to
the spesiker, or in other words, was a possible natursl
tendency of churchill'es.

An example ©f thls criterisn 1s to be found when
Churchill atetes in the early part of his epeech: "It 1
a eolemn moment for the Americsn dsemocracy." The"indexing
and dating" lsbel was given this ststement 2lthough 1t 1s
felt the content might be juestionable. Thet 1e, 1s 1t
a fsot or an inference that this moment is "solemn" for
American demccracy?”

Another ststement given the"indexing and deting”
lebel 1s the following:

vhen 1 etand here this culet afternoon I shudder to
visualize what is ac¢tuslly happening to millions

now and what 1s going to happen in thie period wvhen
famine stalke the eerih,
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Fgcts versus Inferences. At legst eighty-nine

instsnces in the speech were given the "plus or minus 5"
designate. In st leest forty other ceees a positive
8ign was £iven while no fewer than seventeen areas of
the speech received "minus 5" designates.

The eighty-nine instances where a "plus or
minus” wes given indicated that the evaluator felt more
investigetion was needed. Investigetion into the area
of "facts" could be produced by the historisn or political
sclentist., It is felt that further investigation 1s par-
ticularly needed when tbQ-IDQQKOP Giscuseed Soviet Russis
and that country's slleged activities, desirea, strategy,
etcetera.

In moat cases, the forty "plus 5" designetes were
given when it was felt Churchill gualified himself rather
than indiceting the evaluator considsred those forty
instsnces as expressly "factuasl." Qualifications such as
the following fall into this category: "I agree with Mr.
Bevin that it @ight well be a Fifty Years Treoty." The
qualification has been underlined by the investigator.

The geventeen negative notetions regarding "facte
versus inferences," it is felt, were ingtances which
the eveluator felt could be easily ascertsined as "infer-
ences" but were used as "facts" by the orator. B8uch a
case 1s the following, when Churchill was talking of

blleteral agreements not conflicting with a general
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world organization such as the United Mstions: "On the
contrary they help 1t.," 7This 1s an"inference"on hig
part, but he presents it as a "faoct."

Symbol versus signal Resctions. At least forty-

one instances of what couléd produce *"signal reactions®

within the auditors were noted in the speech. AN example
iz to be found in this ststemont:
But we must never cease to proclaim in fearless tones
the grast principles of freedom ané the rights of
nsn, which ere the joint inheritence of the Tnglish-
apeaking world end which, through Magna Carta, the
B111 of Rights, the Mabeas Corpus, Triel by Jury ané
the &English Comaon Law, find thelr sost famous
e raession in the leclaration of Independence.
The evaluastor suggeats that the listing of the variocus
English and especielly, Aserican documents, would tend
to establish a"signsl reaction” in the minds of many
who would possibly not delsy reactions to further sscer-
tain wvhat Churchill hsd to say relative to these his-
orical documenta, It 18 further suggested that "signal
reactions®were highly possible if some sort of patriotic
or netionsligtic attitude were wented through mentioning
the docurents, But here, verhaps the historian-politicel
sclentist could be of more ald,
It 1 also noted that a "signel reaction” could
well be established in the minda of the religious
through the following Biblical cuotstion: "*In my father's

house are many mansicna'.”
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One of the seven "plue or minus 6" designates
given 1e the I'cllowing:"From Stettin in the Baltlc to
Trieste in the rdriatic, an iron curtsin has descended
acroes the continent.” It is felt the term “iron
curtain" might possibly strike an immediate note of
fear in many minds. Once again, the hilstorlan, po-
1iticel mclentist; or paychologlst, ceuld poasidly
shed more light on whether or not hurchill deliberately
used words to get instentaneous reections---cr in the
terminology of this study, “signal reactiong”---from
his euditoras.

Eteeters attitude. In this area, at lsast five

instsnces ware noted where churchill seemed to take in
other espects other then what he sPeciflically outlined.
In at least four cases 1t was felt that he definitely
lacked the "etcetera" attitude,

In speaking of what, in hia opinion, Russian
povers are 8oing, Churchill indicates the “etcetera"
attitude in the following: "-hatever concluslons mey be
drawn f1om these facts-~--and facts they ars---this 1s
certsinly not the liberated rurope we fought to build up.*
It is fslt the uee of the words,"whatever conclusions”
establlshes an attitude of more to be esald other then
the conoclusions alresdy preaented,

However, on the negstive side of this criterien,

Churchill lesves little room for more cpnsideration when
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he ptatesa:
Nelther the sure prevention of war, nor the
continuous rise of world orgenizstion vill be
galned without what X hzve called the freternel
assoclation of the Tnglish-sneaking peoples.

In general, this evaluator received an imoression
from the cChurchill speech that he was saying all that
there vas to be asald concerning his toplcs. Therefore,
the "etcetera" sttitude secmed to be missing both ex-
plicitly and implicitly.

CONCLUSIONS

One purpose ¢f this study was to establish sonme
general semantice critesrla with which to anslyze and
evaluate speeches. This criteria was esteblished through
uslng some works of Alfred Korzybskl, the "father of
general semantics" and some of hls dlsciples including
S. I. Hayskava, %Wendsll Johnson, Irving Lee, Anatol
Rapoport, =nd Harry Yeinberg plus Gordon vieemsn and
Larry Barker. Only some of the besic formulstions having
to do with general semantics wvere established for criteria,

A second purposge of thle work was to construct
a8 Eonersl semantics model for evalustion from the es-
tablished criteris. This "dynamic modelization" 1g not
Antended to be considered aksolute in that it could not
be re-organized, added to, or have deletlions made. It

is maintained, however, that the model contains certaln

of the besics of general gemebtice. Some of the baslcs of
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genoral semantios which were ueed in the model for
ovsluetlion ere: (1)"Allness Stantemente,™(2)"Mmulti-valued
Orlentetion,” {3) "Multi-0Ordinsl Orientaticn,™ (4) “Index-
ing and Deting," (5) "“acts versus Inferences," (6) "sSymbol
versus 5iinrl) Reactlone,” snd, (7) the "rteoetera" attitude,

The third purvose of this study was to show the
model's applicsbility to epeech evalustion by condueting
an annlysis and eveluasticn with one speech. It 18 mein-
tained that the use of the "dynamlc modelization" setforth
in this study will result in sn "initiel"” evelustion,
This "initiel” eveluation, it 1s felt, mey be an entity
in itself or mey noint the way to further areas of in-
vestigation, if such investigetion 1es 60 Oesired. Such
an "initinl" evealuastion seems to be vslid beczuse: (1)
when used from a sementics polint of view it willl give a
bssic indlcation as to the "asneness” or unasaness” of
the rhetor es outlineé in Chapter Three; end, (2) the
evelitetion will point to specific eress for further
investigntion by either the evalustor or grecisliets in
other flelds such se historians, political sclentiste,
peychologists, etcetsra,

The fourth purpose of this study-~-conclusions
and recomrendeticnge--are heilng oresented in this ohsdter,

This =2tudy hes merely sttemhted to set up certaln
criterie for an "initlal” evaluation, It 1s not to be

inferred thet the investigstor advocates not using the
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historicel or political sczlence anproaches teo comzmunicetion
avaluations, However, it was hoped that an additional
metheod of evaluesting might be added to any and all other
methods being used in the sleech fleld., It was hoped to
establlsn a criterlia of eveluatlon which im it's "initlel"
atages did not need to rely upon what it ecems 1s all too
fraeguently used, the historial snd/or politlcal aclence
approaches.

This investigator feels that such '"initlel”
eriteria has heen esteblished and 12 evident in the
“dynaric modelization.”

It should be made clear that tne criteria and
model weie established belfors referring to winston
Leonard Snencer Churchill's rulton, #lesouril spcech used
to 1llustrate the model, That 3sg, the investigator
mainteins that the model should be apnliceble to any
verbel or writien form of cosmisunication end waa therefore
not formed sround any one nParticular speech. Thisg, it
would seem, might meke the criterie even more velld os
e tool for evaluation,

The spsech was analyzed innumerable times ueing
the numerlesl notation aystem of "one" through “seven”
degigneting sach criterien, GExemples were then offereé
where the criteria could he found in the speech,

lestly, the "initlal" eveluestion hee indicated



93

what sreass of the speech used for 4llustrstion needed
further investigstion to test the rhetor's"saneness"
or "unasneness"” @peuking from a general semantics point
of view,

A value Jjudgument concerning Churchill snd hies
specch was restricted only to what the "initiel" e-
valustion indlcated in relation to tne gensral aemantice
criteria establlshed,

In the oplnion of this investigator after an
anz21yeis of the speech used for i1liuatration, the "inltield"
evgluction 1indicatea <lnstoin Leomnard 8j:encer Churchlll was
"intensionslly orlented." This "intensionsel orleantation”
might lead to the gpeaker being labeled as "uneane" froz
n genersl semantlics point of view and according to this
stuféy's dynamic modelization, It is felt that sore of
the rlleged "facts” of hls speech need %0 ve checked be-
fere a final lsbel of "saneness' or "unsanenesa" 1is
glven to the apeaker. The "initils2l" evaluation does,
however, point toward "ursaneness."

churchill'es epcech 1s listed “1ntensisnal" and
tentatively as "unsane” for the followlng reaecns:

(1)The number of "allnees" indications left no

room for the "etcetara” attitude and therefcre,

laft no other cholcee behind his allegetione;

(2) The speech seemed fllled with &''ohe-and-two-

vulued®orientation which left 1little or no room
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for other apnrosches or people to nid in eclving

the world problems posed by the speaker;

(S) The speech rontalned too msny worde aad

phresses of a "milti-ordinel" nature having, 1t

ie felt, different meanlings to 4ifferent people

snd the apeeker 61d not clsrify himself on what

meanings he wanted attached to the termas;

{8) Finelly, the “1nltiel"” evelusticn indlcetas

thet the anesker used meny wordes ané phrases

which could contribute towserd setablishlng "signal

reactlionsa” within his audltore when remanticelly
sPesking it would hsve been more "sene" to atrive
for the"symbel reaction™ ss defined in <hapter

Three.

In the "initiel" evalustion, 1t wae pointed cut
thet certsin =rass of the gdeech would seem to need more
investigzetion to further corrodborate the "initinl" find-
ings. That 1o, nress of history, politlicel science and
nsychology, to name just three, would probebly add more
weight to a finel velue Judgment. For instnance, some
of the etatistice given as "fects” concerning vhst, at
tne tize of the gpcech, the Rueslsns were or were not
doing, could only, it seems, be answered through an
historical end politicsl sclence study. Also, more dete
needs to bDe wade avallable as to whethas or not ‘hurchili’

wee literally sheaking only for himsell or slso othar
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individunrls, governoents, etcetera, As an exsmaple, 1t
would seem that tne political scientist could now hsave

8 better idez ss to what the governmente of CGreet Britsin,
ths Unitad Staotes gnd Husels were eeeking in 1946 at the
tine the speech weas dellivered. It might 2l80 be suggeated
that the psychologlet might be called in with the historian
an® noliticgl sclentist to delve further into Churchlll's
“one-gand-two-valuednees” snd his referrsl to the "tnglish-
spcaking peoples"” heving control over the world's affalre
in 1946. Also, the paychologist could poseibly shed

llght on any rersonel motives which would influence what
the orstor hed to ssy., and the paychologlat could possi-
bly gilve furthsr infermatiocn snd suggestions ag to why

one »f the world's elleged greatest leaders in the firat
half of the Twentieth Century, would risk semantic unsani-
ty.

The e&bove 1ndlcates some of the answers the
"dynamic mocellzation" establighed in this study cannot
answer dth the "inltlsl®” evelustion. However, as stuted
in the beginnlng of this study, such questicns were not
intended to be snawered in the '"inltisl" evaluation,

The Model. Tiie genersl semantlcs model in thile
study, frecuently referred to as "dynamic zodelization",
wos esteblilshed 1a order to produce en "inltial” indi-
cetion ga to the "assnensss" or "unseneness" of a speech.

It 18 maintzined thst the model offered has done this,
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For those using this "dynamic modelizstion" and who
wish more than an "1nitisl" anelyals, it 18 suggesated
they hsve been haelped by belng glven more srecific
sreas for further investigastion through other disciplines
suth a8 hilstory, political sclience, snd psychology,
etcetersn,

A8 the investigator has indicated freguently in
thle study, the model 1s %o be oonsldered flexible, hence
it's deglgnation as "dynesic modelization.” It 1s felt
that the model contains baslc genearsl semantlcs criteriae
which will indicete sementic "“sanensss” or "unaaneneas"
tut the criterie may be re-organized, there wmey be ad-
ditiofis or deletions, as long as the final set of criteris
glves the desired resnlt; 1.e., an "initial" evslustion.
It would seem that not every generel sementice formulation
from Alfred Korzybeki to the sresent day, need be included
in such a moflel es presented in this study. Here then,
1t would seem, entars an eree of velid subjectivity,

Thet s, 1t appears concelveble, and indeed, 16 aven advo-
ceted by this lnvestigator, thet s genersl sementicist
may have hle fevorite heandful of tocls with which he

llkez to work, lnstesd of every known formulation divided

end sub-divided, that 1s svalladble in the discipline.
raving eapplieé¢ thls stuiy's model to a sreech,

ttie following seems evident,
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(1) The evalustor felt comfortable with seven
eriterie to work with. Thst 1s, it 15 felt that
the use of more than seven criterie night prove
cunbersome snd in genersl, unnecesesary for such
an "init1al® analysis and evaluction es 18 being
advocated,
(2) FPewer than seven criteris might prove Jjust
es velid for an "initial” anslysis =zné eveluction.
It seeme concelvadble that en "initial® eveluation
looking at only one eren in the totsl general
senecntics fleld aight be sought; e, g., "facte
versus inferencec."
(3) Of the esteblished criterie for this atudy,
it-ls felt that the lavel of "saneness” or "un-
saneness” to Ye given to the spesker, is ocontin.
gent upon & check of the "fact territory.™ The
anselysls of the aneech indiceted too Trny sreas
which vers marked as *"plus or minus 5"%; 1, e.,
questionshle ss to whether what wee stoted was
"fact" or "inference."
(3) As s result of the above, (3), 1t ls felt
thst the perticular zodel eeteblisheq‘in this
study cannot sxtlefy the investigetor's inquiry
into just whut wes "fact" and whet wvze "inference,"
Through such a medel re estsblished in the payper,

one cen englly make note of vhen the gpegker
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qualifies what he 18 saying ocs an "inference,"
but, "fact” cennot be verified without further
investigation outside the "initisl” evalustive
®wodel. It secws the degree of laportance to he
attatched nere, 18 dependent upon whet sort of
flnal or ultimate result 1s wanted in ths anslysis
and evalustion of any one apesker.
(5) after having epplied tre model to one apeesh,
8 question arises ae to whether or not "allness"
and the "etcetsra" attitude should bte dividsd and
trested ns seperate criterian, Thst 18, 1t secens
thot if the speaker uases "sllnesgs' stetemests or
attitudes, he automnticelly then, excludes the
"etoetere" attlitude., Likewinme, 1f the "etcatera®
attitude 1s preeent, it would ssem thet "pllness"
would of necessity be negated, On the other hand,
a8 happened on oocasion with the spsech used in
this paper to test the model, in cne srea, the
speniker uased z2n "allness” statemsnt walle in an-
other the "etcetera” attitude ascemed evident,
The ilnvestigator would offer for ccnsiderstion
that perhape some scrt ol comparison should be
lookeé for 1f both of these formuleticns sre
Lreated oe seperate crlterian within e model.
That 18, Derhava a case for a speaier belng elther

"azne” or "uneane" semantically, might cdepend on
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bow many times be indlicated or used the "e¢toetera"
sttitude over and sbove any "allnees™ statemente
he may have used,
(6) Finelly, it is suggested thst such an "initi-1"
evalustive model established in thils study cculd be
conveniently used 1n the clasaroccs situation eithar
for tecting of atudente by the teaoher, or by the
student-body in snrlyele snd evsluation of speeches.
It would seem, that apolylng the model would make
the evalustor more avere of general semantios
formulations in oomnection with speeches snd with
other forms of commniecation, both on an intesr-and
intra-pereonal level.

Recommendationa. The following suggeetions are

mede for further research and investigation,
(1) It is felt thet numerous spolicetions of such
an "initlal” evzlustive model as produced in thig
study 1s adévieesble. This, it seems, would over
e pvariod of tire indicrte the usefulness of such
e technique.
(2) Teeting of the model with contemporary rhetors
would seem of vealue especinlly if the rhetors
could be interviewed regarding certaln cuestionebdle
sreas of thelr product,

(3) 4fter coneldersble use of the model, narticularly
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in the classrcom, perhang certasin emandation
vould be deemed neceassary o’ more affsctlive
enalysls snd eveluation.
{4) 'ilth this study's mocel or its enandated
vereion as the initiater, 2 team-tyye effort
might be conducted for the over-a2ll esveluation
of e speaker snhd hle sncech.,. & tesm offort
such: a8 thls would have apeclellists from verious
Alecivlines zeroing in on the orrtor. Tlat 1e,
the general screnticle$ could glve the "initial"
evalustlon gné subsesuent inveetligestion could
be conducteé by such suthoritlies es hietorians,
politicel sclentliets, psychologlsta, nnd, etcetera.
(3) It is Buggestsd this model or its emandated
version may be of poarticuler nld in the clasaroom
situstion to hely students, eapeclsally, to dbecoue

more Tomllisr with the fleld of general semantles,
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