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| ABSTRACT ‘
The language ofkpolltlcs often d1v1des our : world 1nto
h,two groups._ those who share our values, and those who 7'“
psupposedly oppose them.l Thls dlchotomy 1s exhlblted 1n our‘

’u'language ch01ces" we tend to glorlfy ourselves and our good3

"actlons, exculpate our bad actlons,‘v111fy those who are _jff'”

u'opposed to us, and denlgrate anythlng good on thelr s1de.;

'.The rhetorlcal processes of euphemlsm and dysphemlsm help us‘~"”

’deplct the world the way we want 1t to be seen by our

; audlences.;;”'“ "

Ex—Pres1dent Ronald Reagan was a master of the use of
"_dlchotomous language. les dlchotomles were most clearly o

present 1n hlS descrlptlons ”}U S —Sov1et relatlons and the:,'

ngmerlcan and the Sov1et mllltary.: In h1s rhetorlc,_Reagan
'bexaggerated the threat caused by the Sov1et mllltary bulldupj
to ]ustlfy the fact that the Unlted States was taklng partlji'
r1n the arms race as well.f The mllltary bulldup on the -
“hhAmerlcan s1de was exculpated whlle the Sov1et mllltary f}j
‘bulldup was v111f1ed.;"‘ et ’ |
Wlth the change of the Sov1et leadershlp in 1985

’:Reagan 'S dlchotomous thlnklng was challenged and towards o

ﬂf~fthe end of Reagan s pres1dency a sllght change 1n hlS g;;,»

VLEJ rhetorlc can be notlced°ﬁ he started to acknowledge a goodf""'

'51de to the Sov1et Unlon, however, there was often a f*

| ﬂmtendency to denlgrate the observed good.v New areas of

’=ffiiiauﬁ7f"'




dichotomies arose, and vilification flourished till the end

of his presidency.

iv
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‘ INTRODUCTION

Polltlcal rhetorlc is often a rhetorlc of prejudlce.’

, It is full of dlchotomles, 1t tends to d1v1de people into usvpf‘

u: and _h_m@ ThlS 1s an an01ent tradltlon-—polltlcal speakers,f
’ 1t seems, have always felt the need to deplct the world as o
’ black and whlte.‘ o .R‘ |
| The purpose of thls papervlsvto 111ustrate how languageﬁ
:Rcan be used for the purpose of d1v1d1ng the world 1n two.iuIaid
“’w1ll take as an example an Amerlcan polltlcal flgure from
- the 1980's, Ronald Reagan who,,I w1ll clalm, 1s

representatlve of the old tradltlon of seelng ‘the world |

t:d1v1ded 1nto a v1rtuous us,-and an ev1l them--ln Reagan s
‘vcase good Amerlcans and bad Sov1ets.;u,pf o | F. g d
o In thlS thes1s,:the concept Rgaganis_language refers to}‘
,everythlng spoken by hlm, desplte the fact that h1s speechesh
were often wrltten by speechwr1ters.; I understand Bgagan_sv
. languag not 1n the narrow sense, i. e.vthe 1dlolect of one
_Amerlcan, but rather as the language of all that he stood
'for° ‘conservatlve Amerlcan thlnklng of the 1980's.p,:h

My data are drawn from the Whlte House publlcat1on the_?;

.Weekl:.Com 11atlon_of Pres1d;nt1al_Documents}volumes 17

a 1on the 1mportance of adv1sers, see e. g. Tulls 184 186;h
and Perry. For articles about the process of writing ‘

' certain of Reagan s speeches, see e.q. Barnes; Kondracke; '

~and Shapiro. Stengel has written of Reagan. - "His wrlters_’
supply the substance; he adds the homespun parables. His

'attentlon to - speeches reflects his own perception of- the

o job: on many issues he ‘sees’ himself less as orlglnator of
. pollcy than as . the chlef marketer of it (34) i




f(198l),“18 (1982) and 23 (1987) : My data 1nclude everythlngff"y

'gReagan sald in publlc" addresses, remarks on dlfferent o
'F;occa31ons, news conferences, formal questlon-and-answer’
- sess1ons, as well as 1nforma1 exchanges w1th reporters.:in .
Y-However thls 1s not a study of spoken language per se,‘;-
‘“51nce the speeches were wrltten beforehand and carefullyih
jrehearsed.- My de01s1on to 1nclude only hlS spoken words,'*'
’"land exclude letters and wrltten documents wh1ch were. to beli"
v‘fflled in government archlves, is based on the fact that 1t
'jwas hlS spoken words whlch were made publlc, and Wthh were.:
malnly respons1b1e for formulatlng the polltlcal atmosphere
;lOf the 1980's.: These were the words that "made Amerlca’f
'sigreat agaln." i | . | | ‘
| I begln by cons1der1ng Reaganvs speeches from the early
beryears of his pre51dency (1981 and 1982), concentratlng onv.
the areas of the arms race and U S -Sov1et relatlons, in ,”v
b?whlch areas dlchotomous language was frequently employed by
hfthe former Pres1dent.' My purpose 1s to show how Reagan used,_
”1anguage to d1v1de the world 1n two, 1nto "Thls Blessed i
‘ Land" and "The Ev11 Emplre." I concentrate on the 1

‘ustructurlng of hlS messages and h1s lex1ca1 ch01ces to

reveal the 1lngu1stlc means he used to 1mpose ‘this dlchotomydf"x

”on h1s audlence, and I 1dent1fy three processes at work 1n

:hls rhetorlc' glorlflcatlon,'exculpatlon and v111flcatlon._v~



I then examlne Reagan s speeches from hlS second g

apre51dent1al term (the year 1987) 1n an attempt to determlne'»‘:

"31f there were- any changes 1n hlS rhetorlc, e. g. 1f hls'

dspeeches became 1ess dlchotomous, and more aware of
,vlcomplex1t1es.‘l,f
chhotomous polltlcal rhetorlc 1s a 51mple-m1nded way

of v1ew1ng a complex world., In Reagan s case, the change in

t{the leadershlp of the Sov1et Unlon in 1985 posed a major

dchallenge to h1s rhetor1ca1 style, he had either to change
1t or deny the changes 1n the world around hlm.‘ From this
'arlses the deeper questlon 1n thlS study*’ what happens to
'dlchotomous rhetorlc when 1t 1s confronted w1th a change 1n

ﬂthe world _a change 1n the reallty that 1t 1s supposedly

J'f:deplctlng°



| l THE DICHOTOMOUS NATURE OF POLITICAL LANGUAGE l
"It 1s plaln . i that we can ‘ :
prove people to be friends or
enemies; if they are not, we .
v can make them out to be so ...ﬂ-_'
Arlstotle =
I belleve‘that a world enlsts out51de language whlch
‘can be made to appear dlfferent accordlng to how it 1s »
descrlbed just as a plcture looks dlfferent dependlng on
the angle from whlch you are looklng at 1t. We are
'constantly creating for ourselves plctures or reallty, but
because everybody S reallty looks dlfferent dependlng on the‘”
angle from whlch it is belng looked at we w1ll never be
'able to know whose reallty is the true and objectlve one.l v:
Language is an 1mportant tool to persuade others to see
"reallty" from our p01nt of v1ew.f Language ‘is powerful and
1t 1s often used for blased purposes. vRepresentlng matters
. objectlvely or‘neutrally‘requlres a specialteffort,‘and our
feelings; attitudes'and intentions color‘our‘lexical choices
,vto‘aigreater‘or lesserpextent.‘ Besides; what would_be_g
neutral? - Neutral from;whose polnt of»view? '(ﬁolinger,GSF‘
;.69)2 : A _ :
To achleve the1r varlous goals, pOllthlanS throughout
’ tlme have exp101ted the poss1b111t1es offered by language.

_In the world of pOllthS there often exists the need to make‘j

lSee Wlttgensteln 15—17.’

~ 20n the power of language, see a150° Bennett;'Hart;
Lasswell._- . L



:: oneself andbone ‘s own actlons appear good and the‘t )
complementary need to make one’s opponents and thelr deeds d
.appear bad. Rank proposes a more subtle, four-p01nt. |
'categorlzatlon of the purposes of polltlcal language._ ié‘f
make one s own good actlons seem even better - e
‘("glorlflcatlon"), to make one s own bad actlons seem.better d
than they 1n reallty are. ("exculpatlon"), to make the ;'
opponents' bad actlons seem even worse ("v111flcatlon"),.and
gflnally, to make the opponents' good actlons seenm | |
,vunlmportant ("denlgratlon") (21 27) In the following'
’analys1s it w1ll be seen how glorlflcatlon was used by
Ronald Reagan in his references to the Unlted States,
‘exculpatlon in his references to the;U,S..mllltary bulldup,,
arms andvsoldiers, and vilification in‘his references to the;
: SoQiet‘Union and their military buildup It is 1nterest1ng
that, although three of Rank’s categorles flt neatly with-
‘Reagan s,dlchotomoqurhetorlc, it is hard to flnd examples |
of genuine denigration the downplaying of the opponents’ |
, pos1t1ve s1des or actlons, at least in the speeches of hlS
flrst presldentlal term., Thls is probably because at that
»time‘Reagan avoided speaklng about the Sov1ets' poss1ble
‘good s1des altogether, and thus denlgratlon was unnecessary.,
Varlous llngu1stlc tricks are used to glorlfy,
exculpate, v111fy, and denlgrate by polltlcal speakers. As

a cover term for all these processes we mlght use Leech’



of‘v111flcat10n (as when

_c1at10ns 1n the ca,

vaOVlet weapons "1nstruments of destructlon")

, f'chhotomous polltlcal,, nguageacan also be descrlbed asfffﬁfV

"feuphemlzlng and dysphemlzlng the objects or deeds to whlch |

| “51t is referrlng (Bollnger 119) Euphemlsm 1s "good—namlng" 1fh

tﬁlor g1v1ng nlce—soundlng names to thlngs whlch usually create

" negatlve a55001at10ns.v Euphemlsm 1s used 1n reference to

“:ftradltlonally taboo‘subjects such as death gsex and bodlly :ﬁfdh‘

.;;_parts and functlons,‘and many dlscus51ons on euphemlsm also_n.

"flnclude such areas‘as war and the mllltary.,, It is true ”f?f‘d'

Jn?that the 11ngu1s 1c¢5rocess of euphemlsm cannot be

;ifrestrlcted to certaln areas, 51nce 1f the purpose of thel

‘-fnspeaker 1s to hlde=the negatlve connotatlons a word has,,he L

”ﬂ'he'opp051te of

ey 3For dlscu551ons of euphemlsm, see e. g. Jespersen 227
_,ﬂff., ‘Leinfellner; Stern 330 ff.; Ullmann 205 ff. For . =
~euphemisms. about . war. and the mllltaryg see . Barber 255,, R

‘Bollnger 118 Boxmeyer 37 Brook 73,.and Gerber 176.




B . work because creatlng p051t1ve ass001atlons 1s the goal 1n

‘.Q_;bad ass001at10ns, 1s'present.

'-fiboth processes..winf llflcatlon dysphemlsm ﬁthe creatlon of"”'

The dlchotomous nature o

wybeen reallzed, however,f"goodnamlng“ has recelved much more £

lattentlon than "badnamlng.": Arlstotle s descrlptlonlj”i:‘

’i“esp301ally of forens1c oratory and ceremonlal oratory of

‘:dlsplay, characterlze:‘;‘dlchotomy between attacklng vs. ;Jf

“fdefendlng and pra1s1ng vs censurlng (32) Arlstotle glves:;"7

'fffa detalled descrlptlon of pralslng (62 63), but does not go e

~u31nto detall when deflnlng blamlng In fact he glves a W
';Jnegatlve deflnltlon.l "No spec1al treatment of censure and

':peratlon is needed.. Know1ng the above facts [about

y:pralslng] we know thelr contrarles,,and 1t 1s out of these ‘fr

dh'fthat speeches of censure are made" (63) Many of the 1ater

"”Lfeuphemlzlng aspectfa

warltlngs on polltlcal rhetorlc concentrate on 1ts»5]fh”‘:t'°'"'f

well.l.

:.the "substltutlon ‘of ‘an’ unpleasant or. derogatory word or

‘T,expre351on ‘for a’ pleasant or. ‘inoffensive one;’ also, ‘aword.

L or expression .so used;’.

v For a: descrlptlon,.“iff
‘“vsee also Howard 117. i e T

dpp euphemlsm‘";

“sh Dictionary deflnes dysphemlsm as,_;fffw



't‘»426)

ff'GoOdnaminq and eﬁphemism'can take many different‘forms,ff
hbut all 1nvolve bendlng the v1ewp01nt so that the plece of
‘reallty 1n questlon appears as. favorable as p0351b1e. JInuf;;‘

_i: 1ts extreme form, thlS mlndbendlng may approach 1y1ng (Sw1ft‘;

The forms that the bulldlng of p051t1ve a55001ations

- ;can take are, for example metaphors, meanlngless words,‘

”i:words of Latln orlgln,’or "sheer cloudY vagueness" (Orwell

k*130 136), the use of certaln key words, such as freedom and;f
F]'democragy (Lasswell 13), a hlgh level of abstractlon and

s ellslon of unpleasant words (Wagner 23) : Espe01ally 1n the ff'“

'mvarea of 1nternatlonal polltlcs, the emotlve content of worde o

,b:mblur reallty and make the world seem

‘fblack and'whlte. Wheniattltudes are manlpulated 1n thls

:-'manner, there 1s a danger that we mlght actually begln to o

“,v1ew the world not as a complex:whole but as Spllt into two

=,‘halves, between whlch no compromlse 1s p0551ble,, Words canf

"‘;1ndeed hurt espec1a11y 1n today s 1nternatlonal pOllthS

-3where the llfe of all humanlty is 1n the hands of a few
;polltlclans.5,o-.:ilﬁ"

| Accordlng to yet another termlnologlcal dlstlnctlon,f»“h"

S _ 5For dlscu551ons about the relatlonshlp between

H-zlanguage and reality, and the dangers of biased. rhetorlc,

. see e.g. Orwell 136- 137 Adams 45; Brown 313 =-315; Fa1r11e
‘19, Rank 1 2, and Wander 339~ 340._: : : S _




ft"purr words“'and “snarl words"6 d1v1de our world 1n two"

‘fg open,,free and democratlc versus closed enslaved and

communlst 1n Western terms (Postman 18), and s1m11ar
mlndbendlng is in progress ‘on the other 81de.7_‘Amerlcan d

‘ forelgn pollcy is supported by what Wander calls "prophetlc
l”duallsm,ﬁ a doctrlne accordlng to whlch the world 1s v1ewed
‘as con51st1ng of two camps.‘_"One 51de acts in accord w1th
all that,ls good, decent, and at one w1th God's w1ll. The,'

other side acts'in direct oppos1t10n" (342) ThlS is an e

"vldeology de51gned for coplng with a "Communlst menace"

: (343), There is no doubt that Pre51dent Reagan was a
devoted follower of thlS doctrlne, ‘His speeches followed

the oldvAmerican.speechftradition\of;thel"paranold‘style,"

: ®These are terms used e.g. by Hayakawa (56) and
McDonald (102).. Philbrick: (335) uses the terms "favorable"
vs. "unfavorable" words, and Sproule (186) talks ‘about "god
terms" (for example’ Amerlca,\allles) and "dev1l terms"
(fasc1st communlst) R S

: 7There is no doubt that bad- and goodnaming are used

- with high frequency in Soviet political speeches as well
.(May 129). There have been many studies of Soviet political.
language, for example Yakobson and Lasswell’s article
‘covering the long period of hardboiled political :
‘manipulation in Soviet Russia between 1918-1942.° Zemtsov
has written a book-length study about Soviet political.
language; he notes that on the one hand it is full of
“euphemistic glor1f10at1on and on the other hand
dysphenmistic aggressiveness (10-11). Skorov' has written

- about "Reaganomics" and about the "unprecedented:- increase of
- armaments" during Reagan’s administration (22-24), and ‘
Talbott describes some dysphemlsms used by the Soviets about
the United States (24-25). Luckham notes the rhetoric of '
‘dlsarmament from the Socialistic countries’ p01nt of view,
where the West 1s deplcted as-'a warmonger (46) :



- desCribed by'Hofstadter.¢ Accordlng to Hofstadter, rlght—
‘w1ng thlnklng 1s often based on "paran01d" assumptlons'
there has been a consplracy "to undermlne free capltallsm,,‘d

to. brlng the economy under dlrectlon of the federal

R government and to pave the way for s001a11sm or communlsm" S

"(25) Reagan s rhetorlc also has features 1n common w1th
o the style of Senator Goldwater.' communlsts are seen as thefﬁ
:tultlmate enemy who must be extermlnated 1deolog1cally, as .
‘.r"well as polltlcally (Hofstadter 128) Reagan s speeches on ’15
.eforelgn relatlons and mllltary bulldup were loaded w1th .
'vf dlchotomles of thls nature.’ He exp101ted language 1n order i

"(to make people frlends or enemles.8

v , 8For other dlscu551ons of Reagan s rhetorlc, see e. g.jvj
*Erlckson, Stuckey 1989; and Stuckey 1990. In. her ana1y51sg
- of Reagan s early speeches, Stuckey (1989) argues that :
‘Reagan’s entire world view is dlctated by the basic i
‘dlchotomy "Totalitarianism vs. Freedom" (7 ff.) The. worldm;t

. is divided simplistically ‘into "heroes and villains"

. (Stuckey 1990, 4), "the good. guys and the bad guys" (92), i
o Wgsh and "them"'(53),u"dev1l flgures" (57) and "God flgures"g,‘
(73) i TN L R 3 . . '




’~g2. IT'S A WORLD THATvWE SHARE vBUT ALAS IT'S BLACK AND
LRt = WHITE‘ REAGAN’S DICHOTOMIES
In thls sectlon of my paper I want to take the reader:f

.,w1th me to delve 1nto Reagan s dlchotomles. HlS dlchotomouS'l

';1th1nk1ng 1s by no means restrlcted to forelgn pollcy 1ssues.:ug :

sHls thlnklng was often d1v1ded in- domestlc 1ssues as well'

’-fhlmself versus Speaker O'Nelll Republlcans versus

1‘Democrats, and generally, hlmself versus those opp031ng hlm,[¥?'-ﬁ

-,Here however,»I w1ll restrlct myself to Reagan s forelgn

:,pOlle, and focus on two 1arge aspects of it, where hls '

7;ftju1c1est dlchotomles prollferated° Amerlcan—Sov1et

'ﬁrelatlons,»and the mllltary. I w1ll use Rank's four part

‘*,,d1v151on (glorlflcatlon v111flcatlon, exculpatlon, and

| ‘tdenlgratlon)l to analyze Reagan s language 1n these areas,;hp,d

| x_whlch w1ll be thematlcally subd1v1ded. fib'

I N BEAGAN'S EYE
| The glorlflcatlon of one s own country 1s an 1ntegral

bi‘and natural part of the speeches of polltlclans. One of>

nrdReagan s goals was tov"make Amerlca great agaln" 1n the eyesr,lg,_ﬂ

T pof both the Amerlcan people and the whole world.» Reagan

5fre11ed on. the old values Wthh tradltlonally have been ;-'mb"

'ltas5001ated w1th Amer1ca.r freedom and rellglon, and used

-;'fthese 1n order to bu11d up the prlde of the Amerlcan people ,..‘v

o 1_see; p;; 5above




g and to make Amerlca appear rlghteous and v1rtuous 1n the
eyes of the world. | I' | »
» To justlfy the mllltary bulldup that was g01ng on,»

"Reagan needed a reason, and fhls reason was the alleged

‘ -threat posed by the Sov1et Um.on.2 Whlle Reagan glorlfled

*l»Amerlca on the one hand on the other hand he v111f1ed the

&Sov1et Unlon w1th mena01ng terms, and w1th hlS words d1v1ded

:_the world in two. v

REAGAN’S VISION OF AMERICA R

Appeallng to people S 1nherent patrlotlsm is- an old

"ﬁpersuas1ve trlck. Most of Reagan s publlc speeches were

dlrected to an Amerlcan audlence. He gave a radlo address
to the natlon every week and in these messages he

}?frequently exer01sed the pos1t1ve emotlons of the Amerlcan

';,people towards thelr ‘own country.j He d1d thlS effectlvely

and spared no words on 1t, and it was worth the trouble
,lbecause Reagan, to reallze hls plans,.needed the support of
"the Amerlcan people., H1s patrlotlsm was a way of flatterlng

H~Amer1cans.‘ Amerlca 1s the best, you ‘are Amerlcans, so you ,f

Qare;the best To Amerlcans 1t must have sounded all rlght.ﬂlkl

?jthe rest of the world most certalnly took 1t as "typlcal I‘

;"Amerlcan boastlng LA

, 2For a dlscuss1on of "the New Cold War" and superpowerr
v propaganda, see Chomsky 208" ff.‘; .



A"nerlc:a Amerlca

_ Surprlslngly, Reagan rarely refers to Amerlca as the

"United States, ThlS‘lSQ&»ﬂEUtral ‘name of a country, and

evidently not loaded withvenough positive emotional

associations. When speaking to an American audience, he

tends most frequently to use the word nation:

(1) a. this Nation (112,173, 530/17, 564/17,
‘ ~ 668/17, 735/17, 771/17, 819/17,

925/17, 1003/17, 1048/17,
1133/17)

b. the Natlon-(722/17 1005/17, 1006/17,
163/18)

c.  this great Nation (941/17)
d. the great Nation (1110/17)

e, our Nation (545/17, 817/17, 1039/17,
: 1042/17, 1139/17, 93/18)

£. our great Nation (93/18, 155/18)
g. this Nation of ours (892/17)
h. this.great Nation of ours (47/18, 92/18)
i. a nation undef God (4/17)
Glorification is at work here. The wbrd‘nation is a term

referring‘to an entity, definite and separate from other

3The references after the examples are to the issues of

‘the Weekly Compilation of Presidential Documents. This
particular reference 112/17 is to the volume 17 (year 1981),
page 112.
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countries.? Unlike the neutral United States, it creates

associations of togetherness, shared background and mutual
goals. When it is connected with the proximal demonstrative
pronoun this--as opposed to the distal that--(a, ¢, g, h),
the possessive our (e, f), or a combination of both (h), the
positive connotations are further reinforced. The adjective
great explicitly states the President’s strategy
(c, d, £, h), but even with the definite article alone the
word nation seems to carry emotional overtones (b).

Another appellation for the United States is the word

land, which exhibits a semantic extension from "soil" to "a

political unit, including territory and all people on it."
An association with "The Holy Land" may have been intended:
(2) a. this land (3/17, 564/17, 676/17)
b. this wonderful land (1233/17)
c. this blessed land (3/17, 1319/17, 115/18)
d. our blessed land (160/18)
e. our own land (1006/17)
f. this land of ours (518/17, 1009/17)

g. a caring, loving land (92/18)

4The oxford English Dictionary defines the word nation
as an "extensive aggregate of persons, so closely associated

with each other by common descent, language, or history, as
to form a distinct race or people, usually organized as a
separate political state and occupying a definite
territory." (My underlinings)
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This land of ours ("This land is your land, this land is my
land..."), is wonderful (b), blessed (c¢), and our own (d,

e, f). These short phrases are full of emotion, and the use
of the first person plural possessive persuades the audience
to strongly identify itself with the speaker. Both possess
a common heritage and thus, by cunning inference, a common
goal as well.

If we compare the phrases "a foreign land" and "a
foreign country," we can notice that the former phrase has
exotic and even romantic associations, while the latter is
neutral, or even slightly negative, in its associations.

The word country is also sometimes used by the ex-President.
Since it is more neutral, freer of emotion, than nation and
land, the word country seems to need some "emotional
support" around it (3), unlike the word nation, which itself
is more emotional and can stand with only a definite article
(cf. 1b above):
(3) this country (641/17, 674/17, 668/17
our country (1015/17)
our free country (681/17)

The words this, our and free add the needed emotional touch

to this word. It is interesting that a function word, this,
seems to be able to carry emotional meaning. The
connotatively empty pair of function words this and that, in

addition to denoting deixis, is able in certain contexts to

15



carry the emotlonal connotatlon of tha_ belng close to us

‘and thus dear, and thaL belng far away and less agreeable.
Desplte the polltlcal vagueness ‘of the word America,
‘Which.off1c1ally means the whole Western HemiSphere, this
word is often used to replace the more impersonal United
States. Besides being;ethnocentric,.as thougthhevUnited
- States were the only "America" that counts, America is a
more abstract term than the Unlted States, and vague and
abstract terms often have the capacity to upgrade.
_(4) Amerlca is such a special country (1139/17) ,
: America ... has got its eyes and its heart on
you (1257/17) strong and prosperous America
(2/17) an America that is strong and free
(533/17) a healthy and a strong America
(1059/17) America is not a second- best s001ety :

(681/17)

Reagan personifies America: it is special, stron

prosperous, free, and healthy. Who would not be proud of
living in such a paradise? |

In one particular speech Reagan uses all the

/

appellatlons whlch in examples 1-4 function as heads of noun
phrases to refer to the United States:

(5) ...an America® that is strong and free ...
~ this much-loved country, this once and future
- land, this bright and hopeful nation whose
generous'spirit and great ideals the world still

Ssee e. g. Stern’s discussion of vague and general terms

for more precise examples of the tendency to euphemlze
(330 332).

| 6All»unde_rlin_ings in the examples from here on are
mine. ‘ ‘
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honors. (533/17)
America - country - land - pation; while on the one hand
this is an example of elegant variation, a cohesive strategy
to avoid repetition, the emotive,éontent also accumulates
with each new added phrase. With the highly favorable

adjectives strong, free, much-loved, bright, hopeful,

generous, and great, the positive emotive load of these few
phrases becomes enormous. Note that Reagan also expresses
an assumption that the whole world honors American ideals

and loves America. This assumption is manifested elsewhere:

(6) ...a society that ... is still the envy of the
world and the last, best hope of mankind.
© (1178/18)

In addition to highly favorable, emotional adjectives,
Reagan also likes to use them in superlative forms:

(7) ... a.nation.that would become the greatest the
world has ever seen. (1284/17)

... the freest and the greatest society that man
has ever known (891/17)

the freest land on Earth (1173/18)

this last and greatest bastion of freedom (2/17)
And once again, we felt the surge of pride that
comes from knowing that we’re the first and
we’re the best--and we are so because we’re
free. (539/17)
In all the above cases positive superlative qualities are
attached to America. Sometimes Reagan, however, does show

some "modesty":

(8) America is not a second-best society.
(681/17)
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The phrase not a second—bestr(s) 1s an example of a type of -
-lltotes, a den1a1 of the opp051te Wthh 1s here used to
avoid the perhaps too obv1ous boastlng tone of the phrase
‘:"Amerlca is the best soc1ety."r However, the 11totes n_t__
'}second—best drlves the same messages home. The best 5001ety>"
would make the same clalm dlrectly but belng so frequently'd

'used by advertlsers and p011t1c1ans, the word best has lost"

some of 1ts glory, and has become somewhat flat and

vmeanlngless. The advantage of not a second best is that it

vmakes the audlence thlnk about what is belng said because 1t
is not stated dlrectly. |
: Not only Amerlca but also American people receive thelrvr
vshare of glorlflcatlon. o |
| '(9)»a,.‘We re Stlll the most productlve peoole in
- the world, living in a nation with a

potential that staggers the imagination.
(111/17) . .

b. I would match the American worker agalnst
-~ any 1n ‘the world. (941/17)

'c, Today 's living Americans have foughtlharder;
~ . paid a higher price for freedom, and done
‘more to advance the dignity of man than any
: people ‘who ever llved (681/17 690/17)
vIn example (a) the Amerlcan people are ascrlbed a.
'jsuperlatlve quallty, the truth of which mlght be dlfflcult
_»to prove; vExample (b)v;s_falr-soundlng flattery. Example -
(c) is a strOng-assertion?Which'canvonly-be understood as
"_bflattery d1rected to the Amerlcan publlc.v-The statementﬁ

v cons1sts of vague favorable words and exaggerated
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generalizationSQ 'Whatidoes;’for example; “paying a‘higher“t
pricehforvfreedom" nean?:skeagan is sayingfthis of “today!so’
:AmericanSﬁpwho‘have‘never;erperienced a War'on'their‘
'vterritory.duringvtheir;iifetime; or diduReaganvmean this-in
"the very llteral sense of today’s Amerlcans hav1ng to pay
"ﬁ(l e.vtaxes) for the defense system of thelr country, whlch d
1s a h1gh prlce 1ndeed° | | |

Certaln values are frequently attached to Amerlca, and
the most commonly mentloned of these are freedom and _[
brellglon. These values have a 1ong tradltlon in Amerlcan .
thlnklng, 901ng back to the Declaratlon of Independence. In

hls rhetorlc,.Reagan bullds strongly on thls old tradltlon.

Freedom

“The words free and freedom are often mentloned as belng

_among the most frequently employed abstractlons in polltlcal
‘ speak1ng,7 and Reaganpllves up to thls general;zatlon. The
. follow1ng phrases refer to Amerlca. | | -
: (10) a.g,a trustee of freedom and peace (90/18)

b. thls last and greatest bastlon of freedom

(2/17)
vThese‘are both Strong.metaphors;’depicting'America_as

-’something'trQStworthy'and capable of handiing mattersv(a)j

| 7Weldon mentlons the words llberty and freedom as words'
“used mainly to arouse emotlon," and he questlons "what it
means to say that a person is free «.s ‘Free from what""
(69 70) ' : _ S
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or, ‘as a stronghold defendlng people s freedom from attacks‘
from outs1de (b) The metaphor in example (b) is of
military origin, 1mply1ng the defen51ve, non- aggress1ve
nature of the Unlted States' mllltary mlght 8 :

The word freedom 1tse1f 1s’rlchﬂw1th‘emotion, and
Reagan liked to reinforce its affective quality by
introducing it with highiy emotional diction, and describing
it w1th favorable adjectlves 1n superlatlve form'

(11) At Cancun we will promote a revolutionary idea
~ born more than 200 years ago, carried to our
shores in the hearts of millions of immigrants

~~ and refugees, and defended by all who risked
their lives so that you and I and our children
could still believe in a brighter tomorrow.

- It’s called freedom, and it works. It’s still
the most exciting, progressive, and successful
idea the world has ever known. (1143/17) ‘

‘The phrase zou and I and our chlldren is 1mportant here:
because, by 1nclud1ng the hearers, it makes this a personal
message to»them.w Freedom is the prerequlslte to a brlghter
tomorrow.

' Being free is given.as the cauSe of other good things:

(12)_... we're ‘happy and proud begause we’re free
' ‘oo (721/17) , v :

And once- agaln, we felt the surge of prlde that
comes from knowing that we’re the first and
we’re the best--and we are so because we’re
free. (539/17)

 8Hook has writteh‘an interesting article about the
“metaphorlc legitimization" of Japan’s military buildup:
Japan is a "hedgehog " "3 small, defensive creature" and its
military buildup is referred to as "house 1nsurance"
(94-97).
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Freedom——whatever Reagan understood by 1t (pos51bly
"~cap1tallsm, mlnlmal government control over people s 11ves,”h
l;and on the other hand mlnlmal government protectlon from
‘11fe s mlsfortunes)—-was ev1dently placed at the top in ‘&Cyft
fReagan s hlerarchy of values.5.> | | | |
| (13) a.gyThe most pre01ous glft we have 1s our
__'polltlcal freedom--the. legacy left us by
. Virginians like Jefferson, Madison, and
B 'Patrlck Henry (1194/17) '
”ﬁ5ﬁb,Rf..._the unlque form of government that
» ~“allows us the freedom to choose our own
_destlny ....(690/17)
'Example (13 b) contalns the assumptlons that people can
"choose thelr dest1n1es,3and that belng allowed to do so 1s h
‘afreedom.; The same assumptlons are present in the follow1ng
ftexample. | | o
) (14) ...,we can leave [our chlldren] llberty in a
- land where every individual has the opportunity
o to be whatever God 1ntended us to be. (98/17)
If God 1ntended some people to be, say, poor, the‘l

.}government can wash 1ts hands.. ThlS 1eads us to the 1ssue

'g‘of rellglon 1n Reagan s speeches.gp_;f?f'

Rellglon 1f‘fd“f
UG Rellglon 1s often closely tied w1th pOllthS, ‘and 51nce
‘;the blrth of the natlon, rellglon has been regarded as a

‘3trad1t10nal Amerlcan value. In Reagan s famlly rellglous

| jvalues were appre01ated and the Chr1st1an church played an

:_1mportant part 1n hlS early 11fe (Wllls 16 17) Hofstadter _f




“rwrltes.that "ascetlc-Protestantlsm remalnsva 51gn1flcant .
‘f’undercurrent 1n contemporary Amerlca" (79), and Reagan
'n’follows thlS tradltlon,: at least that 1s how he chose to
}}market hlmself._v -:l;j,;fV_; "f“

Rellglon and freedom are readlly llnked together°

’ '(15)‘ (Q I belleve God 1ntended for us to be free;f B

(4/17)

:]... man 1s born w1th certaln God-glven rlghts.jf
(1172/17) S R L o

As5001atlons w1th "The Pledge of Alleglance" are
';evoked., |

(16) a natlon under God (4/17)

Accordlng to Reagan, God was behlnd the blrth of
"Amerlca" PRV | |

(17) There must have been a D1v1ne plan that ‘
. ,brought to this blessed land people from every‘[.
”:,corner of the Earth ....(1235/17)

v;‘tf,... there is a plan, somehow a d1v1ne plan for‘
o ’all of us. (115/18)

oo thlS blessed land was set apart in a very o
”;spe01al ‘way, a country created by men and women
- who came here not in search of gold but in
'“f’Search of God._(115/18) :

o For glorlflcatlon purposes, Reagan reserves God for the‘f”'”

Lo 9For Reagan s attachment to old Amerlcan values,'see
e g. Dallek (4 8) b .
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Ihe_zree_ﬂgrld
The governments whose pr1n01p1es Reagan agrees w1th

talso recelve thelr share of glorlflcatlon. All non—v

Hcommunlst countrles form "the free world" (659/17 754/17),1' B

.and Reagan makes thls expllclt--free means Western (18 a),
and 1mp11es that the Western Hemisphere con31sts and should

’ con51st only of freedom-lov;ng peoplg (18 b)

(18) a. in the Western World 1n the free world
(68/17) L e

l'ib; Freedom—lov1ng people in thls hemlsphere:‘
(462/18) s S S e

o It is noteworthy that reedom-lov1ng p pl

: systematlcally means people 11v1ng 1n countrles whose

ﬂeconomlc systems favor free enterprlse.i Freedom 1n that f’“’

.sense is the concept that t1es all of those countrles'**t
together w1th the Unltes States. o

(19) Mr. Pre51dent you re a man, and Venezuelans
. are a people whose love of life and of fre
- are something w1th which the people of the
° United States can 1dent1fy. You and your

country stand for those yalues and those S
 principles that reflect g best of mgnklng .
(1271/17) L ,

V'In th1s example, glorlfylng abstractlons (love, llfe,;f‘”31

'_freedom,_etc ) are frequent and a superlatlve (the best off o

‘mank1nd) 1s also used. In other examples Australla is "a |
‘lforce of peace" (708/17), Spaln LY beacon of hope",]iws

3 :(1124/17), and West Germany stands on "the Cllff of

H*,freedom°":
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. intensifying one’s: oy




”:“?e}fxthe force"of tyranny (1406/17) :vfl7°“

er-'_p"'-f'.f't'the forces of aggre551on,‘1aw1essness, and -
~4j'tyranny (949/17) : ‘ S o

K pg;o tyrants (500/17)
~h. ‘aggressors (152/18)
fdvii}(the enemles of freedom (4/17 890/17)hs

\',J;s a country whlch denles freedom to ltS--
e people——the Sov1et Unlon (1139/17)

ke ffoe of freedom (199/17)
1'."’,7_foe (734/17)

m. potent1a1 adversarles (4/17 734/17;‘
309/18) o - " -

'n;'pour adversarles (181/18, 182/18)

\“o. :our adversarles, such as the Sov1et Unlon .f“
o (61/18) , o :

}All thlS "snarl—talk" serves the purpose of villfylng the
Sov1et Unlon.: At the tlme, Reagan wasvln;the process,of

' bulldlng up the Amerlcan m111tary, enormous sums of'doilars |
'were needed and w1thout a 1eg1t1mate purpose, w1thout a
threat mena01ng “freedom" (1, j, k), the people and the
chngress of the Unlted States would perhaps not have been
‘motlvated to devote thelr money to the purpose of protectlnd g

'57themse1ves.“hr

’ The use of the word‘force/forces (a-f) connotes the

."'_mllltary and v1olence 'and is also a metaphor for somethlng o

h that 1s not under human control.f The wordvevrlx(a),,slncen



t 1t appears frequently 1n the Blble, carrles rellglous and
‘}moral connotatlons. To be ev1l is worse than to be bad. o

"The Russ1ans" (1233/17 1328/17) is used as a synonym

‘ ‘for "the Sov1ets“ (196/17), whlch is ‘a common practlce, but

1ncorrect because Ru551ans represent only one natlonallty

group in the Sov1et Unlon. The use of the pre—revolutlonary"

‘»'Russ1an for the post-revolutlonary Sov1et and the rep1a01ngvg

of a whole w1th a part of 1t mlght be seen as reflectlng
dlsrespect towards the Sov1et Unlon, a refusal ‘to
'acknowledge 1t as a soverelgn country. If 1t is not a way
of show1ng'dlsrespect .one would expect a more pre01se use
of termlnology from a Pre51dent. on the other hand, Lenin’s
flrst name, accordlng to Reagan, was- leolal... (Quotations
25).10 : _ _ ‘ :
| Reagan does not‘always’overtly state that he 15'
referrlng to the Sov1et Unlon, but it is clear from the-“
_context.y Sometlmes he makes it expllclt as in (j) and (o)
above. . In the follow1ng exchange w1th reporters he
yrepeatedly refers to the Sov1et Unlon w1thout expllcltly
statlng 1t. |
| (22) Reagan-: I want to sit down——and we already are
'sitting down with them--to discuss legitimate
arms reductions.... Today they are llterally
“starving their people of consumer products in’

order to maintain this great military bulldup..rw
We think t;gy ve been able to get away w1th

: 10In one of h1s speeches Reagan c1ted Lenln. "There is
a 11ne attrlbuted to Nikolai Lenin: - ‘The road to Amerlca
leads through Mex1co.f" (473/23)



ﬁ*thlS because we! ve been unllaterally dlsarmlng h
,’for the last several years. When they see. that‘;’
‘'we mean it ... L

- Question: By "them, “vobv1ously you re: talklng o

- about the Russians.

['Reagan. Yes. (182/18)

This shows that he assumed that others followed hlS 11ne of
fthought and knew who "they" were Wthh I thlnk was the
' case '"They" in certaln negatlve contexts in Reagan s j
speech unamblguously seems to refer to the Sov1ets, Wthh
;allows for the 1nference that the Sov1ets are the only or
: the most 1mportant bad people that he talks about. |
The Sov1et Unlon, thls.“ev11 force," represents an o
’1deology whlch Reagan does not know whether to call
soc1allsm or communlsm (23 a), but 1t 1s ‘an 1deology whlch
‘would spread unless somethlng was done, what need would
;'dthere be to bulld up the m111tary 1f thlS were not the case’t
'Communlsm was a spreadlng dlsease and Reagan devoted hlmself v‘
1to maklng the Amerlcan people aware of 1t and afrald of 1t.y d:
o M(23),a, ‘...'th ey hold their determlnatlon that _
P . their goal must be the promotion of world
revolution and a one-world Socialist or v
© . Communist state, whlchever word you want to
rfbuse. (66/17) » S : AT
lﬂb.,,;,,;gggy.... have openly ‘and publlcly
‘r-;,declared that the only morality they S
o recognlze is what will further their cause,é;‘

~meaning they reserve unto themselves the -

- right to gommlt any crime, to l;e, to
' cheat, in order to attain that, and that is
a”~moral, not immoral, and. when ‘you do - g
- business with them ... you keep that 1n
’w_mind. (66 67/17) L ‘

"j-c;»_... the teachlngs of Marx1st-Len1n1sm -
e -!conflrm what I sald..;. what I spelled out n




was that th ey . recognlze as 1mmoral nly

those things Wthh would delay or interfere -
~with the spread of socialism and that o

otherw1se anythlng that furthers 5001a11smf
L ees is moral.

- 'Now I dldn't set out to talk harshly about
. them. I just told the truth, and it’s what‘
. Harry Truman said it was once for some ST

Wpeople when they hear Lhe truth (1348/17)‘:

”"In examples (23 b-c) the moral values of s001allsts are
‘questloned.‘ The use of the words _nly and g_y/anythlng make‘?dv
the assertlons hyperboles._.stlll Reagan clalms he~1s just‘t
telllng the truth about the Sov1ets (23 c), and refers to

Truman, who was famous for hls dlchotomous antl-communlst

‘.iyrhetorlc};l By characterlzlng s001allsm as "commlttlng

crlmes;" "1Y1n9“ and "cheatlng" (23 b), 1t is no wonder that "

Reagan was able to create an atmosphere of cold war in just e
k’.a few months after becomlng Pre51dent._,‘ »
What else d1d Reagan tell us about s001a11sm7 AﬁéﬁQW
t’)other thlngs, he remlnds hlS 1lsteners that the Sov1ets do.
,‘not have a God, s001allsm 1s thelr "rellglon“ (1419/17) 'It,f‘
¢1s "an 1deology that smothers freedom and 1ndependence and.“v

"denles the ex1stence of God" (108/18), or 1t 1s "an i

afllloglcal system,'a system that has no trust ‘no bellef or’fl‘g,”'

Z;f;falth 1n people" (737/17) Sometlmes Reagan only h1nts atavf'-'

:_thls nameless terror, referrlng to "certaln economlc

11For an analys1s of Truman s 1949 Inaugural Address,‘;
‘see Smith 383-392. Smith writes: "Truman’s inaugural -
- address gave.'our case’ in the fight. No President since»v,y
‘has had the 1n51ght or the courage to change the terms" .
- (392). ‘ Co . _
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atheorles that use the rhetorlc of clasx
ﬁilnjustlce" (532/17) LR |
| If the above does not palnt a. dark enough‘plcture offefl:\
:t5001a11sm, Reagan v1v1d1y relates what s001allsm and 1ts yfk
advocates do.. they “preach the supremacy of the state" ;

| a(207/17),-"suffocate" people "under [an] oppre551ve whlm,"

struggle to justify =

"f."[encourage] hatred and confllct" (108/18),1"oppose the 1dea" o

fdof freedom,-. are 1ntolerant of natlonal 1ndependence, and[ .

‘fv hostlle to the European values of democracy and the rule of

z_lawu (1379/17), they "preach revolutlon agalnst tyranny, but’ Lh‘””ﬁ‘

- they 1ntend to replace 1t w1th the tyranny of

o totalltarlanlsm" (1171/17), and they answer "the stlrrlngs R

vfof 11berty w1th brute force, k1111ngs mass arrests, and theffj[

settlng up of concentratlon camps" (1405/17)

T:~yh All the above descrlptlons of the advocates of the e
,Sov1et system create a frlghtenlng p1cture of them and they»\
2h1deology they represent. Sometlmes, however, Reagan changesj«
ghls strategy from palntlng horror plctures of the Sov1et i,’

: Unlon, to tr1v1a1121ng and den1grat1ng 1t.v The follow1ng

fpatronlzlng statements 1mply that we are so morally superlor, .'

(24) ...,cllches,;..wa gaggle of bogus prophe01es ;?”
_ ;and petty superstltlons. (207/17) R

e f... a sadyand rather blzarre chapter in- human },u‘
’Q,jhlstory., (207/17) ‘ : : o




Reagan also talks about the Sov1ets as 1f they were S

v11ttle chlldren.t,}y;fl

(25) I can't e aa s1mply hope that the Sov1ets w111
behave themselves oee (167/18), - _

'"‘and sometlmes he reduces hlmself to the level of a Chlld bwa”‘

'»adopt1ng a tone of "I-am—belng—nlce-and-you re-stlll—not- ]‘
'kfplaylng-accordlng-to-my—rules"°:- ' |

(26) Well the real reason why they re: not comlng
“[to a summit meeting in: Cancun, Mex1co] is T o
they ‘have nothlng to offer. In fact, we have
- Jjust one questlon for ‘them: Who's feedlng '
whom7 (1139/17) . R ‘

In one th1ng Reagan is resolute and con51stent. -the;l'
bfspread of communlsm must be prevented’i

.(27) a, oie.e we w1ll stand together «.. 1in our o -
R opp051t10n to the spread to our shores of' e
:hostlle totalltarlan systems e (1265/17)_v

'I'b;'j..; we' must stand together for the S
_ 1ntegr1ty of our hemisphere, for the
o 1nv1olab111ty of its nations, for its
defense against imported ter: orism, and for
the r1ghts of all our citizens to be free -
~ from the provocations triggered from TR
'[f'out51de ‘our sphere for malevolent purposes.‘..
'y(282/17) ' ‘ _ .

"rc;bf... we w1ll not look the other way as

gggg£§§§91§ usurp the rights of independent y,,tgv

~ _people or watch idly while they foment S
- revolutlons to 1mpose the rule of tyrants.'-L~
,(152/18) T SR R T

o a. 1... ‘we will express our . qulet determlnatlon‘ﬁ
", to defend those 1nst1tutlons agalnSt any:
,threat. (754/17) . ‘

.yAll these examples start w1th elther "we w111" or “we must o

L Keeplng the Western Hemlsphere free from communlsm 1s



;nouns terrorls

’1_'espec1ally 1mportant (a, b), and"the threat posed byvgs i

3?communlsm 1s agaln descrlbed w1th v1v1d dysphemlsms.jfThéan"r

f,kadjectlves ostlle, totalltarlan (a) and malgvglen r“theffw:"’J

‘-tyrants (c) and th;eat (d),”andvthe verbs spread (11ke a

(h¢'d1sease) (a), r;gger (b),;:sur " gomen and ;mpgsg (c) are

'stall rlch in negatlve connotatlon.. They work together to,

H;iﬁv111fy the Sov1et Unlon and 1ts "ev11 purposes."ihddf)f}?i”

“”?jﬁ... the forces of good
soo7ultimately rally and -
RN trlumph over ev1l " (207/17)

Ronald Reagan

(rdvocat;on (b),, ressors, reyolgt ns,f B

No OfflClal war between the Unlted States and theaﬁ7'

| )Sov1et Unlon was proclalmed but there was a war of words‘ij‘:’

:vg01ng on, creatlng afstrong 1mpre551on of a battle between ’»‘.Q

"1_”good and ev11 ‘whlch Reagan was cleverly able to flt 1nto ijﬂ;f

r;'the an01ent frame whereln morallty and rellglous values are, :

'ﬂ}’gconfronted by 1mmora11ty and ev11.¢ There 1s a deep

qh'dlfference between the Unlted States and the Sov1et Unlon, :'gﬁ

“'the one representlng capltallsm and the other soc1a11sm,

'*hr;thls 1s a polltlcal and economlc oppos1t10n. However,

tfReagan "elevates" thls oppos1t10n to an abstract 1eve1 to a

o dlchotomy of nght and Wrong°"

(28) . thls 1sn't a questlon of East versus West
: 'g’of the‘U;S. versus the Sov1et Unlon.m_f ’ :




It’s a questlon of reedom versus ‘com uls o ,-*
of what works versus what doesn’t wgrk ’
sense versus non—sense.x (1139/17)

vr81nce the ratlonal opp051tlon of two dlfferent economlcb
_‘systems had been elevated to an opposxtlon in sp1r1tua1 :‘_;‘
'spheres, a battle between good and bad splrlts can be-*bu‘
1nferred a battle not w1thout Blbllcal 1mpllcat10ns-

(2_9) a. But, ‘good men, with the help of God
3 ' cooperatlng with one another, can and will
,prevall over ev1l. (851/17)

o b. Let the 11ght of millions of candles in
-~ American homes give notice that the light
- of freedom is not going to be extinguished.
'We are blessed with a freedom and abundance
- denied to so many....‘these_blessings bring .
- with them a solid obligation, an obligation
~ to the God who guides us, an obligation to
~the. herltage of llberty and dlgnlty handed
~down to us by our forefathers and an :
"obllgatlon to the children of the world,
~ whose future will be shaped by the way we
v;llve our llves today. (1407/17) ST

The metaphor of the 1;ght gf fregdom (29 b) and the danger
of it belng extlngulshed 1mply that dark forces are

threatenlng to spread., Three dlfferent types of obllgatlons:

are t1ed w1th the preserv1ng of “the llght of freedom°" _It;'j‘"'}

nh‘ls the w111 of God the w1ll of the forefathers, and 1t has

to be done because of "the chlldren of the world." It 1sﬂ

B 1mp11ed that dark forces are threatenlng the future of the
‘world's chlldren, and 1n the f011071ng extract thlS threat

wils expllcltly stated°»'

(30) ...,the fo 0 si : .
: tyrannz intent on exploltlng weakness. They
.seek to undo the work of generatlons of our

people, to put out a llght that we'’ve bgen

32



& people, to put out,a
tendlng S e (949/17)

- One of the unwrltten rules of dlchotomous rhetorlc 1s
that 1deas can be repeated over and over agaln, 1f they are'

dressed 1n a’ dlfferent form. The 1dea in example (30) 1s ,f

the same as 1n (31 a—c), but the elements of the phrases are'f -

‘dlfferent However, certaln key terms, such as gr_~dgm
threaten and destroy recur'l

(31) a. ...‘the surv1val of our nations and the

.. .. .. peace of the world are threatened by forces
‘which are w1111ng to exert any pressure,
test any will, and destroy any freedom.
‘(199/17) S S amas

© b. We live in a. precarious world threatened by
totalitarian forces who seek to subvert andv‘

destroy freedom.n (969/17)

”cQ vee @ world where freedom and democracy are
,constantly challenged. (708/17)

Reagan also expresses hls counter-threat to the Sov1ets.

 and their allles"‘
(32) No" foe of freedom should doubt our resolve.‘
(199/17) ‘

'When actlon is called for we’re,taging
1t (81/18) k AR

P Amerlca w111 not conduct ’‘business as
usual’ with the forces of oppression. If the
- events in Poland continue to deterlorate,'
: further measures w1ll follow.‘(81/18)

"Toward those who would ‘export terrorism and

‘ {subver51on in the cCaribbean and elsewhere,
especially Cuba and Libya, we will act w1th
flrmness. (81/18) ~ e :



'1bThese are: all threats.;.lf fou do not‘follow our rules, we‘jt'
‘w1ll punlsh you., A parallel between playlng chlldren and
,fworld pOllthS 1s agaln ev1dent.s“v’ » ‘ :
| Accordlng to Reagan, the lelSlon between the Unlted
States and the Sov1et Unlon dld not arlse untll after the
‘ Second_World;War. Reagan glves a. short account of how 1t |
"came“into being; ‘In thlS speech generos1ty is opposed to
' meanness of sp1r1t. |

(33) We_set out to restore the war-ravaged lands of
our erstwhile enemies as well as our friends.
We prevented what could have been a retreat

~into the‘Dark’Ages. Unfortunately another

- great power' in the world was marchlng to a
different drumbeat, creating a s001ety in which
everything that ;sn't compulsory is prohibited.
The citizens of that society have 11tt1e more :
to say about their government than a prison A
inmate has to say about the prison '
admlnlstratlon.,(562 563/17)

We are glorified because we are actlng 1n accordance w1th
- the Blbllcal expectatlon‘of helplng even our enemies. The.
Sov1et Unlon is v111f1ed by belng compared to a prlson.‘ It
is true that there are rules, orders and prohlbltlons 1n
_ Sov1et 5001ety-—st111 the use of everythlng in the phrase |
ppeverythlng thatllsnltacompulsorg is prohibited 1s an obvlous
xhyperbole.’ | ” e L !
In fairy tales the good always w1ns, and Reagan
: promlses that the good w1ll also w1n thlS partlcular battle:
(34) The West won’t contain communism, it will
: vtranscend communism. It won’t bother to

~dismiss or denounce it, it will dismiss it as.
~ some blzarre chapter in human hlstory whose



. ylast pages are even now being wrltten. (532/17);h'h

freedom w111 eventually trlumph over

“dftyranny.... Time will find them beaten. The -
,ijeacon of freedom shines here for all who w111
.. see, 1nsp1r1ng free men and captlves alike, and’

" no

wall, no curtain,; nor- totalltarlan state canr_,"

_ shut 1t out (1171/17)

Thls 51de, however, cannot be empha51zed too much,

otherw1se, 1f people become too conv1nced that good w111

'}w1n, there mlght not be enough 1ncent1ve to contlnue the

arms.race,..gj”

- chhotomous ronounsf'~, .

oie what we had to do—-the o
renewal of the American. splrlt. -

"ﬁgAnd I used a number of times.

the word ‘we,’ and I ‘want to
emphasize that because that’s
the only way I know how to do’

~it. We are a team. We’re
B -t'gOlng to act as a team."
K _.(30/17) ‘ B

Ronald Reagan

Because pronouns are usually con51dered semantlcally

f"empty," 1t 1s i

nterestlng to note that they also can be

used dlchotomously.f The use of the delctlc we and hey does

’”jnot necessarlly

represent a dlchotomy in thlnklng, s1nce thev |

| B maln dlstlnctlon they express reflects prox1m1ty vsS.

E fdlstance (self vs.:other 1dent1f1cat10n), but when used

,5frequently, they begln to etch a deeper and deeper llne l‘e}~°"



between those who are 1ncluded;on our

excluded 12

The follow1ng extract refers.to poss1ble arms'rf'

reductlons.wg;iu[f” S

(35) We re g01ng to contlnue, at the same tlme we
= _;are g01ng to contlnue to urge ;hg_ to sit down
~with us in a program’ ‘of realistic strategic
Larms’ reductlon.; ‘But it w111 be the first time
‘that we have ever sat on our side of the table
. and let them know that there’s a new chip on . =
the table. - And “that- Chlp is: There will be
legltlmate arms. reductlon, verifiable arms -
'reductlon, or th’y will be in an arms race
v Wthh thex can't w1n. (923/17) ‘

o ThlS card-game metaphor 111ustrates the two superpowers
Tlnvolved 1n a game where chlps are thrown on the table and

| which d1v1des the partles, and where we are determlned to

~a1w1n~over them.” Games, arms race 1ncluded also ;nvolve .
'jconsequences.“lf y do thls, we do that.

In example (36) Reagan speaks about the phllosophy of

" ~”s001allsm°

(36),... that is thelr phllosophy, it’s thelr
b Jfrellglon.- ‘And as’ 1ong as. they adhere to’ that
*ﬂ we’re fools if we do not negotlate,,,- .
A ,recognlzlng that hey‘clalm that rlght for
”~f},themselves.-(1419/17)

The master of "d1v1s1ve rhetorlc" reallzes the power off

’“ﬂwords, and uses 1t'de11berately as a polltlcal strategy

chhe follhw1ng extract presupposes that Reagan belleves 1n

'_f‘the power of language.rfﬁ

12cf. stuckey 1990, 32 ££., 56.W\;jf]\+%'

side and those who are



(37) Let us put an end»to the d1v1s1ve rhetorlc of

- ... 'us versus: them, ‘North versus South.’
N“]Instead let us decide what all of us, both

3 ,f?developed and developlng countrles, can
Vl-accompllsh together..(1054/17) :

‘Sadly, Reagan was only talklng about North—South relatlons

o 1ns1de the Amerlcas, not East-West relatlons.»ff'““

Innocent pronouns themselves do not d1v1de our world,

hbut the repltlous use of us versus them empha51zes the fact

1_'that the world has already been d1v1ded.:

There 1s another set of pronouns Wthh shows thlS

,yd1v1s1on on a more emotlonal level than ‘us: vs. them, Wthh
,ba51cally 1ndlcate 1nclus1on and exclus1on, namely the pa1r ?.“
'she—lt and thelr posse551ve forms her-lts._ In. the same way;,ﬁf
"lthat we refer to cats and dogs us1ng elther‘he/she or 1t |
”dependlng on the degree of our personal affectlon for thevv
- anlmal 1n questlon, we can also show our affectlon toward

countrles by choos1ng between §n_/her and 1t/;t

(38) a;ffAmerlca w1“ffbe.- And. thls tlme hg
;,w1ll be for everyone..(702/17) :

Mwas yesterday (832/17)

v\,nAmerlca now has an economlc plan for her

R future.'(832/17) : ‘ :

~mpi;,d;f{;.. Amerlca-—h er way Qe her people ...;f”
. her strength as’ a natlon._(1001/17) '

ije;Q;Amerlca w1ll honor her commltments to {C*’
: ””“Japan “o'd (503/17) ' _—

Cut the dynamlcsf_f the Australlan way of
ife ‘make her an even more powerful ally,
1) "lltt of - he people make he an

merica is: better off today than'shef;73161ﬂ7*"“



manlpulatlon.







hlnts at thls threat, suggestlng that people have no way of S

know1ng how great the menace 1n actuallty 1s.v

‘.(41) e but now 1t's been conflrmed that there are -
: .:gvthlngs that, in this job—-there is 1nformatlon :
that you. have that probably you’re the only
person, plus a few 1mmed1ate1y around you who ‘
ghave that 1nformat10n. ‘I have to tell .you thatﬁ,
I am as firm in my conv1ct10n that the very .
' safety of this Nation requires that we go
~ forward with the ‘defense spendlng program as
Luwe ve. 1a1d 1t out.v(201/18) _

‘h, Thls 1ns1nuatlon 1s a cunnlng strategy because 1f the

’Pres1dent says that he knows somethlng that we. do not know,

”and he 1s ba51ng h1s de01s1ons on that 1nformatlon, there 1sf»?

'l>‘11tt1e that ordlnary people can ‘use to argue agalnst 1t,

*Teven 1f they are ba51ca11y agalnst mllltary spendlng.

’@f?Reagan also 1n81nuates that 1f people do not support h1s

'bbmllltary spendlng, they do not fully understand the

;serlousness of what 1s g01ng on and they are not fully
-:commltted to 11berty.‘ o |
: ;g"(42) llberty requlres an understandlng by
o : 'f. ordinary people of what is at stake. The a
-survival of the whole way of llfe depends on
, i thelr commltment. (708/17) ‘ »
Reagan also often refers to the threat posed by the‘;“
_Sov1et Unlon more openly, thus addlng to the v111f1ed
sﬁ‘dysphemlstlc plcture of the Sov1ets, these "forelgn

.:,aggressors"’(368/17) and "those who would seek to pull [thlsﬁ"

:yNatlon] down“ (532/17) Thls 1s “a precarlous perlod of

‘:,yiworld hlstory" (1137/17), and we 11ve 1n a "dangerous world"

(680/17) where freedom 1s belng threatened. ?1_f




',-”(43) .. We're confronted w1th threats to ourvj'
Teo freedom..(48/l7) : S

"... the’ 1;berty we en]oy has no guarantee.f:_w‘” E

(708/17)

~ And to allow i thlsuimbalance‘todcontinue?iSj

‘g a threat to our nat10na1 securlty. (371/17)h .

Reagan needs hlS h1gh mllltary budget to defend hls‘ff‘
vcountry "agalnst aggres51on"'(80/l7), and deter "forelgnfb‘
VHattacks" (1074/17), whlch "jeopardlze ,;{ our hopes for:,{g'”
‘gpeace and freedom“ (1074/17) 7 The‘"superlorlty of the vf

SOVlet forces“ has opened a "w1ndow of vulnerablllty"

(923/17), a metaphor Reagan 11kes to use when referrlng to%5

othe assumed gap between the mllltary arsenals of the two

L‘superpowers...' | J | R ‘

q‘-"The w1ndow of vulnerabllltY" metaphor 1s parallel to;'

~’Japan s "house 1nsurance" metaphor (see note on P. 19

bh'above) Catchlng up w1th the Sov1ets by spendlng enormousf

t_dsums on»weapons is referred to as an 1nnocent act of

1 "clos1ng a w1ndOW°"' - - | v

e (44);... we re determlned that we are: g01ng to -

cl th 1 ility that ‘has

’:‘:n _existed for some time with regard to our
' ~&;"defen51ve capablllty. (889/17) ' :

>M111tary bulldup 1s "1ncreases 1n defense‘spendlng"‘eih
f(134/17), but usually 1t 1s referred to w1th more |

.euphemlstlc, exculpatlng phrases. 1t is protectlng “our
:fsecurlty ;..vby a balanced and reallstlc defense program“'”

ﬂ”_,(134/17), "the prlme respons1b111ty of the Natlonal :




(1 Government" (1292/17),‘“essent1a1 to our natlonal securlty"a”tH

(1067/17), and one of "the necessary thlngs we must do"vrt“""

(371/17) 8 It is "safeguardlng our freedom" (273/17),
‘_"meetlng our respon51b111ty to the free world“ (566/17),
"maklng Amerlca once aga1n strong enough to safeguard our".
freedom" (986/17), and "protectlon for all that we hold
vdear" (564/17) Reagan appeals to hlS and the Amerlcan
people s sense of duty to go on w1th the mllltary bulldup.
" (45) It’s my duty as Pre51dent and all of our”
- responsibility as c1tlzens, ‘to keep this
, country strong enough to remaln free. (371/17)
Bu11d1ng up the m111tary requlres not only will but . |
also money,vlots of taxpayers’ money. However, these‘b.”
"economlc sacrlflces" (46 a), accordlng to Reagan, are :

"relatlvely small" (46 b) and very worthwh11e~.

»(46)/a.';... we are ... making econgmlg sacrlflces
we for the sake of Western securlty (772/18)

b. ... the relatlyely ma ; ggr;f;ces to

‘preserve our freedom today and our
- chlldren s freedom tomorrow vee (371/18)
There 1s no denylng that the 1ncreases 1n the Unlted
States m111tary bulldup 1n the early 1980’s were qulte hlgh
and Reagan ‘had to explaln 1t to the people'” | "

v(47)'a. j... I've asked for substgnt;al increases in
- .. . . our defense budget-—suhstantlal, hut not
excessive. (237/18) L - :

fb.f’But the truth is we’re inz spendlng about
6 percent--our military budget. is only
o about 6 percent of the gross natlonal

rproduct. (181/18)
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Though not small the cost of our program

 represents an historically reasonable sharé( ST

of our resources ...-(371/18)
'-Increasesvare "substantlal but not exce531ve" (a)
"reasonable“ (c), and the debated budget constltutes "onlv‘G_lf
percent" of the gross natlonal product (b) If 1nstead of M
vthe percentage Reagan had used the dollar amount the N
_result would not have been as soothing.. nly 6 p rgvnt 1s'fcj
here a euphemlsm.‘ It is also 1nterest1ng to notlce that :
vReagan changed hlS syntax 1n the mlddle of sentence (b)
- His "false start" would 1nev1tab1y have led to a collocatlon
'lhe wanted to av01d~‘ "spendlng about 6 percent on the
. mllltary." In (47 c) Reagan has used the lltotes not small
| in order to av01d saylng that hlS m111tary budget is "b1g L
The verbs whlch Reagan uses for bulldlng up the fv |
Amerlcan mllltary mlght are systematlcally euphemlstlc,_pr'
" verbs whlch create p031t1ve a55001at10ns. |

(48);a;‘ o'’ the commitment of the Congress to
- ;mprov1ng Amerlca s defenses»...‘(937/18)

b}"‘.., th1s program w111 enable us to
~'modern1ge our strateglc forces . ee
'(1075/17) _ ‘

: Cu e our . planned program to st;engthen the S
L J;natlonal defense. (1299/17) ' o ;“

d. ... the bas1c program of upgradlng and
" 'building weapons systems that we need in
‘order to close the w1ndow of vulnerablllty_
;.. (442/18) : .

e The search for peace must go on, ‘but we
. “have a better chance of flndlng it 1f we
‘ ‘malntaln our strength whlle we're
searchlng (564/17) B
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7'Improv1ng (a), mgdern;z; g (b), strengthenlng (c),_and
)upgradlng (d) carry pos1t1ve assoc1at10ns of maklng
vsomethlng qualltatlvely better.’ Bulldlng (d) and

t malntalnlng (e) are also free from negatlve a55001at10ns,i-7
f‘and are good worklng euphemlsms Wthh exculpate the bu811y.ur

advan01ng m111tary buildup from 1ts p0851b1e negative |
'connotatlons. PR | I _

'1 Reagan also wanted to show that there was.currently "
'jsomethlng wrong w1th the Unlted states m111tary, and that
his budget was almed at repalrlng 1t. Ha1t1ng the decllne |

"_(49 a) and rect1fy1ng 1mba1ance (49 b) create a55001at10ns f’
’ (of pos1t1ve, constructlve act1v1t1es, as also the phrases
:remedylng (49 c) or endlng neglect (49 d) o | |

’ (49) a;" T have repeatedly pledged to h alt the

',degllne in Amerlca 'S m111tary strength see T

-(1074/17)

| L b;neWe 51mply must rect;fy that ;mhglang .r'We :
- "w111 not cut defense spendlng ‘e (1005/17)
"c;f'We have proposed a defense program .o
~ which will remedy the neglect of the past
decade ;.. (1275/17) B

7_pd;;'... I have dlrected that we end our. long
neglect of strateglc defenses. (1075/17)

Metaphors of er051on and starvatlon are evoked w1th

reference to mllltary weakness.; Flghtlng agalnst er051on rh

‘_ and hunger 1s generally con51dered good and thus these

‘metaphors are 11kely to create the rlght kind of response.

,(50)2a. We have proposed a defense program ...¥1;“
v‘whlch:w111 ,,,rrestore the eroding balance
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on which our security depends. (1275/17)

b. ... we’re trying to make up for a number
of years of starvaticn ... (659/18)

The prefix re- carries the meaning of making something
back into what it once was, in Reagan’s terms, making
"America strong again" (1258/17). Since the issue of
military buildup was discussed frequently during Reagan’s
first term, Reagan and his speechwriters had to come up with
various ways of saying the same things over and over again.
Too much lexical repetition might lead the listeners to
think about what is actually meant by the words, and thus
could be dangerous. It is surprising how many words with
the prefix re- alone the speechwriters were able to find, in
addition to all of the other circumlocutions used in
reference to the arms race:

(51) a. We pledged to end disrespect for America
abroad and to rebuild our national defense
so as to make America respected again among

the nations. (734/17)

b. ... the absolute necessity of redressing
the imbalance in our defensive standpoint.

(1033/17)

¢c. ... our defense program to refurbish our
defenses ... (1247/17)

d. ... restoring our margin of safety ...
(563/17)

e. ... I am announcing today a plan to
revitalize our strategic forces ...
(1074/17)

In (51 a) Reagan expresses his assumption that in order to

be respected, a country has to be militarily strong. If
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e respeg; means th S a: the"e r'that Reagan s rhetorlc

fif 1t would be one that would not hurt
-he program of bulldlng that we are 901ng
sforward w1th ...:(1033/17)

. ‘we are going to. contlnue to urge them to o
;,1351t down w1th us in a program of reallstlc o
~ﬁstrateglc arms reduct10n.»(923/17) S
afThe objects of the verbs are dhft

‘J»ﬁ ellded because they would have been "our m111tary" and “the.*~ﬂh

ff[farms race," or: some Reaganlstlc 01rcumlocut10ns for these. B

If mllltary bulldup must be mentloned Reagan almost

_1f1nvar1ably connects it W thfthe word Qeace. Part1c1pat1ng

':gln the armsrracewls \wtrategy for ”preserv[lng] the

(1026/17)

can preserve the peace e e

strong defense 1s the foundat;on of¥f‘
edpmg-ve ce, and stablllty ’ '(276 17

~gWe,re g01ng to contlnue, at the same" t1me ;75‘&”‘



' , st goal must be peace and I -

so;happen toﬁbelleve ‘that that w111 come-d{

¥ ,'through our malntalnlng ‘enough strength o
"withat we can keep the peace. (636/17)

,;'We ve lald the foundatlon for a long-rangew
7 buildup of our Armed Forces, br1ng1ng us
" ‘nearer the day when Americans can once
. W,“”agaln enjoy a margln of: safety and peace
”7g>w1ll ‘be made more secure. (735/17)

R % In our search foryan everlastlng e ce, 1etv.
. all of us resolve to remain so sure of our
,;',]strength that the victory for mankind we

3f<‘won here 1s never”threatened (1171/17)

‘.a_@:h;pf...'lt's my solemn duty to ensure. Amerlca s
7 national security while vigorously pursuing
. 'every path to peace. Toward this end, I.
- have: repeatedly pledged to halt the decllne :
. in America’s military strength and restore
~;,vthat margin of safety needed for ... the
ﬂ‘smalntenance of peace. (1074/17) ‘

flgiffi...~a plan that will meet our v1tal C,
'~ security needs and strengthen our hopes for
~:Qcpeace. (1075/17) . ‘ :
'?j;_f... T am announcing today a ‘plan to-
S .rev1tallze our strategic forces and
‘malntaln America’s ability to keep the: .
peage well 1nto the next century. (1074/17)
Eeace 1s the maglc word that legltlmlzes mllltary bulldup.
These examples prove that Reagan was trylng to create a
‘collocat1on mllltary strength/peace, ‘so that people would
' automatlcally thlnk about the des1rable thlng peace when

'h_they heard the phrase Amerlcan mllltary strength. Reagan

oA






” f,:udg1ng from   ;3

"he most ma551ve



» v‘11_ud or arms bu;lgup; he readlly uses
"these words uhentreferrlng to the Sov1et Unlon.;5

i Example (52§a) 111ustrates the use of ellslon in ‘
dy‘av01d1ng mentlonhof a word w1th negatlve ass001at10ns w1th.’

‘reference to the~Un1ted States' mllltary bulldup., When Y

"jfreferrlng to the same act1v1ty as carrled out by the oy;’”’

"Sov1ets, the ellslon of the object of ull does not take

'place, on the contraryf”the object 1s elaborately descrlbed.

(59)‘... they ve been bulldlng he greatest
, milit ' h |

(1161/17)

Whlle the Unlted States' m111tary bulldup 1s purely
'vdefen51ve 1n nature, the Sov1ets are armlng "themselves at afvf
evPace far beyond the needs of defense" (194/17) The SOVlet\hf
“arms race v R P O
(60) v cannot be descrlbed as necessary for thelr

‘defense. It is ‘plainly a buildup that 1s

' joffen51ve 1n nature. (874/17) :

The adjectlves Wthh Reagan uses w1th reference to the1f
Sov1et m111tary bulldup are loaded w1th negatlve emotlonal d“w‘
B connotatlons'?"h o s ‘ | |
(61) a.;:;}; the SOV1et Unlon has undergone a S

B vg.mass1ve ‘military buildup, far outstrlpplng..
"ﬂg"yjany need for defense. (371/17) ' S

\?"*fv:fhﬁ'f... the d;sturb;ng bulldup of Sov1et
'-ffwgymllltary forces. (547/17)

“:fblc._?...chls relentless bulldup of Sov1et
"W“frmllltary power'...v(1275/17)

:ff?d27'...‘an unrelentlng bulldup of thelr ,
”-;j;vmllltary forces. (82/18)




: ,ihhumanklnd many time \over.

Comparlsons of the mllwtary'strength‘of the Unlted

.,e,states and the Sov1et Unlon are 1n a sense 1rrelevant,vboth Do

: Were--and are stlll~~capable of destroylng the whole of

lehen Reagan talks about the

‘ lUnlted States’ m111tary bulldup, he keeps to the abstract

”level of "modernlzlng" (see examples 48 a-e above on page h-jff“

'F43),,attempt1ng to create an 1mage of 51mply remedylng a
;neglect (ex; 49 c), whereas when 1t comes to the Sov1et
‘mllltary bulldup, he descends from hlgh abstractlons to the:7m
”ﬂmore tanglble level of numbers.lé By selectlng the rlght
"facts,ﬁ‘he 1s able to make the‘SOV1et threat appear

f’:enormous. '

(62) a.,ﬁConS1der the facts. Over the past decade, R
: .~ . the United States reduced the size of its -
" Armed- Forces ‘and decreased its mllltary
.. spending. The Soviets’ steadily increased

f&‘;the ‘number of men. under arms. They now =
.1.;C?fnumber more than double those of the United
' 'jQStates., Over the same perlod the Sov1ets /-

”ﬂyb;TﬂThey ve spent 300 T””‘ - ;“
- have for mllltary forces resgltlng n a
"“m51”n1flcantpnu erlcal ‘advanta e in. 3._
. ~strategic’ nuclear dellvery systems, S
- ... tactical aircraft, submarlne, artlllery,v
o and antl—alrcraft defense gp(371/17)

14The use of numbers'ls,aﬁpersuas1ve tactlc frequently ;VY

”uhused by polltlcal ‘speakers. - Accordlng to Noam Chomsky, .

.. "calculations of dollar’ equlvalents glve ‘a 'highly m1slead1ng o

:}fplcture of relatlve mllltary strength " among. other reasons
because the Soviet Union | had more soldlers but less advancedh_ar-




In both of these examples we can note the 1eve1 of

"”yconcreteness.' Reagan speaks 1n tanglble numbers, and even

“ the.forbidden word nuclear is mentloned a collocatlon whlchf 1"57

R.Reagan-avoidsvln connectlon w1th the U S.vmllltary.‘ It 1s
hsurpr1s1ng that the U S. S R. ant1 alrcraft system is’
:de51gnated by the appellatlon defe ’ but even a Sov1et’.
antiraircraft]system éould hardly:he offen51ve,.s1nce theserhﬂ
fsystems“arebdefenSlve'by definition-"' | o |
Reagan expresses hlS 1rr1tat10n over thegsovlets'boCean
'rfleet ‘which, accordlng to hlm, they:should not/have4 |

| | (63) Hlstorlcally a land power, they transformed

their navy from a coastal defense force to an
open ocean fleet, while the United States, a

.sea power with trans—oceanlc alllances, cut 1ts; .

fleet 1n half. (1275/17)
\Reagan ls'here,expressing a "go-away—fromtﬁyésandpitﬁf‘
attitude. It is legitimate for the United States to have an
ocean fleet’because'they have'"transéoceanic:alliances" at
the border of the Sov1et Unlon but the Sov1et Unlon should
‘not have a fleet although they also have trans-oceanlc
;hallies‘SuCh as Cuba.f Reagan s logic is dlfflcult to follow.‘
As we know, Reagan s two terms 1n offlce meant cuts 1n
jwelfare programs cuts in. educatlon, cuts everywhere but in
ﬂthe mllltary. However, Reagan accuses the Sov1ets in the
difollow1ng way' V | |

(64) The Sov1ets have not bullt a 5001ety, they ve
bullt an arsenal. (1005/17) °

Today‘they are llterally'starvlng,their people’

52



= _threat"

' of consumer ductsfln order to malntalnﬁthls -
great mlld&;» 111 a T T ;

riHWe are famlllar w1th the "my-toys-are—better-than-your—toys"i |

_,attltude from the behav1or of chlldren.y Reagan was already

in hlS late seventles when he uttered the follow1ng boastlng;ffif_;,'

(65) So we’ ve got the Chlp thlS tlme that 1f we
- show them the will ‘and determlnatlon to go.
. forward with m111tary bulldup in our own
..~ defense and the defense of our. allles, they
~~ ~then have to we1gh do they want to meet us .
‘:-reallstlcally on-a program of d1sarmament or

ifado they want to face a legitimate -arms race 1n'f;fk yV

‘”whlch we are ra01ng. (1160 1161/17)

o vuThe message 1s clear. :lf you do not play accordlng to our 3df5h

‘ffxrules we w111 be forced to begln the real arms race.~ -

A stone 1s a stone, whetherllt ls used asda paperwelghtf
';or thrown at somebody to knock h1m senseless., You can e
smooth a sleeplng chlld’s ha1r w1th your hand and you canv
'halso use your hand to h1t somebody, but your hand Stlll

‘remalns your hand the name does not change., However, when' -

‘fioReagan speaks about weapons, he has two completely d1fferentﬁ:7‘

”*;sets of vocabulary from wh1ch he chooses hlS words,,f§55"”

»13}depend1ng on whether he 1s talklng about Amerlcan weapons ori7ngf

*ff-Sov1et ones.j_"" v

As w1th stones and hands weapons can be put t0'
”,dlfferent uses, and ‘we never know what w1ll be done w1th B

77,them before they are actually used., Reagan, however, wanted,‘k



‘to lelde the weapons of the world 1nto’benevolent and

?'malevolent ones even before they were used._ To one 11V1ng

'j1n Europe, 1n the mlddle of the targeted m1551les from both {};ll

Ah51des, 1t d1d not really matter whether they were good ones s

'-or bad ones, they were just plaln weapons, destructlve and
vscary.“a ' | . :

o Reagan s goal was a "strong Amerlca" and weapons were

o A‘naturally part of that strength but accordlng to Reagan, 1tf,ﬂ":

'Y‘was not llkely that the weapons were actually 901ng to be

“_used. In the early 1980's the neutron bomb was a current

3lssue.. The Unlted states was g01ng to deploy the neutron
'lwarhead 1n Western Europe, and Reagan wanted to reduce the

fSlgnlflcance of thls deployment to an act of 81mply

S :"storlng" it there, 51nce 1t had to be kept somewhere, afterf‘~f

‘ all.' Be51des, an Amerlcan neutron warhead "1s purely, as I n
7say, a defen51ve weapon" (871/17) | ‘

(66) Our 1ntent10n is to s1mply stgckplle 1t
_warehouse it, -you might say ... in the event

- that, heaven forbid, there ever is a necessity,,_”

hyffa war that brlngs them about (871/17)

All we’ ve done is s1mply say that we 're g01ng

© to continue warehous;ng thls, but we’re going
o ;to put that in the cas1ng and warehggsg_;t_as
e it te f tw at

"The dlfference between an assembled and an unassembled
":neutron weapon is the same as that between a 1oaded and an
'7unloaded gun., Reagan,vhowever manages to make 1t sound

,1nnocent enough w1th hlS careful phras1ng and ch01ces of

(871/17)_ﬁ,ajht-h



R vocabulary.ﬂ Even a new verb po warehouse, is brought 1nto E

se to euphemlze the deployment of the neutron weapon to
f,.Europe.» Reagan also calls the neutron weapon ”a more

tamoderate but more effectlve vers1on" of other tactlcal

'nuclear weapons (873/17) Certalnly a neutron bomb is }fV“ e

h"moderate"vand "effectlve"° 1t kllls only people, leav1ng

_ the enemy s bulldlngs and other constructlons unharmed forjf?l_g’

'Cp0551ble later use by, for example, the ones who dropped the -

‘-bomb...’

Slnce the word weapons 1s llkely to generate unpleasant s

'and frlghtenlng ass001atlons 1n the mlnds of llsteners,
‘Reagan, when talklng about Amerlcan weapons, uses hlghly
abstract,‘euphemlzlng clrcumlocutlons. The downplaylng of
“one’s "own bad“ is at work. In the same way as the War :
hDepartment long ago became the Defense Department ‘and.. |
Reagan speaks of "serv1ce academ;es" (564/17) rather than
m;lltary academles Amerlcan weapons are not weapons but

| syspems (1154/17), new elements (1074/17),‘strgteglc |
programs (1075/17), protectlve hardware (564/17), our -
'technologx (1156/17), eperrept for protectlon (700/18)

=,§gulpmept (1156/17) or v1tg1 secur;ty peeds (1075/17)

wWhlle the Soviets have concrete m;ss;les (310/18), the
:Amerlcans have cgrrespopd;ng systems (310/18) Nuclear .

‘ ‘weapons are nucleg; gpab;l;ties (503/18),v nd the defense f:f



"‘budget is. not for weapgns but for hlgh—level abstractlons 7?W'

‘such as mf'n’e ance:any'feadrtess (201/18)
When Reagan does descend from the level of hlgh

‘tﬁ'abstractlons, and comes down to more concrete concepts, the ]

Hfil*’words are Stlll carefully chosen accordlng to the

"ra55001at10ns they create'"“

’_(67)Ja. vThe Amerlcan people“expect thelr planeg to ffif*

fly, their s _h;ps to 'sail, and their
"hellcopters to- stay_aloft. (309/18)

b, ”These two sh;p_ llelanchored ;n_peage :

. and friendship, yet each is vigilant. and

- ready. to defend thefother 1f threatened ...*'
E»(1166/17) : R L S

Ci ve. We 1ntend that you shall flnd better.gﬂw

~W~m”work1ng condltlons, tools adequate to the ,
- . tasks you re expected to perform,...i B >
'-1(563/17) S R

:LdrﬁfAnd_the tools of your trade were glven a
, .tvery 1ow prlorlty. (563/17) o

At least to me, example (67 a) brlngs to m1nd the
dibeautlful song "I am flylng .o o I am salllng"' the sentence .
i;creates ‘an atmosphere of tranqulllty 1n the hearers' or o

.;sreaders’ mlnds, and they forget that the flylng planes and

'-ﬁﬂthe salllng ShlpS carry w1th them destructlve weapons.fa}_m

In (67 b) also Reagan has chosen the neutral word shlp R

“_pto refer to Amerlcan and French battleshlps. Generallzatlonf;j o

1fhas here a euphemlzlng effect as also 1n examples (67 c-d)
”fwhere Reagan, speaklng to soldlers uses the everyday word

"1tools, Wthh are useful and constructlve, 1nstead»of

”'weapons--useful but destructlve.r It 1s true that weapons




_are soldlers’ tools, but the av01danﬁe of the dlrect --mit?lgwgbv‘

' umentlonlng of the word weapons 1s ev1dent

i The "tools" of Sov1et soldlers are called by dlfferent riihfjfva

fnames'” they are "machlnes of war“ and “1nstruments of

\ﬂfdestructlon" (2/18) The words whlch Reagan av01ds when

”*y'freferrlng to Amerlcan arms,'such as mllltgzx ﬂﬁﬁpgn’and

"’nuglgar, are used as well as other concrete words w1th

fﬂfwarllke a55001atlons,vfor example warheads, m1ss1les (68 c)

O ','and tanks (68 d):

p'_-(68)-a.'fThe Sov1et Unlonp;;. is spllllng over w1th l'“-
-~ military hardware. The Sov1ets have PRNESENY
"-;vvbullt an arsenal.:(1005/17) : .,.:“’

x;fb; 'And the SS 20's were not even con51dered RIS
o a strateglc Weapon, because they dldn't ;11'
‘.cross ‘an ocean. (1160/17) SR B

- c;«;... the Sov1et Unlon deployed more than 25 @ffl_
.nuclear warheads ‘on the new SS-ZO mlsslles'x-.
vv:alone.v(1275/17) S '

od. f...‘the great superlorlty that the Sov1et
' - Union has on the western front against the
.NATO natlons, a ang advantage of better
' than four to one Ny (871/17) ; :

nfﬂ»e;hu....they outnumber us 1n every conventlonal'_ﬂv&_:
.. Weapon, thousands of tanks, more than thejm
*,;NATO defense can have..(1160/17)

In (68 e) Reagan makes a p01nt of the Sov1et Un1on e

' ‘V”yhav1ng more conventlonal weapons.d However, 1n thlsw uclear‘fﬂ‘fﬂ

H?f%that posed by nuclear weapons, no matter“how manyh

';vfage, conventlonal weapons do not pose a threat comparabl»;toirg_,”»

"Eflconventlonal tanks there are. |




The noble purpose for Reagan s armlng:of Europe was to B
5pdefend hlS trans-oceanlc allleS'f" S o

(69)r...,we have our allles there who don’t have an. g~ K
. ocean between them, S0 it doesn’t take Lo
:1“1ntercont1nenta1 ballistic mlss11es, 1t just
- ‘takes ballistic missiles of the SS-20 type.,‘,
,‘Well the 8S-20's will: have, with what they 're -
,addlng, 750 warheads--one of them capable of -
"pretty much 1eve11ng a. 01ty. (1160/17)

~3The terms Wthh Reagan uses are concrete, and the name of

the. armament game 1s "you have so much and I don't have

f,fany“'f ”g-. there 1s no equlvalent deterrent to these Sov1et7=5~’

;”ﬁlntermedlate m1s31les" (1275/17) | "We" should have a

“’ideterrent -"they“ have mlss11es.‘ Reagan dld not want to'if*

EN

’°V?acknowledge the SS 20's as the Sov1et defense of thelr own

if,borders., Be51des what was Reagan hlmself d01ng on the

,vother 51de of the wor1d°. Would he have forglven the

- ﬂSov1ets' armlng thelr trans-oceanlc allles on the same scalef',-u‘

’»that he was armlng Western Europe’ There was no obv1ous

bfijustlflcatlon for 1t and so Reagan had to make the Sov1et

- pthreat to the other parts of Europe seem greater 1n order toff*d'

- ”legltlmlze hls actlons.eﬁ"

(70)‘... 200 SS 20's, strateglc nuclear ' :
. medium range, that are’ aimed at. the 01t1es of
all of Europe today ..._(873/17)

<'fThe weapons are. called by thelr own names and at 1eas‘

'i.funcon501ously the p01nt 1s made that these are nuglear’}}ff:}f‘”*ﬁ

.fi_'weapons.; If the phrase "the 01t1es of a11 of Europe"iV




the~p1aces targeted by Sov1et SS—ZO’

(72) Well as thls map demonstrates, the SS-20's, S
. even- 1f deployed behind the Urals, will have a -
;gg"range that puts" ‘almost all of" Western Europe-—vj T
3f.the great c1t1es--Rome,.Athens, Parls, London,;g:;Qv'_
. Brussels, Amsterdam, Berlin, and so many more-- =
.. -all of Scandinavia, all of the M1dd1e ‘East, all ..
' of northern Afrlca,'all ‘within range of thesefﬁ :
“fffm1531les which’, 1n01denta11y, are mobile and
. can-be moved on shorter notlce *(1276/17)'“f

[}

‘c_;ué;;;sg,quﬁhéjnAmgs qfﬂ;héqéitrés5ﬁarQetedx'YCémérican\'fj”“

0 1nterest1ng that;the Sov1et ,_:fihl

| “ffonlon 1s a1m1ng at 01t1es, wh11e the Unlted States is.

7fg3deplcted as a1m1ng only at tanks-ff

L (73) At the moment the only stalemate to them 1s ‘
_ 7 the tactical- nuclear weapon ‘that would be - AR
- ‘aimed at those tanks, 1ffthey ever started to ‘,3;9 3
?‘roll ‘orward.,(1160/17) : S

In thertollow1ng statement Reagan clalm ;that the f;f;*“

TlffSov1ets are capable of destroylng more than the Unlted

(74) .. Ours do not have t,,frange to really reach
s _rthe depths of Russia. Russia’s too far =
1’expanded and the rest of Europe 1s too uﬁ,au
concentrated, so they can destroy !
,ian't (1160/17);;;f,z- S TSP Al




'RGQQMX m15511es.; In th'

*} In (75) belowv Reaganils asked a dlrect questlon about L

‘:n5wer he elldes the word 1s 11

asfpartly for styllstlifreasons, of cours_

g fto av01d the repetltlon of a "dangerous" word as well"”fgjff{vv

(75) Questlon'» What about the MX mlss;les7 1”",‘ o

S Reagan., MX ... I don’t know: where ‘we’ re 901ng‘
: : to put 1t. (910/17) 2 : ) _

5?"Forb1dden" words are sometlmes used by Reagan even

: bUt prObably partly‘-‘r:.w“‘:,v ik

"lnwhen he 1s referrlng to the Unlted States"weapons, but the o

}context is always restrlcted somehow., In my materlal I :
‘ sfound three context where words such as weapons appear.»'vfd7 ‘
fFlrst when speaklng to Amerlcan soldlers Reagan does not

»euphemlze as much as. when speaklng to the general Amerlcan

i publlcr_ A dlfferent rhetorlc 1s chosen for dlfferent

;audiences. The words weapons (76 a), nuclear (76 b),
: dm1551les and bombers (76 b c) can be found 1n Reagan s
Ivapeeches to Amerlcan soldlers. In example (76 a) Reagan 1s
'espeaklng to soldlers, and examples (76 b »c) are h1s remarks
hnon the commencement of the U S. Strateglo Weapons Program._
meuphemlzlng weapons 1n these contexts would have been
VﬁprldlculouS'iv”‘ ,‘ , ‘, : | ‘ ‘. v g v
: | (76) a..‘The argument 1f there 1s any, w1ll be over.
R whlch weapons, not whether we should

: - forsake: weaponry for treatles and *3Q~*ﬂ
agreement. (564/17) RIS A A




-;‘b} We w111 also deploy nuclear crulse m;ss;leg
ﬂm1,1n some ex1st1ng submarlnes. (1075/17)

'7Ff';¢;. :;. I have dlrected the Securlty of’Defenseaylt'

- to revitalize our bomber forces by S
”constructlng and: deploylng some 100 B—l" '
'bombers «+. While continuing to deploy ‘
- cruise missiles on’ exlstlng bombers. R
,(1075/17) : . ;
Second when Reagan speaks about arms negotlatlons
| where he wants to deplct hlmself as the 1n1t1ator, the
idlrect word weapons 1s used.n In thls context it is ;j‘“
"bglorlfylng to be. the one to end "th1s nlghtmare that hangs
~over the world today of the strateglc wea ns"_(873/l7),v
" (77)~...lwe re,g01ng to‘go forward with‘themland?"

' try to persuade them into a program of ...
actual reduction of these strateglc wegpggg. S
(1154/17) . g

Th1rd Reagan uses the word weapons metaphorlcally in
’non-mllltary contexts' |

(78) “oe puttlng people flrst has always been
America’s secret weapon. (722/17)

Exculpatlon is ev1dent when Reagan 1s called upon to
explaln certain forelgn relatlons 1ssues to a questlonlng

- audience. Arms sales is one such 1ssue, and the phrase arms

sales 1s systematlcally av01ded, 1nstead Reagan speaks of-

vz'"lmprov1ng relatlons" (639/17), "mllltary co—operatlon ...J‘

1n our search for peace and stablllty 1n the Mlddle East"
(859/17), prov1d1ng "securlty a531stance“ (1299/17), selllng
"defen81ve equlpment" (641/17), "maklng certaln technology

.and defen51ve weapons avallable to them" (639/17), or "our

el



.tdedlcatlon to the welfare of Israel":(194/18) i Euphemlstlc

01rcumlocut10ns replace the dlrect arms sgl _gll;ng

- ﬂgapggs 1s euphemlzed to "stand[lng] by our frlends“ (79)

' (79) ;..we are g01ng to stand by our_ frlends and

“allies there, both Israel and those natlonsvfpfd]; =
“like’ Egypt and the Sudan and so forth,.:.":ij{3]1 o

| (1155/17) o
The subject of arms sales to the Mlddle East has always ”;L

“»been controvers1al due to the often confllctlng 1nterests

'nﬁof the Mlddle Eastern countrles. A 1ot of explalnlng was

‘requlred 1n ‘the sales of AWACS planes to Saud1 Arabla, ;z:ﬁ

- ‘because of U S tles to Israel' td

(80) a. l... the sale w111 greatly 1mprove the -
" chances . of our working constructively with

Saudi Arabia and other states of the Mlddle‘f~.

‘131ast1ng peace. It poses no threat to
'Israel now or in the future.' Indeed by

- of. the region, 1t serves Israel’s 1ong-
" rande 1nterest.v(1064/17) '_;

- b.o ... if we go forward with this AWACS deal,
- that we will have further strengthened our

credlbllltz with them and our peacemaking
.abllltx in the Mlddle East. (1153/17) o

»uc;,'... th1s sale will 51gn1flcantly 1mprove
-~ the capability of Saudi Arabia and the
:United States to defend the oil fields on
.. which the securlt ‘of_the free world
,'depends. (1064/17) B

QReagan 1s exp101t1ng the pr1n01ple of end—focus here.,g .

-fp031t1ve thlngs are mentloned last and are thereby

ff}hemphas1zed.. Also, arms sales are ass001ated w1th such noble

'7,,goa1s as=peacej(équ,;b),,strengthenlnggﬂour,qredlbllltyﬂfﬁﬁq;-’




'(b), and "contrlbutlng to [the] securlty and stablllty" of
”the Mlddle East (a) In (80 c) a more concrete motlvatlon

1s revealed but 1t 1s velled 1n the glorlfled terms of

. defendlng not only 011 but flrst and foremost "the securltyljﬂ

- of the free world "‘ The most concrete motlvatlon for arms

- sales--to make money—~1s never even 1mp11ed.: When the U S.tivjﬁ

if,Congress later approved the AWACS sales, a reporter 1n a

',fquestlon-and-answer se551on quotes Saud1 Arablans as: saylng,i.

'1rathat 1t was “a v1ctory agalnst Zlonlsm, -a defeat for

'f21on1sm," but Reagan readlly paraphrases thls as "a v1ctory?p
""ffor peace" (1202/17) B | |

The sale of weapons to Jordan calls for some

”3, explanatlon because of the confllctlng 1nterests of Israel

:"a Unlted States' ally, and Jordan, to whom the weapons werepi
'f.belng sold. : ,' o \‘ v | | :
- (81) The greatest th1ng that we . can do for Israel

is to bring peace to the Mlddle East....If we
can persuade [Jordan] to acknowledge the right

‘of Israel to exist as a nation ... that will be””

the greatest th1ng we can do. And in order to.

f[t be a friend other than
(660/18) IR

””i;Accordlng to thls loglc, a frlend is one who sells you o

'ffweapons. The follow1ng sequence of questlon and answer j
‘ﬂdjustlfles thlS deflnltlon of - "frlend " ralslng 1t to the
l; 1eve1 of "a moral obllgatlon""

(82) Questlon.»f...vwhat are your plans for arms
. sales to Taiwan? = »

Reagan._

"do that we have to show ‘them that we re w1111gg o
t tal . R

We are not_‘01n “to abandonvou,vlon’-;".=



‘esvln Talwan...;[

'It is a moral obl;ggt;_n that we'll RN

keep (966/18)
bQuestlon-and—answer sess1ons w1th the press often
reveal a tendency to dysphemlze on the part of ‘the
7ureporters, and a strong tendency to euphemlze on the part ofu
:Reagan.g In (83 a) the reporter asks about 1etha1 arms salesa
, shlpments to Chlna. In hlS answer, Reagan changes ethal "

'arms to defen51ve egulpment - In (83 b) Reagan is asked -

~.

‘,fabout "lethal weapons sales"' in his answer he talks .about
' "1mprov1ng relatlons" and "maklng certaln technology and

defens1ve weapons avallable"'

.(83) a. Questlon'b‘... ethal arms sales shlpments'
' - ‘to China ...:

Reagan: .+« act, that prov1des for

defens;ve egu1pment being sold ...
(641/17)

~ b. Question: ... lethal weapons sales to the
S o : 'People’s Republic of China.
Reagan: ... all we have done is ... to .
QO improve relations with them, move
them to the same status of many
other countries and not
Vnecessarlly military allles of L
ours, in making certain technology
and defensive weapons available to
them. " And I think this is a
‘normal part of the process of

improving our relatlons there.
’(639/17) '

g Reagan empha51zes that the 1n1t1at1ve for arms sales o
'fwas taken not by h1m but by the a111es (84 a) and that 1n El
'Salvador, for example) the Unlted States 1s s1mply actlng as

a helpful nelghbor (b)

(84) a. ”;;Q our allles have asked gs fgr crulse ‘



K 7¥statloned in- “those countries in Western Lo
' . Europe, . to be deployed there. ‘And we _have -
*:Qagreed to do tha (442/18) . G

L ﬁb.’vOur economlc ass1stanee_... is more than
. five times the amount of our securlty :
v”_,va551§tange. The thrust of our aid is to o
~ - help ‘our. nelghbors reallze freedom, justlcesi
'”i,and economlc process. (222/18) : o

The d1v151on of the world's weapons 1nto good ones and

’ﬁTerbad ones, and the 1eg1t1mlzat10n of the Unlted States’ armsij;iif

df’fSales by redu01ng them to 1nnocent acts of frlendshlp, serveaﬁfid“

lfone and the same purpose. to allow the productlon of arms T
.*to contlnue.‘ ThlS, 1n turn, supports the economlc growth ofjﬁi:

’7the Unlted States, an 1mportant 1ssue on Reagan s agenda.:

o PEACEMAKERS’

In the same way that Reagan glorlfled Amerlca, Amerlcan’~ '
t.:mllltary bulldup, and Amerlcan weapons, Amerlcan soldlers

o frecelve thelr share of glorlflcatlon as well"*'”

(85) a._' he brave men, and wo en_who fought for ourigdf

,;-country ....(618/17) ' o :
"?ffb{fiAmerfcan f‘“htln men‘who had obeyed thelrgtrt‘”
L e country s calll... (185/17) Tl :

':fffdefenders'm' (1239/17),f*ﬂ?‘”’"

ﬁfﬁ»d.‘f... whlle ‘there may be ‘some people who
_,f_'thlnk that the uniform is associated with - L
’;,;*v1olence, You are the pgégﬁmékgﬁﬁ’ (338/;7)5w




L'ffglorlfylngheffect‘

'.dffpeacemage s (d) ‘ Peacemakers 1s espe01ally glorlfylng

In examples (85*“ .

7~:sold1ers but m Q agd womgn (a” rgve ?(b), egendgrs (c), orf

Hc'because of 1ts Blbllcal overtone°( "Blessed are the

"?peacemakers."_

The word soldlers‘systematlcally glves way to‘
Eeuphem121ng and qlorlfY1ng 01rcumlocut10ns.gn"those 1nh'

1:}fun1form" (566/17), "those who are called upon to do t e”hardael;il'
';and sometlmes thankless job" (564/17),1"those who guarantee nff
‘four safety"‘(566/l7), or even "these gentlemen“ (175/18)

‘ Sometlmes Reagan refers to the U S. army dlrectly as .

'lg"our mllltary forces" (566/17), and at other tlmes attaches

‘“h{sentlment to 1t':y"the Long Grey llne that has never falled

: »fus".(959/17) ” The profess1on of a soldler 1s "the honorable] T

'fltprofe551on that you have chosen" (563/17) and 1n the g""

‘.h,follow1ng example,rU S. mllltary offlcers ‘are glorlfled by
'f}belng ass001ated w1th Reagan s hlghest values. W

(86)‘... offlcers in the Armed Forces of the Unlted
't States, u rdlans of freedom,hprgtgg;g;s_gg i
“our herltage e the keepers of peace.. . .. .-
(562/17) o A g fEORSAeS

Reagan exlec1tly pralses hlS forces.‘bﬁﬁky;"%

(87) We may not be the blggest navyfln the.world,

: we re the best (911/17, 924/17)




'-.ﬁHere he 1s 1mp1101t1y referrlng toithe Sov1et Unlon,_¢‘

derlmplylng that thelr navy may be blgger, but that the U S.,_"

;navy 1s capable of defeatlng 1t._“.
| The follow1ng example refers to Amerlcan soldlers as an"r;f
‘.1abstractlon ( rmed Eorces), whereas the Sov1et army 1s |

‘;rreferred to 1n a concrete way, as con51st1ng of actual men

'_*w1th weapons"b

(88) Con51der the facts., Over the past decade the

" United States reduced the size of its’ Armed
‘Fgrces ‘and decreased its m111tary spendlng.
'~ The Soviets steadlly 1ncreased h ngmber o

o .:M_urld_er_arrn_s_- (1257/17)
Cons1der the follow1nq example'

(89) Forelgn forces and armed factlons have too ;»;e
~long obstructed the legltlmate role of = S

. government of Lebanon s securlty : gs
“nf(1183/18) «

,The soldlers of the oppos1te s1de are forelgn soldlers or.

vf;ar ed factlons, whereas the soldlers who are on our s1de aref”

A“~Hnegat1ve connotatlons of forelgn belonglng not to
’7wah11e securlty 1s a. safe, p051t1ve word.i

"fgffor example as guerlllas.

- segur;ty forcgs.» The words fgre;gn and rm g carry some

"us" but

fs’to nthem,ﬂ and grmeg hav1ng to do w1thvweapons a‘vtv1olence,;£'

Forelgn soldlersh}*"

sﬁdmay also be referred to€w1th openlY dYS :

,;,(90) ... the ¢ PR - s e

Sl _vtactlcs in E1 Salvador, have falled mlserablyﬂa' o

~ . in an attempt to brlng the populatlon over. on_; o
a},@thelr s1de. (1243/17) : . _ T

emlstlc phrases,af*"u'



- The early 1980's’were frlghtenlng tlmes because of the

:'1Hacceleratlon of the arms race on both the Sov1et and the

V;fUnlted States s1des. ThlS 51tuat10n was naturally reflected

g “;1n Reagan s speeches 1n hlS early years as Pres1dent.d:

"'[~Sov1et Unlon and 1tsVa111es are st111 referred to

v'f{Toward the end of the decade the world polltlcal cllmate
b‘dseemed to change due 1n part to the new leadershlp 1n thelzis

lSov1et Unlon. One mlght suppose that thls change 1n;f,'*‘
h external reallty was reflected 1n Reagan s later speeches;:hff7
:fSpe01flcally, one mlght expect hls rhetorlc to become 1ess¢j7j;f‘“
;eaggress1vely dlchotomous,'and more comprom1s1ng and | |
fdlplomatlc towards the Sov1et Unlon.fbiﬁﬁifgjf:, '
I moved then, from the speeches of.the.early 1980's;dh&)1,;

bto a con51deratlon of Reagan s speeches 1n 1987'i In 1987
}iReagan is st111 repeatlng most of hlS glorlfylng”phrases 1ntff“'
’!'reference to Amerlca.r It 1s "a great bastlon of freedom“.ly R
»”5(51/23),;"our blessed 1and" (83/23), "thls great 1and of f?h"‘u

gfours" (378/23), and "thls land of freedom" (378/23) _Thedfﬁh’h;'l

'?negatlvely, for exampl‘ﬁ "the enemles}ofhfreedom“‘w_w

l(528/23), "aggre551ve»powers“ (384/23),ﬂ"our adversarles";f_if'

"fj(3/23), and "hostlle powers" (579/23) The dlchotomy

5 Eebetween good and ev1l 1s st111 clearly present.gfﬁguaj§~fl

es



In short the Unlted States 1s stlll glorlfled and thef’dﬁVf;ﬁff

"PSov1et Unlon and 1ts allles Stlll v111f1ed.’ However, whlle”gVLVf

o 1t 1s dlfflcult to flnd examples of denlgratlon,vthat 1s,:f>”f

X 'fthe downplaylng of anythlng p051t1ve on the Sov1et 51de—-orlja°y

'7’1ndeed any mentlon of anythlng p051t1ve there--ln Reagan s

"fspeeches 1n the years 1981 and 1982 hedged p051t1ve

fstatements about the Sov1et Unlon emerge 1n the 1987
,7speeches.f Thls is 1llustrated in examples (92) bGIOW'~'

(92) a;;tIn recent months we have heard hopeful talkf
"of change 1n Moscow, of an openness. - Some

We welcome these p051t1ve signs and hope :

that they’re only the: first steps toward a
o krue llberallzatlon of Sov1et 5001ety.‘

‘1(356/23) : s

| b;"‘We thlnk that 1t’s encouraglng—-thelr whole,g
.;attltude to arms--whlch has never before

»‘fSOXieL leaders. (363/23)
‘c;_~And thls tlme they are actually suggestlng,"
' as _we have been, let’s do away w1th some ofv,
jthose weapons..(405/23)

°'“‘,d.‘ ..;»we ve been encouraged by ;gg f

](403/23)

"se.‘;In the months ‘that followed Reykjav1k R
. progress was ‘slower than I hoped, but- 1n.*f
.~ recent weeks the_ Sov;etg nave shown new

g,wserlogsnessn“5(382/23)

een released ...



;reason for optlmlsm

. ffjthe Soviets, but we also face some tough,
ag;lgcontentlons issues’ that requlre reallsm and~
H;strength of w111 on. our part..(393/23)

'°15The Unlted States remains pledged to
" sustaining this movement toward greater

*;determlnatlon and to,r g
”Treverse 1t. (383/23)

; ',"There is- talk of changes 1n Sov1et-
' “There is talk of a ' less centrallzed e SUREN
- . approach to the Sov1et economy; g1v1ng ‘mor B
.. scope to individual 1n1t1at1ve.,vWev< g

3}"}1f these talks amou t to_an”tlln'. (382/23)-4_;'Q_;

*"“hThls agenda ;.,[1s] not based on false ;
N hopes or wishful thlnklng about the =

'jisov1ets, it’s based on a candid assessment
of Soviet actions and ‘long-term:
*A?understandlng of thelr 1ntent10ns.

'*(382/23)f:,f5}j*?

”"-ﬁExample (92 a) allows for the 1nference that s1nce only

:%f"some" prlsoners have been released the majorltﬁ'of them

.75_fare st1ll in prlsons.f Example (b) tells us that the Sov1etar§fr'hv

:3gngnlon has not necessarlly become better‘V Mr. Gorbachev may;f{l;"

”17]be just an exceptlon.» In (c) the Unlted States 1s deplctedycaf_fjf

,about the chances for better relations w1th€i;nf;l._

- personal . liberty and nat1onal self- L ;aiffgitf;h

b"~tfas the one who has 1ong been suggestlng redu01ng arms. Thejif*wf7'7'

"thword remove 1n (d) presupposes that the Sov1ets placed (or _

ﬂ7h'at least malntalned) the roadblocks there. ‘"Slgns ...:of

”fw1111ngness" 1nv'tes"the 1nference that hey weref’r;v1’usfngf,r};ef

jnw1111ng to rem e'the roadblocks}“‘The“words~n§ﬂf




-“reasonffor.optlmlsm"' in fact Reagan goes on to say that

~g.progress is not as easy as 1t mlght seem, and a lot 1s stllltﬂy'”“

j;required,on the s1de of the Unlted States.”{"Re51st1ng ’

:,attempts to reverse" the movement toward a better Sov1et e

_5001ety (g) presupposes that there are 1ndeed attempts belng'”f

:made to reverse the pos1t1ve developments, and consequently
1mplles that there are forces 1n51de the Sov1et Unlon whlch

‘ arefstlll bad. In (h) Reagan 11sts several p051t1ve thlngs

_tabout the Sov1et Unlon but nulllfles the llSt by statlng

that it m1ght be just "talk", and in (i) he agaln 1mp11es
‘that the Sov1et Unlon is st111 bad and that thelr 1ntent10ns
are not to be trusted.‘ The Sov1et Unlon may be changlng,
;but 1t 1s Stlll the adversary of the Un1ted StateS°
' (93) If I had to characterize U S. -Sov1et relatlons‘
in one word it would be this: proceeding. No
great cause for exc1tement' no great cause for
alarm. And perhaps this is the way relations .
~ with one’s adversar1e§ should be characterlzed.
' (383 384/23) L
In short although Reagan does f1nd positlve thlngs to say
about the Sov1et Unlon 1n hlS 1987 speeches, the references
are often ‘somewhat denlgratlng | |
| At the . same tlme,'new areas for Reagan s dlchotomles o
emerge.v In the Western Hemlsphere ‘the" battle between good
lhand ev1l rages as hectlcally as ever.,h'f
‘ (94)‘a. And thls is the choice before Congress and
IR _our people, a basic cho1ce, really, between

~democracy and communism in Nicaragua,

. between freedom and Soviet-backed tyranny;
}‘:For myself I'm determlned to meet thlS‘,
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"“jReagan speaks 1n dlrect terms about “Sov1et spylng"

T soviet challenge atid: to ensure that the

"-‘future of this hemlsphere is chosen by 1ts}-fy4ff

S people and not 1mposed by Commgn;st
~a ggressors. (472/23) o

’”f b. _The ch01ce 1s communlsm versus reegom ---." o

Y;(321/23)

c@"...-the ch01ce remalns the ‘sames demgcragx AR

~. .or communism, glegtlons or d;g;atgrgn_p
S reedom or. txragny (473/23)

'd;i'Well that's the ch01ce we face., betWeen‘~
~ the light of liberty- or - he darkness gg '
*repre581on. (475/23)

‘Whlle the Sov1et Unlon is no longer dlrectly deplcted aS‘f?th
ba;belng thoroughly bad 1t remalns the ultlmate source of
jpev1l°: the@tyranny 1n Nlcaragua is "Sov1et—backed" (94 a)
‘”Note that 1n (94 b) Reagan unfalrly compares a polltlcal
”p,system “communlsm“ w1th an abstractlon "freedom." Thevfd
hldlchotomy is clear elsewhere as well.v;Wlth refe?en¢é tbf-}}"
. Angola, Reagan says'i!_f' | Sl s

(95) eis there was a gommgn;st ﬁgg ;gn and there_l

‘was a‘gr gp that wanted demgg; y (279/23)

The Unlted States has "allles" (404/23), whlch 1mp11es‘:lf=‘

7‘support and frlendshlp, wh11e the Sov1et Unlon has "cllents"j?g[t-

"'_(403/23), whlch 1ndlcates an 1mpersonal mercenary §4f~ AT

'uerelatlonshlp between the 80v1et Unlon and 1ts "cllents." o

| ;(380/23),'"the huge, menac1ng apparatus of Sov1et esplonage :l

"tand propaganda“ (579/23), and “Sov1et esplonage outrages".““

~ff¥wh1ch have "gone beyond reason“ (403/23), whlle U S..

'esplonage 1s referred to as ’alleged U S. 1nte111gence :

””'l{57é*:¥$:}:‘fi.if}flfplﬁ,fﬁt€:if .




if_act1v1t1es" (387/23)r,, "m1ss1on" whlch 1s "nothlng less” e

fthan the defense of llberty" (580/23),:“our 1ntelllgence:';3ﬁg
»communlty" (579/23), and "the best 1nte111gence serV1ce 1n fhfr7
‘“’the world"‘whlch 1s "staffed by honorable ‘men and women who f”?

7/work w1th1n the framework of our laws and our shared values";ofv

'»(579/23)

"tdfh*world desperately 1n need" (354/23) | AS for the shootlng

Reagan Stlll uses "us" and "them" when comparlng the “":'t :
"fUnlted States and the Sov1et Unlon.:; _ R\V_A | |
(96) .o ey have preponderant advantage 1n the'hbi_,
short—range weapons; much greater than we would
“have to offer as a deterrent on the side.vr -
(385/23) e . ; s
The Sov1ets are caus1ng “death or the severe 1njury of R

"; the chlldren" in Afghanlstan (585/23), they are maklng "the‘"“_r

h;lsmall country of Nlcaragua an aggressor natlon w1th the
:7alargest mllltary machlne 1n Central Amerlca" (472/23),J"ofd7¥"
3;€;back1ng Cambodla,?"another traglc example of aggres51on and.
vroccupatlon" (383/23), and pursulng a "pollcy of global |
“:fexpan51onlsm" (383/23) At the same t1me as "the freedom :
fk}flghters" 1n N1caragua-—a euphemlsm 001ned by Reagan for the”@;”
thontras--are flghtlng "agalnst that totalltarlan Communlst

‘QGovernment" (592/23), Amerlcans are extendlng "11berty to a**”*""

%'fdown of alrplanes in the Pemsian GU1f the Amerlcans are

y:Just “protectlng the Unlted States’ 1nterest" on "a Vltal

"'7mlss1on“ (555/23) Reagan actually encourages the Amerlcan ftfff

";‘forces to shoot down approachlng planes;;




(97) Defend yourselves, defend Amerlcan 11ves.f
(555/23) R ,

Reagan also repeats thevoldvphrases of earller years,‘
flthat we are belng "confronted w1th ‘a ma581ve Sov1et
'jbulldup,“ and that even today, "the annual Sov1et output of
?nuclear m15511es, tanks,’and other ground equlpment 1s stlllh
lftw1ce that of the Unlted States and NATO comblned" (507/23)
: He st111 talks about hls,“steadlly determlned effort" to
fpredress “such a severe and dangerous 1mbalance" (507/23)

”HoweVer, in hlS 1987 speeches, Reagan 1s able to con51der

i“tthe Sov1ets as people comparable to the people of the ‘

Unlted States (98) A softer, more human 51de to the Sov1et
3 fUn1on beglns to emerge'” | |

(98) [x’ ve often talked about what would happen]
if ordinary Americans and people from the
Soviet Union could get together--get together
as human belngs, as men and women who breathe
the same air, share the same concerns about

- making life better for themselves and their
;chlldren. (266/23) ' : -

In short it 1s clear that some development towards afd':
less dlchotomous v1ew of the U S -Sov1et relatlonshlp took .

;.place toward the end of Reagan S second term as Pres1dent

"'fibut the battle between good and ev1l contlnued elsewhere. f;'~

iln Nlcaragua, Afghanlstan, and wherever Reagan sensed a,”

T,tposs1b111ty of communlst take—over. chhotomous rhetorlc‘

st111 flourlshed,”a change in reallty d1d condltlon a change o

"-1n Reagan S rhetorlc, but the dlchotomles surv1ved.'



o In ‘this paper I have attempted to 1llustrate how :
"language can be used to d1v1de the world. chhotomous 5
'frhetorlc arranges reallty 1nto ‘us versus ;hgm, 1nto g_gd

"ffversus bad, x-Pres1dent Reagan used dlchotomous language toh'"
rd1v1de the world 1nto the v1rtuous Unlted States ‘and the;' |
1‘ev11 Sov1et Unlon.‘» »

| Reagan malnly used three rhetorlcal dev1ces to
effectuate th1s d1v1s1on. glorlflcatlon, exculpatlon'and‘f
| v111f1catlon.: Reagan glorlfled Amerlca and the Amerlcan ;‘
jpeople, and villfled‘the Sov1ets. In the area of m111tary
}bulldup the dlchotomles are clear° the Amerlcan mllltary o

"bulldup was euphemlzed afflllated w1th p081t1ve

ha55001at10ns, and thus exculpated whereas the Sov1et

. mllltary bulldup was v111f1ed by means of expllclt

:-5“dysphem1stlc express1ons. The arms of the world were

,Ed1v1ded 1nto good weapons and bad weapons, and accordlng to
'.the same pattern, soldlers were elther good or ev11.

| The 11ngulstlc manlfestatlons of thlS battle between
’good and ev11 often took the form of abstract or vague
ifexpres51ons versus concrete and spe01flc ones.g When there
ffwas a need to glorlfy or exculpate, the referent was
[referred to by vague c1rcumlocutlons vwhereas Reagan s
”1v111flcat10n typlcally 1nvolved u51ng concrete appellatlons
nhfor the referents. Certaln words, such as wea ns, mllrtarz

‘f,and nuc;ear, were systematlcally av01ded 1n reference to the

‘:7'5",_‘ o



«Unlted States in Reagan 5 speeches to the Amerlcan publlc,_.ﬂ-
while. these words were used when Reagan referred to the o
’.Sov1et Unlon., Pos1t1ve and negatlve as5001at10ns were

E constantly created even when referrlng to essentlally the Q“

same thlng, such as Amerlcan versus Sov1et nuclear weapons. R

The glorlflcatlon of Amerlca and the exculpatlon of 1tsjj:gv.

'imllltary bulldup and weapons on the one hand and the‘fp l
d_v111f1cat10n of the Sov1et Unlon and 1ts s1m11ar act1v1t1es.
jand arms on the other hand “are characterlstlc of the
entlrety of Reagan s pres1dency. Toward the end of hlS T”U
;isecond term, denlgratlon of the Sov1et Unlon began to
_.characterlze hls speeches as well.. The changlng external”

‘reallty probably condltloned thlS change.‘ Vlllflcatlon,at

| V:’however was st111 ev1dent and although the Sov1et Un10nf3-

'recelved 1ess dysphemlzlng v111f1cat10n, new areas of
'ldlchotomles arose wherever Reagan felt the need to v111fyi::
~;the "communlst menace.“. The battle between good and ev1lfiih
’ was waged 1n Reagan s rhetorlc unt11 the end of hls I*

"pre51dency._
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CONCLUDING RE KS
The world polltlcal cllmate 1n the 1980’s was strongly

1nf1uenced by the powerful rhetorlc of Pre51dent Reagan. He
’gave speeches on a frequent‘bas;s and shared conslderably
more nith the'neWs”media than, for example, the Soviet
leaders.d Reagan was in large part respon51ble for'
’aggravatlng the Cold War atmosphere, and later, for
glorlfylng himself as the 1n1t1ator on the world’s path tob
peace. | | o

- puring his eight years of presidency he first divided
_the.ﬁorld in two with his language, creating a deep gap
between East and West. He then slowly began the process of
at 1east‘pretendingtto bring the edges‘ef this gap closer
together, beingveareful, however, not to;bring them too
close;’ Towards the end of his presidency, the Soviet Union
could no longer be represented,as the ultimate incarnation
of evil; However, the dichotomous worldfview reflected in
Reagan'é‘rhetorictremained basically intact:h‘new
dichotomiesrwere created wherever Reagan‘sensed,a
poseibilitykeﬁ communist takeover, and we were always
"reminded;that the evil was still Soviet—backed.7’While it is
obvious that_Reaqan‘noticed the emerging good in the changes
ineide the sSoviet Union, he chose to present it in a‘way
‘that would denigrate‘it 1n order to malntaln the dlchotomy
between the "good" . Unlted States and the "bad" Sov1et Union.

By presentlng the p031t1ve changes 1n the Sov1et Unlon as
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merely cosmetic, Reagan’emphasized'the wiew that deep inside
the Sov1et Union still: remalned and probably would always
_ remaln, evil.l | |

~This paper'has attempted'to:describe the dichotomoﬁsk
worldv1ew reflected in Reagan’s speeches, and in partlcular,
it has attempted to demonstrate how thls worldv1ew was
structured 1n his references to the mllltary.c However, it
"has not answered the questlon of what lay behlnd Reagan s
dichotomies. There are bas1cally two hypotheses we can
make. The f1rst hypothesis is that Reagan s rhetorlc
reflected his personal worldv1ew, that he really belleved 1n'
the battle between good and ev1l as represented by the two
_superpowers. The second poss1b111ty is that Reagan had a
spe01flc reason or reasons for deplctlng the world as- black-
and~wh1te,‘1ndependent of his personal worldv1ew. |

The first hypothes1s renders Reagan fairly s1mp1e—

minded _but, on the}other hand, absolVes him of charges of
being manlpulatlve., In fact,‘it,is poss1b1evthat‘he himself
was belng manlpulated i.e. by cunningvadvisorsvwhose

,SpelelC goals Reagan s simple messagefwonld haVevserved,

1x quantitative study of Reagan s rhetorlc would reveal
the changes that took place in his references to the Soviet
Union more clearly: a comparison of the number and
frequency of his vilified remarks of the Soviet Union during
his earlier and later years as President would show this
change in a more tangible form, and this remains an
interesting subject for further research.
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Accordlng to the second hypothe51s Reagan (or his

adv1sors) would have: conscxously manlpulated hls audlence by"

means of his dlchotomous message, not personallyvbellev1ng
’1n the 51mp11f1ed reallty as deplcted by hls 1anguage, but
rather u51ng it as a means to an end. Naturally, one can
only'speculate about the relatlonsh;p between keagan's

- worldview as presented in his rhetoric*and his~persona1‘
beliefs,»but I am inclined to belieye'that‘he actually did
not see the world as dichotomously as one is led to think on
the basis ofvhis speeches.’ I think rather.that‘Reagan's
.dichotomous viemhof the world served hisvother ends;N

’ especially, his concrete goal ofvreviving the.United States'
economy by prov1d1ng employment for the mllltary 1ndustry of
the country. The malntenance of  the dlchotomy "communlsm"
versus “freedom" was . necessary for the 1eg1t1mlzat10n of
Unlted States mllltary bulldup. The mllltary buildup in
oturn mlght have been necessary for other, e g. llnanc1a1

- reasons. The expllcltly stated noble goal of Reagan s
dichotomouS'rhetorlc was to safeguard the.western economic,
system and protect»the "freedom" of thelordinary American.
.However, a 1ess_noble; but more,concrete,:goal was
simultaneously achieved: arms sales bring moneylto thev
United States} the production and maintenance of war

machinery provides work for many, and‘perhaps more
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1mportantly, money to a select but 1nf1uent1al few.zy-
lchhotomles helped to achleve these ends. Reagan s powerfulj
and relentless rhetorlc persuaded many to subscrlbe to h1s
:dlchotomous view w1thout questlonlng what lay behlnd hls'
drhetorlc, or how 1t was used. | B '_‘ g
The questlon I ralsed 1n the first ‘pages of thls paper
‘was; what happens to dlchotomous rhetorlc when there 1s a
challenge to that rhetorlc caused by external developments,
1>a change in the reallty whlch thls rhetorlc 1s deplctlng.--‘

:‘It is obv1ous that external changes in- reallty can and do

A'”produce changes in the rhetorlcal styles of pOllthlanS, as

‘yhappened in Reagan s case when hls references to the Sov1et
'.Unlon became less v111f1ed and he began employlng
hldenlgratlon. One mlght ask why thls change took place, the
‘_most plau51ble answer would probably be- that a speaker who f
e'has authorlty and 1nfluence cannot close hlS eyes to the
lchanges 1n the world around h1m, for 1f he had closed h1s

eyes and ‘continued wlth:the same type of dlchotomous o

2Chomsky (1982) wrltes' P... the Reagan Admlnlstratlon
- is seeklng to raise the level of 1nternatlonal tension and
“to create a mood of cr1s1s at home and -abroad, seizing ,
Lwhatever opportunltles present themselves.... the reasons .
~are not dlfflcult to discern. They are lmplIClt in the
‘Tdomestlc policies that constitute the core of the Reagan
Admlnlstratlon program: transfer of resources from the poor
. to the rich by slashing social welfare programs and by
';‘regre551ve tax p011c1es, and a vast 1ncrease in the state
- sector of the economy in the famlllar mode: by subsidizing
~and providing a guaranteed market for. hlgh-technology
vproductlon, namely; m111tary productlon." (17) :



g »rhetorlc that he had earller employed the result would
_ev1dent1y have been a 1oss of credlblllty., In order to bem
"successful a speaker has to adapt hls rhetorlcal style to:f

the changlng reallty. | | |

If we con51der the nature of the changes, however, we:*'
dnotlce that they were essentlally superflclal._ the Sov1et"

‘Unlon came~1n for fewer v111f1ed remarks and more .

’denlgratlng ones, but the ba51c dlchotomy between good and‘r'

ev1l surv1ved, 1t 51mp1y found expresslon elsewhere. Th1s

215 understandable 51nce the need tormalntaln the dlchotomyp'p

fbdld not dlsappear w1th the emergence~of external changes.

Although thls paper has concerned 1tself solely w1th

--dlchotomles as expressed in Reagan s language, I do not- w1sh

. to 1mply that dlchotomous rhetorlc is a phenomenon unlque to -

"hlm or to any other Amerlcan polltlclan, 1t 1s found in the
',Sov1et Unlon as well3 .and 1ndeed we - all express ourselves

f,dichotomously.atvtimes; Thls is a matter Wthh should not

.obe taken lightly. The danger of dlchotomous language is |
"that 1t oversimpllfles, 1n the case of pOllthlanS, it also .
: pulls us ‘apart. It 1s v1ta1 that the people of the world
"lReagan s "ordlnary Amerlcans" as well as ordlnary Sov1ets,_"g:

.Hbecome more aware of the dlchotomles that are belng fed to

. 3A fa301nat1ng area for further research would be to
compare the speeches of a Soviet politician, for example S
Leonid Breznev, with those of Reagan. - My hypothesis is that ,
the same dichotomies that I have found in Reagan’s language
~ would be'mlrrored in the speeches of Sov1et polltlclans.
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yythem by thelr leaders, and fed to us all by p011t1c1ans, and 
'.even by people around us.; I feel that we would be less B
rsusceptlble to dlchotomous rhetorlc 1f we cons01ously trled -

o to th1nk more for ourselves, rather than pass1ve1y acceptlngf.j
l'what we are exposed to e. g.'vla the medla. We live among.

"1weapons Wthh have the capa01ty to destroy the whole of
.shumanklnd. Language is also powerful however. Attendlng
rto and re-evaluatlng some ex1st1ng dlchotomles may

eventually help us~to,.1f_not ellmlnate, at 1east 1essen thel'

threatvof.the possibility_of,mutual destructlon.m
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