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‘ . ' Sandra Hochel

A VALUE ANALYSIS OF TERL 1980 PRE L DEBATE
On October 28, 1980, the Ame ‘can public hz. 2 znce to see the
Democratic and Republican p;esiden:ial can_ s fac:-to-face tele-
vised de:uaz2 and to comzare the rwe caddid‘;e‘ - 'as zt stake in the
debate, z=i both candida:es.needed "0 have 't ealiin' - :rsuasive arguments.
For the 105 miliibﬁ péﬁp;el who sa. :he de. .. . Prasident Jimmy
Cérter and Governor Ronald Reagan, T.ny Ji: AR the candidates'
positions on the issues were discer-:ble. b :iZZzr ces in ﬁhe7major
premises underlyingltheir»persuasiva argums w&= - I so readily delin-~
eated. One way to examine any differencas n che .. r precises is to ‘
analyze the values from which the two caud” 1o« trguad. Rketoricians
. s
have long known tpe importance of examinic. . .. - .lucs from whigh a speaker’
argues. For example, Edward Steele poincs -. :t - 1e Aristotelian con-
cept of the enéhymeme as a form of logic .- ¢ ,epjent upon commonly held'
values.2 Steele and Redding write, ", . - zsible to observe the
functioning of such values ‘as underpinnin- :rsuasive, appealing argu-
! ments in speeches addressed to a mass audi- ! -t this paper the writer

/ _

| is interested in identifying the values tc w+ ¢ .1¢an and Carter appealed
in the Presidential Debate, and in dete;min‘ £ r 're is a difference in

f the value appeals of the two candidates.

i In order to identify aﬂh label.ﬁhe ve ~.als used by Carter and
Reﬁgan, a taxonomy of basic AmerZican valu. needed, The writer selected_
the classification by Steele an¢ Reddinga ~ ugh many other classifications

'; exist.5 All such lists are, of course, ar  _. y, and most overlap to a
; considerable degree. - The Stecle and Reddi~: :° ssification seems well-

! suited to an analysis of\politiczl rhetoric, a. most of the values listed

by Steele and Redding are iﬁcludeﬂ in other tax aomies. The American
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values are italicized as the- appeér in the analysis.-

Value Appeals

Accordir; to th: wr. 2- : analysis. the most frequent and obviou: :lue

Lpbeal used b both SAft&° ( instanc- % and Reagan (23) was to.what _unale

and:Redding l:bel achieve-znz :nd suc. =£3.  As ekpected, bothlmen repe. .dly
- championel th=ir own succzz: s ar- .~ ‘2dited the effort;.of thé othe.

Carter, in pe.—=zicular, glcwi~ 'y 5z - .Z his own re@ord using phrases : _:ch

as, ”véry succ 2ssful reéord,” “"tzec .. rzcord," "remarkable success," a:d

"a recbrd never before achiewver." Rems—ar primarily aimed his attack atc

Carter's "lack of success,” bz - ‘e s:ven references to his "successfu
record as Governor of Californ:z..

' The second most frequent:- used - :lue appeal of Carter (18) and Rezgan

(15) was to efficiency practicziity arnd pragmatism. 'Stégle and Redding -rite
thét Americans value "..: a - ictical man, a man of broad préﬁtical ex- ience,
-a mature and competenF man.”6 Réagén spent_much of hi§ time attempting zo
de%onstrate that he was ad ixpefienced and competent politician and thac his
positions were reasoned anc oractical. For example, in_supporting his cppo~

sition to the hinimum wage, Zeagan argued:

I wish he (Prez-dent Carter) could have been with me whzx

i sat with a ggoup . teenagers, who were black, and whb were
telling me about th.:: unemployment problems, and that it was
thé minimum wage th:: -ad done away with jobs thét they once
could get. And, inde .2 every time it is i;creased you will
find that there is an :-crease in minority unemployment ame .z

young pecple. And the-:zfore i have been in favor of a separate
minimum for .them.

Anotherlexample'which'is =ypical of Reagan's use of this value appeal
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. 3.

28 a persuasive premise is found in - - discussion of his opposicionito the
Equal Rights Amencment. He first exm’ .in-d why he was apposéd: "I think
the amendment i1l take this probier - I the hands 7 the elected legis-
ators and put .t -n the hands of the ~:iectad judges ' He then went on

0 present his -oszition as being bot: agmatic and e a2ctive:

-t

.2lieve that if in al. _.:se ysars thz. se've spert
trying o get the amendmen:t -::t we'd spent = -—uch time :zor-
. ' .
recting these laws as we did :- Zlalifornla - z:_ we were the
firét to do it. TIf I were Pre::dent I would z_zo nc. take a
look at the hundreds of Feder:z regulations wh--h discriminate
against women and which go right on while ever one is looking.

for & amendment.,

in the abcve exémple, Reagan frequently combined ti 2 value appeal of

-

~Ziciency, practicality and pragmatism with that of success. He made fre-

-2nt references to his experience as Governor of a s:ate that "... would
2 the sevénth~ranking aconomic power in the world...." 1if it were a nation.
Thus while attempting tq_conﬁince his audience that his positions were
practical gnd reasonable, he repeatedly interjected his experiepqe and_"suc~
rzssful" record as Governor of California. -
Carter also stressed his experience and his reasoned approach télserious

problems, but, unlike Reagan. he repeatedly attécked hisxopponent as the
i T
antithesis of this. To describe himself and his policies, Carter used words

like '"steady," "carefully-planned," "methodical," "diplomatically," "mod-

eration," and "thcughtfulness.'" He descrited Reagan and his position on

issues as "disturbing," 'dangerous," ''radical," "ridiculous," 'careless,"

"belligerent," and "irresponsible." The sociologist Robin Williams writes

that the value appeal of practicality and efficiency “... rests on a whole

3sét of implicit premises, among which are the stress on .., ra;ionhlity."

O . - =
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And, indeed, Carter se=med to be implyins that Reagan was not rational,

o

For each question aske_, Carter consistently tried to portray Reagan as a
. ) 4 !

man who was not compet:at to make the difficult and serious decisions re-

quired of a presideht =d as a man who held unreasonable positions. For

- example, when discussim: T.eagan's proposad policies to curb inflation,
’ Carter mentioned Reagar - support of tke "Resagan-Kemp-Roth pfoposal:”
»++ Wkich ©  own running za. George Bush, described
as voodoo econ:— ¢s and séid that it would result in a 30 pér-

e : cent inflatior = . :e, and Business Week, which is not a Demo-
cratic publice=icn, said that this Reagan-Kemp-Roth proposal,
and I quote t =z, I think, was completely irfesponsible and

—

would result _a inflationary pr=ssures which would destroy

tnis nation.

Just as Reagan ¢id, Carter fréquen:ly tied appeals to efficiency,

practicality, and pr=zgmatism with appezis to success. However, more signifi—
\A\__//"A ‘
cant is Carter's linking appeals to efficiency, practicality, and pragmatism

with appeals to another value Steele and Redding label a3 external conforﬁity.

The combination of these tw> value:; ' & basic to Carte;'s Persuasive strategy
(8 instances)., For not only were R;agan's positions impractical and un-
no reasonablé, but theyAwodld "... change the basic tone and gommitment that -
;ur nation has experienced ever since the Second WOrld War, with all Presi-
'dents, Democratic and Reputlican.”" For example, Carter pointed out Reagaﬁ
was opposed to the Salt II treatv which was "..- negotiated over a sevén—year
period, by éyself and my two Republican predecessors,”" And, in spite of this,
Carter maintained Reagan wished to: .., také\this treaty, discard it, do not
vote, do not debate, do_not explqre the 1s§ue, &o not finally capitalize on
, .

this long negotiation - that is a very dangerous and distﬁrbing thing." The

following argument also exemplifies Carter's integration of these two value
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appealé:
I think habitually Governor Reagan has-advocated the

injection of military force into troubled areas when I and

my predecessors, bothiDeﬁocratic and Republicans, have advo-~

céted resolving those troubles and those difficult areas of

the world peacefully, diplomatically'apd through'nggotiation.
In discussing the Equal Rights Amendment, Carter spoke df Reagan's "...
gadical departure ... from the principles or ideals or ﬁistorical perspective
of his own party."

Invcontrast to Reagan's departure from tradition, Carter»declared,."I
consider myself in the mainstream of my party. I consider myself in the
mainstream even of the bipartisgn 1ist of Presidents who servéd before me."
In addition, Carter frequently mentioﬁed the traditions of the Democratic

party and that he intended to carry on thosa traditions.

The value appeal of external conformity was not as important for Reagan's

over-all debate strategy as it was for Carter's, but in sevéen instances

Reagan used arguments based on external conformity‘when he fefuted Carter's
attack on.his "radical departure" from American ideals. For examble, Reagan
declared that he did not block the Salt II tréaty as Carter had said, but
that the Senate, with a Democgatic majority, had blocked it. When discussing
the'Equai Rights Amendment, Reagén noted that in four years not éne state,
mogt withﬂbemocraﬁic 1egislatorsf had ratified th: _.endment. Thus ﬁeggaﬁ
‘éfgued that nis positions were no£ incorsistent with *hose of other Amefican
leaders.

Another significant value appeal used by Reagan (12) and,'to a much

lesser extend, by Carter (5) was material comfort. _As expected, each candi-

date argued that his policies would reduce inflation and that the opponent's

policies woulc be or had been disastrous. 'Also, as expected, Reagan .had
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more arguments that appealed to material comfort than Carter did. For ex-

ample, Reagan talked about the "misery index," "the 56 percent unemployment

in Detroit,"

and the President'é plan to increase taxes. Perhaps_Reagan'é
most mehorable‘and.effective a%peél to this value was when he said:
Next Tuesday ‘all of you will ... stand there in the

polling plaée and make a decision. I think when you make

that decision it might ?e well if you would ask yourself:

Are’ you better off than you were four years ago? Is it

easier for you to go and buy things in the stores than it

was four years ago? Is there mor; or less unemploymégt in

the country than there was four years ago? 4

One significant value appeal used by Reagan (13) but not Carter (1) was

rejection of authority. For example, Reagan discussed the "... unnecessary

regulations that invade every facet of business and ... our personal lives"
| as a major reason for the energy shortage. When mentioning past: tax in-

creases he said the Carter administration had taken "... so much money away

from the people." The government had "... usutped power and autonomy and
authority." Reagan linked this value appeal to sSuccess when-he-mentioned

that as governor he gave back "... authority and autonomy to the people"
and opposed government intrusion. The following closing argument by Reagan

combined-the value appeals of rejection of authority and patriotism:

"I would like to havé a crusade today. And I would like
to lead that crusade with your heip. And it. would be one to i
_;gk?.governmenQ off the backs df the great people.of this . | .
onu;try andvturn you loose again to do those things that I
know you can do so well, becausebyou did them and made the
couﬁfry great. . //(

/
Reagan also had more arguments {12) which ‘appealed to Puritan and

/

-
-

1
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pioneer morality than Carter did (2). For example, Reagan spoke of the "un-

kept promises" of Carter and affirmed that he intended to keep his promises.
Reagan accused Carter of unfairly blaming the OREC countries for inflatlon
and of unfairly lndicting-the American people of living too well. Reagan
strongly implied that Carter was not b- :ing heonest and truthful with the
American public. He also accused Carter of not telling the truth about his
(Reagan's) record. Another example of Reagan's affirmation of Puritan and

Pioneer morality was when he indicted Carter's human rights policy as "hypoé

critical.”" Carter, in turn, had only two arguments -based on this value which
concerned '"'fair play” and "a just 'and fair society."
\ )

Carter and Reagan used other value appeals but these appeals were less

frequent and, in the opinion of the writer, not s1gn1£1cantly different.

Both candidates made appeals to the importance of change and prggress, and

both empha51zed the value of effort and. optimism. Both were for equal oppor-

tunity and affirmed the value of the individual and the importance of generosi’

and considerateness. And, as expected, both used arguments that appealed to

the audience s patriotism

Summary
Both men appealed to many of the same basic.American values,'yet soma:
major differences innthe value appeals of.the canhidates'are evident. Other
than attempting to convince his audieece that his.policies had been and would
be SUecessful and that_Reagan's_policies would be disastrous, Carter's major
persuasive emphasis was to convince his viewers that Reagan was impractical

and irresponsible. Carter used strong language, even for a political de--

bate, in{poYtraying Reagan as a trigger happy, inexperienced, and irresponsible

maverick.

Cidrter's linking'effitiency, practicality; and pragmatism to

external conformity in his persuasive arguments was also basic to his per-



™ suasive strategy.

Reagan also strongly appealed to the values of achievement and success

)

and efficiency, practicality and pragmatism, but appeals to external con~

formity were not basic to his persuasive strategy. However, Reagan used

appeals to material comfort and Puritan and pioneer morality as a major

premise underlying more of his arguments than Carter did. One other major
difference is that Reagan appealed more strongly than Carter did to Americans'

| \
aversion to governmental restraints. ‘

T Discussion
- _ " According to numerous public opinion polls. Reagan came away the victor
among the voters who watched the d bate.7 Aléhough this analysis was not
inténded to provide an answer to why Reagan was successful, it should shed

some light on the outcome: It is jossible that Reagan aimed his arguments

the majority of viewers. The psychologist

at values that were more salient t
Milton.Rokeach'maintains that the importance of values varies in different
si;uations. He writes’' that we have a‘".., hierarchically organized system,
wherein.éach value is ordered in priofity or importance relative to others."8
It is likely the audience identified more strongly with Reagan's appeals to

.material comfort, rejection of authority, and Puritan and pioneer morality

than to Carter's primary appeals. 1In particular, Reagan's appeals were .

probably more salient than Carter's appeal to ‘external conformity. Although
Y

our society has many commonly accepted standards, conformity to the standards
P . . . 9 9 . . .
has limits because Americans also value individualism. Robin Williams

writes, ",

.. conformity can be treated as a vclue only in so far as sheer
adherence to group patterns is actually divorced from thé:con;ent and im~.
' nl0 : . . ; . '
plication of those patterns." = Thus it is possible that \Carter did more
4

harm than good when he used this value as a premise fbr'his arguments.”

Q ¢ _ . . ::I{?




. , 9.
Many viewers may have believed that it was time that a President go against
tﬂé actions of his predecessors as long as this action could be taken in a
responsible manner. S%nce the majority of viewers believed Reagan won the
débate, Carter was’evidently not able to persuade most viewers that Reagan
was irresponsible or impractical. Indeed, it appears that Reagan success-
fully used basic and salient American values for the major premises of his

persuasive arguments.
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