ED 343 188 CS 507 774
AUTHOR Smith-Howell, Deborah
TITLE Presidents as Symbols: An Investigation of John F.

Kennedy's, Lyndon B. Johnson's, and Ronald Reagan's
Use of Presadential Allusions.

PUB DATE Nov 81

NOTE ' 25p.; Paper presented at the Annual Neeting of the
Speech communication Association (77th, Atlanta, GA,
October 3. November 3, 1991). Best available copy.

PUB TYPE Reports - Research/Technical {143) —
Speeches/Conference Papers (150)

EDRS PFICE MF01 Plus Postage. PC Not Available from EDRS.

LESCRIPTORS Compunication hesearch; Political Influencess
sPreaidents of the United States; »Public Speaking;
sRhetoric; =Sccial Valuesy =Symboliam

IDENTIFIERS Jonnson (Lyndon Baines); Kennedy (John F); Political
Rhetoric; sPresidential Messages; Reagan (Ronald)

ABSTRACT

This paper pPresents an examination of United States
presidents' names as symbols. In developing the analysis, the paper:
(1) reviews multiple perspectives which suggest that allusions to
past presidents (such as Thomas Jefferson, Abraham Lincoln, or
Franklin Roosevelt) are significant political symbolsy (2) discusses
how allasions to past presidents function in specific situatiors such
as ceremonies and political rallies; and (3) briefly explores the
presidencies of John F. Kennedy, Lyndon Johnson, anéd Ronald Reagan
via presidential allusions. The paper observes that for each of the
three men, allusions to other presidents occurred most frequently in
ceremonial situations, and may have reflected attempts to shape
societal values by providing a symbol of praiseworthy action. The
paper concludes that the study adds one more layer of detail for
understanding the presidency as well as American political culture.
Sixty-four endnotes are included. (Author/sSG)

LRARARNBEAARARARRRARARLARARAARAARAARARANANANARARAR P ARNANANNARARNEAARNAARANRNRN

b Reproductions supplied by EDRS are the best that can be made o

" from the original document. b
AR RAR RN R AR AR AR A AR R AR R AR AR AR AR R R AR A AN R R AR RN AR R R AR N A AR ARA R RN N RN R AA N




3
o~
b
Y
\
1
L

ED343188

PRESIDENTS AS SYMBOLS:
AN INVESTIGATION OF JOHN F. KENNEDY'S, LYNDON B. JOHNSON'S
AND RONALD REAGAN'S

USE OF PRESIDENTIAL ALLUSIONS

Deborah Smith-Howell
Department of Communication
University of Nebraska at Omaha
Omaha, Nebraska 68182
(401)~-554-4849

Paper submitted to the Task Force on Presidential Communication

for the 1991 Speech Communication Association's national
convention, Atlanta, Georgia, 1991.

V.8 DEPARTIENT OF EDUCATION

Ofce of EQucatons Reesiroh and mprovement
“PERMISSION N REPRODUCE THIS MATERIAL

' emmmmm
IN OTHER THAN PAPER COPY HAS BEEN
GRANTE M"hﬂ document has been mprotuced 88
0 BY racewed Hrom the DITICN of OrPENEETON
4 —tz - ongeahng i
0 Mxe changes have been Made [0 mpwove
Pounts opmong Sisted i the dacw
¢ ment 3‘.?«'2’.@..:, raprasent olticial
7O THE EDUCATIONAL RESOURCES OERT postion o POMCY
INFORMATION CENTER (ERIC).

BEST COPY AVAILABLE
DU



ABSTRACT

PRESIDENTS AS SYMBOLS: AN INVESTIGATION OF JOHN F. KENNEDY'S,
LYNDON B. JOHNSON'S, AND RONALD REAGAN'S USE OF PRESIDENTIAL
ALLUSIONS

In deseloping this examination of presidential names as symbols,
this paper (1) reviews multiple perspectives which suggest that
allusions to past presidents are significant political symbols;
(2) discusses how allusions to past presidents function in
specific situations such as ceremonies and political rallies; and
(3) briefly explores the presidencies of Kennedy, Johnson, and
Reagan via presidential allusions. This study adds one more
layer of detall for understanding the presidency as well as
American political culture.
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Woodrow Wilsch once said in 1913, “What good is the success of a
pelitical party unless it’s use? by the nation for a great
national purpose?” And I belisve in the administration of Woodrow
Wilson and Franklin Roosevelt and Harry Truman, and now today--the
Democratic Party has a great national purpose, to move this
country forward.!

W A e e

Thirty-one years ago this month Franklin Roosevelt proclaimed the
policy of the good neighbox. Three years age this month John
Kennedy called for an Alliance for Progress among the American
Republics. Today my country rededicates itself to these
principles and rensws its cosmitment to the partnership of the
hemisphere to carry them forward.?

Nor you hear a lot of jokes every oncs in a while about silent
Cal Coolidge. But I think the joke is on the pecople that make
jma, boca:-; if youllo:i);. at his record, goicnt the tmi » t:::r
times. We ha reatest n perity

wve've ever knowngb:gdyI hlv: taken h::guzi thngfogocnuun if he
did that by doing nothing, maybe that’s the answexr that tha
Federal Government better--’

Jwb »

In each of the preceding passages, Presidents Kennedy, Johnson, and
Reagan invoked the names of prior presidents in the service of their own
personal and administrative goals. What is the purpose of a president using
the name or words of earlier presidents for a presidency differing in time
periods, problems, and sometimes partisan affiliation? 1In this paper, I shall
investigate the symbolic use of former presidents by Kennedy, Jobnson, and
Reagan. Presidential names may be ixportant as symbols for a president in i
establishing a sense of self as president and in communicating an image of his
presidency to the public. wWhile focusing on presidential names involves
exanining very small details rather than larger concepts such as presidency,
political culture, and American culture, that micro-study may provide valuable
information enbancing our understanding of the larger structures. As Clifford
Geertz contends in concluding "Notes on the Balinese Cockfight”, "[a]s in more
familiar exercises in close reading, one can start anywhere in a culture’s
repertoire of forms and end up anywhere else. One can stay, ar I have here,
within a single, mors or less bounded form, and circle steadily within it.

One can move betwsen forms in search of broader unities or informing
contrasts. ... But whatever the level at which one operates, and however

intricately, the guiding principle is the same: socisties, like lives,
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contain their own interpretations. One has only to learn how to gain access
to them,."*

In developing this examination of presidential names as symbols, I
shall: (1) review perspectives which suggert that allusions to past
presidents are significant political symbols; (2) discuss how allusions to
past presidents function symbolically in certain contexts; and (3) briefly
explore the presidencies of Kennedy, Johnson, and Reagan via their use of
presidential names. 1In his provocative study Sugay Creek, John Mack Faraghe:s
argues “it is the layecing of detail, the interrelation of subjects, and the
ningling of abstract structure with eonj.ctm, that make up the gestalt of
historical interpretation.”* with this study, we potentially add one more
layer of detail for understanding the presidency, political culture, and
American culture.

In focusing on Kennedy, Johnson, and Reagan as subjects for this study,
I am not claiming that their three presidencies are representative of all
presidents or are fundamentally similar to nch. ot:h.r. Rather these three men
prévi.dc an intriguing combination for understanding the symbolic use of
presidential names. Almost immediately after his assassination, John F.
Kennedy became a mythic president. 1In describing his own role in creating the
nyth, Theodore H. White claims "[s]o the epitaph on the Kennedy administration
became Camslot-—-a magic moment in American history, when gallant men danced
wvith beautiful women, wvhen great deeds were done, when artists, writers and
poets met at the White Bouss, and the barbarians beyond the walls were held
back.”* Lyndon B. Johnson, the Texan from the Hill Country and Southwest
Texas Teachers College, became the standard bearer for the mythic Ramnedy.
While Kennedy and Johnson represent contrasts within the same party, Ronald
Reagan, the conservative Republicun, apparently appropriates Democratic myths
of FDR and JFK to justify dismantling their programs. 1In a very real sense,
Kennedy, Johnson, and Reagan are linked symbolically and programmatically.
Additionally, Ker iedy, Johnson, and Reagan utilize presidential nampes more
frequently than any of the other post-FDR presidents’. By studying these



three very different presidents, we snhance our understanding of how
presidential names function symbolically within the institution of the
presidency as well as with the three individuals.

Presidents as Symbols. While there has been no systematic study of
allusions to past pre.idents as symbols for later p.esidents or publics, a
variety of sources suggest the symbolic importance of presidents.
Intuitively, former presidents seem important in understanding the presidency
since most people develop their conception of the presidency from personal
experience or images, family recollections, media representations, and
educational indoctrination of the presidency as a person or a collection of
very special individuals. For instance in describing the concept of a public
presidency, politic;l scientist George Edwards contends, “[h)igh expectations
of presidents are also supported by our political socialization; we are often
taught American history organized by presidential era. Implicit in much of
this teaching is the view that great presidemts were largely responsible for
the freedom and prosperity Americans emjoy."® With this perspective,
presidential names or images, for the public and for o~ newly elected
president, provide an understaniing of the presidency as an institution.

vgpe s ANV ESNRIRIE) VPP Pecr oy s

Additionally, presidential statemsnts on the relationship bstween an
incumbent president and previous presidents suggest the influence of the past
on the present. For instance, Lyndon Johnsom claimed, °“there is an unseen
Preaidency. 1Its tradition, experience, judgment, and exampls speak across the
centuries from one President to the naxt."’ 1In 1932 Hexrbert Hoover reflected
a similar concern with, "No man can be President without loocking back upon the
effort given to the country by the thixty Presidents who in my case have
preceded me. No man of imagination car be President without thinking of what
shall be the course of his country under the thirty more Presidents who will
follow him. Be must think of himself as a link in the long chain of his
country’s destiny, past and f:uture."!® While these are isolated statements,
presidents, at some level, identify with the presidents before them in

creating their own presidency.
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By emphasizing the mythic power of strong presidents, writers assums the
influence of the historical presidency on an incumbent president. For
example, "He sits in Lincoln’s chair, and he speaks with the moral authority
of Washington, Jefferson, Jackson, and Roosevelt. Pesople attribute something
of the luster, virtue, and competence of those giants to any president. BHe
absorbs their colors, and this cannot help but have a significant impact on
how other pecople relate to him."" 1In a similar vein, “wWashington the
spotless patriot, Jefferson the democrat, Jackson the man of the frontier,
Lincoln the emancipator and preserver of the Union, Theodore Roosevelt the
All-American Boy, Wilson the peacemaksr - these men are symbols of huge
interest and value to the American people.”’ With these statements Clinton
Rossitor illustrates the position that past presidents influence occupants of
the office as well as the American pecople‘’s perception of each Chief of State.

Abraham Lincoln and Franklin Delano Roosevelt are frequently discussed
as powerful influences on later presidents. While claims such as "Lincoln is
the supreme myth, the richest symbol in the ANQ;ican experience.”® may be
hyperbole, such statsments ur§ not uncommon. For. instance, Richard Current
argues that Lincoln is the favorite president for later presidents to quote orx
recall. BHe alsc contends, "[w]hatever the immediate concern, when the
presidents cite Lincoln they tell us something about the presidency and about
political leadership both in their time and in his.”™ FDR is also
considered a "tough act to follow. 1In his more than three terms in the White
Bouse, he had become, as one writer has stated ’‘the Paul Bunyan of American
Presidents: a myth bassd on vividly remembered reality’."* ror presidents
and publics, the name and images associated with FDR cast a powerful shadow on
the modern presidency.’* With their investigations of incum!:<nt presidents’
relationships with Lincoln and FDR, Current and Leuchtenburg suggest the
symbolic potency of past presidents for their successors.

In a variety of contexts, scholars present concepts which suggest the
symbolic nature of presidents. While Novak does not specifically investigate
the use of names a3 symbols, he does focus on the symbolic nature of the



presidency.'’ Daniel Boorstin argues, "[ojur feeling of continuity in our
history makes it easy for us 12 see the fcunding fathers as our
contemperaries. It induces us to craw heavily on the materials of our
history, but always in a distinctly nonhistorical frame of mind."** By
separating names from specific historical contc-xt, pecple can uss the names
for different symbolic purposes. Discussions focusing on the reification of
national meaning in "hero-presidents” and constituting the presidency through
the "words and deeds of individual presidents” also provide suppcrt for the
significance of presidential pames as symbols.

In investigating presidential allusions n'- synbols, we must consider
what function the names serve for the presidents using them. For instance,
the public may use the images associated with pact presidents in making
political judgments. In his study of the symbolic uses of George Washington,
Barry Schwartz contends, "the memcry of Washington’s character keeps alive the
ideals of the past. For the mature American, tdat mexory embodies a clear
standard for peolitical judgment; for the young, an sffective tocol of moral
instruction.”” studies from ax empirical perspective also suggest that
“particularly heroic examples of presidents past” may function as standards
for judgment of conteamporary presidents.”

As indicated by Schwartz abowe, references to previous presidsnts may
assist a president and his audience :in conserving the past and in establishing
a4 link betwsen past and presert. In their examination of presidential
inaugurals, Karlyn Kohrs Campbell and Kathleen Ball Jamieson argue, “[t]o
demonstrate his qualifications for the office, the President must venerate the
past and show that the traditions of the inatitution continue unbroken in bim.
He must affirm that he will transm<t the institution of the Presidency intact
to his successors.” One avenus fo= achieving these goals is by homoring past
presidents.?” sSchwartz specif-cally suggests that the commemoration of
wWashington is "more of a way ¢ urderstanding the present that of
understanding the past. It is alsoc an instrument for articulating the
continuity of present and past."? With their studies, these authors
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illustrate specific rhetorical functions for presidential names.

.Presidential names may also function as legitimating symbols. According
to William Leuchtenburg, Kennedy used FDR as a legitimating force for his
policies.”Marcus Cunliffe argues that Andrew Jackson is considered the
"vigorous damocratic ruler” who is cited by strong Presidents as a model or
Justification for their actions.”™ cCusrent contends that Lincoln is also
utilized as a source of "political support and for official precedents."

In this context, FDR, Jackson, gnd Lincoln as names with associated images
become persuasive tools for succeeding presidents.

In addition to functioning for the public, presidential names also serve
as symbols for an incumbent president. As a political figure, a president has
an identity as a "political self” which "refers to an individual‘s view of
oneself in the single-role of political actor or one’s package of orientations
regarding politics."® 1In his examination of "becoming” president, Robert
Denton contends that: “Tha sventual ‘Presidential self’ includes all the
subjective _houghts, toolingl,‘nnd needs which are associated with the
role."? perha, 4in the process of adapting o.i! to the presidency, a
primary source for understanding the presidency is earlier presidents. After
all individuals who become president go through essentially the same political
socialization and sducation process that all other Americans experience: a
process which emphasizes individual presidants. Additionally, when a person
wakes up and finds that he or she is “"leader of the free wur)d”, he or she is
most likely to identify himself or herself with those few other individuals
who shared the same experience. Por instance, Current argues that the
"Lincoln Presidents”™ sought reassurance from their notions of how Lincoln
would respond.?®® Perbaps Lyndon Johnson describes himself more so than
Abraham Lincoln when he said: “Lincoln was often racked by doubts. In the
conduct of grave human affairs, dogmatic cextainty is of*en the handmaiden of
catastrophe. But doubts can lead to disaster too--paralyzing the will when
the times cry out for action. The truc guality of Lincoln emerges, I think,

from the fact that for four long brutal years he never permitted his anguish
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and doubt to ever deter him from acting.”® In other words, past presidents
function not only in communicating ideas to the public but in defining an
individual as president.

Essentially, a presidential name may function as a "condensation symbol”
which "is a name, word, phrase, or maxim which stirs vivid impressions
involving the listener’s most basic values. The symbol arcuses and readies
him for mental or physical action."” Given the varjous fragments which
indicate the symbolic importance of presidential names, we turn to an
investigation of these symbols.

Presidential Names and value Maintspance. As symbols, presidontial
allusions may function in rhetorical discourse to “"inculcate, affirm, and
maintain publicly shared values."’® By examining the two dominant situations
where presidential names occur, we see bow presidential names function in
value education and maintenance.

ror Kennedy, Johnson, and Reagan presidential allusions cccur most
frequently in ceremonial situations™. These cersmonial situations include
occasions such as an Inaugural Address, presenting tbe Nedal of Freedom,
toasting various dignitaries, and bill signing events as well as mar+ other,
frequently sundane, situations in which m-i&nts frequently find themselves.
One perspective would label many of these situations epideictic speech. 1In
epideictic, speakers attempt to "increass the intensity of adherence to values
Leld in common »y the audience and spesker."™ potentislly by using the
presidential names, presidents are shaping societal values by providing a
symbol of good or praise-worthy actions.

In a multiplicity of instances, Kennedy, Johnson, and Reagan indicate
the value dimension of presidential names. Holding up names as value symbols
is easily apparent in Ronald Reagan‘s first inaugural address.

At the end of this open mall are those sbrines to the giants on

whose shoulders we stand. Directly in front of me, the monument

tc a monumental man, George Washington, father of our country. A

man of humility who came to greatcess reluctantly. Je led

10



Amerxican ocut of revolutionary victory into infant nationhood. Off

to one side, the stately memorial to Thomas Jefferson. The

Declaration of Independence flames with his elogquence. And then,

_beyond the Reflecting Pool, the dignified columns of the Lincoln

Memorial. Whoever would understand in his heart the meaning of

American will find it in the life of Abraham Lincoln.?

In similar manner, but perhaps on a less grand occasiorn, LBJ illustrates the
value function of previous presidents with: “Thomas Jefferson said: ’When a
man assumes a public trust, he should consider himself as public property.’
The man we honor here today has lived that philosophy for more than 7 long
years." 1In a seamingly inconsequential occasion, Kennedy invokes the image
of George Washington when toasting the President of Tunisia. °...in many ways
bis own life is comparable to the experiences of the father of ouxr country,
Genexal Washington. Like Presidont Washington, President Bourguiba is a
revolutionary, and like President Washington he also, when the revolution was
won, had the sense of judgment, self-discipline and strength to attempt to
bring good will and peace among his psople and to the pecple of the former
occupiers of his country and his surrounding neighbors."”

In esach of the examples, the presidents present the name of a former
president and explicate values associated with that name. While these are
isolated instances, presidents are constantly toasting, presenting, remarking,
etc. aﬁd, at least with Kennedy, Johnson, and Reagar, calling on presidential
hames. Apparently, Kennsdy, Johnson, and Reagan accept Schwartz’'s contention
that “George Washington remains a prominent object of commemoration because
the values he stood for in the late eighteenth century remain centra) to the
political culture of the .ate twentieth century."”

In addition to ceremonies, presidential allusions occur frequently in
Political situations. While presidents are theoretically the representative
of all the people, they are alsc the leading spokespersons of a political
party. In examining the symbolic nature of presidential pames and the usage
of those names by incumbent presidents, we cannot ignore the fundamentally

11



partisan nature of the American presidency. <n many ways presidential names,
function as a type of political capital which rightly “belongs®™ to appropriate
heirs. For instance, in the 1980 election JDecocrats, particularly Carter,
were enraged and stunned by Ronald Reagan‘s habit of using FCR in support of
his conservative cause. For most people, particularly Democrats, FDR is
viewed as a symbol of active and expanding government concerned with social
welfare.” As a campaign symbol, FDR does not, at least from most
Democrats’ perspective, represenc the campaign or the presidency of Ronald
Reagan. In using presidential names in political situations, tho. presidents
illustrate how the names functiun in defining partisan as well as general
American values. )

John F. Kennedy explicitly recognizes the political role of president
with: "A President of the United States, as Barry Trumap has said, wears many
hats, as Commander in Chief, as President, Lolding special responsibilities in
the fiald of forsign policy. But he is also the leader of his party.” In the
sams speech, Kennedy goes on to associate himself and all Democrats with the
presminent historical Democrats: “I‘m proud to be a Damocrat. I’m proud of
the record we have tried to make. I’m proud to be in the long line &I
succession as a leader of the oldest political party on sarth, from Jefferson
to Jackson to Truman and Roosevelt and Wilson.” Additiocmally, Kennedly <ises
presidential names to move the audience to action with: “ire we going to say
in 1962 that Franklin Roosevelt and Barry Truman did their job »nd we’re pot
going to do ours? I come to Pennsylvania and I ask you for your support in
electing Pemocratic Congressmen who believe in progress, and Senators and
electing a great Governor."*® while Kennedy’'s remarks »re all too familiar
by invoking "great” Democrate, he quickly and, potentially, effectively states
his poesition. For Kennedy, his Democrat. predecessors provide an esasily
understandable and perhaps potent rhetorical strategy.

Throughout his presidency, Lyndon JolLnscn evoked the myth of John F.
Kennedy as his own political capital. For instance:

Ona day in August, about 6 years ago, I joined in a compact in Los

12



Angeles with John Fritzgerald Kennedy to offer the pesople of this

Nation a program of better jobs and more jobs at better wages,

better living, better health, bLetter education, a program to fight

poverty at home and abroad, a program of consexvation and

beautification and recreation s> we could have better living for

our families. ... We stood slroulder to shoulder in thit program,

When others were divided, we stood together. The effort we began,

the pledges we made, we carried out together, as long as God

spared John F. Kennedy. And since he was taken from us, 'I hare

tried in good faith to carxry on. Those pledges have been

redeemed.*
For .yrdon Johnsor, John F. Kennedy legitimated virtmally every policy and
action of the Johnson presidency. In this instance and the hundreds of others
similar ones (in his time as president Johnson mentioned Kennedy at least once
in 248 political situations), Johnson associated himself with the values and
the legacy of the mythic Kennedy for his own political gain.

As indicated earlier, Ronald Reagan does not limit himself to only
Republican symbols. For example, at a Republican rally Reagan states:

Franklin Roosevelt warnod that fear can paralyze ns. let us turn

avay from voices of fear and doom, and move forward together to

ambrace recovery with confidence and courage. Those who make our

country sick, however their intontions, must not kesp ber from

getting well now. Partisan politics must not delay the healing of

America. 1If others cannot encourage, pitch in, and help the rest

of us, then let them stand aside and get out of the way. This

nation wants to move forward.*?
By invoking FDR in support of his actions, Reagan appropriates and redefines
important Democratic capital. While for many people FDR and the Democratic
party were inherently connected, that linkage may have weakened with time and
lack of specific references. When Reagan associates himself with ;bo values
of FDR, he potentially reaches an audience which allows him to define the FDR

10
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symbol for tham in a manner consistent with Reagan’'s conservative goals.
Perhaps Democrats are justified in their rage and concern. After all, they
may be losing their stronghold on one of the rost powerful symbols of the
modern Democratic party and presidency.

wWhen asked what do you want in a president, respondents have identified
honesty, intelligence, and indepenaence as the primary characteristics."
Perhaps presidents and aspiring candidates believe they can project those
qialities by calling upon the individuals who exhibited the eiu:acto:ioticu in
the past. #While presidentisl nmo' may communicate values which presidents
vish to be associated with, Jimmy Carter’s experience should perhaps ssrve as
a warning. ©Of the 252 Carter speeches containing allusions, 156 were in an
election with 96 of those being in the 1980 presidential year. In those 96
speeches, Carter invoked John F. Kennedy 127 times, Franklin Roosevelt 121
times, and Barry ‘Truman 100 times. Carter’s 1980 use of allusions contrasts
to 1977 when he evoked JFK 14 times, FDR and Harry Truman seven times.
Clearly, Jimmy Carter conceives of presidential allusions as a pulitical
resource. Perhaps, Carter also indicates the aeed f£7r cauntion, coniistency,
and appropriateness in using those symbols. Potentially, since Crrter’s use
of presidential names was sc abrupt and almost out of chaxsctze in 1980,
audiences did not accept the transference of the symbols.*

With their use of presidential allusions, Kennedy, Johnson, and Reagan
illustrate how the names function as symbols which are important in creating
and maintaining societal and partisan values. From this general discussion,
we can now move into an examination of each presidency via presidential names.

John ritsgerald Kesnedy'. With his use of presidential names, JFK
projected ar image of his presidency as active, inherently Democratic, and
traditionally patriotic. For instance, in his speeches Kennedy called upon 22

! Kennedy “~ad 230 speeches containing 624 allusions to past presidents.
of those 624 all. iops 121 were to FDR; 103 to Eisenhower; 76 to Truman; 65 to
Jefferson; 54 to Wilson; 41 to T. Roosevelt; 35 to Washington; and 35 to Lincoln.
Other presidents mentioned by Kennedy were Adams, Hoover, J.Q. Adams, Jackson,
Coolidge, Madison, Cleveland, Monroe, McKinley, Taft, Barding, Fillmore,
A.Johnson, and Grant.
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past presidents from the .34 available to him. He most frequently mentioned
FDR with Eisenhower second and Harry T.uman third. Thomas Jefferson, Woodrow
Wilson, Theodore Roosevelt, and George Washington were the next more
frequently invoked in Kennedy’'s speeches. As indicated earlier, Kenusdy‘'s
presidential allusions occurred most frequently in ceremonial situations with
political occasions as the second highest. While the Eisanhower references
do not fit specifically into an image of the Kennedy presidency, those
references usually eccurred in press conferences, often from press initiation
rather than Kennedy’s own choice. For instance:

Q. MNr. President, almost precisely a year ago, President

Eisenhower in his arewell address discussed the influence of the

military-industrial alliance in the defense spending program. I

wonder, sir, if, in your first year in office, you have devaloped

similar concern for this problem.

THE PRESIDENT. I think that President Eisenhowsr commented on a

matter which deserves continuing attention by the President and

also by the Secretary of Defense. There gets to be a great wvested

interest in expenditures because of ths employment that is

involved, and all the rest, and that’s one of the struggles which

he had and which we have, and I think his warning or words wers

well taken.®
In discussing the symbolic nature of presidential names, we must also realize
that not every occurrence of the name is necessarily sybolic in terms of
values or images for a presidency as the Eisenhower example illustrates.

For John F. Xennedy, Franklin Roosevelt provided an all purpose example.
Kennedy used FDR in a multiplicity of situations ranging from greeting
dignitaries, making statements on his arrival in foreign rountries, and
associating himself with causes and audiences. For ipstance, in talking to a
conference on conservation:

And this is particularly challenging now when so many changes are

taking place, in the method of living, of transportation, in the

12
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lives of all of us, so that we have the same opportunity, the same

challenge, the same necessities as faced Theodore Roosevel:t and

Franklin Roosevelt way back when they turned their attention to

it."

Or, as an additional example, speaking to students at the
University of Costa Rica:

‘What Franklin Roosevelt said to the American people in the 1930's

I say to you now: This generation of Americans, your generation

of Americans, has a rendezvous with destiny.¥
Regardless of audience or topic, John F. Kennedy found that FDR could
effectively speak for him.

While Kennedy frequently called upon Theodors Roosevelt, he usually did
so0 in conjunction with other past presidents and as a asans of identifying
with a specific group or cause. For instance with the conservation example,
Keanedy uses Theodore, Roosevelt in coniunction with other presidents for
associating himself with the cavse perhaps most associated with Theodore
Roosevelt. Additionally, Teddy Roosevelt’s "rough tidgr' and "bmlly pulpit”
memory may also snhance the active image of Kennedy’s presidency.

¥hile current memories of John F. Kennedy may mot highlight his intense
partisan pature, his use of presidential names suggests it. Of Kennedy’s five
most frequently mentioned presidents, four are Democxats (tbe three
immediately preceding him and "founder” of the party--Jefferson). These
presidential names occur both in ceremonial and political situations and
frequently in combination. For example:

¥e can keep going by not merely invoking the past, but by using

the past as a stimulus to the future, and all of the great leaders

of the Democratic Party -- Wilson’s New Freedom, Roosevelt’s New

Deal, Truman’s Fair Deal, and our New Frontier ~- are attempts to

pick up the United States and move it.*’

While the associations are not subtle, Kennedy cl;arly calls upon the values

and images associated with the past in order to advance his own goals.

13
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Wwith his use of Lincoln and Washington, Kennedy remembers and honors the
past in A rather traditional manner. For instance, at the 10th Annual
Presidential Prayer Break{ast, Kennedy said that:

In our program this morning there is a guotation from Lincoln

which I think is particularly applicable today. He said, "I

believe there is a God. I see the storm coming and I believe He

has a hand in it. If He has a part and place for me, I believe

that I am ready.”

We see the storm coming, and we believe He has a hand in it, and

if He has a place and a part for us, I believe that we are

ready.*

With the Lincoln guotation, Kennedy identifies himself with the occasion
withuut associati himself with specific religious doctrines.

In his remarks at George Washington University, Kennedy praises his
audience by associating the ideals of higher edv~ation with a “gresi”
president. Kennedy stated that:

I am also glad to be here because this University bears the

distinguished name . © the father of our country, George

Washington. It is a matter of great interest that there has been

an intimate relationship between the great political leaders of

our country and our colleges and universities.

This University bea:s the name of George Washington, which showed

his understanding in his day of the recessity of a free society to

produce educated men and women,?

Essentially, Kennedy used Lincoln and Washington as symbols of basic American
values without overt partisan undertones applicable for a variety of
situations and audiences.

By examining Kennedy’s use of presidential allusions, we see many
familiar images of the Kennedy presicdency but through a different lens. The
mythic Camelot presidency is not apparent in the everyday discourse or in some

special pattern of symbol use. Instead, Kennedy’s presidency appears active,
14
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almost partisan, and somewha: traditional. In many ways, Kennedy’s use of
presidential names muy represent a norm or balance. Kennedy was not
influenced or preoccupied with any one prior president and did not menticn any
president that would ssem odd, surprising, or contradictory with his political
positions. 1In this respect, Kennedy differs dramatically with Lymndon B.
Johnson and Ronald Reagan.

Lyndon B. Johmson’. Llyndon Johnson’s use of presidential names
represents a marked contrast from the Kennedy presidency. Essentially,
Johnson defines himself as president and his presidency through past
presidents since bhe presents himself as the standard bearer for the deceased
Kennedy and true son of the Roosevelt legacy. 1In his autobiography, whether
as perpetuation of an image or as deeply held beliefs, Johnson states:

Rightly or wrorgly, I felt from the very first day in office that

I had to carry cn for President Kennedy. I considered myself the

caretaker of both his people and his policies. Hs knew when be

selected me as his running mate that I would be the man reguired

to carxry on if anything happened to him. I did what I believed he

would have wanted me to do. I never wavered fiom that sense of

responsibility, even after I was elected in my own right, up to my
last day in office.®
Leuchtenburg comments on LBJ’s relationship with FDR with:

To the very last he remained a Roosevelt man, coamitted to social

reform and a bold foreign policy. Yat he also wanted to pat his

own brand on the history of his times, indeed to achieve so much

that he -ald outrank even FDR.%

Perbaps, Lyndon B. Johnson is best understood as a president trapped by the

past.

? Lyndon Johnson gave €02 speeches containing 1917 allusions. Of those
#llusions 521 were to JFK; 267 to FDR; 252 to Eisenhower; 227 to Truman; 204 to
Lincoln; "10 to Jefferson; 64 to Wilson; 53 to T. Roosevelt, 48 to Washington;
45 to Hocver; and 44 to Jackson. Other past presidents mentioned by LBJ were
2.Johnson, MNudison, Adams, Coolidge, Taft, Garfield, Cleveland, Polk, Barding,
Monrod, Grant, J.Q. Adams, and Buchanan.
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By examining presidential names, we see Johnaon's focus on Kermedy and
FDR as well as the still living former presidents Eisenhower and Truman. For
Johnson, Kennedy functioned as a legitimating symbol for his own presidency
and as a powerful campaign strategy to guarantee Johnson’s own election. In
the period immediately after he wa sworn in as president and throughout the
1964 election campaign, Johnson invoked John F. Kennedy in 166 speaking
situations. For instance, in a campaign speech Johnson repeatedly referred to
Kennedy as "our beloved President”, described himself as "carrying on for John
Fritzgerald Xennedy”, reminded the Audiqnco of the assassination night with
"[{tlhat night I returned to that empty White House, that room that was vacant
because our leader had fallen," and listed the "program” "our beloved
President” had for America. Johnson then goes on to state:

I counted those bills. President Kennedy, when he was taker from

us, had 51 major measures for the people, p-e-e-p-l-e, p-e-e-p-u-

lisic)}. I xmean the great mass of human nature that make up 150

million, and they have one leader. The just have one President.

I am the only President you have.”
¥While 1963-1964 has approximately half of Johnson’s mentions of Kennedy,
throughout his presidency Johnson continued to describs himself and his
presidency with frequent references to Xennedy.

In addition to continuing Kennedy’s policies, Johnson also identified
himself and his programs with Franklin Roosevelt. For example in his first
address to United Naticns as President, Johnson emphasized his association
with FDR. Johnson stated that:

¥When I entered the Congress of the United States 27 years ago, it

way my very great privilege to work closely with President

Franklin Delano Roosevelt. As a mamber of Congress, I worked with

him to bring about a profound but peaceful revolution. That

peaceful revolution brought help and hope to the one~third of our

Nation that was then "ill-housed, ill-clnd, and iil-nourished.”

We helped our working men and women obtain more jobs and we helped
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them obtain better wages. We helped our farrers to buy and

improve their own land, and conserve their soil and water, and

electrify their farms.™
In this example and aumerous others, Johnson identifies himself explicitly
with FDR programs and claims for himself part of the credit awarded to FDR and
those programs.

While Johrson frequently mentioned Eisenhower, many of those references
came during press conferences and in the 1964 alection comparing the
Kennedy/Johnson administration against the Eisenhower presidency. Yet LBJ
insisted throughout his term that his actions in vietnam were consisted with
Eisenhower’s and Kennedy’s. For example Johnson stated that:

That is what President Eisenhower remembered in 1954 when be laid

before the Senate the SEATO Treaty, and during the crisis over

Quemoy and Matsu.

That is what President John F. Kennedy remembered when, in the

face of Communist aggression in Laos and Vietnam, he began to send

American forces there as ~arly as 1962.

Yos, we have learnsd over the past half century that failure to

meet aggressicn means war, not peace." .

In an examination of the Johnson/Bisenhower relationship, H. W. Brandis
argues that LBJ believed he was acting in Vietnam as Eisenhowser would have
acted.* In other words, Vietnam was not Johnson’s war nor was it the
Democrats’ war.

Early in his memoir, Lyndon Johnson states that:

Every President has to establish with the various sectors of the

country what I call “the right to govern.” Just being elected to

the office does not guarantee him that right. Every President has

to inspirs the confidence of the people. Every Prasident has to

become a leader, and tc be a leader he must ittract people who are

willing to follow him. Every President has tv develop a moral

underpinning to his power, or he socon discovers that he has no
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power at all.

For me, that presented special problems."

By investigating Johnson’s use of presidential names, we see one avenue
Johnson choose to establish his "right to govern.”™ Johnson, perhaps
unconaciously, describes his preoecupaﬁon with establishing his legitimacy as
a ruler and potentially provides an explanation for his frequent use of JFK,
FPR, and the other presidential nawes.

Rooald Reagan’. Ronald Reagan‘’s relationship with FDR is deacribed as
“baffling, labyrinthine,” and characterized by Reagan signing the legislation
establishing a garden wall monument in honor of FDR but providing no
appropriations for the building of the wall.* In many ways, this
description of Reagan and FDR illustrates Reagan use of presidential allusions
as symbols. Reagan’s use of presidential allusions is characterized by four
patterns evident from the names and the frequency of mentions. First, with
his extensive use of the powerful but normally Democratic symbols—~-JFK and
FDR, Reagan coopts ground of his opponents in representing his presidency to
the public. For instance, Reacan fregquently comparas his budget to JFK’s in
texms of percentage devoted to military spending and invokes JFK in support of
his tax cut. In a White House Briefing, Reagan contended that:

John F. Kennedy proposed a broad, across-ths-board income tax cut

over a 2 year period, and it was implemented after he was gone.

But the economists were riaing up and telling him that this was

going to reduce Yederal revenues by $83 billion, and he had scme

very good answers, such as be said, “A rising tide raises all

boats.” And he stuck to his guns.”

According to Reagan, he faced a situation similar to that encountered by

? Ronald Reagan gave 795 speeches containing 1695 allusions to past
presidents. Of those allusions 223 were to Jefferson; 213 to JFK; 200 to
Lincoln; 165 to FDR; 146 to Truman; 136 to Washington; 116 to Eisenhower; 96 to
Carter; 66 to T. Roosevelt and Ford; 51 to Coolidge; and 36 to Madison. Other
past presidents mentioned were LBJ, Nixon, Adams, Jackson, Wilson, W. Harrison,
Grant, J.Q. Adams, McKinley, Bayes, Van Buren, B. Barrison, Barding, Boover,
Monroe, Cleveland, Taft, and Fillmore.
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Kennedy and he would model his cwn behavier after Kennedy's. After all, fow
people remember John F. Kennedy as the champion of "voodoo economics.”

In a similar manner, Reacen uses FDR as support in changing governmen:
focus from "regulation and governmert dictates” to one of “trust in ourselves
and in each other.”™ cConsistent with FDR, Reagan stated that:

But we have to give curselves a chance. We have to have jobs.

Franklin Delano Roosevelt said, when he spoke to a nation that was

gripped by the economic woes of the Great Depression, °“For more

than three centuries we’'ve been building on this continent a free

society, a society in which the promise of the human spirit may

find fulfillment. Comingled here,” he said, "are the blood and

genius of all the pecple of the world who have sought this

promise.*

In invoking JFK and FD! in support of his policies and as similar in
attitades, Reagan provides an image of his presidency that many people argue
contradicts the "real” meaning of those symbols. Whether or not there are
incongruities, Reagan’s use of FDOR and JFK makes it difficult for his
opponents to invoke those names effectively. For instance, Walter Mondale as
heir apparent of the FDR legacy is not as effective if Ronald Reagan, who as
president has the power of FDR and JFK, redefines the past for the American
public.

Secondly, with the use of Jefferson, Lincoln, and Washington, Reagan
portrays himself and his presidency as a continuation of the “hero-
presidents®. For instance, Reagan identifies himself with the essence of
Jeffersonian democracy when he contends that:

Thomas Jefferson wrote that “Were we directed from Washington when

to sow and wuen to reap, we would soon bs wanting for bread.”

Well, figuratively speak.-3, I'm afraid that's exactly what’'s been

happening. To return Amesican to prosperity, we must call on the

people at the local level, or. the talent in our state

legislatures, in our courcy seats, and our city halls. We must
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respond to the needs and the dreams of our people, and you are the

officials who know best in government what they are.*

Wwith washington, Jefferson, and Lincoln, Reagan represents his presidency as
consistent with the fundamental principles of American democracy regardless of
what critics might suggest.

Thirdly, wﬁth the use of Eisenhower, 7. Roosevelt, Lincoln, and Forxd,
Reagan establishes the partisan nature of his presidency with the respected,
likable, and acceptable Republican presidents. For example Reagan stated
that:

dedy Roosevelt said, "Far better it is to dare mighty things,

even though checkered by failure, than to take rank with those

poor spirits who neither enjoy much nor suffer much because they

live in the grey twilight that knows not victory or defeat.”

Our opponents oppose our budget savings. They oprosed our tax

cuts. And they complain that all their special interests have

been treated unfairly. well, let them deny and oppose and

complain, bescause we can remind the pecple-~...--they’rs the last

people who should be giving sermons about fairness and

compassion.*?

In his speeches, Ronald Reagan recognizes that he is leader of a political
party and vhile the most recently elected Republican president does not
effectively depict the party cther past presidents do.

Finally, Reagan presents i relatively unique and obscure president,
calvin Coolidge, as a personal favorite which establishes a imags that may be
uniquely Rsagan’s. In an international radio broadcast, Reagan claimed that:

A former Preaident of the United States once said: "The chief

ideal of the American people is idealism ...[in original) America

is a nation of idealists.” Well that’s as true today as vhen

President Calvin Coolidge spoke those words back in 1925.%
¥hile Calvin Coolidge may not be remembersd for his profound and eleguent
thoughts, he provides Ronald Reagan with a Republican past president with whom
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the public has little prior knowledge. Essentially, Reagan creates Calvin
Coolidge for the American people and, of course, Ccolidge supports Reagar.
Wwith each grouping of presidential names, Reagan communicates an image of his
presidency for himself and his public.

Of course, presidential allusions may sexve a variety of other purposes
not directly related to the symbolic use discussed in this paper.
Additionally, presidents do not write their own speeches. Perbaps in many
instances, a president does not know who or why be is mentioning or quoting a
former presidents. In those situations, the discourse is identifiec with the
president and is spoken by him or issued in his Date and so becomes publicly
his. While factors other than symbolic considerations frequently account for
the use of presidential names, the references still potentially crsate an
image of a prssidency. rroh this study, we add more detail for intsrpretation
and provide an additional lens for -nderstanding presidents, the presidency,
#nd American political culture. After all, “we must think of rhetoric mot in
terms of some one particular address, but as a general body of identifications
that owe their convincingness much more to trivial :.petlticn and dull daily

reinforcement than to exceptional rhetorical s’.ill."%*
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