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ABSTRACT

i ’

The purpose of this study was to examine 
Senator Everett McKinley Dirksen's speech of July 15, 
1964, and to ascertain his use of the epideictic 
devices of praise in nominating Barry Goldwater for 
President.

To accomplish this purpose, the life of 
Senator Dirksen was examined. The background of the 
Convention and audience attitudes were discussed to 
provide necessary information for evaluation of the 
speech. A brief analysis of the language and structure 
of the speech was made.

To determine the methods of praise used in 
the speech, a criterion was established based on the 
Rhetoric of Aristotle. An analysis of the speech was 
then made to discover the elements of praise.

Senator Dirksen, in his speech nominating Barry 
Goldwater for President, appears to have praised 
Senator Goldwater adeptly according to the criteria 
established. The characteristics selected for praise 
were in accordance with praiseworthy attributes as
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listed by Aristotle. Where Senator Dirksen was 
ineffective in producing proof of praiseworthy 
characteristics, he conveyed to the mind of the 
audience the fact that the characteristics described 
were typical and admirable of all Americans, and 
therefore, of Senator Goldwater. Senator Dirksen 
was likewise successful in magnifying the attributes 
of praise which he discussed.



INTRODUCTION:
PURPOSE; METHOD; LIMITATIONS

Senator Everett McKinley Dirksen, a prominent 
member of the Republican Party, known for his long 
experience in Congress and for his outstanding ability 
as a leader, was selected to deliver the nominating 
speech for Senator Barry Goldwater at the 1964 
Republican Convention. It will be the purpose of this 
analysis to examine the speech and to ascertain Senator 
Dirksen’s use of the epideictic devices of praise as 
defined by Aristotle in his Rhetoric.

The American story of men working together at 
the political convention to nominate a candidate for 
the office of President of the United States has 
changed with the years. With increased efficiency in 
communications and transportation, the modern candi
date has come less frequently to rely on last minute 
strategy at the convention to secure the nomination.
The candidate has reached the delegates months in 
advance through state meetings and primary campaigns.
In 1964, the leading Republican candidate, Senator 
Goldwater, had 726 delegates committed before the

1
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opening day, with only 655 needed to nominate.^ Conse
quently, the importance of oratory as a persuasive 
device for winning the nomination at the convention 
was less important.

With this in mind, the evaluation of Senator 
Dirksen * s speech will be approached with a view toward 
discovering the devices and the means by which he 
accomplished praise in his speech rather than a view 
of the persuasiveness or results obtained because of 
the speech.

According to Aristotle, the study of rhetoric 
should not confine itself alone to the discussion of 
persuasion. He says: " . . .  we see that its
[rhetoric's] function is not absolutely to persuade 
but to discover the available means of persuasion in a 
given case."2 Lane Cooper adds to this: "Not outward
success, but a correct method, is the criterion of art;

3the correct method will bring success in proportion."

^"Victory at San Francisco: How Goldwater Did 
It," U. S. News and World Report (July 27, 1964), p. 42.

2Lane Cooper, The Rhetoric of Aristotle (New 
York: Appleton-Century-Crofts, Inc., 1932), p. 6.

3Ibid., p. 7.



It is the discovery of method and the content of the 
praise that will be of paramount importance in this 
thesis.

It was determined that in addition to a printed 
press release of Senator Dirksen’s nominating speech, 
which was available, a tape recording should be used 
also. For this analysis, both the official press 
version and the tape copies were compared to discover 
any last minute variations. It was found that while 
there were frequent differences between the press 
release and the tape recording, the essential meaning 
was not altered. Minor word orders were changed, 
phrases omitted or added, but the total effect and 
meaning were not altered. The printed version as 
included in the appendix of the thesis is taken 
directly from the tape recording.

Thonssen and Baird say that the true goal of 
the speech critic is to make intelligent, critical, 
and objective evaluations. They stress further: "This
task involves (1) Investigating the facts relating to 
the speech, (2) Formulating the criteria by which the 
speech is to be judged, and (3) Making the evaluation."^ 
This thesis will follow these ideas.

4Lester Thonssen, and A. Craig Baird, Speech 
Criticism (New York: The Ronald Press, Co., 1948), p. 5.

3



4
Accordingly, the first chapter of this study 

will investigate facts relating to the speech. It 
will cover background material concerning speaker, 
occasion, audience, and the speech. Facts and ideas 
which arouse the audience’s awareness of the personal 
achievements, characteristics, and status of Dirksen, 
himself, will be examined. A summary will be made of 
the Republican political background which will include 
the climate of opinion leading up to the Convention 
and the attitudes and make-up of the audience attending 
the Convention. The arrangement and general language 
characteristics of the speech, itself, will be dis
cussed briefly.

In Chapter II, a criterion for evaluation will 
be established and terms will be defined according to 
Aristotelian principles concerning the use of praise in 
the epideictic speech. The use of Aristotle’s Rhetoric 
is particularly important as a source of these, not 
only because it was the forerunner of modern rhetoric, 
but also because it was Aristotle who first associated 
theories of politics and ethics with rhetoric.

Having established a criterion, an analysis 
will be made in Chapter III of the speech in order to



disclose how Dirksen uses the devices of praise and to 
determine to what extent it conforms to the Aristo
telian principles.

Chapter IV will contain an evaluation of the 
success of the speech as an example of the use of 
praise in an epideictic speech.

There are three basic limitations which will be 
applied to this work:

1. Attention will be focused primarily on
assessing the artistic qualities of the speech, and
only secondarily on the persuasiveness as it affected
the audience. This becomes apparent and necessary
when an appraisal of the situation at convention time
is made. As has been stated, Senator Goldwater arrived
at the Convention with more than enough votes to win
the nomination. The persuasive aspects of Senator
Dirksen* s speech, therefore, had little to do with
winning the nomination.

For all practical purposes, the outcome of 
the convention was predetermined before the 
opening gavel, and all efforts to persuade 
public and private, that took place prior 
to the actual balloting apparently had no 
effect whatsoever on the final result.5

5

Paul I. Rosenthal, "The Republican National 
Convention," Quarterly Journal of Speech, L, No. 4 
(December, 1964), 395.
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2. An objectivity will be maintained toward 

any discussion of the political figures and the issues 
involved. Any analyses of them will be concerned only 
with clarification for the purpose of understanding 
the speech. Discussions of the validity of the 
Republican cause, the rightness of the issues, or the 
merits of Senator Goldwater, himself, will be avoided. 
The problems are too current to be able to assess with 
complete accuracy. This must be left to the historian, 
the philosopher, or the political scientist.

3. Stress will be put on the interpretation 
of Senator Dirksen*s use of the devices of praise, and 
the use of ethical appeal as directly applied to 
Senator Goldwater. Any self-praise or ethical appeal 
reflecting back to the speaker will be secondary. The 
problem at hand is to examine specifically the methods 
used by Senator Dirksen to magnify and to praise the 
characteristics of Senator Goldwater.

In summary, the general purpose of this paper 
is to analyze the nominating speech of Senator Dirksen 
as an example of an epideictic speech using praise.
The method used will involve: Cl) investigating back
ground material concerning speaker, occasion, audience, 
and speech; (2) assembling the criteria based on the



Rhetoric of Aristotle by which the speech will be
judged; (3) analyzing the speech according to the 
criteria; and (4) evaluating the speech.



CHAPTER I

BACKGROUND OF THE SPEECH

The purpose of this chapter is to discuss 
various background aspects that may be useful in 
analyzing Senator Everett Dirksen*s speech nominating 
Barry Goldwater at the Republican Convention of 1964.

The first section will deal with the education, 
training, political experience, and ethos of Senator 
Dirksen.

The second section will discuss background 
material relevant to the Convention. It will aim to 
create a picture of the audience at the Cow Palace in 
San Francisco on July 15th when the nominating speech 
was made. The following points will be considered 
briefly: (1) the workings of the Goldwater machine
in winning the nomination; (2) the major factors 
opposing his nomination; and (3) the basic party 
struggles at the Convention. The section will 
conclude with a description of the audience.

The third part of the chapter will cover the 
presentation and reception of the speech itself. A

8
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brief analysis will be made of the language and the 
organizational pattern of the speech.

Dirksen, The Man

Everett McKinley Dirksen was born in Pekin, 
Illinois, January 4, 1896. His father, a painter and 
decorator, was fascinated by politics; so much so that 
he named the eldest of his three sons Benjamin Harrison 
Dirksen after the last Republican President before 
McKinley. Everett was named for the current President, 
and his twin brother was given the name of the 
Republican Speaker of the House, Thomas Reed.

His father died when he was five, and his mother 
converted the house and two acres of land on the out
skirts of Pekin into a small farm that could support a 
family of four. The boys rose at 5:00 A.M. and worked 
on the land until school time, and then went off laden 
with produce which they sold or delivered on their way 
to school. After school they went back to work on the 
farm.

There can be no doubt that they had limited 
opportunities. Senator Dirksen said this about his 
family background in a recent interview: "I come of
immigrant German stock . . .  my Mother stood on Ellis



10
Island as a child of 17, with a tag around her neck 
directing that she be sent to Pekin, Illinois."^

During his high school years, Dirksen sang in 
the choir of the Second Reformed Church, and became 
president of the Christian Endeavor. He was also 
active in debate and won as a prize a trip to a speech 
contest in Kentucky presided over by William Jennings 
Bryan.%

It was during that time that he began writing, 
and throughout his high school and college years he 
wrote a hundred or more short stories and five novels. 
Several plays were also written and acted in by Dirksen. 
A one-act play that he co-authored, Chinese Love, was 
published.3

William Barry Furlong, commenting on Dirksen*s 
background as an amateur actor, has this to say:

As a young man, when he was seeking a way 
to be somebody, he wrote several plays and 
took the lead in them with dramatic groups in 
Pekin, Illinois. Today . . .  he still has some

^"The Congress,” Time (June 19, 1964), p. 18.

2"Seven Senators,” The New Yorker, XXX (June 12, 1954), 23. ---------------

3Ibid.



11

of the elegant bearing and some of the 
contradictions of the successful old actor.
. . . his every scene is overplayed and rich 
in rhetoric.^

After graduating from high school, Dirksen 
worked on a thirteen-hour night shift at a local 
factory to obtain money to go to college. During his 
years at the University of Minnesota, he worked 
variously as a clerk, in a newspaper office (five hours 
a night, twenty-nine nights a month), as a lawyer’s 
assistant, and in a railroad office. Summers were spent 
selling patent medicine.

After finishing two years of undergraduate 
study and three semesters of law, he decided to join 
the Army. He was discharged two years later, having 
risen from private to second lieutenant and having 
served seventeen months overseas.

His first business venture after the war was 
the manufacturing of washing machines. This activity 
had to be abandoned for lack of materials. The follow
ing three years were spent working for a drainage 
contractor; then he entered the wholesale bakery busi
ness with his two brothers.

William, Barry Furlong, "The Senate’s Wizard 
of Ooze," Harpers,CCXIX (December, 1959), 44.
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Though he worked long, hard hours in the 

bakery from early morning, and every day except Sunday, 
he never missed a chance to speak at church, school, or 
club affairs. He was chosen District Commander of the 
American Legion, and also served at one time as Finance 
Commissioner of Pekin, Illinois. In 1927, he married 
Luella Carver. They had one daughter, Denice (Mrs.
Howard H. Baker, Jr.).^

In 1930, Dirksen was still in the bakery 
business, taking his turn at kneeding dough and driving 
the truck, when he decided to run for Congress. As he 
said later, “the ambition to sit in Congress is probably 
similar to the 'flu'— everybody gets it at some time or 
other; while it had been lurking in my system like 
some deadly virus, it did not become virulent until 
1930.“G

Although he lost the nomination in 1930 by 
1,555 votes, he started the day after election planning 
for the next election. Nineteen thirty-two was the 
year of the great Democratic landslide, at which time

^“Everett McKinley Dirksen," Who's Who in 
America, XXXIII (Chicago: Marquis Publications, 1964-65), 523.

g
Everett McKinley Dirksen, “Mr. Dirksen [R] Goes 

to Congress," New Outlook, CLXI (March, 1933), 23.
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the Republican Party won few elections. The appearance 
of Herbert Hoover at a rally in nearby Peoria was a 
dismal failure. Dirksen, who appeared with him on the 
same program, was discouraged; when the votes were 
counted, however, Dirksen won the election with a 
23,000 plurality.

He spent the next sixteen years in the House, 
where he became known as "one of the few men who could

•7change votes by debates on the floor of the House."
In 1948, he retired for a few months to Pekin 

because of an eye ailment. He was soon able to get 
back into politics as a campaign aide for Presidential 
candidate, Thomas Dewey. After Dewey's defeat, he 
returned again to Pekin for a three-months rest, after 
which he launched a campaign for the Senate seat of 
Illinois Democratic leader, Scott W. Lucas. In the 
1950 campaign for the Senate, with the help provided 
indirectly by the Kefauver Investigation, he was nomi
nated for the United States Senate in open primary, 
April 11, 1950, and was elected to the Senate on

Harper's, op. cit., p. 48.7
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November 7, 1950. He has served in the Senate without

Ointerruption since that date.
Senator Everett McKinley Dirksen’s long career 

in the Congress and Senate of the United States has 
been an active and interesting one. He has not always 
voted with the Republican Party but he has been one of 
its strongest and most loyal supporters. His critics 
are many, but all speak with due respect and admiration 
for the man.

Early in 1943, when he was well past the 
fledgling stage in Congress, Fortune magazine devoted 
an article to Dirksen and his work as an enterprising, 
hard working Congressman. They said: "He is . . . well
above the congressional average in ability and industry. 
He is a big, tough, shrewd, and hearty fellow who 
loves his job and is very good at it.

Not all of his critics were as flattering. In 
1959, when Dirksen had been in the Senate for nine 
years, William Barry Furlong wrote an article for 8

8U. S., Congressional Directory, 86th Congress, 
2nd Session, January, 1960.

Q"Congressman: A Case History," Fortune, XXVII (April 19, 1943), 76.
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Harper*s magazine which he entitled, "The Senate’s 
Wizard of Ooze." He remarked that Dirksen was "at once 
grandiloquent, sanctimonious, priggish, and earnestly 
earnest.

Equally as biting was an article entitled 
"Golden Voice of the Senate" which was written for 
The Saturday Evening Post by Benjamin Bagdikian. He 
speaks of Dirksen’s "grandeloquence" in these words:

Drama is nothing new to Dirksen. He is 
dedicated to the proposition that a man should 
never use one word if he can dredge up 20, 
never a plain one if he can find a fancy one.
. . . Let an ordinary (word) escape and he 
snatches it back to smother it in fuzz.H

This flair for the dramatic, this use of elo
quent language and flamboyant style was perhaps nowhere 
better recorded than at the 1964 Convention when Brooks 
Atkinson, a former drama critic, had this to say:

The most effective performers are those who 
pitch into a speech with physical force, lash 
the audience with bull-whip voices and stimulate 
fury . . .

But none of them can equal good ol1 Ev 
Dirksen of Illinois who brings to the rostrum 
the poised eloquence of a 19th century * * *

•^Harper’s, op. cit., p. 44.

"^Benjamin H. Bagdikian, "Golden Voice of the
Senate," The Saturday Evening Post, CCXXXV (October 6 1962), 28.
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Thespian. He practices the pregnant pause 
perfectly. His voice is like the froth of 
a pail of warm milk just taken from a fat 
Jersey cow. His literary style is magnifi
cent. One of his loftiest words is 
1 contumely,’ which comes out of the 
theatre’s busiest lexicon.

When ol’ Ev is up there, the show is no 
longer a script from the theatre of the 
absurd. It is part of the tradition of Henry 
Clay, Daniel Webster, William Jennings Bryan 
and Wintergreen. Sen. Dirksen is master ofthe medium.12

There is, however, much more to the man and
his abilities than is apparent from this type of
criticism. Meg Greenfield, in an article from
Reporter, takes a rather penetrating look at Senator
Dirksen as she sees him:

His frequent gatherings with the press 
provide some of the most comic if unuseable 
comment going on the ways of the upper 
house. . . . Some suppose he is a buffoon 
. . . which he is not, rather than a 
satirist, which he has become— of himself, 
of politics in general, and of pomposity 
in particular.la

Much has been said about his abilities as a 
shrewd manipulator of people, and as an arbitrator.
One of the most recent reports occurred in June, 1964, 12 13

12Brooks Atkinson, "Torpor, Bombast Rife at 
’Palace,'" The New York Times, July 14, 1964.

13Meg Greenfield, "Everett Dirksen's Newest 
Role," Reporter, XXX (January 16, 1964), 27.
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when, as the Senate approached its all important vote 
on cloture to limit filibustering, all eyes and ears 
were turned to Senator Everett McKinley Dirksen.

Only 15 minutes remained before voting 
time. Illinois Republican Everett McKinley 
Dirksen, 68, the Senate’s minority leader, 
arose slowly from his front-row desk. He was 
the man most were waiting to hear, not merely 
because he is the Senate’s most practiced 
and professional orator but largely because 
he is the shrewd patient negotiator whose 
efforts, perhaps more than anyone else’s, had 
made a favorable cloture vote likely. With 
great deliberation Dirksen took off his 
tortoiseshell spectacles, revealing his sad, 
bloodhound eyes underlined by deep, dark 
pouches. In his massive left hand, its little 
finger flourishing a green jade ring, he held 
a twelve-page speech he had typed the night 
before on Senate stationery.

The votes were cast in favor of cloture and the 
way was clear for the passage of the Civil Rights Bill. 
The Senate amendments to the Civil Rights Bill had been 
a monumental task for Dirksen from early February until 
the bill was passed in June. With legal and adminis
trative aids he had chiseled out some seventy amend
ments which, with the cooperation of numerous Democrats, 
had been accepted.

No one would describe Dirksen as a civil rights 
crusader although he had voted in 1957 and again in 
I960 for lesser civil rights measures. He explained his *

14Time, op. cit., p. 16
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position in this most recent action in an article 
appearing in Time magazine when he told of his mother's 
immigration from Germany: "Our family had opportunities
in Illinois, and the essence of what we're trying to 
do in the civil rights bill is to see that others have 
opportunities in this country.

In the light of these facts, it is quite con
ceivable that this man, the son of a German immigrant, 
highly respected by his colleagues, an able and 
colorful orator, should be selected to nominate Barry 
Goldwater, grandson of an immigrant peddler, for 
President of the United States.

Audience and Occasion: Convention

As the Republican Convention opened on July 12, 
1964, there was, according to astute observers, little 
to prevent Senator Barry Goldwater of Arizona from 
winning the nomination for President on the first 
ballot. "At the beginning of the Republican Con
vention 726 delegates planned to cast votes for Barry 
Goldwater. That tally, based on an Associated Press 15

15Ibid.
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poll of delegates on July 10 was 71 more than Goldwater

16needed to win the nomination."
The candidate had arrived at this point because 

of four years of hard work at the precinct level. It 
was his work and his supporters. No sooner was the 
1960 election over than the Goldwater followers went 
to work from coast to coast, with the result that 
Senator Goldwater won at the state convention level, 
not in the primaries, and he came to the Convention 
with more delegates than any other candidate.

On the Convention floor, these "Goldwaterites"
produced results, and the mood at the Convention
crackled with their efficiency.

What developed . . . was the best-organized 
operation for any Republican candidate 
within the memory of long-time experts . . . .
It was computer efficiency at its best . . . .  
Goldwater lieutenants, spotted all around the 
Convention floor, were linked by walkie- 
talkie sets. They checked continually with 16

16"Lineup Before the Voting Started: Republican 
Delegates," U. S. News and World Report, LVII, No. 4 
(July 20, 1964), 36.

Elmo Roper, "The Meaning of San Francisco," 
Saturday Review of Literature (August 22, 1964), p. 17.
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each other, with their floor managers in 
the Convention hall, and with the Senator’s 
suite miles away.18

More than one eyewitness to the workings on 
the Convention floor spoke of the military-like 
effectiveness of the workers.

The commandos from Arizona ranged the 
convention corridors with the sure
footedness of pros. They were disciplined, 
informed and skillful in their strategy, 
leaving their panicky opponents to make the 
frontal attacks, while they outflanked them 
on both sides. If nothing else, this ought 
to put at rest the notion that Major General 
Goldwater doesn’t know how to recruit, organize and administer.19

It isn't surprising with this atmosphere in 
mind to find Senator Dirksen in his nominating speech 
referring to Barry Goldwater as "the militant son" of 
an immigrant peddler.

The New York Times, in attempting to analyze 
the real reasons behind the Goldwater strength, had 
this to say:

He did it partly because his political 
opponents consistently underestimated him, 
and in every case, acted too late and too 
timidly. But he also did it because he and

■^"Victory at San Francisco: How Goldwater Did 
It," U, S. News and World Report, loc. cit.

TOVermont Royster, "Thinking Things Over," The Wall Street Journal, July 17, 1964.
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his campaign managers, who were reviled as 
political amateurs, intelligently and 
patiently wooed and pursued delegates

Mr. Goldwater also won support because 
he has charm; because he is, in many ways, 
the most likeable major politician in the 
country . . . .

But the Senator would never have been 
a serious candidate if he had not become, 
over a period of years, the major spokesman 
for what is called the * Conservative 
movement* in America.20

This conservatism was to be the major point of 
discussion in practically every speech made at the 
Convention, and it was most noticeably used in Senator 
Dirksen*s nominating speech. It became a symbol for a 
return to something, or change to something that was 
never quite defined by anyone at the Convention.

During the days immediately preceding the 
Convention, Goldwater, himself, felt quite certain of 
the nomination, but he took no chances in spite of the 
fact that he was assured the necessary votes. In a 
last minute political maneuver, he decided to cancel 
all interviews and press appointments, including the 
important "Meet the Press'* television show with 
Governor Scranton. This strategy was clearly to avoid

o n"Goldwater Built His Power in States' 
Conventions," The New York Times, July 16, 1964.



any embarrassing last minute arguments or a fight on
the Convention floor. In spite of this sudden silence
on the part of Senator Goldwater, it was still obvious
that "the Republican party . . . seemed to be on the
point of drafting a liberal platform and nominating to
run on it a candidate who has voted against many of
the major economic, social, and foreign policy planks

21of that same platform."
In addition to this disparity in point of view 

between a conservative candidate and a liberal 
platform, there was a strong faction of the old guard 
Republican Party that would neither support Goldwater 
nor openly unite against him. Arthur Krock recorded 
some of these viewpoints in an article for the New 
York Times which was reprinted in The Arizona Daily 
Star. According to Krock, Scranton, Rockefeller, and 
Lodge had made the following statements about Gold- 
water at various times. They are particularly 
interesting because they concern subjects referred to 
by Senator Dirksen in his nominating speech, namely: 
Goldwater’s conscience, his party loyalty, and his 
views on civil equality. 21

21James Reston, "Barry Seen Reverting to Old 
Political Game," The Arizona Daily Star. July 18, 1964.

22
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[By Governor Scranton] The Senator stirs 
havoc across the national landscape by his 
recklessness on foreign issues . . . .It 
would be a real test of his conscience to 
campaign on a platform to enforce the civil 
rights law.
[By Governor Rockefeller] Goldwater1s 
position can spell disaster for the party 
and for the country . . . .  He has effectively 
abandoned the Republican party on the most 
fundamental issues of our time.
[By Henry Cabot Lodge] My reason for coming 
home from Saigon was to help nominate a 
presidential candidate who would be faithful 
to the party’s traditional support of civil 
equality for all Americans.22

A struggle for the capture of party control is 
the essence of any political convention, and in 1964, 
the battle took on a very definite pattern based on a 
geographical realignment of the Party with the West 
versus the East. "The predominant mood at the Con
vention was violently anti-eastern and the delegates 
for Goldwater seemed resolved to take control of the 
Party back from the East."23

There seemed little that anyone could do to 
change the outcome of the balloting, and on the eve of 
the Convention, Walter Lippmann, one of the country’s 
foremost political analysts, had this to say: * 2

22Arthur Krock, "Fratricidal Battle in GOP," 
The Arizona Daily Star, July 11, 1964.

2 3Saturday Review of Literature, loc. cit.
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. . . there is a grave possibility that the 
genuine Republican leaders will tamely give 
in. They could still make a fight of it if 
they rally around Governor Scranton. But if 
they do not do this, it will be because the 
old established leaders of the party have lost 
the will to fight.

There is only one man who at this eleventh 
hour can save the Republican Party from what 
may be irreparable disaster, and that man is 
General Eisenhower.

. . . for what is at issue is not how to 
make the Republican Party unite after Senator 
Goldwater has captured it. The issue is 
whether the Republican Party can be saved from 
being captured, and there is one man and only 
one man who can save it.24

There were other factors quite outside the 
Party struggle for power that should be mentioned in 
connection with the Convention atmosphere. The anti
press feeling ran so strongly that members of the press 
and television were violently booed when Eisenhower 
blasted them in his speech. The polite applause which 
had sporadically greeted Eisenhower’s comments was 
suddenly transformed by his attack on the press, and 
the audience erupted with cat calls and fist shaking 
in the direction of the news and camermen. This feeling 
continued throughout the Convention, as there were 
numerous incidents involving ill-feeling between the 
press and the audience. 24

24Walter Lippmann,,,The Republican Agony," News Week (July 22, 1964), p. 19.
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Of perhaps even more importance were the Negro 

demonstrations in the aisles and at the doors of the 
Cow Palace. They were peaceful enough, but the 
possibility of real trouble was always present.
According to Elmo Roper, "anti-Negro sentiment was a 
much less important factor than the convention’s

2 5passionate anti-Eastern and anti-liberal feelings."
This is not to say that the Negro question and the
whole civil rights discussion was unimportant. It was 
of vital importance to the Party platform, and to the 
atmosphere at the Convention; but for all practical 
purposes, it did nothing to prevent the nomination of 
Barry Goldwater.

The audience that was assembled to hear the 
nominating speeches and to cast their votes was composed 
of 2,616 delegates and alternates. The galleries and 
boxes were crowded to capacity, and according to A. C. 
Nielsen Company, the radio and television audience 
reached approximately 92,000,000 listeners and viewers 
during the thirty-six hours of broadcast.26 * 2

2 5The Saturday Review of Literature, op. cit.,

2 AQuarterly Journal of Speech, op. cit., p. 399.

p. 36
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Businessmen, small town lawyers, housewives, 

small town office holders, and professional politicians 
all crowded together in a hodgepodge of humanity, 
anxious to burst into demonstrations for their 
favorites.

Time magazine described the nGoldwaterites“
that crowded the floor as:

the troops in a middle-class revolution that 
borrows from Populism, has a strong desire 
to maintain the economic and social advances 
it has achieved, looks with concern at the 
moral decline of the country, has geographical 
definitions and strong religious and 
patriotic overtones . . . »  They are reasonably 
well-educated and informed. They are, in 
fact, nuts about Barry Goldwater without 
being nutty in the process.27

The Goldwater forces, knowing that the actual
nomination would take place, had planned well in
advance the "spontaneous" demonstration.

There'll be a ten-piece band all ready to go, 
and one million pieces of gold foil will be 
dropped from the rafters. . . . Look for the 
five-foot elephant filled with helium. The 
demonstrators have planned to 'accidentally' 
lose control of it near the podium and let it 
float to the ceiling. . . .  On its side is 
the Republican name of the hour: Goldwater.27 28

27"Who Are the Goldwaters?", Time, LXXXIV, 
No. 4 (July 24, 1964), 18.

9 RWilliam S. Milburn, "Why Delegates Are For 
Barry," The Tucson Daily Citizen, July 15, 1964.
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The Cow Palace erupted in a frenzy of cheering 

as Senator Everett McKinley Dirksen of Illinois took 
the platform to nominate Senator Goldwater, whose 
first ballot selection already was assured. Each 
speech of nomination was to take ten minutes.

Speech: Structure and Language

It is not the purpose of this paper to discuss 
at length the structure or language of Senator Dirksen's 
nominating speech; however, it will be helpful to 
examine the major features that assist the speaker in 
reaching his goal. This section will deal, therefore, 
with the general nature of the speech itself, or more 
precisely, its arrangement and style. Qualities of 
the speech will be described and the immediate response 
set forth.

Brembeck and Howell, in their book. Persuasion:
A Means of Social Control, suggest several important 
elements of oral and written composition. They say 
that "organization should assure unity of purpose and 
thought; there should be coherence of composition, and 
the speech should be worded for clarity, appropriateness
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2 9and impressiveness." Senator Dirksen did follow 

these precepts as will be shown in this section, and 
further developed in Chapter III, "The Analysis."

First to be discussed will be the over-all 
organization which is clearly divided into an intro
duction, a body, and a conclusion. He begins the 
speech by saying: "In a few days, we shall return home
. . . we shall have selected the leaders to command 
our forces and we shall be prepared to march to 
victory." The attention of the audience was gained 
immediately. "Beyond the rough terrain of the inter
vening months before November there lies the sweet 
green valley of victory and it can be ours." A rapport 
was established with the audience before he proceeded 
to the main part of the speech.

Dirksen next describes Senator Goldwater's 
grandfather, picturing him as a proud and honorable 
pioneer merchant who had left Europe at an early age 
to come to America. In so doing, he establishes the 
humble yet honorable background of Senator Goldwater.

In the transition from the introduction to the 
main part of the speech. Senator Dirksen uses these words

29Winston Lamont Brembeck, and William Smiley 
Howell, Persuasion: A Means of Social Control (New York: 
Prentice-Hall, Inc., 1952), p. SVs.
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I believe that the time has come to think of 
the whole man in terms of a more tolerant 
spirit, and to consider his actions, his 
works, his attributes, measured against the 
problems and duties and the responsibilities 
which loom upon the horizon both at home and 
abroad.

Thus, Senator Dirksen states his purpose to speak of 
Goldwater, the whole man.

He proceeds, in logical order, in the body of 
the speech to discuss six specific qualifications of 
Senator Goldwater which should make him the choice of 
the Republican Party for the nomination for the Presi
dent of the United States. These qualities are: 
courage, conscience, competence, contribution to party, 
love of country, and constitutional devotion. These 
points are discussed first in terms of how the Senator 
had exhibited them in the past, and then how he would 
continue to act in the future. This technique follows 
Monroe's theory of the visualization and satisfaction 
steps.30 For example: "Consider his moral courage,
the courage of the peddler's grandson . . . .  In the 
days ahead . . .  it will take courage . . . the 
peddler's grandson has courage." He makes the audience

Alan H. Monroe, Principles and Types of 
Speech (M'th Edition; Chicago: Scott, Foresman and Co., 
1955), p. 538.



see that courage is needed and that Goldwater has that 
courage. As the speech progresses, he climaxes each 
unit by discussing the qualifications with short 
internal summaries and reiterations of the previously 
discussed qualifications.

The conclusion of the speech is designed to 
stimulate the action necessary for the nomination of 
Goldwater. Senator Dirksen concludes with a plea for 
the members of the Convention to give "the philosophy 
of the peddler’s grandson a chance."

Aristotle defines good style as "clearness and 
fitness . . . .  Speech which does not make the meaning 
plain will not perform its own proper work, or 
function." ^1 Senator Dirksen does make his meaning 
clear as can be seen through his organization and out
line, his internal summaries, reiteration and excellent 
summation in the concluding sentences.

The essence of Senator Dirksen’s ability as a 
rhetorician is much more apparent in his style of 
language than in the form of his speech. It is colorful 
and ornate and in many ways represents a complete 
contrast to the simpleness of the superstructure. Employ 
ing vivid imagery, Dirksen makes use of epithets,

31Cooper, op. cit., p.185



similes, metaphores, and descriptive phrases. For 
example: "the blaring of trumpets," "the bugles of
retreat," "conscience . . . like a fixed star in the 
firmament," and "blazing courage."

Some of the idioms are cliches that frequently 
have an archaic flavor: "the tide is turning," "gentle
hands of time," "banners unfurled," and "trumpets 
sounding . . . still small accusing voice," Quite 
typical of this speech are the frequent Biblical 
quotations which add to the feeling of solemnity and 
create a certain ethical appeal.

Orotund solemnity is further employed through
out the speech in sonorous sounding words. The speaker 
uses assonance as an important part of the speech.
There are many rich sounds such as are found in 
"golden spurs," "love of country," and "the whole man." 
Senator Dirksen*s resonant voice made the most of 
these sounds.

In this nominating speech, probably the most 
noticeable rhetorical device used was the repetition 
of words beginning with the letter C. Examples are 
the six key words— courage, conscience, competence, 
contribution, country, and constitutional devotion.

31
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Also there are frequent phrases such as "clear cut 
choice," and "a conscience to chart his course."

Notable use of rhythm appears often in the 
use of such asyndetons as: "no weather was too foul, 
no journey too long, no sacrifice too great." In 
referring to the Constitution, Dirksen uses another 
device— antithesis: "that great document which lends
itself to the high, and low, to the mighty, to the 
rich, to the poor, and to the humble.”

Similarly, the sentence structure varies from 
the balanced, concise type to the most compound-complex 
varieties. The majority of the sentences are long, and 
some tend to become awkwardly involved. There is, 
however, always the reiteration of the qualifications 
and the concise summary sentence at the end of each 
unit.

The speech took thirty minutes to deliver 
instead of the ten minutes which had been allotted, and 
was just over 2,700 words in length. Senator Dirksen 
was applauded vigorously twenty-three times during the 
speech, and at one time near the middle of the speech, 
the audience started to demonstrate for Goldwater and 
moved into the aisles.



When the speaker had finished, one of the 
loudest and most enthusiastic demonstrations 
in modern convention history exploded through 
the arena . . . .  The Cow Palace erupted in 
a bedlam of sound, with cheering throngs, 
blaring bands, howling auto horns, all above 
the thump of brass drums. It lasted twenty-nine minutes.32

Senator Goldwater was nominated on the first ballot. 3

July 16
3 2"Backers Go Wild," The New York Times, 
1964.



CHAPTER II

CRITERIA FOR THE EVALUATION OF THE SPEECH

In his essay on ”Plato and Aristotle,"
Everett Lee Hunt had this to say about the Rhetoric;

. . .  it is perhaps a safe generalization 
to say that Plato sought to reform life, 
while Aristotle was more interested in 
reorganizing theory about life. For this 
reason, Aristotle's Rhetoric is largely 
detached from both morality and pedagogy.
It is neither a manual of rules nor a 
collection of injunctions. It is an 
unmoral and scientific analysis of the 
means of persuasion.1

According to Lane Cooper, whose translation of 
the Rhetoric will be used for this study, "The Rhetoric 
of Aristotle is a practical psychology, and the most 
helpful book extant for writers of prose and for 
speakers of every sort."2 * 2

Everett Lee Hunt, "Plato and Aristotle," in 
Historical Studies of Rhetoric and Rhetoricians, ed. 
Raymond F. Howes (Ithaca, N. Y.; Cornell University 
Press, 1961), p. 58.

2Cooper, o£. cit., p. xvii.
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Rhys Roberts, in his book, Greek Rhetoric, 

says: "It is the most philosophical (or, scientific)
work ever composed on the subject.

These are only three of the many evaluations 
of the Rhetoric, but they clearly indicate the 
importance of the work and the value to the student 
of rhetoric. For these reasons it was selected to be 
used as a basis for establishing the criteria for an 
evaluation of the nominating speech of Senator Dirksen.

In the Rhetoric, Aristotle lists three general 
types of speeches: (1) deliberative, which is a speech 
of counsel and advice; (2) forensic, found usually in 
courts of law and used in prosecution and defense; and 
(3) epideictic, used in speeches of praise (or blame) 
as in a eulogy. This study will deal with the 
epideictic type of speech, and will limit itself to 
the elements of praise as found in the speech.

The word "epideictic" is a Greek word meaning 
"to show." According to the Oxford English Dictionary, 
it refers chiefly to set orations, adapted for display 
or show-off.1* Modern standard and unabridged 3 4

3W. Rys Roberts, Greek Rhetoric and Literary 
Criticism (New York: Longmans, Green, and Co., 1928), 
p. 35.

4Oxford English Dictionary, 1909.



dictionaries do not list the word, although it is 
still used principally in discussions of classical 
rhetoric and oratory.

Praise is defined in the Oxford English 
Dictionary as "the action or fact of praising; the 
expression in speech of estimation or honour; com
mendation of the worth or excellence of a person or 
thing; eulogy."5

In defining praise, Aristotle says: "It is
an utterance making manifest the greatness of a virtue 
He interprets virtue as "a faculty tending to provide 
and preserve ’goods,' or a faculty tending to confer

nmany great benefits." He says further that "virtue 
is a good and it is virtue that the epideictic speaker

Opraises." He lists the elements of virtue as 
"justice, courage, temperance, magnificence, magna
nimity, liberality, gentleness, prudence, and wisdom." 
In this way he lists the objects of praise.

5Ibid.

^Cooper, op. cit

7Ibid., p. 47.
8Ibid., p .  X X X .

9Ibid., p. 47.

p. 52.
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An analysis of each of these virtues follows. 

Aristotle carefully explains them and suggests means 
for finding the virtues in life. He defines the 
greatest virtues as those that are most useful to 
other persons. Reference is made to a more detailed 
analysis of the virtues to be found in the Ethics.

Having identified and analyzed the elements 
of praise, Aristotle next discusses the use of various 
means of magnifying a deed. He feels that "of the 
devices common to all speeches, magnifying is best 
suited to the epideictic, since the actions to be 
praised are taken for granted, and it only remains to 
invest them with magnitude and beauty.

In order to magnify the actions being praised, 
he suggests: (1) Comparisons should be made of the
subject with favorable situations, characteristics, 
or people, to show the superiority of the subject.
(2) The man to be praised should be associated 
favorably with the audience through appeals to their 
similar virtuous ways or to what they esteem. (3) The 
speaker should show that the subject acts with deliber
ate moral choice and is honorable and not motivated by

10Ibid., p. 54



a desire for money. (4) The subject may be shown to 
be unique in respect to his deed, or unusual in his 
abilities.H

The evaluation of this speech will follow the 
same organizational pattern as that used by Aristotle. 
The study will first name the virtue as found in the 
nominating speech. It will then find the same virtue, 
or similar virtue, as defined by Aristotle in the 
Rhetoric. In cases where the material is too brief in 
the Rhetoric, the Ethics will be used for additional 
material. The following steps will be to locate the 
virtue and discover its use in the speech and its 
corresponding use as described by Aristotle. The last 
step will be to find the methods of magnification used 
in the speech and compare them with those recommended 
by Aristotle.

The criteria for the thesis will be based on 
discovering the answers to three basic questions.
They are:

1. What is praised? (What characteristics 
of the speaker are praised? What are the corresponding 
Aristotelian units of praise?)

^^Ibid.,pp. 53-54.
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2. Where is it to be found?. (Where in the 

speech are the elements of praise? Where does Aristotle 
find similar elements of praise?)

3. How is it magnified? (How does the 
speaker magnify his subject (Goldwater) through the 
use of praise? How do these correspond with those of 
Aristotle?)

The elements of praise will be discussed in the 
order in which they appear in the speech. Praise, as 
found in the introduction, or proem, will be covered 
first; praise in the body, or argument, second; and 
finally, praise as found in the conclusion, or epilogue.

In Chapter I it was discovered that Senator 
Dirksen used six key words— courage, conscience, 
competence, contribution, country, and constitutional 
devotion— in discussing Senator Goldwater. These six 
words form the outline for the body of the speech, and 
will also form the outline for this part of the analysis. 
The words will be referred to in the text as units, or 
topics. Since they refer to elements of praise, the 
words will also be identified as virtues when they are 
directly compared with the virtues as listed by 
Aristotle. Each of the topics will be examined 
separately according to the criteria established, and
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a comparison will be made to discover the similarity 
or dissimilarity with the standards propounded in 
Aristotle's Rhetoric.



CHAPTER III

ANALYSIS OF THE SPEECH

Having established the criteria based on the 
Rhetoric of Aristotle, an analysis will be made next 
to determine the devices of praise used by Senator 
Dirksen in the speech nominating Barry Goldwater for 
President. As previously mentioned. Senator Dirksen 
used the classic form of organization consisting of 
an introduction, or proem, the body, or argument, and 
a conclusion, or epilogue. Within each of these parts 
of the speech, praise was used as a means for eulo
gizing Senator Goldwater. This chapter will discover 
what is praised, where the praise is found, and how 
the praise is magnified. The proem will be discussed 
first.

Proem

In the proem of an epideictic speech, accord
ing to Aristotle, "we should make the hearer feel that

41
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our praise includes him, and applies either to himself 
or his family, or his manner of life - or somehow 
touches him."'*"

In the first few paragraphs of Senator Dirksen’s 
speech he does just this. In four sentences he uses 
the pronoun "we" seven times, and immediately associ
ates the audience with the speech. The hearers are 
thus made to feel a rapport with the speaker and to 
hear themselves praised for having accomplished the 
commendable tasks before them at the Convention.

Aristotle says also that "the proems of 
epideictic speeches will be drawn from the topics of 
praise, blame, persuasion, dissuasion, and appeals to 
the hearer's i n d u l g e n c e . T h e ordinary proem for an 
epideictic speech, according to Aristotle, is a bit 
of praise or blame. He further adds to the definition 
of a proem by using an analogy:

A flutist will take some brilliant 
passage that he can play, and using this 
for a prelude, will link it on to the 
opening notes of his theme; just so should 
the author proceed in an epideictic speech.
He should begin with whatever he likes to 
say, and then strike up his theme with a 
connecting link.* 2 3

^Cooper, o j d . cit., p. 225.
2Ibid., p. 222.
3Ibid., p. 221.
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Senator Dirksen*s introduction does meet these 

qualifications. He uses these words: "We shall have
selected the leaders . . . .  We shall be prepared to 
march to victory . . . the sweet green valley of 
victory . . . can be ours." He thus fulfills 
Aristotle’s prerequisites for a proem. He has praised 
his audience, "appealed to their indulgence," and used 
a challenging and colorful statement to attract their 
attention.

As a connecting link between the proem and the 
body, or statement, of the speech, Senator Dirksen 
discusses the grandfather of Senator Goldwater, showing 
him to be a man of courage, honor, and fortitude.
This not only shows the common and honorable background 
of the candidate, but meets another of Aristotle’s 
precepts which he states this way: "If a man's
ancestors, or kinsmen, or friends . . . have been 
honored for particular things, he will tend to be 
emulous for the same characteristic.^ Aristotle goes 
on to explain that emulation of things honorable is 
desirable. The audience is thus led to believe that 
because Goldwater's grandfather was an honorable and 
courageous man, his grandson will be the same.

4Ibid., p. 130.
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Aristotle, in Book 3, Chapter 17 of the 

Rhetoric, again mentions the praise of one's ancestors. 
In this instance, he is suggesting a method for intro
ducing eulogy into an epideictic speech:

In an epideictic speech you should 
interweave the argument with bits of eulogy, 
as Isocrates does; he is always bringing some 
one in for casual praise. And this is what 
Gorgias meant when he said that in speaking 
he never was at a loss for matter; if his 
subject is Achilles, he praises Pelus, then 
Aecus, then Zeus (father, grandfather, then 
great-grandfather); in like manner if his 
subject is courage, he says it does this 
and that or is like this or that . . .  5

As Senator Dirksen begins the main part of the 
speech, he speaks of Barry Goldwater as "the whole man." 
It is in the attempt to define the whole man that he 
lists in turn six characteristics attributed to Senator 
Goldwater. They are: courage, conscience, competence,
contribution, pride in country, and constitutional 
devotion. Each element that is praised will be dis
cussed as a separate unit, forming the body, or argument 

speech.

5Ibid., p. 235.

of the
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Argument

Courage:

Courage is the first of the virtues discussed 
by Senator Dirksen in praising Goldwater. The word 
"courage11 is used by both Aristotle and Dirksen. 
Aristotle defines courage very simply and directly in 
the Rhetoric as being "the virtue which moves men to 
perform noble deeds in times of peril, as the law

Cenjoins, and to uphold the law." He amplifies and 
elaborates his definition in the Politics. Here 
Aristotle speaks quite specifically of the courageous 
man as the brave man, and uses these words: "what
characterizes the brave man is his unshaken courage

nwherever courage is humanly possible . . .."
In praising Senator Goldwater, Dirksen uses 

these words: "Consider his moral courage . . . Barry
Goldwater has repeatedly cast votes that won him no 
applause, that did nothing for his political advance
ment. But it did show the blazing courage of the man 
in refusing to take the easy course."

Ibid., p. xxx.

^Ibid., p. 78.
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The magnification of Goldwater’s courage was 

accomplished by comparing him to Henry Clay, John C . 
Calhoun, and other men of note. This is a method 
suggested by Aristotle when he says: " if you
are not supplied with means as regards the man in 
and for himself, you must magnify him by comparing 
him with others . . . such comparison must be with men 
of note: this will tend to magnify the subject of the 
speech."8 *

A second means of magnification was used by 
Senator Dirksen in this same statement when he said 
that Senator Goldwater had cast these votes for no 
personal gain. Aristotle says that ”those things 
are noble, for which the rewards are honor (alone);
. . . any desirable thing one does in an unselfish 
spirit.

8Ibid., p. 54.

Ibid., p. 48.9
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Conscience:

Conscience is the second word used to praise 
Goldwater. Aristotle does not use this exact word, 
although he does use words that have the same 
connotation. Temperance and moral goodness are 
perhaps his closest words.

The word "temperance" evolves from the Greek 
word "Sophrosyne" which cannot be translated literally 
from the Greek to English. In the Rhetoric, Aristotle 
defines temperance as "self-restraint . . .  is the 
virtue through which men hold themselves as the law 
enjoins with regard to bodily pleasures. in the 
Ethics, temperance applies not only to bodily pleasures 
but also to the pleasures of the soul, exemplified as 
follows:

The temperate man . . . does not find 
pleasure in the wrong things . . . nor 
at the wrong time.11 . . . and men like
those who are temperate (who exercise 
self-control), because they are not 10 *

10Ibid., p. 47.

•^The Ethics of Aristotle, trans. J. A. K. 
Thomson (London: George Allen and Unwin, Ltd., 1953), 
p. 89.
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12unjust refrain from wrong doing. More

over the temperate man desires the right 
things in the right way and at the right time.13

It thus takes on a meaning more nearly like our 
English word for conscience.

In addition to the temperate man, Aristotle 
is interested in the man who possessed moral goodness 
or who acts after a moral choice. He says: "It is
prudence and moral goodness that make possible the 
full performance of the function of a man . . . 
and ". . . it is moral goodness that makes us choose 
our end a r i g h t . T h i s  is the same as the "conscience" 
that is implied by Dirksen.

In the speech, Senator Dirksen tells of the 
"still small voice . . . that monitors the morals and 
conduct and actions of man." He says that Senator 
Goldwater has a "conscience to chart his course." 12 13 14 15

12Ibid., p. 104.

13Ibid., p. 91.

14Ibid., p. 166.
15Ibid., p. 167.
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The only proof of this conscience discussed by Dirksen 
is the reference he makes to Senator Goldwater*s book. 
The Conscience of a Conservative.

This reference to Goldwater's book, and to 
the fact that it sold over two and a half million 
copies would seem to meet the Aristotelian qualifi
cation for magnification. The speaker has shown his 
subject to have done a deed that is unusual and out
standing. The audience was familiar with the book and 
could not help but be impressed by the importance of 
the accomplishment.

The relatively short discussion of conscience 
is concluded with this sentence: "Courage and
conscience are a part of the whole man." From this 
point on throughout the rest of the speech. Senator 
Dirksen uses the same form of repetition at the end 
of each unit.

Competence:

Following the rather vague discussion of 
conscience, Senator Dirksen is very specific in naming 
the attributes of Senator Goldwater which contribute 
to his competence. According to Senator Dirksen,
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Goldwater*s competence involves being a jet pilot,
Chief of Staff of the Arizona National Guard, desegre
gating that Guard after World War II, bringing 
integration to his own business, and establishing a 
five-day week and life insurance for his employees.

As was true in the case of the word 
"conscience," the specific word "competence" is not 
mentioned in the Rhetoric. Aristotle approaches the 
idea indirectly as he refers to the quality of man’s 
action thus:

Now praise is an utterance making 
manifest the greatness of a virtue.
Therefore the speaker must show the 
actions of his man to be of such and 
such a quality . . .  we bestow encomium 
upon men after they have achieved some
thing. Yet the deeds themselves do but 
indicate the moral habit.16

In other words, the speaker must show the quality of
the subject's achievements, which in turn will indicate
his moral habit. He suggests to the speaker that "it
is well to make a selection from the facts concerning
some of your hero's deeds, to show that he is brave
. . . wise, or just."!?

Cooper, Q£. cit., p . 52.

17Ibid., p. 229.
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Probably the nearest that Aristotle comes to 

defining competence is in the Ethics when he says: 
"There is a certain faculty called ‘cleverness or 
talent' which is the ability to do the things of 
which we have been speaking as contributory to the 
end we have set before us, and so to achieve that 
end."18 Similarly, he says: "Natural ability, memory,
aptness in learning, quickness of thought . . .  these 
faculties are productive of good.

Magnanimity, one of the virtues defined in the 
Rhetoric, would seem to apply more accurately than does 
the word "competence" to several of the Goldwater 
achievements listed by Senator Dirksen. Magnanimity, 
as defined in the Rhetoric, "is a virtue tending to 
produce great benefits."* 19 20 Being a jet pilot does 
involve competence, but giving a five-day week and 
insurance to employees concerns magnanimity, not 
competence.

Senator Dirksen comes close to Aristotle's 
ideas when he describes competence this way: "What is

“̂ The Ethics of Aristotle, op. cit., p. 167.
19Cooper, o£. cit., p. 31.
20Ibid., p. 47.
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it but the right touch, the right vision, in the right 
way at the right time?" Aristotle, in defining the 
brave man, says: "The brave man is the man who faces
or fears the right thing for the right purpose in the 
right manner at the right moment, or who shows 
courage in the corresponding w a y s . "21

In this short one-paragraph statement concern
ing the competence of Senator Goldwater, Dirksen uses 
several methods of amplification:

Cl) He shows that the subject (Goldwater) acts 
with deliberate moral choice. He is likewise honorable 
and is not motivated by a desire for money or undue 
praise. According to Dirksen, Goldwater accomplished 
all of these deeds without fanfare or the blaring of 
trumpets. He was a "Good-Doer."

(2) The subject is associated favorably with 
the audience through appeals to what they esteem. The 
audience respects the bravery of Goldwater as a jet 
pilot, and they like the idea of a five-day week and 
the life insurance benefits that Goldwater had given 
his employees.

(3) The subject is shown to be unique in 
respect to his deeds, and unusual in his abilities. As

^ The Ethics of Aristotle, op. cit., p. 79.
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Chief of Staff of the Arizona National Guard, and as 
a jet pilot, Barry Goldwater's deeds are unique and 
his abilities are unusual. In addition, according to 
Dirksen, he had desegregated the Arizona National 
Guard and brought integration to his own business 
enterprises long before the racial problems became 
a "burning issue."

The discussion of competence ends with these 
words: "Yes, the grandson of that man who came here 
one hundred and twelve years ago from his ancestral 
home, has demonstrated his courage, his conscience, 
his competence. But he has demonstrated more." 
Senator Dirksen then moves on to discuss the contri
butions of the nominee, Hr. Goldwater.

t
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Contribution:

Contribution, as used by Senator Dirksen in 
defining Goldwater’s efforts on behalf of the 
Republican Party, is most nearly defined in the 
Rhetoric by what Aristotle calls "benevolence." It is 
"the feeling in accordance with which one who has is 
said to do a favor to one who stands in need, not in 
return for anything nor for any advantage to the doer, 
but for the advantage of the recipient."^2

Senator Dirksen has this to say in describing 
the work of Goldwater for the Party: "No weather was
too foul, no journey too long, no sacrifice too great 
to take him forth on a mission for his party and its 
candidates." He specifically recalls to mind the 1960 
Republican Convention when Goldwater asked his 
supporters to stand united to support the Party. 
Dirksen then says: "In the next 90 days he made 126
speeches in 26 states for the Nixon-Lodge ticket. I 
haven’t forgotten it, and neither have you."

In recalling the campaign of 1960, Senator 
Dirksen is going back in time to prove his point.

22Cooper, op,, cit., p. 117
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This is a device suggested by Aristotle when he says:

To the epideictic speaker, above all, 
belongs the present, for every one praises 
or blames with regard to existing 
conditions, though a speaker often adds 
to his resources with reminiscences from 
the past and conjectures about thefuture.^3

These methods of praise associate the audience 
closely with the subject, reminding them of his 
loyalty to them as members of the Party. Goldwater's 
abilities as a hard worker and ambitious speaker are 
magnified as the audience is made to realize his 
capabilities and contribution to the Party.

Since the deeds are praiseworthy in the eyes 
of the audience, the speaker is using another 
Aristotelian principle which is expressed in the 
Rhetoric as follows: "The eulogist necessarily draws 
his materials from the noble deeds, actual or reputed, 
of the man he is praising.1124

Love of Country:

Senator Dirksen begins the next section of his 
speech with these words: "Now all of us were raised to

23Ibid., p. 17. 

24Ibid., p. 157.
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love our country.,l He then enters into a lengthy 
discussion about the abuses to American pride that are 
being perpetrated every day. He describes the incidents 
in Zanzibar, Ghana, Panama, and Cuba, stating that they 
are against a nation's honor and a nation's prestige.
A strong appeal to the pride and patriotism of the 
audience is thus made. He makes no attempt, however, 
to associate this directly with Senator Goldwater. He 
mentions no actions or words that would tend to show 
the Senator's love of country. The only reference to 
Goldwater is made in the closing sentence when the 
speaker says: "The time is here for America to
retrieve her self-respect. I believe that through the 
firmness of the grandson of that peddler, Barry 
Goldwater, that it will be retrieved."

Aristotle makes no reference to patriotism in 
either the Ethics or the Politics, and only briefly 
discusses it in the Rhetoric when he says: "any
desirable thing one does in an unselfish spirit; and 
absolute good deeds, all that any man did for his 
country,neglecting his own interest— these are noble."25

25Ibid., p. 48.
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Aristotle does mention courage and bravery as honor
able and virtuous, but patriotism or pride in country 
has a different meaning. As such, it is not discussed 
by Aristotle.

This section of the speech fails to meet with 
the standards of the criteria for the use of praise. 
The speaker does not associate the discussion with his 
subject. The discussion does serve as an appeal to 
patriotism. It is also important because it marks a 
turning point in the speech. Until this time, Senator 
Dirksen has not spoken of a future with Senator 
Goldwater; however, from this point forward throughout 
the speech, he uses the future tense, and at the end 
of each discussion refers to the future with Goldwater 
as the leader.

When Senator Dirksen concluded this part of 
his speech with the name of Barry Goldwater, the 
audience interpreted this to be the end of the speech 
and burst into applause. The speaker had been talking 
for twenty minutes, ten minutes over the allowed time, 
and the audience began the prearranged demonstration. 
Only after several minutes was Senator Dirksen able 
to quiet them.
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At this point, a comparison of the pre-speech 

press release with the tape recording reveals skillful 
audience adaptation by Dirksen. According to the 
original press release, the speaker planned to intro
duce the next subject with these words: 11 This is a
part of the whole man. Could there be a more devoted 
person to the Constitution than Barry Goldwater, the 
peddler’s grandson?" This was to have introduced a 
discussion on the Constitution; however, as was 
recorded, he said this: "I add to all these things
the courage and confidence and contribution and all 
the rest of the devotion to the Constitution of the 
United States." In spite of the fact that it was not 
as well worded a sentence, it served as a recapitula
tion and bridged the gap connecting the previous 
material with the following subject.

Constitutional Devotion:

Following this very brief mention of Goldwater’s 
devotion to the Constitution, the speaker then dis
cusses the historical significance of the document, 
again introducing a reference to Mr. Goldwater’s grand
father. He says: "That document [the Constitution]
not only created a balanced government in this country.
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it did more than that; it was a charter of freedom as 
well. Barry Goldwater1s grandfather could come here 
one hundred and twelve years ago and share in the 
benefits . . .  of that great document . . .."

Very much in the same vein, Aristotle had
this to say about the meaning of a constitution: "To
live by the rule of the constitution ought not to be

2 6regarded as slavery but rather as salvation." Both 
Aristotle and Dirksen express the idea of freedom 
through a constitution. An important part of Aristotle's 
book, the Politics, defines constitution and man's 
relationship to a constitution.

According to Dirksen, the Constitution "has 
been the central core of Republican gospel." He 
proceeds to discuss Lincoln and his relationship to 
the Republican platform at the time the Party nominated 
him in Baltimore. He ends the historical review with 
these words: "Resolved, that it is the highest duty
of every American citizen to maintain against all 
enemies, the integrity of the Union and the permanent 
authority of the Constitution of the United States."

2 6The Politics of Aristotle, trans. Ernest 
Barker (Oxford: The Clarendon Press, 1952), p. 234.
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Senator Dirksen then asks if it is not proper 

for a United States Senator like Barry Goldwater, who 
has sworn to uphold and defend and to bear true faith 
to the Constitution, to share a view of his own on 
controversial issues. He answers the question by 
saying: "So it is with him . . . he [Goldwater] took
his stand on the constitutionality of two titles in 
the most controversial bill [Civil Rights] . . .  he 
exhibited moral courage." In mentioning courage again, 
the speaker returns to the first of the topics of 
praise and works it into the discussion of consti
tutional devotion.

In the final paragraph before the recapitu
lation and summary of the speech. Senator Dirksen says 
this about Goldwater:

He exhibited moral courage . . . and along 
with it he’s been a soldier and took the 
oath to his country. He has been a Senator, 
and with equal fidelity Barry Goldwater 
would discharge his Presidential oath to 
enforce and execute all the laws of the 
land, and uphold the Constitution, and 
that's a part of the whole man.

Senator Dirksen is asking the audience to look 
ahead to the time when Barry Goldwater will be President. 
He is at the same time assuming that Goldwater will be
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just, and enforce the laws in a just way as he fulfills 
his duties. He is also implying that justice is a 
part of constitutional devotion.

Aristotle says that "justice is the virtue
whereby each and all have what belongs to them in
accordance with the law."^7 He also says:

Justice is a perfect virtue because it 
practices perfect virtue . . . the 
highest virtue is shown not by the man 
who practices it in his own case, but by 
the man who performs the difficult task 
of practicing it towards another.28

Senator Dirksen's praise of Barry Goldwater in this 
case would indicate that if elected, Goldwater would 
practice justice in fulfilling his Presidential oath.
In praising Goldwater, Senator Dirksen says: "He
[Goldwater] exhibited moral courage not excelled any
where in any parliamentary body of which I have any 
knowledge."

In magnifying the virtues of Senator Goldwater, 
the speaker has used several methods of audience appeal. 
He has associated Goldwater with the Republican Party 
of Lincoln, and thus with Lincoln himself. The audience

27Cooper, ££. cit., p. 47.
O OThe Ethics of Aristotle, op. cit., p. 123.
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would quite naturally feel favorably toward this 
association. The importance of having served as a 
Senator is further magnification of the man and his 
position in the Party.

Probably the most important method used by 
the speaker at this time to magnify the deeds of 
Senator Goldwater is to show the moral courage of the 
candidate in voting as he did on the two controversial 
issues. The audience would feel that Goldwater was 
outstanding in refusing to follow the crowd. Further, 
his acts were as a result of deliberate moral choice 
and, therefore, would be more favorably accepted by 
the audience.

Epilogue

According to Aristotle, in concluding a speech 
the epilogue should consist of four elements. They are

(1) You must render the audience well-disposed 
to yourself, and ill-disposed to your opponent;
(2) you must magnify and depreciate [make 
whatever favors your case seem more important 
and whatever favors his case seem less];
(3) you must put the audience into the right 
state of emotion; and (4) you must refresh their memories.29

29Cooper, ££. cit., p. 240.
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In praising Senator Goldwater, Senator Dirksen 

uses all four of these elements in his epilogue, 
although not in this same order. He starts the epi
logue by refreshing the memories of the audience with 
a summary of the characteristics, or virtues, of 
Goldwater. He says:

Now let me conclude with one thought.
We come then to the last consideration as 
we contemplate his courage, his conscience 
. . . his competence, his contribution to 
party service, the pride in his country, 
his constitutional devotion, and that 
consideration is the opportunity for an 
ideological choice for the Republican party 
and for the country.

In using this form, the speaker is fulfilling 
the fourth of the Aristotelian elements for the ending 
of a speech. He is.reviewing the main points of the 
speech and is pointing toward a solution.

He continues the epilogue with a lengthy dis
cussion of conservatism, which substantiates the first 
of the four Aristotelian elements. Here, Senator 
Dirksen shows how the lines defining conservatism have 
become confused. He says that the Democratic party 
does not dare face the fact that Goldwater favors a 
"clear-cut choice." Just what the speaker means by a 
"clear-cut choice" is never explained, but Senator



Dirksen has, by implication, made the audience favor 
Goldwater and be ill-disposed toward his opponents.

In a further attempt•to get the audience 
well-disposed toward his idea, he calls upon their 
sense of fair play with these words: "the American
people in their traditional sense of fair play, are 
beginning to grasp the truth that this man [Goldwater] 
utters." The implication here is that Goldwater is 
truthful and honest while his opponents are not.

The second method (element) suggested by 
Aristotle is "to magnify and depreciate, or to make 
whatever favors your case seem more important and 
whatever favors his case seem less." Senator Dirksen 
depreciates the Democratic Party when he implies that 
they do not dare face the issues of conservatism. On 
the other hand, he magnifies the importance of the 
Republican Party by saying: "Let’s place before the
people the cause of a Party which was born to preserve 
the Union, and to save constitutional government 
. . .." In other words, the Republican Party can do 
great things. The speaker has said already that 
Goldwater will uphold the Union. The Party and the 
leader are synonymous.
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As for the remaining element of the epilogue, 

the third on Aristotle’s list, Everett Dirksen does 
indeed put his audience "in the right state of 
emotion." He uses the terms: "great shining ’V’ of 
victory," "with banners unfurled and trumpets 
sounding," and other such patriotic and action-filled 
terms. Probably some of the most forceful and 
emotional words used are contained in the Biblical 
quotation: "For if the trumpet sounds an uncertain
sound, who shall prepare himself to the battle?" The 
battle cry terminology is used throughout, and is 
magnified at this point in the speech. Clearly the 
speaker is attempting to arouse enthusiasm in his 
audience and move them to action as. he says: "Let’s
rededicate ourselves and our nation. And I am honored 
indeed and I am proud to nominate my colleague from 
Arizona, to be the Republican nominee for President of 
the United States."

Dirksen’s speech nominating Goldwater for 
President has been analyzed in this chapter by employ
ing Aristotle’s criteria for speeches of praise. We 
have observed also how the epedeictic devices appear 
in the various divisions or in the structure of the 
speech.



That there are both strengths and weaknesses 
in Senator Dirksen’s use of praise is evident. These 
strengths and weaknesses will be assessed and 
summarized in the following chapter.
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CHAPTER IV

CONCLUSIONS

We have observed in this study how through 
analysis a contemporary political speech can evidence 
the same methods and techniques which were first 
analyzed and observed by Aristotle over two thousand 
years ago. In summarizing, this discussion will 
attempt to evaluate the effectiveness of the following 
factors of the speech: (1) the characteristics
praised, (2) evidence (proof) of the characteristics, 
and (3) magnification of the characteristics.

The Characteristics Praised

Goldwater* s characteristics that were praised 
by Senator Dirksen in his speech of nomination were: 
courage, conscience, competence, contribution, love of 
country, and constitutional devotion. They were found 
to be similar, if not identical, to the virtues as 
enumerated by Aristotle in the Rhetoric. Upon com
parison with the good, the virtuous, and the noble, as
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defined by Aristotle, the characteristics described 
by Dirksen were found to be valid examples of praise
worthy attributes. They were further repeatedly shown 
to be deeds done on account of others, which, according 
to Aristotle, are more noble and worthy of praise than 
deeds done for one's self.

Evidence (Proof) of the Characteristics

In discussing praise, Aristotle says:
We bestow encomium upon men after they 
have achieved something. Yet the deeds 
themselves do but indicate the moral 
habit, and we should praise a man even 
if he had not done a thing, if we were 
sure he was capable of doing it.l

In determining the praiseworthy deeds of Goldwater, 
Senator Dirksen was only partially successful. He 
succeeded completely, however, in showing courage, compe
tence, and contribution. Conscience was less 
successfully demonstrated, while constitutional devotion 
and love of country were given no proof.

Senator Goldwater* s courage was shown in his 
voting record as evidenced in the fact that he cast 
votes that won him no praise. In proving the compe
tence of Goldwater, the speaker told of his ability as 
a jet pilot. Contribution, another characteristic of
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worth, was exhibited by Goldwater in his great work 
for the Republican cause during the 1960 campaign. A 
minimum amount of proof was used to show Goldwater* s 
constitutional devotion. On this point Senator 
Dirksen said only that Goldwater had taken an oath as 
a United States Senator to protect and defend the 
Constitution. Similarly unamplified was the charac
teristic of conscience. The book written by Goldwater, 
The Conscience of a Conservative, was the only example 
offered as evidence of this attribute. No explanation 
was given to show that the book was evidence of 
Goldwater*s conscience. Since two and a half million 
copies had been sold, it was assumed that the audience 
knew what the book said, and consequently, what 
Goldwater believed about conservatism. Constitutional 
devotion and love of country were given no support 
because Dirksen failed to show that Senator Goldwater 
possessed these attributes.

In the last part of Aristotle’s definition of 
praise, he said: "We should praise a man even if he
had not done a thing if we were sure he was capable of 
doing it." Accepting this definition, Senator Dirksen 
met the requirements for successful proof. His 
supporting material shows that Goldwater, like all
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patriots, has constitutional devotion and love of 
country even though no specific proof was advanced. 
Consequently, in this part of the discussion, Senator 
Dirksen was effective according to the definitions of 
Aristotle.

Magnification of the Characteristics

As we have observed, Aristotle said that in 
epideictic speaking, the main intent is to show that 
a man’s deeds are noble and of service, and that the 
chief means of doing this should be amplification. In 
other words, the speaker’s argument should magnify 
the deeds of his subject. Senator Dirksen successfully 
used the following four methods of magnification as 
suggested by Aristotle:

1. The speaker should compare the subject 
with favorable situations, characteristics, or people 
to show the superiority of the subject.

Goldwater was described in favorable 
situations where he was shown to be superior. For 
example, his position as Chief of Staff of the Arizona 
National Guard placed him in a situation of superiority. 
Dirksen associated Goldwater favorably with the names
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of Taft and Lincoln, placing Goldwater on a par with 
these superior people, and, therefore, showing 
Goldwater to be similarly a superior person.

2. The subject should be associated favorably 
with the audience through appeals to their similar 
virtuous ways or to what they esteem.

Since the hearers believed that they loved 
their country, they would naturally feel that Goldwater 
possessed this same patriotism. Similarly, they liked 
the idea of a five-day week and the idea of the 
insurance plans which Goldwater had given his employees. 
This method of magnification was satisfactory.

3. The speaker should show that the subject 
acts with deliberate moral choice and is honorable and 
not motivated by a desire for money.

Senator Dirksen repeatedly demonstrated through
out the speech that Goldwater did act with deliberate 
moral choice. He emphasized at two different times in 
the speech the moral choice made by Goldwater in 
voting as he did on the controversial legislative 
issues. The support Goldwater gave to his Party during 
the 1960 campaign when he traveled across twenty-six 
states making one hundred and twenty-six speeches for 
the Republican platform was offered as a demonstration
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of honorable fidelity to party which was not motivated 
by the desire for money. To the audience, the reason 
for such a trip would have been strictly honorable 
and praiseworthy.

4. The subject may be shown to be unique in 
respect to his deeds, or unusual in his abilities.

In keeping with this method, Senator Dirksen 
related the superior military achievements of Goldwater, 
thus magnifying the deeds and the ability of the man. 
Similarly, the audience is led to believe that no one 
without great ability could write a book that would 
sell two and a half million copies, nor would a man 
without capabilities, endurance, and fortitude travel 
and speak with such devotion to party. All of the 
four methods of magnification were used interchangeably 
and skillfully.

Senator Dirksen, in his speech nominating 
Barry Goldwater for President, appears to have praised 
Senator Goldwater adeptly according to the criteria 
established. The characteristics selected for praise 
were in accordance with praiseworthy attributes as 
listed by Aristotle. Where Senator Dirksen was in
effective in producing proof of praiseworthy



characteristics, he conveyed to the mind of the 
audience the fact that the characteristics described 
were typical and admirable of all Americans, and, 
therefore, of Senator Goldwater. Senator Dirksen was 
likewise successful in magnifying the attributes of 
praise which he discussed.
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APPENDIX

DIRKSEN’S SPEECH
The following address was delivered by the 

Honorable Everett McKinley Dirksen of Illinois, 
Minority Leader of the United States Senate, on July 
15, 1964 at the Cow Palace in San Francisco, Califor
nia, placing the name of Senator Barry Goldwater of 
Arizona in nomination to be the Republican candidate 
for President of the United States. The text of the 
speech was taken from a news release issued by the 
Republican National Convention to the National Broad
casting Company and from the author’s tape recording 
of the speech at the time of its delivery over the 
television networks. Because of the variations and 
differences between these two media, the text has been 
edited by the author.

Mr. Chairman, delegates, alternates, and my 
fellow countrymen:

In a few days, we shall return home. We shall 
have had the energizing fellowship of a spirited 
convention. We shall carry back with us a set of
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principles we have adopted, declaring where we stand. 
We shall have selected the leaders to command our 
forces, and we shall be prepared to march to victory.

Let neither doubt nor defeatism impair our 
forces or our strength. Beyond the rough terrain of 
the intervening months before November there lies the 
sweet green valley of victory and it can be ours.

In that spirit, let me tell you simply and 
briefly about a man. He is the grandson of a peddler, 
a peddler who was a proud, honorable and spirited man 
who left his ancestral country in Europe at an early 
age and came to this land over a century ago. He 
arrived nine years before the Civil War. Almost imme
diately, he set cross country to make a home on the 
hardy frontier of the West. There he peddled his 
wares among the mining camps, among lumbering camps 
and the people of this western land. When he came 
there were but thirty-one states in the Union. He was 
a merchant and became a frontier leader, and it is 
about his grandson that I would speak to you this 
afternoon. And that grandson's name is Barry Gold- 
water.

I want to speak of him as the Whole Man 
moving forward toward whatever destiny may provide.
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There is today a strange cynicism that has fastened 
upon our thinking. It may be a kind of sadistic 
sport to hear a statement made and then to hear some
body go back into history and to unleash an attack 
because the statement of the act was not consistent 
with something that happened, ten, twelve, or fifteen 
years ago. That doesn’t bother me because my appraisal 
and your appraisal of an individual must not be frag
mented. Instead of thinking of the whole man, impelled 
by conviction to do and to say at a given time what he 
believes must be said or done. It is a common 
experience that quoting only a part of what a man has 
said has become a truly favorite indoor sport. By this 
standard, no man ever lived, no hero was ever born who 
by some utterance, some vote, some opinion, can’t be 
definated [sic]. I believe the time has come to 
think of the whole man in terms of a more tolerant 
spirit, and to consider his actions, his works, his 
attributes, measured against the problems and duties 
and the responsibilities which loom upon the horizon 
both at home and abroad.

Consider his moral courage, the courage of 
this peddler’s grandson. When a poll was taken some 
years ago to select the five greatest Senators, no
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longer serving or living to grace the unfilled ovals 
in the Senate reception room, who do you think was 
selected? Henry Clay, John C. Calhoun, Daniel 
Webster, Robert Marion LaFollette, and Robert Alonso 
Taft. Their common attribute was courage in facing 
the challenges of their day. Each one took to heart 
what came from the vaults of the heavens when the Lord 
talked to Joshua and said as he took over that ancient 
host: "Have I not commanded thee? Be strong and of
good courage, neither be thou dismayed. Neither be 
thou afraid." That was the Lord’s command that 
Joshua shall be courageous.

Already in twelve short years in the Senate of 
the United States, Barry Goldwater has repeatedly cast 
votes that won him no applause, that did nothing for 
his political advancement, but it did show the blazing 
courage of the man in refusing to take the easy course.

In the days and years ahead, as we assess the 
fevers abroad and we appraise the problems at home, it 
will take courage of a high order to make the 
decisions and to withstand the beckoning of the multi
tude to go down an unsound path. The peddler's grand
son has the courage, and it is a part of the whole man.
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Secondly, he has a CONSCIENCE. How commonly 

we think of a conscience as the still, small, 
accusing voice when one is set suddenly upon a certain 
act or a course of conduct. But it is something more 
than that. It is always there to monitor the morals 
and conduct and actions of any man. It is like a 
fixed star in the firmament to light the way. What is 
deemed snap judgment is more often than not a judgment 
directed by the acute conscience which operates faster 
than reason. And whether it be in the domain of peace 
or rearmament or the scrapping of weapons or internal 
security, or domestic affairs, the peddler's grandson 
has a conscience to chart his course and when he 
committed the fruit of his conscience to paper four 
years ago in that volume, The Conscience of a 
Conservative, over two and one half million copies 
were printed and sold as a great and incredible testa
ment to the interest of the American people. Courage 
and conscience are a part of the whole man.

Now whether in commerce or industry, in finance 
or in public service, there is such a thing as 
COMPETENCE. What is it but the right touch, the right 
vision, in the right way, at the right time? What man
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could be a jet pilot without it? But Barry Goldwater; 
and listen, Barry Goldwater has demonstrated it over 
and over again, in every activity. As Chief of Staff 
of the Arizona National Guard, he desegregated that 
Guard after World War II, long before Civil Rights 
became a burning issue in this country. He brought 
integration to his own business enterprises. For his 
own employees he provided a five-day week and life 
insurance and all those benefits that go with it. All 
this was done without fanfare or the blaring of 
trumpets. And in an age, my friends, of self-congratu
lated Do-Gooders, he was a Good-Doer. Yes, the grandson 
of that man who came here one hundred and twelve years 
ago from his ancestral home has demonstrated his courage 
his conscience, and his competence. But he has 
demonstrated more.

In an age when the gratitude is scant for 
services rendered, we overlook so often the matter of 
CONTRIBUTION to the well-being of the party. Yet the 
whole man can be judged only when you consider his 
fidelity to his party and his willingness to go forth 
and help to make it a vital political instrument. From 
the moment he came to the Senate twelve years ago until 
this good hour, I can name no man, and I make no
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exceptions. I can name no man in the Republican Party 
in this country who day after day and year after year 
has applied his talents, his zeal, to the Republican 
cause as the grandson of that peddler. No weather was 
too foul, no journey too long, no sacrifice too great 
to take him forth on a mission for his party and its 
candidates. He has raised money and has made speeches 
and has rallied organization support. And I ask you: 
Who will forget his great speech, in a dark hour for 
his supporters, in the 1960 Republican Convention when 
they were trying to force the nomination on him? And 
he stood before that convention and spoke to his 
supporters and asked them to support the Republican 
Party and its candidates and to stand united. And in 
the next ninety days he made one hundred and twenty-six 
speeches in twenty-six states for the Nixon-Lodge 
ticket. I haven’t forgotten it and neither have you. 
Courage, conscience, confidence, contribution— those 
are a part of the whole man.

In my office in Washington is a set of silver 
spurs that I received for my devotion to the Party. I 
doubt whether I deserve the generous inscription on 
that plaque; but I know, as for him, he deserves a set



of golden spurs for his immeasurable effort, the 
energy and sacrifice. Contribution is a part of the 
whole man.

Now all of us were raised to love our COUNTRY, 
to take pride in its glorious history, and to defend 
it with our lives if necessary. We call it patriotism, 
a word once revered by everybody. Today, it is the 
fashion to sneer at that word, and to label positions 
of strength as extremism, to find other nations' points 
of view better than our own. Perhaps too long the 
bugles of retreat have sounded, and I put my chips on 
that man who has that fidelity to his country.

Consider our diplomatic representative in 
Zanzibar, at the point of a bayonet marched to the 
dock and told to "get out"! In Ghana, where we are 
spending over two hundred and fifty million dollars, 
they hauled down our flag from the embassy flagpole 
and desecrated it. A nation like Panama, that could 
not exist today were it not for the United States and 
a great Republican, Teddy Roosevelt, can fuss and scold 
at us with impunity. And then along with it there is 
that bearded Communist in Cuba, who reviles and 
scolds us and castigates the world's greatest country,
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and confiscates our property. There is such a thing 
as the scripture says about going the first mile; you 
get no credit for it— that’s the compelled mile. There 
is such a thing as going the second mile. But there 
is also such a thing as a nation’s honor and a nation's 
prestige. Twenty centuries ago when the captain of 
the Roman guard had the apostle Paul in thongs, and 
was ready to discourage him, that great apostle and 
sales-manager, said: "I am a Roman citizen.” And
they took off the thongs. Isn't it something? But 
we've come a long way since that time. What, oh what 
has become of that vital thrill, that pride of being 
an American? We heard so much about the American 
prestige in the 1960 campaign. It was a phony issue, 
believe me, but that was four years ago. The time is 
here for America to retrieve her self-respect. I 
believe that through the firmness of the grandson of 
that peddler, Barry Goldwater, that it will be retrieved.

I add to all these things the courage and con
fidence and contribution and all the rest of the 
devotion to the Constitution of the United States.
That document not only created a balanced government 
in this country, it did more than that. It was a 
charter of freedom as well. Barry Goldwater's father
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could come here one hundred and twelve years ago and 
share in the benefits and the protection of that great 
document which lends itself to the high and low, to the 
mighty, to the rich, to the poor, and to the humble.
It's been the central core of Republican gospel. One 
hundred years ago, our Party met in Maryland, in 
Baltimore, and they nominated Lincoln for the second 
time. What did they put in that platform? Let me read 
one sentence— the first pledge: "Resolved that it is
the highest duty of every American citizen to maintain 
against all their enemies, the integrity of the Union 
and the permanent authority of the Constitution of the 
United States." Let me finish. Do you know you can't 
sit in the Senate of the United States, or the House of 
Representatives without holding up your hand and 
affirming or taking an oath that you'll uphold and 
defend the Constitution and the laws of the country?

But what is it? Words on parchment? Yes, 
until human brains and human application give it mean
ing and form. Justice is being done by people in 
judicial roles everywhere in this land almost every 
day. Is it not then proper for a United States Senator 
like Barry Goldwater, who has sworn to uphold and defend
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it and to bear true faith to the Constitution to share 
a view of his own on the controversial issues, the 
most controversial that we've had for a long, long 
time?

So it was with him, this grandson of an 
immigrant peddler; he took his stand on the consti
tutionality of two titles in the most controversial 
bill with which I've ever had anything to do, and in so 
doing, he exhibited moral courage not excelled anywhere 
in any parliamentary body of which I have any knowledge. 
And along with it, he's been a soldier, and took the 
oath to his country. He has been a Senator and with 
equal fidelity, Barry Goldwater would discharge his 
Presidential oath to enforce and execute all the laws 
of the land, and uphold the Constitution, and that's a 
part of the whole man.

Now let me conclude with one thought. We come 
then to the last consideration as we contemplate his 
courage, his conscience, his competence, his contribu
tion to Party service, the pride in his country, his 
constitutional devotion, and that consideration is the 
opportunity for an ideological CHOICE for the 
Republican Party and for the country.



85
For twenty years, and you know it as well as 

I do, the conservative position has hovered, or there 
has hovered over us the controversy over the conserva
tive position like a menacing spectre. Simply 
expressed, it has meant that, like Bismark, whose 
federated Germany withered away, like Britain’s 
almost nonexistent Liberal Party, we give an inch here, 
a foot there, a mile there, and finally embrace a 
socialist philosophy that has enervated and debili
tated three-quarters of the whole globe.

Gradually, gradually, the weakening effect and 
the derisive effect has become noticeable. Those 
strongly wedded to Republican philosophy have so often 
sat on their hands on election day, or taken a walk. 
Others, perceiving no difference between our Party and 
the other Party, have taken the ADA version straight. 
Still others, with high and fervent hopes, have felt 
that the gentle hands of time might bring about unity 
of purpose and action, and that with banners unfurled 
and trumpets sounding a common note, we could inscribe 
the great shining "V" of victory upon our Republican 
shields once more.

But even as the apostle Paul wrote centuries 
ago: "For if the trumpet sounds an uncertain sound, who
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shall prepare himself to the battle?" The time has 
come for certain sounds. The time has come and the 
chance has come to make a choice. Ask yourselves: Why 
is it that this man, who certainly has sounded the call 
to CONSERVATISM, should be subjected to the abuse 
which has been heaped upon him? Is it because he 
favors a clear-cut choice that the Democratic Party, as 
now constituted, doesn’t dare face? Is it because 
there is a fear that the American people in their tradi 
tional sense of fair play are beginning to grasp the 
truth that this man utters? Delegates to this conven
tion, believe me; the tide is turning, and let’s give 
that philosophy of the peddler's grandson a chance.

So with the platform as our chart and compass, 
and with the militant son of an immigrant peddler as 
our leader, let's give one hundred and ninety million 
Americans the choice they have been waiting for. Let’s 
place before the people the cause of a Party which was 
born to preserve the Union, and to save constitutional 
government, and to keep government from becomming the 
master instead of the servant of the people. Let's 
rededicate ourselves and our nation. And I am honored 
indeed and I am proud to nominate my colleague from 
Arizona to be the Republican nominee for President of 
the United States.
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