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the speaker may have among those of the audience culture; (4)‘the1em:'tmerati;og of
public expectations concerning the address”; and (5) (6) analyses in light of these
- “factors” and “at the level of interethnic rhetoric.”®! To reach a fuller understanding
 of such rhetorical interactions, or of the rhetorical discourse of any ethnic minority
. whether addressed to interethnic or intraethnic audiences, we recommend revising
the format in several ways. (1) The particular rhetorical form should be examined in
relation to its rhetorical legacy in its ethnic culture;:(2) the role of the specific
rhetorical medium in that culture should be considered, e.g., the function of plans
read aloud, plays, poems read in private, or speeches; and (3) any enumeration of
expectations should proceed from an understanding of cultural predispositions as
well as the rhetorical legacy of the form of communication. The critic should be
aware that some rhetorical qualities appropriate for a genre may be in opposition to
qualities called for by the broader cultural orientation. (4) The rhetor’s or speaker’s
style of discourse should be viewed broadly to include the various structures,
images, content, strategies and appeals of a rhetorical piece; and (5) in some cultures
the “speaker’s” image may not require much attention, both because speeches are
not the primary means of rhetorical communication and because the speaker is in
reality a group which wishes to remain unobserved—very different from discourse
featuring a rhetorical star like Jesse Jackson.

We believe that other ethnic groups in the United States also often speak, write,
listen, read, and see in a rhetorical tradition unique to their experience and culture.
For example, Asian-American movements, organizations, and institutions typically
do not rely on notable orators, and usually at the rhetorical center of their protests
are statements written by a group which has no ostensible leader—not a surprising
practice when one considers that Asians in the United States have a strong tradition
of community and of groups which make collective decisions.?? This rhetorical
quality, an expected form of persuasion in the Asian-American community, appears
to differ from the tradition of leadership inherited by Americans from Europe or
Africa. Whatever the culture of the rhetors and audiences to be examined, scholars
in communication studies who seek to discover the rhetorical workings of persuasive

messages can profit from considering the rhetorical traditions of ethnic groups
whose discourse they study.

NOTES

John C. Hammerback is professor of speech communication at C%omia State University, Hayward. Richard
J- Jensen is professor of communication at the University of Nevada, Las Vegas. An early version of this paper
was presented at the annual convention of the Speech Communication Association sn Chicago, October

29-November 1, 1992. The authors wish to thank Robert L. Ivie and two anonymous reviewers for their
helpful comments. ‘ '

'For alengthy discussion of Chévez’ rhetorical career, see John C. Hammerback, Richard ]. Jensen, and José
Angel Gutiérrez, A War of Words: Chicano Protest of the 1960s and 1970s (Westport, CT: Greenwood Press, 1985)
31;’.—52. The relationship of Chivez' message to the American Dream is described in john C. Hammerback and
Rxch?rd J. Jensen, “ ‘A Revolution of Heart and Mind': César Chévez’ Rhetorical Crusade,” Journal of the West 27
(April 1988): 69-74, rpt in Western Speakers: Voices of the American Dream, ed. Susan H. Koester (Manhattan, KS:
Sunflower University Press, 1988) 69-74. : i T

?César Chévez, quoted in Jacques E. Levy, César Chdvez: Autobiography of La Raza (New York: W.W. Norton
and Co., 1975) 207-208. In this note and throughout our study we have attempted to use diacritical marks to
indicate correct pronunciation of all Spanish words. In some cases we have added accent ‘marks; including tildas,
to words which were unaccented in works we quoted and cited. ot e
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