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oftltesemetllricalcharacteristics·have ibeen.identifiedbyscholars who have.studied
wnttendOCUlllents iofnon"-Chicano····movements·inthe United ". StateSt .out others
W'bichhavenot·~ identified reflect the Mexican experience from' its ,earliest
times. For example, the Plans we studied relied on slogans and employed a solemn,
high-sounding tone which is self-consciously noted .oy their authors. Named· for a
lOW~ significant to the.movement anderdistingthe persuasive persona ofone ofthe
signerstthey typically contained a brief introduction followed by severalproposi­
tionsnumberedby paragraphst and they ended with a list of signatures. They
expressed a wariness of representatives who will betray 'them, an emphasis on
dbmestit: issue5,sdpportfor a church that is warned to stay out of politics, a deep
belief in the power of words and the inevitable triumph of theircause,and
considera.ole concern for the audience of the "civilized" world. All announced the
beginning 9fa revolutionary movement, most called for the creation ofan army, and
in each case the' writers declared early their deep commitment to the principles
which follow. While many or most ofthese qUalities may be present in some plans or
similar documents in the United Stiltes, they characterize all plans by those of
Mex.ica.n descent. .Indeed,Chicano plan-writers have given credit to prior plans for
guiding their writing.

While the narrow legacy of Mexican and Mexican:American plans is crucial to
identifyingthe rhetorical dynamics ofDelano, the broad context ofculture provides
additional depth in understanding Delano's symbols, meanings, and persuasiveness
for the Mexican-American audience for whom the Plan was primarily intended. The
culture's desire for dissimulation. a propensity for what Paz and Fuentes label
Otherness, creates values, shapes perceptions, and instills expectations which called
forth Delano's symbolism and appeals-hence the rhetorical appropriateness of
Pelano's historical perspective and explicit links to the Mexican and Mexican­
American. past, th,e themes of betrayal, sacrifice, and penance, the images of blood
and suffering, and the obvious formality, implied modesty, and self-conscious
concern, with style and concerted effort at elegant and poetic prose.

The reasons the writers of the Plan ofDelano selected its structure~(:ontent, style,
and strategies•. and indeed the source ofmuch ofits persuasive power, become clear
only when th.e Plan is viewed from the perspective of its Mexican-American rhetori­
cal tradition. Thisperspe<:tive incorporates the legacy ofa .particular rhetorical form
within the c()ntextof its specific ethnic culture. Delano was not a mere formal
declaration ofprindpJes to mark an bistoricalevent, nor simply a cathartic release of
eBl()tional feeJingsby itsautbors.. Instead it was a potent persuasive document~o

Iis~en~rsand readers whose unique rhetorical legacy shapedtheir response toit.
Our study.ha$ implications for the analysis ofthediscourse ofethniccomrnunities.

WiIti8l,llJ. StarostaandLarryColeIl)an proposed a format wbich can be applied to .
analyze .such ,discourse in tbeirstudyofa rhetorical attempt by Jesse Jackson(1)
l'econdle jewish ·.listeners wbobad feltin$ultedand .at.kedby hisprevio~

COtllBlents in the .1984ipresidential cam.paign..•. Sta.l'OstaandG>leman .te<;ommend
that the critic use six stages for examining Uinterethnic rhetoricr':(l) "thedelinea"\
tionofbistoricalrelationsbetweenthespeaker'sc1lIltureandthathof the audie~
cUltum;i(2~identification,ofthoseelcments·ofa .spea:ker'sculmlrethal"n0rBlall¥
determioethespeaker'sstyleofdisc:ourse;(J~thespe011catiQll ofano/priori••
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the .•speakerm~yhave.an1()ngthoseofthealldiericeculture; .·(4)·the.enumerat~()n. of
pUblic expectations concerning the address"; and (5) (6) analysesjn light of tlle$e
"factors" and "at the level ofinterethnicrhetoric."Bl To reacb.aruUerunderstan<fing
ofsuch rhetorical interactions,ot oftihe. t'hetGrical discourse ofany ethnic minority
whether addressed to interethnic or intraethnicaudiences, we recommend revising
the forma·t in several ways.. (1) The.particular rbetoricalform should be exatniJled 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 oppositiQ.n 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 ofa 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 c.:ulture.
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 d~isions.82 This rhetorical
quality, an expected form ofpersuasion in the Asian-American community, appears
to differ from the tradition of leadership inherited by Americans from Europe or
Mrica. Whatever the culture of the rhetors and audiences to be examined, scholars
in communication studies who seek to discover the rhetorical workings ofpersuasive
messages can profit from considering the rhetorical traditions of ethnic groups
whose discourse they study.

NOTES

John C. H.ammerback is professor ofspeech communication at California State Universu" Haywa.'rd. Rickard
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33-52. The relauonshlp ofChavez' message to the American Dream is described in JohnC.•Hammerback and
Rich~rdJ. Jensen, .. 'AR~volution ofHeart and Mind':Ge$ar Chavez' RhetoriodCrusadetJo~tljthWe5127
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