COMMON RHETORICAL STRATEGIES

(Organizational Techniques)
The following techniques are the most common ways that people develop ideas.  Analytical thinkers, writers and speakers tend to support a thesis (prove a point) by using one or more of these methods. Each of these strategies may generate main points single-handedly, be used in combination with others for separate  main points, or provide sub-points to support main points

The Introduction

Regardless of the organizational structure of the essay, the introduction to most academic or expository writings fulfills several conventional expectations:

1.
Attention hook - a challenging question, startling statistics, a dramatic story, etc.

2.
Establishment of the issue at hand

3.
Significance to the reader (society in general or the target audience in particular)

4.
Your personal interest in or experience with the issue

5.
Your thesis statement (Not just a statement of topic (what the paper is about) but your message to the target audience about the topic, a statement of your opinion, advice, conclusions about some controversial aspect of the topic.)

6.
A preview of the main points

Illustration or Exemplification 
--Offering examples.  One of the most effective and simple ways to convince someone of an idea is to show examples of what you believe to be true.

Thesis (or answer):  Speech training is a valuable life-long skill.

I.  Don Cetrulo

     A. Was a high school and college debater

     B.  Debate skills helped him in law school.

     C.  He is now a successful attorney

           II.  Liz Everman

     A. Did interp events and broadcasting in high school and college

     B.  These experiences led her to major in RTV.

     C.  She is now an anchorwoman for WHAS-TV in Louisville.

          III.  Ms. Crump

     A.  Majored in speech and theater in college

     B.  Wanted to be an educator and coach

     C.  Now coaches the most successful middle school speech team in the state

Classification
--Analyzing types, kinds, components, categories.  Many complex problems can be more readily understood and discussed if we can "break" them "down" first.

Thesis (or answer):  The Democratic Party faces controversy from within.

I.  Extremely liberal elements

     A. Concerned with splinter minority issues

     B.  Don't respect traditional leadership

     C. Think Clinton has sold out to conservative pressures

           II.  Moderate Majority

     A.  Represents traditional concerns for social programs 

     B.  Suffering from lack of confidence in current administration

     C.  May stand to lose Congressional seats in upcoming elections

          III.  Conservative-leaning Democrats

     A.  Wish to separate themselves from unfavorable "liberal" image

     B.  Appeal to more family values and local control

     C.  Know voters are tired of "tax-and-spend" liberal philosophy

Process Analysis
--Showing the stages of development of a situation, how something happened, how it works, how it is organized.

Thesis (or answer):  The U.S. has a strategic plan for involvement in Haiti.

I.  Stage One: early negotiations

     A.  Tried trade embargo and political pressure, which didn't work

     B.   Toughened talk on possibility of military invasion

     C.   Sent Carter and Powell to avoid last minute attack

          II.  Stage Two:  transition phase

    A.    Military forces arrive to show we mean business

    B.    Stepping down of Cedres

    C.    Restoration of Aristide

         III.  Stage Three:  making democracy work

    A.   Establishing civic order

    B.   Gaining the confidence of the people

    C.   Staging successful elections

Comparison-Contrast

--Showing similarities and differences.
Thesis (or answer):  Hilary Clinton was a different kind of first lady.

I. She's different from Barbara Bush

    A.  Social activity

          1.  BB

          2.  HC

     B. Political activity

1.  BB

2.  HC

     C. Personal style

II.  She's different from Nancy Reagan

      A.  Social activity

1.  NR

2.  HC

      B.  Political activity

1.  NR

2.  HC

      C.  Personal style

1.  NR

2.  HC

III. She's different from Rosalyn Carter etc.)












 

I.  She's different in social activity

     A.   
RC

     B.
NR

     C.  
BB

     D.   
HC

II.  She's different in political activity

      A.    RC

      B.    NR

      C.    BB

      D.
HC

III.  She's different in personal style

      A.    RC

      B.    NR

      C.    BB

D.    HC

Causality or Cause-Effect
--Exploring the reasons or results of a particular issue.  A list of causes and/or effects should probably be organized emphatically, that is, from least important to most important, from short-term to long term.  Some causal analysis does only causes, influences, factors, pressures.  Some does only effects, outcomes, results, or expectations.  Some does both.

Be sure to distinguish between immediate and ultimate causes and immediate and ultimate effects and always resist oversimplification of causality; for example, "The cause of poverty is that some people don't have any money, so the way to solve poverty is to give them money," or "The cause of homelessness is that some people don't have anywhere to live, so we should build apartments and move them all in."

Thesis (or answer): Teenage pregnancy remains a major problem because of the complexity of the pressures or causes involved.

I.  Lack of knowledge

    A.  Some families and schools provide inadequate sex education

    B.  Many young people don't know how to avoid pregnancy

    C.  This would suggest improving sex education in homes and schools

          II.   Media influence

     A.  Television, music, and movies portray irresponsible sexual behavior

     B.   Advertising plays on teenage desire to be accepted and loved

     C. This would suggest a call for more responsible programming and parental                                        screening

          III.  The most significant causes are lack of values and self-esteem

     A.  When a teenager has principles to guide his/her behavior, he/she is less                                            likely to bend to outside pressures.

     B.   When a teenager has a strong self-image, external pressures are less                                                 influential

     C.   This would suggest that we need to go deeper in our attempt to address the                                     epidemic of teen pregnancy than just increased sex education or blaming                                         the media.  We may need to look at values education and ways to increase                                      self-esteem in the home and at school.

Extended Definition
--exploring a the full significance of what a concept means and doesn't mean either because of general misunderstanding or controversy. It uses all the techniques above, but in addition, it employs negation (what it doesn't mean) and characteristics (how it's recognized).

Thesis (or answer):  The definition of "family values" depends upon that of "family."

I.
Negation:  What the modern family is NOT 

A.
Ozzie and Harriett, Leave it to Beaver, Father Knows Best

B.
The Simpsons, Fresh Prince

II.
Characteristics:  some of the qualities include:

A.
Two or more people who care for each other

B.
An atmosphere of nurturing support

III.
Other techniques listed above:  Classification, Comparison-contrast, Cause  







and Effect, Process, Exemplification 

Reasoning Processes: Induction and Deduction

In addition to the preceding organizational strategies, you may find that audiences would be impressed with your awareness of inductive and deductive order, classic complementary reasoning processes.   In both, we reason from premises (starting points) to conclusions.  

Induction  - specific premises (examples, experiences) to general conclusion
Induction is parallel to the "scientific method" of observation, hypothesis, collection of evidence and conclusion.  It is the simplest and most common way humans learn and think.  Therefore, it is similar to "illustration / exemplification" in that the advocate arrives at his or her thesis or generalization (answer to the question) by examining individual cases or examples.

Premises



Conclusion
      x

x
x
--------------->   General assertion about all the 

     x



individuals or experiences in the group


Assuming a categorical assertion about a group of individuals or experiences is called an inductive leap, which can be made safely if the advocate's examples are adequate in number and typical in nature to accurately represent the group.   Premises:  Jenny, Sarah, Leah, and every other freshman I know are taking English.  Conclusion:  Therefore, English must be a required course for freshman.  

However, the fallacies of overgeneralization, hasty generalization, and stereotyping occur when the inductive leap is unjustified.  Since two out of the three college students I've talked to this week don't attend their classes regularly, most college students must be goof-offs.  Or, my dad bought a Ford once, and it was a piece of junk; we'll never buy another Ford.
Deduction - general premise applied to a specific case in order to draw a specific conclusion
Humans accumulate a set of favorite beliefs or principles that they have arrived at, individually or historically, from induction.  Experience and observation have verified certain general truths that we take for granted:  the sun will rise every morning, geese fly south in winter, boys are less trustworthy than girls (as you can see, some generalizations are more reliable than others!).  When we consciously or unconsciously apply one of those beliefs or principles to a specific experience and draw a conclusion or opinion, we are using deduction.  It's 5:30 am; it'll be daybreak soon.  The geese are heading south; cold weather must be coming on.  Of course he lied; he's a guy!  As you see, the truth of a deductive conclusion is only as strong as the truth of it's premise.

Deductive arguments are fun because we summarize them in three-part structures called syllogisms, comprised of a major premise (MP) or starting principle, a minor premise (mp), and a conclusion (C).  The classic categorical syllogism is symbolized as--

MP:
A
=
B

MP:
All humans are mortal.

mp:
C
=
A

mp:
Socrates is a human.

C:
C
=
B

C:
Therefore, Socrates is mortal.

Other syllogisms include the conditional--

MP:
If A, then B


MP:
If minority registration picks up, Democrats will benefit

mp:
A



mp:
Minority voter registration is increasing.

C:
Then B



C:
Therefore, Republicans should worry.

And the disjunctive--

MP:
Not both A and B

MP:
You can't be"pro-choice"  and "pro-life."

mp:
A



mp:
You said women should control their own bodies.

C:
Then not B


C:
You can't claim to be against abortion.

If you can construct a three-point syllogism that is valid, you have a very tight argument.  The trick is to see if the question or issue falls within a category about which we hold a general principle or belief to be true.  Prove that the specific case fits the category, and draw the conclusion.  Some of the best arguments in history are deductive.  See if you recognize the following:

MP:
All humans are entitled to certain inalienable rights.  When a ruler violates those rights, the 
people must reject the monarchy and establish a new government.

mp:
King George III has deprived colonists of basic rights.  Here's a long list (taxation without 
representation, forcing them to house British soldiers, etc.).

C:
Revolution!

You can also use syllogistic reasoning to reject bad reasoning.  For example, if your question is, "Should marijuana be legalized?" you might consider the most common reason advocates give: "Well, law enforcement can't stop its use.  People are going to do it anyway, so we might as well decriminalize it."  This reasoning is an appeal to common practice, which implies that anything that is common practice must be acceptable.  The problem is that, in the statement of the argument above, the advocate offers only the minor premise and conclusion, leaving out the major premise:

MP:
<Whatever is common practice should be legalized.>          <A        =          B>

mp:
"Use of marijuana is common practice."


C
=
A


C:
"Therefore, marijuana should be legalized."

C
=
B

The fallacy of this argument can be exposed by reconstructing the hidden premise and asking if it is really true (remember that the conclusion is only as good as the validity and truth of its premises.  Do we really want to live in a society where anything that is common practice is legalized?

Other General Organizational Schemes:  
Chronological (time order, historical review)

Spatial (physical order, geographical review) 
                                                                        
Emphasis (order of importance, usually best 'til last)

