A Examlnatlon Of Civil Rellglon Anﬂ God Strategy As Values
mekican Presidential Discourse Since 1960
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Introduction

Los Angeles Myor Antonio Villaraigosa rose to the podium at the 2012 Demaocratic
National Convention for what he and other party leaders likeoped might be a quick,

AEOAOAAO OI OGA 11 OEA PAOOU bPiI AOAEI Oi 8 4EA xI OA O
platform in 2008, was conspicuously absent early in the convention. After three rounds of

OAOAAT O1 OAOh ET xEEAE OODA®O6EDBRADNAEGIDOAT OOT O Al
made the controversial assertion that there were enough votes in favor of restoring God to

the party platform, though boos rained down from the crowdThe public controversy drew

criticism from the Republican Party and eared substantial national media attention.

(Mehta 2012 Ward and Hersh2012)

It wasn't the first time the DemcA OA OO EAA T AcCl AAhiAek O1 ET Al OAA
platform in recent years, they had also done so in 1992. The GOP, then led by departing Vice
Presidentand presidential candidate George H. W. Bush, publicly lambasted the Democratic
Party for departing from traditional American values and abandoning God. That approach,
however, backfirech A O Olilafant'arid 0v@r@helming emphasis on the importance of
religion and conservative, Christian values, publicized in media coverage of campaign
speeches and events, turned awagligiously moderate voters. This opened the door for a
Southern Democrat, Bill Clinton, to capture that portion of the American electate. To do
so, hehad to achievea happy medium of giving voters just enough of a religious overture to
woo their votes, butnot so much that he turned them avay. (Domke and Co€008)

Religion has played a role in American politics from the beginning, amdvigating
the balance between being presidential and being religious is a challenge modern
presidential nominees face. But there is more at work here than just the personal beliefs

and religious devotion of the presidents themselvegDomke and Coe 2008)



Clinton, like other candidates before him, had to carefully navigate what scholars
that success in presidential campaigns is tied to how effectively a campaign attrathe vote
of a particular sect of religiously affilated voters. This can be dona number of ways, one of
which is to communicate specific terms, ideas, and public stances that serve to frame
politics and policy in a religious or moral light that criticalconstituent groups can relate to.
Suchtactics can be critical to swayingrarious electoral demographics and proponents of
specific issues that might possibly have a religious or moral angi@eterson 2009)
It was arguably this important implication of dectoral politics that led President
I AAT A EEI OAl £ 0 AEOAAOI U POOE & O OEA? x1I OA O' 1/

a move confirmed by a senior ObamAdministration official. (Ward and Hersh2012)

This thesis serves to analyze high -level polit ical discourse to determine how
political elites invoke religion to reach the public and whether there is a strategy
AAEET A OOET ¢ OOAE 1 AT COACA O ZAOAI A EdrDi OOAT O EC

whether such language is rhetorical filler.



Background and Literature Review

A proper observation of religious framing in political speeches requires an
examination of religious trends in modern America and a review of literature on framing
theory, civil religion, and the God Strategy of political communicain.

Religion in America
American Religious Trends

Religiosity is entrenched in the lives of the American public. Christianity is the most
represented religion, with 75% of Americans practicing some form or denomination. An
additional 6% of the population observessome form ofnon-Christian faith, and 16.1% are

unaffiliated, as depicted inTable 1. (Lugo 2008)

Tablel ¢ Religious Affiliation in the United Statés

Religious Affiliation Percent of Population (%)
Evangelical Protestant Churches 26.3
Catholic 23.9
Mainline Protestant Churches 18.1
Unaffiliated (Atheist, Agnostic, Nothing) 16.1
Historically Black Churches 6.9
Mormon 1.7
Jewish 1.7
Other Faiths (Unitarians, New Age, Native American) 1.2
$1 160 +11 x 0.8
*AET OAEGO 7EOI AGO 0.7
Buddhist 0.7
Orthodox 0.6
Muslim 0.6
Hindu 0.4
Other Christian 0.3
Other World Religions <0.3
Source: Pew Forum on Religion & Public Life(2008)

An overwhelming majority of Americans also beh OA ET ' T Ah T O A
and have done so for decade&allup, IncEAO AOEAA OT T A & O 1T &£ OEA

AAl EAOA ET1944kEAd @B P A Arng polling satnfiesiacehave fewer

1 http://religions.pewforum.org/pdf/affiliations -all-traditions.pdf.

Ob1 EOA
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than 90% answeredET OEA AZ£AEOI AOEOAh xEOQOEAWL BPADOXxROEETC

of the questionhaschak CAA 1T OAO OEI A OiF ET Al OAA OAEAOAT AAO C

further analyze the composition oburvey respondents, but the resulthave steadily been

Al T OEOOAT Oh xEOE wp b (Naip@t2@dl0) Eeode Gellup,OrdsaiE T ¢ mp ¢ 8

EEi OA imasly peGpBiin this country say they believe in the basic concept of God, that it

almost seems unnecessary to conduct surveysi OEA NOAOOEI 186 " EOEI P pu
The American National Election Studies (ANEX10a) has asked survey

respondents everyother year since 1980 (with the exception of 1982 and 2006for which

thereisnodatalh O$1T UT O AT 1T OEAAO OAITECEIT OI AA Al EI D

While the number of Americans who have responded in the affirmative has seen a minor,

though noticeable, drop over time, it has not dipped below 70% since 198Gallup polling

supplements the ANES findings, with more than half of survey respondents each election

UAAO OET AA pwwg ETAEAAOEIT ¢ OhdusiigBE8yin 2610. OOAOU EI ¢

(Gallup) Though the polls display different findings, both identify the continued importance

religion plays in the lives of the American public.

Table 2 Religion arimportant Part of Life, 1982012 (excl. 1982, 2006)
SURVEY RESPONSE 1980 1984 1988 1992 2000 2004

ANES**
N

)
W
GALLUp* | Fairly Important
Not Very Important

* Data Unavailable
** Source: The American National Election Studies (2010)
*** Source: Gallup (2012)




A follow-up questionin the ANES survey O7 1 O1 Aay that @ligion provides
some guidance in your dayto-day living, quite a bit of guidance, or a great deal of guidance
in your day-to-A A U 1 £ BaE yie@eddimilarly high results, with no fewer than 70% of
respondents answering that religion providesat least some guidance in dayo-day living
within the timeframe, though the percent of respondents answering it is not important

showed a noticeable uptick in the 2008 survey.(ANES 2010b)

Table3: Religious Guidance in Dag-Day Living 19832008 (exl. 1982, 2006)

Oyn Oyt Oy 6LLILI.1 (300!11 Owc Owrt (303 Owy OnnOneg Omt| Omy

Some

Quite a
Bit

A Great
Deal
Religion
Not

Important
N

Source: The AmericanNational Election Studies (2010)

The Nones

On the other side of the spectrumhereE CET OO01 U O1T AZZEI EAOAAR T 0O G
OFAXAOCET ¢o6 OAlI ECET 00 CThéPOdic Réligion@REsBarce T EOAA 3 OAOA
Institute (PRRI)estimates the unaffiliated comprised about ondifth (19%) of the adult
population in October 2012.(Navarro-Rivera 2012) Their growth is also evident at the
ballot box, where unaffiliated voters now account for a significant slice of the electorate.

Unaffiliated voters comprise three specific subgroups unattached believers, who describe

themselves as religiousut with no formal religious identity (23%); seculars, who describe

2 From 1996 on, the wording of thisquest 1 T AEAT CAA Oi d 071 01 A Ul & OAU UT OOtOAl ECETT BOI
day living, quite a bit of guidance, or a great deal of guidance inyourdayAAU 1 E FAe 6
7



themselves as not religious (39%)and atheists or agnostics (36%). (Jones, Cox, and
Navarro-Rivera2012)

022)80 c¢mpcg ! I AOEshraies titaAlbowdk IRelyd/diatstrk U
religiously unaffiliated. (Ibid.) Though recent Gallup polling indicates the growth rate
among unaffiliated voters slowed from 2011 to 2012 the smallest yearto-year increase in
five years of Gallup tracking religion in AmericaGallup 2013) the unaffiliated vote share
in presidential elections has more than doubled from 5% in 1980 to 12% in 2008 Jones,
Cox, and Navam-Rivera2012)

PRRI observed trends in the unaffiliated vote over time. While unaffiliated voters

have had an electoral advantage within this voting bloc since 1984. Between 1984 and
¢nnnh TAAOI U OE®@ 1T £ pn OOAE O1I OAOO POAZEAOOAA OE/
advantage has increased from around 3points to about 50 points since 2004, and no
Republican candidate has earned more than orthird of the unaffiliated vote since 1988.
(Ibid.) SeeAppendix A for exit polling data from PRRI depicting the voting behavior by the
O.1T1TAOG6 OET AA pwyns
The Religion Gaps
Scholars, the media, politicos and the general public have debated the relevance of
religion in politics. Some, like Domke and Coe (2008), lament the lack of attention the
American media gives the relationship betweemeligion and voting behavior. However,
Greennotes there was plenty of highprofile media scrutiny of religion in 2004; he claims
OEAOh xEEI A OAT 1 OOAOT ACGETT6 1T OAO OAITECEITB80O OI 1/

AAOxAAT *TET +A00U AT A ' Al OCMS 7480 "GEOE Biid O ORAC EAON



OAT ECETT EO OTEOOOGEAZEAA AAAAOOA OOAIT ECEIT EAO |/
Al O1 AET ¢ T AGEENRRODTEHOAT EA8O

Green outlines two conclusions after observing the 2004 presidential election

between GeorgeW: OOE AT A *TET +Aoous (A 11 0AO OEA A@GEOO
OEA OPI 1 EOEAO 1T &£# AATTTCETCche ATA A O. Ax 2AT ECEII
AAl EALDEA c/i8l6A 2AT ECETT ' Ab AT AT I DPAOOAO OGEA 11 OGET 1

commOT EQU 1 AOOA &mimEsiippoRdd byRhe Eobing behaviors of members of
particular religious groups in 2004. The New Religion Gap encompasses the notion that
religious behavior and belief matter in politics, and this was exhibited in 2004 as Wewith a
disparity in religious activity between Kerry voters and Bush voters(lbid., 1-3)
Green(lbid.) notes that both of these gaps underscore the link between religion and
electoral politics, which has become increasingly important in recent electian His research
determines religious traditionalism has not always been an important part of presidential
voter coalitions; in actuality, the New Religion Gap phenomenon originated in 1972 and has
operated within the construct of the Old Religion Gap since
Religion in 2012
4ET OCE OEA '1i AOEAAT . AOGETT Al %l AAOGEI1T 300AUG
the 2012 election (they are projected to be released in May 2013), PRRI analyzed likely
religious voter coalitions for Mitt Romney and Barack Obama less tha month prior to the
election. PRRIindicated that Obama was poised to equal the vote margin he secured among
unaffiliated despite underperforming with other groups in his coalition.(Jones, Cox, and
Navarro-Rivera2012)
By the PRRI breakdown80% of votA OO ET - EOO 2111 Aus o AT Al EQEI

Christians? predominantly white evangelical Protestants (40%), compared to 35% for



Barack Obama. Instead, Obama depended heavily on minority Christians (16%) and the
religiously unaffiliated, which made up a quarterf his base Of equal importance is an
observation of the religious views of the latest generation to come of voting agehe
Millennials (ages 1829). PRRI data reveals that 30% of Millennials are whit€hristiansand
nearly one-third (32%) are religiously unaffiliated. Of these Millennials, 70% indicated they
supported Obama, while only 27% supported Romney.ounger voters in 2012 were

equally split on the importance of religio in the presidential election.(lbid.)

Figurel ¢ Religious Coalitions of LikgVoters in the 2012 Presidential Election

The Religious Coalition Supporting Obama The Religious Coalition Supporting Romney

Among Likely Voters Supporting Obama Among Likely Voters Supporting Romney

B WWhite Evangelical
Protestant

B White Mainline Protestant
White Catholic

¥ Other Christian

¥ Unaffiliated

¥ Hispanic/Other Catholic

¥ Non-Christian Religious

® Black Protestant

Source: Public Religion Researchinstitute (Jones, Cox, and Navarro-Rivera 2012)

Of a sample of national youth ages 185 (n = 1,214), takerby the Berkley Center
for Religion, Peace, and World Affairs at Gegetown University from August 287
September 10, 49% said it was important for a candidate to have strong religious beliefs
(19% very important, 30% somewhat important), and 48% said it was not important (21%
not too important, 27% not at all important). (PRRI12012)

I will discuss the theory of a God Strategy in presidential campaigns later in this

literature review; this strategy began, according to theorists, in 1980 when Ronald Reagan

10



faced incumbent President Jimmy Carter. This marks the only competi¢ race among
unaffiliated voters as well, with Carter beating Reagan for this group by a mere six
percentage points (41% vs. 3%). (Navarro-Rivera2012022) | £A#ZA0O0 #AOOA08 O OA
affiliation? OAT-OHCTAET #E43Br@ pdssivle éxplanation in dessing support
among unaffiliated voters.(Ibid.) Considering this possibility, it will be interesting to
observe how Barack Obama navigated an electorate in which both unaffiliated and religious
voters comprise voting blocs critical to winning election.
Framing and Values Frames
Walker and Schattschneider identified the power political elites wield when
communicating with the general public, competing with opposing elites to set national
ACAT AAOGR Al AEI ET ¢ OE Aticsistabout AuAsGh&Ai| T (idldiE AO DT 1 E
1977,423)AT A OEAO OOEA AAEZET EOEIT 1 &£# OEA Al OAOTI AGEO/
(Schattschneider 1961 68) Elites attempt to persuade the public on policy and issues and
change their attitudes in the debatever policy stances. (Peterson2009)
Definition and Functions
Researchers have identified that human beings process complex information in
AOT AA ET OAOPOAOAOGET T O AAI T AA OPOEI AOU EOAI AxT OEC
OOAAT A AT A O1T AEAIT | U (TewkébOnhahd Fche@idegD09018). TOILIO OAT 08 6
supported by the notion that humans attempt to simplify the complex environments around
them and make important decisions based on heuristics, or shortcutsi€ke and Taylor
1991) Communication theorists have dentified that this behavior can be exploited hirough
framing communications.
Entman (1993) asserts that framedighlight some information about an item or

topic to influence human consciousnesabout that topic through vehicles like speeches and

11



newsrepp 008 (A AAEET AO AOAI ET ¢ AO OAI AAGET ¢ OOI I A

[making] them more salient in a communicating text, in such a way as to fulfill four
functions: 1)define problemsusually through cultural values; 2diagnose causelsy
determining what is causing the problems, 3jnake moral judgmentdy evaluating the
agents causing the problems and their effects; and 4uggest remediefor the problems ard
predict their effects. (Entman 1993, 52) He notes that frames may but do not
necessarly? fulfill all four functions, and not all segments in communication veldles fulfill
framing functions. (Ibid.)

Framing an issue allows persuaders to encourage audiences to give priority to a
desired set of considerations when making an evaluation or a dision on an issue. When

audiences come to specific decisions on an issue based oag# priority considerations, a

AOAT ET ¢ AEEAAO EAO T AAOOOAA8 2AO0AAOAE EAO OET xI

indeed be significantly influence based on how pditcal elites use mass media to frameheir
communications. (Druckman and Nelso2003) Entman (1993) also notes that omissions of
certain frames may be as critical in influencing audiences as the inclusion of other frames.
)T DAOOEAOI A Ohltomfudncebpubfeiiniop ha®bkén Gdedmented
in both experimental and nonlaboratory settings. (lyengar1991)+ AET AT AT AT A
(1984) experiment posed a hypothetical medical crisis, in which subjects interpreted
scenarios and possible courses @ictions differently depending on how potentialgains and

losses were framedThey determined that framing selects which elements of reality are

included and which are omitted; by doing so, framing helps influence how audiences

understand and remember probéms, as well as how they evaluate and eventually act on it.

In real-world settings, lyengar (1991) observed that hospitals and oil companies have

12
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noticed how phrasing surgery options and gasoline pricing options differently, respectively,
impacted their target audience reactions.
Framing has particularly strong influence as a determinant when a choice involves
Pi 1 EOEAOh xEEAE AOA OUPEAAIIT U ATAG Ada CEFAG QOODAOA 8A E (
(lyengar 1991, 13) The impact of these frames can vargepending on the political setting.
#ET T C Al A #xpeiirAdhiti(28d7)&ddnd that audiences adopt more moderate
positions within a competitive framing environment than when considering one
communications source without a counterframe. The context of competitioimpacts not
only how much information the audiences receive but also how they process it. When a
framing environment lacks competition, individuals who are unmotivated are more likely to
use the considerations emphasized by the available frames. (Ibid.)
Entman (1993) notes that frames have common effects on large portions of an
audience but are unlikely to have a universal effect. This is important when considering the
impact of frames on a diverse electorate with many identifying qualities, attitudes, hefs,
AT A ETAIETAQGEITTO OI Ai1 OEAAOh ETAI OAET ¢ OAI ECET (
personal emphasis on these values through communications tactics by using values frames.
Values Frames
As previously mentioned, psychological research shawhuman beings utilize
heuristics to form opinions and make decisions. Literature also shows that Americans use
their own values as functional shortcuts. Using values frames in persuasive communication
can position these values in higher priority for decimn-making. Brewer (2001, 46) defines
OA1 OA EOAT AO AO TTA OEAO AOAxO OAT AOOT AEAOGEIT 1/
evaluative implication: it presents one position on an issue as being right (and the others

wrong) by linking that positonto A OBDAAEZAZEA AT OA OAlI OA86

13



Studies have determined that framesommunicated through mass media can
influence how people link values to important issues either by making them more salient in
the mind of the recipient (also known agriming), or by swaying theemphasis people place
on those values. (Brewer2002) Qualitative research into framing through mass media
coverage has also determined that, in addition to forming their own opinions through
frames, people may use themotdiscuss issues with others(Gamn1992) In this context,
the potential power of values frames in swaying the American electorate could seem

appealing for political elites.

Framing effects, however, @A 1T 1 & OI | T E b 12008, L1DRrsk, thp &fdcOA OOT 1

values frames have on opiniongliffer from frame to frame. (Kinder andSanders, 1996)
People also are capable of rejecting frames, including those used by political elites, and at
times they do so. Petersoif2009) notes several moderators that research has identified
that can limit the effectiveness of framing, including how the message source is perceived,
the context in which the message is distributed, and characteristics of the audience

For example, if an audience feels it cannot trust a presidential candidate giving a
high-profile speech, or if the audience has negative impressions of him or her, then framing
effects may be mitigated. (Brewer 2001; Cohen 2003; Druckm&001) Frames are more
likely to be accepted if the audiences sharthe same values as the speaker drthey are
undecided. (Petersor2009)

'T T AOGAOOAOGETT 1T &£ /£O011 Al AAOT OAT AT T OA@Oh
message source and a broad analysis of audience characteristics, is outside the scope of this
project. Instead, | focus on offering a visualizatioof how political elites use values frames
within the context of two theoretical constructsz an American civil religion and a God

Strategy of political communication.

14



1T 11 AOEAAT O#EOEI 2A1 ECEI 16
Origins

Before the Constitution was ratified, the Declarabn of Independence drafted or the
United States of America even conceived, the foundation of European colonial society on the
American continent was rooted in religion(Green 2007) The Pilgrims initiated the
Americanquest for religious freedom, whilethe Puritanscame toNorth explicitly to
practice their own brand ofreligious intolerance. (Perkin1999)

The early colonies were intentionally segregated by religious denomination,
including the Puritans, Anglicans, Quakers, and Catholid$e state of Rhoe Island was
founded for the very purpose of providing religious safe havethose persecuted in the
other colonies, notably Massachusettsli{id.) American society was, in its infancy,

Ol GEAI T ET CI U #EQBOYEAT 86 | " All AE

While actual, orrevealed, religious devotion has been at the center of the American
identity from day one, a separate national mythology has manifested itself over time, with
key figures, documents, dates and battles in American history holding significance similar to

the prophets, prophecies and ideals familiar from actual religions. This mythology serves as

A Ol EAUET ¢ OOii Aou T &£ 'i AOEAAGO EI bi OOAT O EEOOI ¢

001 OEAO8 4EEO AT1AAPO T £ A OAEOE] CQWBJSECET T ho

Robert Bellah, has become a field of study in its own right for political scientists and

theorists. (Domkeand Coe2008)

A

(

3AET 1 AOO AOOOEAOOA "Al11 AE &£ O AT ETEIC OEA DE

credits Jacques Rousseau for providing thgremise of a civil religion in TheSocial Contract.

(Bellah 1967)2 1 OOOAAO 1 601 ET AA OEA OOEI PI A AiCi AO

15

i £ Ol



God, the life to comethe reward of virtue and the punishment of vice, and the exclusion of
religious intoleral AA 8 a,3)j ) AEA

Bellah (1967,3) EOOOEAO AAZEI AA AEOEI OAI ECEIT AO OA
xEOE OAOPAAO O OAAOAA OEET CcOho AT A OOAE A OAO ¥
since the beginning of American history. His explich A £ZE1 EOQET T 1T £ AEOEI OAl EC
apprehension of universal and transcendent religious reality as seen in, or revealed
through, the experiencede OEA | i AOEAAT198BA0) D1 A8o6 4111 EIT

The concept of a civil religion in America does not necesaie a direct link with the
actual practice of religion. Bellah notes that the political realm has a religious dimension
despite the notion that church and state are separate in the United States, though the civil
religion shares characteristicswith Christianity. (Toolin 1983) Although Bellah notes that
OEA & O1 AET ¢ EAOEAOO 1 AOGAO Awobl EAEOI U AT 001 xAA :
xEAO T ECEO AAOGEI U AA OAOI AA A OOOGEI EOAOEAT 6 ADDC
of early AmericanOOA OAOI AT 86 ) "Al 1 AE pwexh 1

Bellah notes the four religious references in the Declaration dhdependence
O, AxO T £ A . AGOBOA AT A 1T £ . AOtbed Ardator withh cArain A1 1 1 Al
ET AT EAT AAT A 2ECEOO6N OOEA 30POAT A *OACA 1T &£ OGEA »
AT A OA EEOI OAIT EATAA 11 OEA POl OAAGEIT 1T £ AEOET /
AAOxAAT OEAOA OAIl ECE-tofcé OEINTTHAB 0B OEA 50 EAOAGORBIOA O
their frequent appearance in early documentglbid.)

Indeed, revealed religion has played a prominent role in American political

communication since the inception and formalization of our current government. Religicu

16



OAEAOAT AAO A1 OAOAA OEA bPil1 EOEAAI OAAI T ET OEA A

address in 1789, and they have been present ever since:

0.1 DPAITPI A AAT AA AT OT A O AAETT x1 AACA AT A

Ha}nd, WAhiCh Condugt§ the aﬁfairs of man more t han those of the
51 EOAA BGedrge Washington, 1789 Inaugural Address
(Bellah 1967, 4)

According to Bellah(1967), the language utilized by the first few presidents
established the form of civil religion as it has been represented sindbough the earliest
political elites established a distinction between civil religion and actual Christianity. For

example, none of the first three presidents mentions Jesus Christ in his inaugural address,

nor do any of the subsequent presidents to the time of BeBad O 1T AOAOOAOEIT T h OET 6C

mention God. Bellahidentifies a clear separation between theivil and actual religious

deites: OEA O' T A 1T £ OEA AE OE@nitatwAhn&i§dtsb on thE Qustdrd O 1 1 1

side, much more related to order, law,aA OECEO OEAT OIi(bidA) OAOET 1
Components, Themes, and Functions

Toolin (1983) consolidates research on civil religion, determining that the concept
includes the following key components: specific references to a deitiye. Goqg)
enumeration of republican values (e.g. freedom, duty), particular content @ictual revealed
OAT ECEIT 1 | A8 C8JudeAGhisinA ialuds) odaEdnkl @ligiord(e.d. ophet
like figures like Martin Luther King, wars/historic moments, and foundingdocuments), and
references of a political and reljious nature together. As with actual religion, civil religion
encompassesecurring themes and motfs that fall into four categories:Sacrifice; Exodus;
American Destiny under God; andmerica as arinter national Example.

Toolin (1983, 45) identifies three functions of an American civil religion: culture
buildingh T O AOEI AET ¢ A O& O1 AAGEIT 11 xEEAE OEA

17
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States can stanf culture affirmation, or the acceptance and edirmation of that

Al 01 AAGETT N AT A 1ACEOEI AOEiITh T O OEOOOEAUET ¢ T £

(@}
b
(@}
m
>
@]

Oxi &£O01 AOET 108 3EA EAAT OEAEAO OEEO £
behavior toits past actions and beliefs.
Manifestations

Theoretical interpretations of what civil religion is comprised of have been
observed by researchers in higHevel political discourse throughout American history.
(Toolin 1983; Gustafson 1970; Thomas anBlippen 1972; Warner1974) Toolil 8 O AT A1 UOEO
identified that the components of an American civil religion as defined by Bellah were
DPOAOGAT O ET AOAOU POAOEAAT OEAI ET AOCOOAI OPAAAE
the 1981 speech by Ronald Reagan; by identifying the component®golin established that
an American civil religion is found in the inaugural addresses of American presidents.

The themes of Exodus and Sacrifice were first introduced by Bellah (1967), though
subsequent observation has found little actual manifestation dhe Exodu® or America as
Israel? theme. The theme of Sacrifice is also a minor theme, historically, and has been more
frequent during and after wartime. Interestingly, Toolin(1983) noted that the latter two
themes of civil religiom? American Destiny under ®&d and America as an International
Example> did not occur separately but rather concurrently throughout the maugural
speeches she analyzed.

4AEEO xAO AT ET OAOAOOET ¢ AAOAT T PIi AT O AAAAOGOA
he identified the latter asa theme in its infancy, though Toolin observes it was always
manifetOOAA ET OEA AAI EAZ OEAO 'i AOEAASGO cCci OGAOT I AT O
the American destiny to show this form of government as an example for all other nations to

AT 11Tid.86) ) A
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In her analysis, Toolin (Ibid.)identified that the Exodus theme was rarely used in
the first 49 American inaugural addresses only twice. Her findings support the definition
of Sacrifice offered by Cherry (19709 referencing war deac instead of thedefinition
offered by Bellah (1967» referencing individual martyrs. However, both these themes
paled in importance to the combiration of the latter two themes American Destinyunder
God and America as an International Example.
Criticism and Implication
Not all scholars support the claim that an American cibreligion exists. Hart (2000,
48-49) claims to have found no significant difference in religious references over the nearly
50 years of political discourse he analyzed from 1948996, including messging by
PDi 1 EOEAEAT O AT A T AAREAR AT A EA 11 O0AO0 OGEAOG O11 AAI
AOOAAT EOEAO xEAO EA AADAICE AEIOAD | ®ODIAKO AOBDAD E A A (
around religious rhetoric in political campaigns, requiring politicd candidates to use the
1 ATCOACA OEI OCE EO EO AAOI EA T &£ ATU OOOAOACEA 1/

AOO 1160 I T £FAOOEIT T Oh AOANOAT O AOO

TTO AlTUETCN
who do otherwise will become marginalized. (ltid.)
( A Ocbiticiém is that the presence of religious terms does not necessitate a civil
religion. (Peterson, 2009) However, his observation ignores the possibility that political
elites have sincere religious views while also ignoring the context of rigious importance
for the Americanpublic. (Lee2005; Peterson2009)
The existence of an American civil religion has been identified, as has the
Aopl 1T EOAGEIT 1T &£ OEA DPOAI EAS O -kvkiQdit@a discou€d. OEEO EI
The guestionremains whether elites tap into actual revealed religious devotion through

this discourse and whether there is a dividing line between civil and revealed religion that
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i 600 AA OOAAA foad3adalEsbetutiad atfuinihg p&nt & Bow
presidential candidates communicatereligious signak to the electorate, as we wilbbserve.
4EA O'T A 300A0ACUG

A sizeable portion of the American electorate has religious tendencies or beliefs, and
there has been a documented history of convergence between cikgligion and political
discourse over time since the beginning of American history. Are these two concepts mere
coincidence, or is there underlying intent at work?

Tectonic Shiftsal 11T ¢ A $AZETEI C 2A1 ECETI 00 0&AOI O , ETAb

Domke and Coe (208) acknowledge the assertions of scholars like Hart (1977) that
political religious references have generally been perceed as benign symbolic practicehut
they note that, since the 1960s, there is a noticeable trend toward more meaningful
representation of religion in presidential campaigns.

It began inwhen John F. Kennedy the first Catholic to ascend to the office of the
President? needed to address religion directly in his communicationvith the American
people. There were public concerns about whethepr not a Catholt president would be
beholden toCatholic Church leadership in Vatican City regarding public policy. Kennedy
assuaged these concerns inraajor public speech at the Greater Houston Ministerial

Association in Houston tvo months prior to his election:(Domkeand Coe 2008, b

O0) AAI EAOGA ET Al 11 AOEAA xEAOA OEA OAPAOAOGE
absolute; where no Catholic prelate would tell the President z should

he be Catholicz how to act, and no Protestant minister would tell his

parishioners for whom to vot e; where no church or church school is

granted any public funds or political preference, and where no man

is denied public office merely because his religion differs from the

President who might appoint him, or the people who might elect

E E | z8ahn F. Kanedy, 1960 Address to the Greater Houston

Ministerial Association (Kennedy 1960)
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Domke and Coélbid.) DT 0001 AOA OEAO OOAE A OOAOAI AT Oh Ot
x] 01 A AA OOT Ei ACET AAl Ao ET OI AAUBO bPi 1 EOEAAT AT (
Demcacratic nominee for president nearly 50 years later. In 2004, Sen. John Kerry of
Massachusetts also a Catholi was under fire for an apparent conflict between his faith
and his stance on abortion. Instead of having to convince the public his religion wid not
COEAA EEO DIl EAEAOh +AO0OU xAO &£ OAAA O AAEAT A I
in an electoral environment requiring acknowledgment of religious values. This was the
OAOGOI O T &£ A O Ax OAIl E CEGo&ddgudia bdinrElB80 otthe x EEAE  $1 1 E
Republican National Convention in Detroit. (Ibid, 3)
Ronald Reagan, in his third attempt to become President, stopped reading from the

script near the end of his nomination acceptance speech and, apprehensively, addressed the
spiritu ality of his audience, both in Detroit and watching on national televisiarby leading
them in prayer:

O0) EAOA OEiI OCEO 1 &£ Oi i AGEET ¢ OEAO EO 110 PA

worried over whether | should do it. Can we doubt that only a Divine

Providence placed this land, this island of freedom, here as a refuge

for all those people in the world who yearn to breathe freely: Jews

and Christians enduring persecution behind the Iron Curtain, the

boat people of Southeast Asia, of Cuba and Haiti, the victims of

droug ht and famine in Africa, the freedom fighters of Afghanistan

AT A 1T 00 1T x1 Al O1 6oui A1l EAIT A ET OAOACA AAPOE

OEAO8) 6 0A AAAT A 1EOOI A AEOAEA O 0O0CCAOO «x

yé6i 11T OA AEAOAEA 110 OI 8 #A1 xk AACET 1060 AO
amoment of silentprayer? 8' 1T A Al AOO ' i AOEAA8O
Z Ronald Reagan, 1980 Convention Acceptance SpeectiDomke and
Coe2008, 3)
2AACAT xAO 110 OEA EEOOO DPOAOGEAAT O Oi OOA OE.

speectr Richard Nixon, two administrations prior, used the phrase in April 1973 when

addressing the Watergate scandal. However, the phrase was notably absent from any of

" AOAT A &1 OAG0O0 OPAAAEAOG AT A OOOPOEOEI CI U &EOI i *EI
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2AACAT 80 1T x1 AT 1T £EA GSthefputicditeEti@withitEthelfran@iof AA A OA
religion underscored the gravity of the changing attitude toward religionm politics. (Domke
and Coe 2008

3ET AA OEA pwyn OPAAAER O T A "1AO0GO '1I AOEAAG E.
in major presidental OPAAAEAO8 2AACAT 80 AAAOAOGO 1 AOEAA OEA «
religion, which has been part of the political subtext throughout American history, became a
OAAEET ET ¢ Z£AOI 6 1ET A6 AilT1C xEEAE OAI ECEI OO0 A A
amongother factors, have come to serve as valuable predictors of American votes. (Domke
and Coe2008, 7)

Further, Domke and Coe recognize that one way people make political decisions is
to rely on cues, and that religious signals by political elites provide tt@ AOAAEAT A DAT B1 A 1
ET £ O AGETT 6 O1 COE Aide aemptsbppoliidaAtdddnnettGd®d 4 EAU AA £
religiously inclined voters using these cueg which serve as values frameg as theO' 1 A
300A0AcCU8G6 ) AEA8SQ
Components of God Strategy

God Straegy, as defined by Domke and Coe (Ibid.), has four signals at its foundation:
1) Elites act as political priests by speaking the language of the faithful; 2) Elites fuse God
and country by linking America with divine will; 3) Elites embrace important relgious
symbols, practices, and rituals; and 4) Elites engage in morality politics by trumpeting
AAT 1 xAOEAO EOOOAO8 4EAEO OET Ol OCE AT AT UOGEO ET Al (
American politics, including highprofile speeches, party platform langage, partisan voting
blocs, pilgrimages to holy sites, and otherglbid.)

The first three components of God Strategy speaking the language of the faithful,

fusing God and country through divine will, and embracing religious symbolgparallel the
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components of an American civil religion, and have increased in frequency in recent
administrations. For instance, Domke and Coe analyzed 358 major presidential addresses
from 1933 (Franklin Delano Roosevelt) to 2007 (George W. Bush) and found that, while
presidents from FDR to Carter invoked God in nearly half their speeches, each president
from Reagan on mentioned God in at least 91% of their speech@bid.)

A fourth componentz trumpeting bellwether issuesz incorporates the role framing
plays in communicatng with the electorate. Morality politics issues were noticeably absent
or subtly included in political party platforms up until 1972, though they have increased on
average since. Interestingly, it was the Demacratic Party that led the charge into morglit
politics until the late 80s, at which point Republicans took the lead on moral issues and have
not looked back since. (Ibid.)
The Golden Rule

3O0AAAOCOAESGI EI Pl AI AT OAOGETT 1T &£ OEA "T A OOOAOAC
' T AOEAAG O a&Epkecih Rather] it/ a Atratbgl that requires deft and
methodical execution in reaching a broad electorate with diverse religious classification.
Domke and Coe note that, while the reason a God strategy exists today may be the rise of the
Religious Ridnt in politics, its successful implementation depends equally heavily on
religpusmoAAOAOAO8 )1 Odmddiabattacks Beértoh a RepusicaA holbls
OEAih OEAO AAT AEAAOA xET 08 7ETI AOGAO EAEI O O1 xi1
(Domke and ©e 2008, 130)

Domke and Co€2008) have identified two religious moderate voting blocs that are
pivotal to successfully navigating the Golden Rule of God Strategynainline Protestants

and Catholics. They observed four election cycles for religious contexpresidential
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elections from 1980-1988, presidential elections from 19921996, presidential elections
from 2000-2004, and the 2006 Congressional elections

The only periods in which the Democratic Party won more than 50 percent of their
votes were in 1992,1996, and 2006. Incidentally, these were the only situations in which
the Democratic Party was victorious. Domke and Coe follow these statistical findings with
contextual observation of the electoral environment and find evidence that, indeed, the
Democras successfully adhered to the Golden Rule, while Republicans failed tosin
(Ibid.)

For example, George H. W. Bush, instead of maintaining a level amount of religious
OEAOI OEA E1T EEO AEA &£ O OAAIT AAOGEI 1 fhibl OOAA OCAOI
AAT 11T x 2APOAT EAAT O AT A xACAA A OAOOOAAAG 1T £ O O
However, in doing so he alienated conservative religious moderates and opened the door
for Bill Clinton to tactfully employ religious messaging to woo thes suddenly available
votes, which he rode ¢ a win in November 1992. Domke and Coe 2008132)

On the Golden Rule, scholars with differing views on religious mentions in American
political discourse can agree. Har2000), whom we noted previously to disagee with the
concept of a civil religion and any strategic value of religious rhetoric by political elites,
who veer left and send few religious signals, sendthewr¢gh I T AOh T O OAT A TT1TTA A«
according to Domke and Coe (2008,30), often are unable to attract sufficient support
AiT1¢c OEA TATU '1i AOEAAT O xET OA ZAEOE EO EI b1 O0AI
AAT ACET ¢ OI OAAO O1 OEAROEGceA BCEI OBEU&E UAUOODOD

agenda into a faithbased crusade that alienates moderate @A OO 8 6
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Though presidents Reagan, George H.W. Bush, and Clinton each called for a
OAOOOAAAG T £ OI 060K TT1U Ox1 xA@&kshodhdAOOAEDI h Al
elder Bush violated Domi& AT A #1 A80 ' 11 Adoe20a8pPi A8 j $1 1 EA AT A
But not using enough religious language can be harmful as well; Lehrman (2010
269-270), an accomplished political speechwriter with experience working with nog¢d
political AT EOAOGR 11 OAO OEAO OEA ETAI OOGEITT 1T&# O TA "1A
AARAT T A OOAZEI AGEOARS AT A OEAO AOGAT OPARAAExOEOEIT ¢
without faith know they are expected toinclude the phrase in speeches.
In any sensethe Golden Rule highlights an important concern for presidential
ET DA&EOI 04 OEA #AOETTEA AT A TAETTETA 001l OAOGOAT O
comprise 43% of the American electorate a critical percentage of voters(Lugo 2008)
Further analysis into the types of frames elites haveisedto communicate with these
populations may shed new light on the intricacies of God Strategy.
Framing God and Country
With all the theories previously described in this literature review, the question
remains, @n religious references be effectively used as frames?
Welch, Leege, and Kellstedt (1993) identified that political cues heard the context
of religious servicesreach distinct religious groups differently. For example, evangelical
Protestants were morelikely to perceive cues from their pastors on issues related to
personal behavior (e.g., sexual norms, abortion, school prayer); mainline Protestants were
more likely to hear about broad economic issues; and Roman Catholics picked up cues from
their priests on issues related to peace, economic justice, and abortion. Peterson (2009)
argues that, as a result, these religious audiences may be more likely to accept similar

frames offered by political elites. Greel(2007) argues that George W. Bush exploited ¢h
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Old and New Religion gaps to activate his voting coalitions through the usgsuch moral
values appeals

0AOAOOT T 8 O (2008 Guppgoistna éifectiveness of using religious
reference as values frames, but with a caveat. While religious framiongganizes and
simplifies the decisiortmaking process for frame recipients, it did not show effectiveness to
change attitudes among religiously affiliated respondents within the construct of a scientific
experiment. Further, religious frames were shown tdave the opposite, undesired effect of
decreasing favorability when presented to respondents who were specifically unaffiliated
religiously. Instead of accepting frames, religiously unaffiliated respondeniatensifiedtheir
opposition to the policy stances being framed

Perhaps in hindsight, Peterson may have observed issue areas other than
environmental policy that might arguably be more legitimately or explicitly tied to a moral
issue (e.g. abortion, school prayer, or stem cells, all among the issue ar@@mmkeand Coe
observed in their morality politics analysis in 2008). However, his findings have major
implications for presidential hopefuls in an America that some say is trending toward a

more secular, less religious society.

If, in fact, religious fr ames turn off secular audiences, and they comprise a
growing percentage of the voting blocs needed to achieve electoral victory, then elites
must consider altering the strategic ways they use religious frames in high -level
discourse. The research questions within this thesis seek to determine whether that

shift has already begun.
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Justification for Study

Research shows that framing can influence the mental shortcuts people use in
decision-making processes. Values frames, in particular, employed throughmass media can
influence not only how potential voters understand issues, but also how they in turn
communicate dout them with others. (Brewer2002)

Further, the functions of civil religion outlined by Toolin(1983) are functions
Al AAOT OAI OOAAARAOGO8 )O 1 AOEOO 1T AGAOOAOGEITI
following the footsteps of their predecessors in exploiting the institution of American civil
religion that is ingrained in the society they are attempting to lead. This, in essence, is the
GodStrategy Domke and Cog008) describe.

The evolving American electorate and the historical context of the 2012 election as
outlined in the introduction provides furth er justification for observing trends in the
reliance on religous cues in national elections, pertaining to both civil religion and God
Strategy,and how political elites utilize these values frames when communicating with their

largest, broadest audience in the setting of highprofile speeches.
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Research Questions

SAET 1 AOO EAOA AZ£EEEOI AA "Al 1 AEGO AOOAOOEIT 1 &
OAT ECETT06 OEAO EAO DPAOAIT T AT AA OEA TAOET T80 £ Of /
American political sydgem. (Gustafson1970; Thomas and Flippen 1972; Warnet974;
Toolin 1983; Peterson2009) There is also evidence that American political campaigns have
Al I TUAA A O ' T A 300A0AcU6 OF OAAAmorkednd xT 1T DT OAI
Coe 2008)This research builds off these assertions.

Further, Domke andCoeE AOA EAAT OELZEAA xEAO OEAU OAOI OE?Z
Strategy that campaigns must abide by to avoid alienating religiously medate and secular
voting blocs? a Golden Rule that has seemingly mdastedin a number of electoal
scenarios in recent history. (lbid)

| aim to answer a wide array of research questions surrounding the theoretical
constructs of an American civil religion and a God Strate@svalues frames in political
discourse.

Have modern candidates used a God Strategy or communicated aspects of a civil
religion to the American public, and are they doing so today? Which components are
most represented?

My research will determine theperceivableextent to which modern political elites
OAPp ET O1T OEA ''i AOEAAT AEOEI OAIECEI1T AT A OEA A«
xAU T £ OOET ¢ OAT ECEIT AO A OOAI OAOG &EOAI Ad & O Oi
through this research to extend the work ofToolin, Peterson, and Domkand Coe to

observe the presence of God Strategy and civil religion ihg electoral cycles that occurred

after their observations concluded.
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Are these references purely rhetorical, or do they have value as a heuristic for
American voters in determining th eir ideal candidate? Who is using them more? Which
components of God Strategy or civil religion are used as values frames for particular
issues or for candidate choice?If these references are used as values frames, do they
reflect the most important issue s of the day?And do they reflect the religious
inclinations of the American public at the time of the election?

I will observe whether campaigns are usingeligious references simply aghetoric,
as Hart andothers argue, or if the references are usedtframe particular issues or partisan
values through a religious lensand whether those issues framed are the most important
issues for the American population during the preceding election yeat will analyze the
content to determine these trends bypolitical party and identify commonalities with
previous speechesdy incumbent candidates withinin the content data set.

Is there a discerniAT A O' T 1 AAT 201 A6 &£ O OOET C A '"TA

Domke and Cog2008) do not provide standardized quantifiable measures fotheir
proposed Golden Rulaside from voting results. Still] am hoping to observe whether or not
the assertion they make that, in the new era of a God Strategy, Democrats must woo
religious moderates to achieve electoral victory is supportetly voter coalitions in the
election and reelection of Barack Obama in 2008 and 201&spectively.

To answer all of these questionsl! will perform content analysis of highprofile
discourse by political elites in the modern political era for the presence of the #orized
components of American civil religion, the political God Strategy, and values frames. | define
all of these elements in the methodology section below.

Further, while predicting and quantifying the actual intent of political elites and

political campaign strategists is outside the realm of this thesis, | will observe correlations

AO OEAU AQGEOO AAOxAAT bDPii EOEAAI Al EOAOGSE OOA 1T &E ¢/

and public opinion regarding religion and major issues as represented in plic opinion

polling data sets.
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Data and Methods

Definitions

First, | define political elites, for the purposes of this observation, ake Presidents
of the United States. | am seeking to identify the aforementioned trends as they relate to the
modern-dayconstruct] £ ! | AOEAAJ O awolp&tdsyAeinifeat@ibgA@ Al d,
Republican and Democratic parties reflecting contemporary ideologies, policy stangesid
value sets. | also seek to analyze communications tools that allow political elites to rbaas
massive an audience as possible to allow for a consistent comparison of tactics over time.

After careful consideration of context, existing literature, and available data, | will
limit my content analysis to presidential elections dating back to 196(eginning with the
inaugural address ofJohn F. KennedykAT T AAUS6 O OT 1T A AO A AAT AEAAOA
significance with regard to religion, as previously mentioned.

Further, 1960 featured the first robust television coverage, | argue, of presidential
electoral politics with the first televised presidential debate. The presence of mass media
greatly influenced the evolution of he modern presidential campaign(60 Minutes2012)

Finally, extending the observation back to 1960 will allow me to extend Tooléh O

work forward while using the election yeardollowing Ronald Reagad €dection in 1980,

OPiI1 xEEAE | OAE 1T £ $1 1 EA /&3 cAnte#tfolobsBrvafion fuse OEO E O

of the American civil religion andGodStrategy.
Components and Themes ofa Civil Religion
| also accept the definitions of components and themes of an American civil religion
AO POAOGAT OAA BEdscrided ih theBiferatde reviewilease refer to
Appendi cesB, C, Dand E for further explanation and definitions/search termsin detail);

and, to continueher work, | will use the same categories for my observations, as follows:
30
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Components of Civil Religion

l. Makes specific references to a deitff.e. God)

Il. Enumerates republican valuegi.e. freedom)

M. Includes gecific religious content of actual revealed/national religion

(wars/historic moments; founding documents; American prophetlike figures)

V. Religious-Political Referenceslogether
Themes of Civil Religion

l. Exodus

Il. Sacrifice

M. American Destiny under God

V. America asInternati onal Example

(Toolin 1983)
I have made only one revision to the definitions, and that is with the theme of
Sacrifice. While the literature refers to the sacrifice of war dead and of martyrs (Toolin
1983), | am extending the definition to include explicimentions to sacrifice and other
mentions of individual or collective sacrifice. | do not expect this shift to lead to a major
increase in representation of the theme, though 1 justify this extension because such
mentions fulfill the three functions of ciul religion defined by Toolin: culture building,
culture affirmation, and legitimization of actions.
Components of a God Strategy
2ACAOAET ¢ A ' T A 3 00AOA UGB dpfinitodsAfAleour$1 i EA AT A

components of such a strategy and will usnese definitions in my content analysisRefer to
AppendicesB, B1, and BZor a detailed description of what | will identfy. Of the
components, | will search fortwo: elites act as political priests by speaking the language of
the faithful; andélites fuse God and country by linking America with divine willhese are the
only two components Domke and Coe tallied through analysis of majadiomestic speeches,

and | will limit my research as such forefficiency and consistency with their research.

(Ibid.)
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Values Frames
When coding for the presence of religious values frames, | will identify, first,
whether a religious reference exists, using the list of key terms introduced Byoolin and
Domke and Coe, and later used WBetersan. | will use Entmand @993) definition of frames
in fulfilling one of four primary functions and will codewhether or not a religious reference
fulfills one or more of these functionsas a values frameas defined by Brewer(2001)
Functions of Frames
l. Defines problem
1. Diagnoses causes
M. Makes moral judgments
V. Suggest remedies for problems
(Entman 1993)
417 EOOOEAO NOAIEZAU AO A OAI OAO EOAT Ah OEAOA
between a value and an issue thatcarA O AT A OAT O A TE fivke Rustink E AAOET T 86
position on an issie being right to a specific core valug¢Brewer 2001, 46)
Incumbents
One level of my analysis will involve incumbent candidates. For my purposes, |
AAEET A OET AddsideAtielé&Oétainkgoffice fora second consecutive ectoral
cycle. Thus, here are fiveincumbents includedin this research group: Richard\Nixon,
RonaldReagan Bill Clinton, George WBush, and Barack Obama. Presidehyyndon Johnson
will not be included in this subset analysis becausee was not elected tais first term in
office, and therefore there is no content in the form of a first inaugural address for analysis
and comparison.Non-incumbent candidatesare coded assuch.
Content Analysis, Samples and Data

Within the aforementioned timeframe | will perform a content analyss ofinaugural

speechesPeterson(2009) notes that, while presidential candidates do not use religious
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references as framing prominently in political advertising, they do frequeny use it intheir
prominent speechesThe parameters of my study will limit the sampleddiscourse to
presidential inaugural addresseswithin the timeframe. | will supplement this research with
available public opinion polling data from the Pew Research Centand Gallup
Bellah (1967) and Toolin (1983, 40) identified inauguratiol © AO EAOEI ¢ OEAAOU
OA1 ECET OO 1 OAOOI T AOGhoe OAOOEI ¢ AO A OEOAOE AACETI
the president as a nev national leader.” A1 1 AE j pwexh oqQ Al AEi AA OOEA E
president is an importantceremonial event in[civil] religion. It reaffirms, among other
things, the religious legitimation of thehighest political authority.6Cherry (1998, 21)calls
ET AOCOOAI CEAAOARBOAA OAOEDOOOA OMiso,Todin (1988)OEAAS O AE
AT T £EEOI AA " Al 1 A&v @ligianvgspiee Bnd touldefdud in
inaugural speeches.
Examining presidential inaugural addresses will allow me to extend her analysis to
the present dayand examine new possible trenddncluded in my analysis are the 14
inaugural addressedrom 1961 to 2013, beginning with Kennedy and culminating with
/| AAT A8 O adordsa Tolerdsure consistency in the content of the inaugural addresses, |
acquired full text transcripts of all 14 addresses from the same source, The American
Presidency Progct3
Public Opinion Data
Domke and Co€2008) have identified a fine line along which to navigate the God
Strategy successfully in American electoral politics. Yet, in the evehanging world devoid
of absolute truths, it would be very difficult to arriveat a set mathematical formula or

theorem to determine what amount of religious communication or civil religious references

3 In order to preserve consistency across each speech, | printed PDF versionshaf speeches, available at
http://www.presidency.ucsb.edu/inaugurals.php , and numbered the individual paragraphs.
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EO OEOOO OEGEOG6 O1 xii1 xEAO OEAU EAOA EAAT OEEEA}
electoral success. That is the arerfar campaign leadership and voter modeling experts to
determine based on their polling data for the electorate.

I will certainly not be able to arrive at the within the construct of this thesis, but |
can continue to build on the literature and lay the franework for potential future study to
arrive at a moreconclusive finding on whether use of th O' T A 3 OOA0ACU6 EO 0OOO0I
loosely tied to public opinion regarding religion and the major issues of the day, and the
extent to which political elites use then as framing devices.

I will utilize datasets of a continually rolling survey from The Pew Instituteand the
Public Religion Research Institutas indicators of the religiosity of the American electorate
and polling data | have acquired from Gallup obseing national issue priorities,to
juxtapose trends identified in the content analysis with the context of American society.
These data sets will provide an image of the evolving religiosity of the American electorate
over time, as well as the evolution ofhe major issues of the day for American voters.
Hypotheses
Have modern candidates used a God Strategy or communicated aspects of a civil
religion to the American public, and are they doing so today? Which themes are most
represented?

"OEI AET C s@oEEWGtK, liwill Eepliéate her study and extend it to the
present day to examine the evolution of allusions to an American Civil Religion in
presidential inaugural speeches. | will also érnd the research done by Domke and Coe
(2008) and Peterson(2009) into the present dayand into inaugural addressesBecause

previous literature out of necessity does not include the most recent examples of these

speeches (as they had not yet been delivergd will present two simple general hypotheses
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speeches.

H1.  The four themes of an American civil religion as defined are represented
in varying degrees across all inaugural addresses.

H2. #T I BT TAT OO T &£ A O'1T A 30mkiddquayindO0 AALET AA A
degrees across all inaugural addresses.

My hypotheses for the observation of the components of civil religion are as follows:
Gven the historical context through the George W. Bush and Barack Obama administrations
(September 11 terrorist attacks, foreign wars and economic recession), | expect to observe
adistinct trend in that mentions of the Sacrifice theme will increase following the attacks.
H3. O0OAOAI AT AA 1T &£ OEA O3AAOEAZEAAS OEAI A T &£ AT 1
stronger presen ce in observations from 2001 onward than from pre -2001
observations.
However,as Toolin(1983) found that American Destiny Under God and

International Example were, combined, the most represented themes of civil religion in

inaugural addresses within hertimeframe, | predict

—)

H4.  The combined civil religion themeO T £ O! i ACEAAT $AO
O)1 OAOT AGET 1 Al %@Ai bl A6 xEI 1 AA OE
in the timeframe.

OET U O1 AA
A 1700 OF

Are these references purely rhetorical, or do they have value as a heuristic for American
voters in determining their ideal candidate?

Scholars such as Domke and C@008) argue there is a distinct evolution in the use
of religious references in political discourse and it is not mere happenstaneeit is strategic.
They identify the 1980 election as the first examples of a God Strategy at work in
presidential campaigns. | concur, and to test this theory as it relates to framing of

messaging | will observe whether or not these references serve as frames for issues, or
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whether they exist as rhetorical or filler language, in which case | will determine them to
serve as personal identifying heuristics for the candidate.

H5. Religious references will be found as both framing devices and as
rhetorical devices in the speeches over the timeframe.

H6. | estimate that the bulk of the religious references prior to the 1980
election will not include values frames, but from 1980 on, the religious
references will be used as framing devices, intimating that a God Strategy
is at work.

Who is using them more?

It is postulated? colloquially, academically and in the media (Domke and Coe 2008,
Edsall 2013) that the Republican Party relies heavily on the Religious Righhd
conservative values voters However, the Demaocratic Party is certainly not discoretted
from religion in America and includes a number of traditionally religious groups in its
voting coalition. In line with this understanding, | hypothesize:

H7. Republican presidents will utilize more religious mentions, more values
frames, and more religio us mentions as functional values frames than

Democratic presidents .

H8.  The Democratic Party will predominantly utilize the civil religious theme
of Sacrifice above others .

Which components of God Strategy or civil religion are used as values frames for
parti cular issues or for candidate choice?

While | have no background upon which to build a hypothesis as to which party will
utilize which components of these theories more, | will include in my analysis a breakdown
by party which component is used most often.
0AOOU DI 1T EOEAO A @68 A codporetistol adGodiStratdgyd 8 O
AEOAAOI U AAAOAOGO OEA OAI OA 1T &£ AAT AEAAOAOG 006001 B/
politics, though the components of civil religion are less clearly defined in light of fnaing.

Though | am unsure, and though national and international context varies from president to
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(1983) work in hypothesizing which components of a civil religon are used more

frequently as values frames:

Ho. 4BEA AT AET AA AEOEI OAl ECEI
AT A O)1 OAOT AGET T Al %@AIl DI
frames in speeches within the selected timeframe.

If these references are used as values frames, do they reflect the most important issues
of the day?And do they reflect the religious inclinations of the American public at the
time of the election?

This will perhaps be the most interesting observation in my research. Ehiterature

identifies the power of heuristics in general in swaying voters, and of religious framing to

further simplify complex choices. Strategically, tying religious heuristics to the issues most

DOAOGAT 6O bi OAT OEAT Al O A thouphiotkeArds@archahdl Of 6 AAT DAECC

tactical development would be necessary to identify such validity.

Domke and Coe (200819) identify the fourth component of God Strategy as
000i PAOET ¢ OAAI 1 xAOEAO6 EOOOAOh A O ait) EAE OEAU
issues such as abortion and samgex marriage. | wish instead to observe the frequency
with which political elites tie religious language to the most important issuefor the public

For this observation | have acquired Gallup polling data of publigpinion on the
most important problem facing the United States for eachlection year from 1960 to 2012.

The question has been asked by Gallup with varying regularity over time, so to preserve
consistency, | usedesults from the last polltaken prior to Election Day from each election

year prior to the inaugural addressand identified the top two issuesby percentage The data

xAO DPOI OEAAA O 1T A AU 40AAAU 30CAO T &£ 'Al106pP6O
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2013, in Excel format following an online equest4 The data is also availabl¢hrough the

"A11 0P " OAET AAOAAAOGAh AAAARAOGOEAT A OEOI OCE !i AOE/
| anticipate that analysis will show political elites use religious or civil religious
references to frame the hotbutton issues of the day Specifically:
H10. At least one of the two most important issu es for American voters over the
time period will be framed in each speech over time using religious  or civil
religious references.
The analysisalso allows for an examination of changg E1 " AOAAE [/ AAT A3 O OF

and persuasive tactics, which are interesting given the speculation surrounding the true
nature of his religious beliefs among a sizeable pportion of the American electorate
despite relying heavily on unaffiliated voters As of July 2012, a Pew poll found that 17% of
Americans believed Obama was a Muslim, and of that percentage, nearly #thords were
uncomfortable with his faith. The 17% was arincreasefrom 12% of voters who believed he
was a Muslim in October 2008(Pew 2012a)
7EEI A - E O é&at’ hsiaiMAriddn Gandidate in the general election for a
major political party was historic, of the 60% of Americans who correctly identified his
religion in the same poll, only 19% indicated they were uncomfortable with his région.
(Ibid.) I believe that the religious scrutiny faced by Barack Obanfarced him to engage
religious voting blocs more directly in his public appearances. Obama would be shielded
from fallout with his growing secular voting blocs by the overt religiosness of the
Republican Party in recent years.
H11. Aggregate totals for God Strategy mentions and representation of an
American Civil Religion will increase across both inaugural speeches and

convention acceptance speeches for 2008 and 2012 compared with
previ ous years.

4 Sugar, Tracey, Gallup, email message to D. Parker Wishik, April 9, 2013.
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Despite a growing secular, or unaffiliated, segment in the American population,
political elites continue to make references to &ipture, deities, and civil religious values;
OEAOA ET Al OAA OEA OAENOEOT OO Oreskes. Béchuded O
personally have perceived elites using these references in the presedday:

H12. | estimate that analysis will show an independent relationship between
the presence God Strategy and civil religion mentions and the increase in
secularism/unaffi liated voters among the American electorate.

Again, considering the context of his reelection bid, | do not believe President
Obama would approach the 2012 campaign by pulling back on his invocation of God and

religious references; if anything, | believde would have increased them. Such an increase

would be notable in comparison with the rising secularism in the American electorate.

H13. Aswith Hypothesis1¢h 0 OAOEAAT O / AAi AGO OOEI EUAOQEI

mentions of an American Civil Religion will show an independent
relationship with trends toward secularism in the American electorate
from 2008 to 2012.

A late addition to my analysis was to code for any explicit mentions or
acknowledgement of religiously unaffiliated citizens in inaugural addresses.dtlknowing
beforehand previous research into this area, | will not hypothesize, but | will mark my
observations in the analysis section.

Isthere adiscerniAl A O' 1T 1 AAT 201 A6 &£ O OOET C A '

To answerthis final question, | will offer the simple typothesis that the 2008 and

T AOEAAC

A 300AO0/

¢nipe AT AAQGET T O xEI 1 (2088) dbbbetvation$ dfrecEnfly sdctessfult T A8 O

Democratic campaigns in wooing votes from religious moderates.

H14. " AOAAE |/ AAi AGO OEAOTI OEAO ET ¢mnmny AT A ¢mpg X

and Coeidentified of successful Democratic candidates dipping into the
vote totals of religious moderates 2 mainline Protestants and Catholics.
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| will observe available polling data and juxtapeeit with the context of Barack
/ A Al dsé dreligious language intte content analyzed hereBecause actual polling data
is not available for 2012 from the ANES, | will observe the voting coalitions represented in

exit polling data from the PewForum on Religion and Public Life

Coading

Because | am analyzing one form @bommunication in my content analysis
political speeches | can utilize a uniform coding scheme with which | will track each
religious mention within the dataset. Icodedeachparagraph of the speechedor a number
of categories, utilizingthe definitions and terms provided by previousscholarsd  x,1 OE
though | will look for additional terms they may have missed.. justify coding by paragraph,
instead of logging each particular religious reference, because 1) it allows for a coherent
and interconnected revew of the theories in question;2) it provides a format for analysis
that will remain consistent across the content analyzed; and)3t preserves the full thought
and message the speakinpresident intended to convey.

| coded each paragraph in each speech ftire presence of the components of God
Strategy and civil religion, as well as for the presence hmes,values frames policies and
issues framed, and framing functionsThe complete coding sheet can be found Kppendix
F, where | will provide footnotes for any revisions made to the initial document during the
actual analysis.

Prior to the full analysis, Iworked with three graduate students from the School of
Public Affairs at American University(enrolled in the departments of Government and
Justice Law and Society to ensure that inter-coder reliability legitimized my findings. This

sessionprovided significant simplifications to the coding method, including coding for
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paragraphs instead of mentions and additional terms to include as actual religiousivil
religious, and republican values references.
It is important to note that | designatedeach paragraph as it was written in the
'i AOEAAT O0OAOEAAT AU 001 EAAOSGO AT AOIi AT O & Oi AOOs
divisions were clear. Where there was #ne break from the previous line not initiated by
I OAOCOOT OA@Oh AO EO OEA AAOA xEOE OEA EET Al DPAO/
AAAOAOOh ) TAITAA A TAx DPAOACOAPES8 (1 xAOAOh *EI I L
features paragraphs with lists andoullets. These did not qualify as new paragraphs.
Paragraph 4in2 AACAT 6 O pwyuv Eds Arongedidrot ah dctbadpad O
I £ OEA b OA GEtAldnbtés &rOntedd@dpaus&by the President to engageeth
American people in prayer. Becausthis paragraph did not include relevant text, removed
the paragraph from coding altogether. Each subsequent paragraph identifier was moved
down by one number.
| noted all coding results in a spreadsheet in Microsoft Excel, for which | used two
versions d the same data. To provide an aggregate snapshot of the terms used throughout
the timeframe, | counted totals for each mention of civil or actual religious contentthis is
the method presented in the coding sheet iAppendix F. | then created a new spreasheet
ET xEEAE ) AEAT CAA OEA OI OAIT O A O AT U 1 ATOETT OE
indicating that the component was present in that paragraph. This allowed for easier
comparison and crosstabulation between paragraphs with particular content.
To acquire some of the frequencies and trends, | simply used Excel formulas for data
analysis | also inputted the dataset intdBM® SPSS® Statistics Version 21 for some of the

crosstabulations and graphical data representation.
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Project Limitations

It is important to note the limitations and critical questions surrounding this
research work. First, as previously mentioned, it will be impossible to ascertain for certain
the true intent of using religious messaging based on our research. We can work under the
assumption that all message implementation is done with the intent of winning an election,
in generalz ruling out the possibility of efforts by strategists and party leaders internally to

sabotage or derail a campaign internally as an anomaly.

utilizing it, this will remain theoretical in nature until such a strategy is admitted to by
political strategists. Literature indicates that once priming and framing intentions are mae
explicit, the intended effect on target audiences is hindered as the audiences then engage in
cognitive processing of the messages they are receiving. However, because research into
political implementation of religious frames indicates that respondentsalready react with
active cognitive processes anyway, as opposed to subconscious or automatic processes, the
risk of identifying messaging strategies may be diminished.

Second, the broad scope of elections presents limitations in the certainty with which
we can identify religiosity as the determinant factor in electoral decisiormaking by
American voters. There are a number of voter characteristics, attitudes, and behaviors to
consider, including partisan affiliation, income levels, education levels, raagender,
geographic disparity, and other demographics, in addition to contextual considerations. |
will use similar controls as outlined in the aforementioned literature and do as thorough an
analysis possible for major incidents and national issues thatigiht alter the context of an

election. | will denote such occurrences in the data visualization.
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Finally, it is important to note that there are many pieces of the electoral puzzle that

) EAOA 110 AgAi ETAA EAOA8 41 DAU3OBAOAQUAAERDOAODI
campaign acceptance speech equates to an electoral victory would be inappropriate,
irresponsible, and possibly inaccurate. From these findings, further research into how
candidates utilize this strategy through tte life of the general eletion? from start to finish,
and even in party primariesz may glean additional exciting information.
The content was analyzed both on a literal basis and on a contextual one, though the
parameters of analysis were not uniform for every individual search @m. For example,
while the themes for a civil religiore Exodus, sacrifice, ete. were observed through a
contextual review of the paragraph in question as a whote search terms for national
renewal and setting apart the nation were identified on a casdy-case, word-by-word basis.
This was in line with previous research, though research that follows mine can improve
upon this method, perhaps coding these items by paragraph or even thought, instead of by
mention.
This last iten coding by each individual thoughtestablished in the speeches

raises an issue | would have liked to address in my analysis, though a sound methodology
was unavailable to me. In hindsight, | would have benefiteddm unifying interconnected
paragraphs into thought units instead of keepinghem as independent paragraphg-or
AgAi b1 Ah PAOACOAPE ¢t EIT *TET &8 +ATTAAUGO pwop
specific frame identifier, though when paired with paragraph 23, the framing intent is clear:

oxQqQ O.1Tx OEA OOOI bAtadLrhlitolbéadarn30 ACAEI

though arms we need? not as a call to battle, though embattled we

are? but a call to bear the burden of a long twilight struggle, year in

AT A UAAO 1T O0Oh OOAEI EAET C» Bd$trugglé PAh DAOEAT O E

against the common enemies of man: tyranny, poverty, disease and
war itself.
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24) Can we forge against these enemies a grand and global alliance,

North and South, East and West, that can assure a more fruitful life

£l O All T ATEET Ae 7EI1T UT O ETET ET OEAO
zJohn F Kennedy, 1961 Inaugural Address (Kennedy 1961)

Finally, in her research, Toolin(1983) suggests the need for further research to
determine if political elites use the components of a civil religion to communicate in settings
other than inaugural addresse.| had intended to analyze political convention acceptance
speeches by presidential nominees during the timeframe, though time did not allow for it. It
would be an interesting comparison to analyze the use of frames in convention acceptance
speechesandd OAx AT OOAIT AOETT O xEOE OEA OOAOANOAT O

the audiences and electoral context is different in either case.
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Findings

Analysis offered mixed results in terms of confirming my hypotheses, though
indications were that presidents have and-do? utilize elements of civil and actual religion
for purposes other than pure rhetorical filler in their high-profile speeches.
Data
| coded each paragraph of each speech for 38 specific characteristics as defimed i
the methodology andAppendix Fn AT A ) & ftedueriey tdblerdnfoited in SPSS®
identifying totals for each category inAppendix G. | have also includedn Appendix H
COAPEEAAI xI OA A1 1T OA OAPOAOAT OGAOGEI T Oh AOGEI O ET 7
references to a diy, invocations of faith,enumerations of republican values and national
religious references (e.g. references to founding documents, wars, propHee figures, and
other items of notable historical significancé.
Confirmation of Hypotheses
Have modern candidates used a God Strategy or communicated aspects of a civil
religion to the American public, and are they doing so today? Which themes are most
represented?
Hypotheses 1 and 2 were confirmed, as both American civil religion and the
components assoiated with a God Strategy were represented in each inaugural address
from 1960 to 2013, in varying degreesFigure 2 below graphically displays the total
references of God Strategy terms AE OEAAA ET O1 O, AT COACA 1T £ OEA &AF
AmericawithDIVET A 7ET 16 OAOI 68 .1 OOOA 1ETAAO OOCAT A Ao
their total representation, though it is notable that recent speeches have a high prevalence

of these components relative to others.
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FIGURR: GOD STRATEGS®peaking Language oféhFaithful and Fusing God
and Country by Linking America with Divine Will

God Strategy Over the Years: God Strate%y Over the Years:

Elites Act as Political Priests by Speaking the Language of the Faithful Elites Fuse God and Country by Linking America with Divine Will
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Analysis determined that the fourth component of God Strategy thainks America
with divine will 2 sanctifying the natiom has been present in all but two of the inaugural
addresses since 1961, with Johnson and Carter being the exceptions. George H. W. Bush and
Ronald Reagan both utilized this function twice in the same speech (1989 and 1985,
respectively), both in the speech closing and in the explicit context of directly leadinbe
audience in a prayer. These were the only two instances of explicit prayer in the speeches,
though there were citations of Scripture.

Though Domke and Co€008) were correct in their observation that the phrase
O'T A "1AOGO i AOE A Adjor preaidential lspdectfes ubtd Y080 tie adt ¢E |
sanctifying the nationwasrepresented prior. Kennedy and Nixon (twice) called upon God to
sanctify the nation, though in much a less direct and less concise fashion. Please see
Appendix | for the exact wording of each instance since 1960.

Analysis also confirmed that each speech contained at least one of the themes of

American civil religion as defined by Toolin(1983), though each theme was not represented

in each speech. However, mplypothesis 32 that the Sacrifice theme would be more
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commonly invoked post9/11 2 was inconclusive as indicated inFigure 3. While 2005,

2009, and 2013 featured more Sacrifice references than 1997 and 2001, such references

were just as frequent in other years within the timeframe and no linear trend is evident.

Further interpretations of this aspect of the data will come later.

FIGURB: Civil Religiong Themes Represented Since 1960
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CIVIL RELIGION THEMES: SACRIFICE
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combinedthemes ofAmerican Destiny under Goand International Example are more

commonly invoked than the Exodus and Sacrifice themes. In fact, America as an

International Example? originally defined as a stilldeveloping theme by Toolin(1983)?
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has itself become tle most commonly invoked among the four themes, represented in 53%

of civil religious mentions.(See Figure 4

FIGURE: Civil Religiorg Theme Representation by Percentage Since 1960

B Exodus | Sacrifice

0 God-Given Destiny O America as International Example

5%

Are these references purely rhetorical, or do they have value as a heuristic for American
voters in determining their ideal candidate?

First, analysis determined that, of the more than 477 paragraphs within the 14
speeches since 1960, just under orguarter of them contained devices that satisfied the
given definitions for a values frame. A total of 111 paragraphs contained values frames. For
the most part, these have been distributed evenly across the speeches, with a mode of 5
mentions and a mean of 7.9. Interestingly, each of the 5 presidents classified as an
incumbent in the analysis (those who gave two inaugural addresses; does not include
Johnson), used more values frames in their second inaugural address than in their first.
Barack Obama set the mark for most values frames used in the timeframe, with 17 in his
secand address, while George W. Bush used the most total, with 25 in 2001 and 2005.

To analyzeHypothesis 52 that religious references would be used both as rhetoric

and as values frames | formulated crosstabs for each type of mention in both God Strategy
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and dvil religion. Table 4 below shows what percentage of paragraphs with mentions of
each component or theme of God Strategy or civil religion also included values frames.
Analysis confirmed the hypothesis, showing that, while most paragraphs with religious
references did not feature functional values frames, a sizeable portion of the references did
in fact serve as values frames at least onequarter of the mentions for almost every
component.

The only religious component coded for in the analysis that wasot used as a values
frame a single time within the timeframe was the Exodus theme of civil religion, and it was
only mentioned a total of 9 times. Of particular interest is the finding that nearly hatif the
paragraphs invoking the International Exampleheme of civil religion (43.1%) concurrently

had a functional values frame within the paragraph.

TABLE 4 Religious Components as Valugafiesby Percentage

% also % with
with no

Paragraphs Include values Values

Frames Frame

Deity References*
GOD Faith Invocations* 24.5% 75.5%
Invoke the Nation 30.4% 69.6%
STRATEGY . 5 5
COMPONENTS Set Apart Nation 29.1% 70.9%
Call for National Renewal 24.8% 75.2%
Sanctify the Nation 14.3% 85.7%
Enumeration of Republican 35.4% 64.6%
CIVIL Values
RELIGION Invocations of National Religion| 31.4% 68.6%
@l0)IZlOlNS\aEsl References of Political and 36.0% 64.0%
Religious Nature Together
CIVIL Exodus 0% 100%
RELIGION Sacrifice 27.8% 72.2%
THEMES American Destiny under God 29.8% 70.2%
International Example 43.1% 56.9%
* Components of both Civil Religion and God Strategy
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Hypothesis 62 a two-part assertion that most of the values frames after 1980
would include religious references, while those prior to 1980 largely would nat was
inconclusive due to vague wording on my part. Whil@able 4 above shows the percentage
of paragraphscontaining both values frames and religious component3able 5 below
shows what percentage oéll values frames ae linked with those components.

(To clarify this difference: there are some values frames within the speechast
linked to religious components, but they are included in the total percentage in the second
column to provide a snapshot of how commonly the components are used in values frames
across theentire timeframe.)

In fact, a majority of values frames both before and after 1980 included at least one
of the religious references | coded for, with republican values being enumerated in more
than 70% of values frames in each timeframe, and invocatioms the nation in at least 50%
of the values frames in eeh timeframe.

However, despite this evidence contrary to the hypothesis, there was a marked
increase in how often each component was used in values frames, with the exception of
International Example and the Exodus Theme, which was not ude American Destinyunder
God,which was not used at all as a values frame before 1980, was found in 17% of values
frames after 1980, and deity and faith invocations saw gained 11% and 20% increases in

their use as vdues frames as well.
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Table5: Percentage of Values Frames Containing God Strategy/Civil Religion
Components: Total, Pr&980, and Posfi980

% of Total Values
Frames Containing Pre-1980 Post-1980
Component/Theme

Components/Themes of Civil Religion
and God Strategy

References to Deity

Invocations of Faith

Invoke the Nation
Set Apart the Nation
Renew the Nation

Sanctify the Nation

Republican Values

National Religio us References

Political and Religious References
Together

Exodus Theme

Sacrifice Theme
American Destiny under God Theme

International Example Theme

Which components of God Strategy orcivil religion are used as values frames? Who
uses them more?

Analysis confirmed portions ofHypothesis 7 comparing the use of religionbased
values frames by political party. Republicans did employ a greater number of values frames
than Democrats, responible for 55.9% (62) of the 111 total values frames utilized to the
$AI T AOAOOGGE t118pbP8 4EA '/ 0 AI O xAO OAODPI T OEAI A
OAEAOAT AAO jchpecq xEOEET OEA OEI AEOAI Ah AT 1 DPAO/
This is notableconsidering an equal number of Republicans and Demaocrats
delivered speeches within the timeframe. However Democrats utilized values frames within
cuB8whb T £ OEAEO ODAAAEAOSG DPAOAGCOAPEOh xEEI A 2ADO/
21.5% of the time. | partally attribute this disparity to the greater number of mean

paragraphs in the Republican speeches (41) compared with Democratic speeches (27),
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partly due to means of 62 and 39-paragraph-long speeches by Nixon and Reagan,
respectively.

However, Republicanglid not have a monopoly over the use of the various tools of
God Strategy and components and themes of American civil religion, Bable 6 indicates.
Surprisingly, Democrats utilized more joint political/religious references and invocations of
faith, in addition to leading in phrases setting apart the nation and calling for national
renewal. Democrats also presented the Exodus and Sacrifice themes more frequently in
their speeches than Republicans.

Regarding use of the Sacrifice theme by Democrak$ypothe sis 8 was disproved
While Democrats did employ the Sacrifice theme more than Republicans in total (21
references to 15) and more often as values frames (4:1 ratio), it is not their most commonly
invoked theme. It tied American Destinyunder Godfor secondmost references at 21
behind the 36 references to International Example.

Republicans, according to expectations, invoked the name of God more frequently,
in addition to more frequently enumerating republican values, invoking the nation, and
presenting thecivil religious themes of American Destiny inder God and International
Example. Perhaps most importantly, Democrats utilized slightly more invocations of
national religion than did Republicans. This disparity may indicate efforts by the party to
strokethA DOAIT EA6O OAI ECET OO AAOI OETT 1T &£ A AEOEI

winning its good graces without alienating secular voters.
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Theory

Components

References:
Democrats

TABLE 6 God Strategy and Civil Religion Mentions Breakdown by Party
% of Total

References:
Democrats

References:
Republicans

% of Total
References:
Republicans

(c]e]p) Deity References* 63.4%
STRATEGY Faith Invocations* 115 51.3% 109 48.7%
@O)VIZOINIE\IES Invoke the Nation 176 48.8% 185 51.2%
SetApart Nation 130 55.3% 105 44.67%
Call for National
Renewal 116 50.2% 115 49.8%
Sanctify the
Nation 5 35.7% 9 64.3%
CIVIL Enumeration of
RELIGION Republican Values 214 39.6% 326 60.4%
©0)\IZIOIN=NAFS| Invocations of
National Religion 93 52.5% 84 47.5%
References of
Political and
Religious Nature
Together 59 56.7% 45 43.3%
CIVIL Exodus 6 67% 3 33%
RELIGION Sacrifice 21 58.3% 15 41.7%
THEMES American Destiny 21 44.7% 26 55.3%
Under God
International 36 35.3% 66 64.7%
Example
* Component of Civil Religion and God Strategy

This leads to observation of one of the core research questions of this papewhich
party is using religious language more often as functional values frames? The third part of
Hypothesis 72 that Republicans would do so more oftem was inconclusive. In terms of
total count, 61 of the 62 values frames by Republicans includeat least oneactual or civil
religious reference ©8.4%), and48 of the 49 values frames by Democrats did 487.96%

e 98%). Sq by virtue of more total invocatons,Republicansdid display a higher frequency

However, the entire picture is more complex when considering the frequency with
which each party used the individual components and themes of God Strategy and civil
religion as values framedrable 7 showsa breakdown of total values frames by Republican

and Democratic presidents, with further breakdown for frames used before and after 1980.
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The table shows that, in total, Republicans have used all but three of the religious
characteristicsas values framemore often than have Democrats, who have only used the
Sacrifice theme of civil religion, language calling for national renewal, and joint
political/religious references more often in values framing functionsthan their
counterparts on the right.

Referenes sanctifying the nation and the Exodus and Sacrifice themes were each
represented in less than 10% of all values frames. The Exodus theme was never used as a
OAl OAOG MEOAT AR AT A TT1U OxEAA xAOA OAAAOAT AAO
Gda Strategy concurrent with values frames. Both instances were direct invocations of
prayer led by presidents Reagan andéarge H. W. Bush, respectively.

The Sacrifice theme is the only component included in the analysis that Democrats
have consistently imoked more than Republicans across the timeframe. Since 1980,
Republicans have surpassed Democrats in using invocations of faith, republican values and
the American Destiny under God theme as values frames, while Democrats have surpassed
Republicans in usimg national religious references and calling for national renewal in
conjunction with values frames.

Interestingly, though Democrats had more total joint political/religious references,
it is the Republicans who have, over the entirety of the timeframe, udéhem more
effectively as values frames, with Republicans responsible for 62% of the references in this
category that serve framing functions. Moreover, Republicans have shown a greater
tendency than Democrats to invoke faith since 1980, providing more &mn half of those

references used as values frames since then.

54

OA /



TABLE: God Strategy and Civil Religion Mentions as Values Frames by Party
% of

Total Percent By Percent By %ByD %ByR | %ByD %ByR
Values @ Democrats Republicans | <1980 <1980 | 1980 > 1980 >
Frames

Components
Included in Values
Frames

References to
Deity*
Invocations of
Faith*

Invoke the Nation
Set Apart the
Nation

Renew the Nation
Sanctify the

Nation

Republican Values
National Religious

References
Political/Religious
References
Together

Exodus Theme
Sacrifice Theme
American Destiny
under God Theme
International

Example Theme
* Component of Civil Religion and God Strategy

Thesestatistics also confirmHypothesis 9, which predicted thatinternational
Example and American Destiny under Godiould be the most represented theresof civil
religion within values frames. The International Exampleheme alone was found in 40% of
the total values frames in the speehes within the timeframe, andAmerican Destiny under
Godin 13%. Theprevious tables indicate that republican @alues are the component of civil
religion used most in values frames, with enumerated values appearing in 77% of adllues
frames. Invocations of the nation also appear in most of the values frames at 63%.

If these references are used as values frames, do they reflect the most important issues
of the day?

This was another core research question for this thesis, and @kingly, analysis

confirmed that presidents since 1960 have used religioubased values frames to
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communicate regarding at least one of the two most important issues for American voters,
based on Gallup polling during the election year preceding their ingurations. However,
Hypothesis 10 itself must be rendered disproved, as President Carter failed to use values
frames to comment on either of the most important issues in 1976: inflation/cost of living
and unemployment/jobs.

Table 8 displays the issues Ve OE OEA EECEAOO

ul O
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and whether the president in question used values frames to communicate with the public

DAOAAT OAGA 1

OEEO

on that issue. Carter washe lone exception: each of the other presidents used values

frames to take a position on one of the two most important issues facing their America.

Some presidents Kennedy (1960), Nixon (1968, 1972), Reagan (1984), Clinton (1996),

George W. Bush (2004),ral Obama (2012» used multiple values frames for an issue

within the same speech, with Reagan doing so for both isss in his first election year

TABLB: Values Frames Used for Most Important Problem in Amebgayear

YEAR ISSUE #1 \ % \ FRAMED? ISSUE #2 FRAMED?

1960 International 37% | Yes (2x) War/Peace/Terrorism 32% | Yes
Issues/Foreign Aid

1964 ‘ Racism 25% | Yes International 24% | Yes

Issues/Foreign Aid

‘L] Vietnam 44% | Yes (3x)* | Racism” 12% | Yes

(Lepl | Ethics/Moral Decline 38% | No Vietnam 33% | Yes (6x)*

VI Inflation/Cost of Living 44% | No Unemployment/Jobs 34% | No

(] Inflation/Cost of Living 52% | Yes Unemployment/Jobs 14% | Yes

1984 ‘ Unemployment/ 22% | Yes (2x) Nuclear War 19% | Yes (4x)
Recession/Depression

1988 ‘ BudgetDeficit/ Economy | 12% | No Drugs 11% | Yes
(Tied)

(el Poverty 13% | Yes Healthcare 12% | Yes

(s Crime/Violence 25% | Yes (2x) Welfare 16% [ No

2000 ‘ Education 17% | Yes Ethical/Moral/ 13% | Yes

Religious Decline

20020 =X 23% | Yes (2x)* Economy in General 21% | No

“Jolol:l | Economy in General 47% | Yes Lack of Money 12% [ No

2J0k22 | Economy in General 37% | Yes (3x)* Unemployment 26% | No

Sourcez Gallup (Sugar, Tracey, Gallup, email message to D. Parker Wishik, April 9, 2013)
* - Frames do not refer explicitly to isse but do refer to it in context” - Tied with Crime/Violence
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Further, everypresident who used values frames to discuss one of the most
important issues in his election year used components of American civil religion to do so.
Actualreligion was not as commonly used in values frames for these issues, thougls did
occur more than half the time(8 of 14 speechesps shown in the list below
USED ACTUAL RELIGION:

Johnson (1965); Nixon (1969, 1974); Reagan (1981, 198®orge H. WBush (1988);
George WBuUsh (2001); Obama (2013)

DID NOT USE ACTUAL RELIGN:

Kennedy (1961); Carter (1976); Clinton (1993, 1998george WBush (2005); Obama (2009)

And do they reflect the religious inclinations of the American public at the time of the
election?

'T TAOAOOGAOQEITT 1T &£ "AOAAE Ilighdsirefe@@esBOA T £ AAOOD.
inconclusive in answeringHypothesis 112 OEAO 0 OAOEAAT O / AAT A0 OPAAAE
2012 would show a sustained increase in God Strategy and civil religious mentions.

Referring back toFigures 2 and 3, it isevident that Obama showedn increase in use of
particular components from his predecessors while showing a decrease in others. Notable
are his high use of deity invocations and his emphasis on the civil raligis theme of
American Destiny under God, which he invokednore than any other president within the
timeframe.

Hypotheses 12 and 13 were confirmed. Polling and research indicates that
secular/religiously unaffiliated voters are the fastestgrowing segment of the voting
population, having already seen their share of the electot@ more than double from 5% in
1980 to an estimated 16% in 2012(Navarro-Rivera 2012) However, prevalence of both

God Strategy terms and civil religious components and themes $ifuctuated independently

of these trends, in totaland by political party. There is no clear linear trend downward in
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the invocation of these terms and themes; rather, there is a greater indication that the
prevalence of these terms is stabilizing in a higher percentage range relative to earlier years
within the timeframe.
Furtherh AAODPEOA O0OAOGEAAT O / AAT AGO OATEATAA 11 O
invoke religious and faith terminology to communicate with a critical portion of the
American electorate. However, Obama did make history as the first American president to
directly acknowledge unaffiliated voters Grossman2009.)
O07A AOA A TAOQEIT T &£ #EOEOOEAT O AT A - 001 Ei Oh
nonbelievers. We are shaped by every language and culture, drawn
fromeOAOU AT A T £ OEEO %AOOES86H6
Z Barack Obama, 2009 Inaugural Address (Obama 2009)

I AAT A6O AAETT x1 AACATI AT O AAI A xEOE#HKhe OEA AT T O
high in representation of the American Destiny Under God theme of civil religion and
included a Scriptural quotation ofl Corinthians 13:11in what is clearly an effaot to balance
communication outreach to diverse voting blocsObama 2009)
Is there adiscernible O' T 1 AAT 201 Ao &£ O OOET ¢ A "1 A 300A0
Finally, Hypothesis 14 DOAAEAOAA OEAO " AOAAE |/ AAi AdO Al AA
xIT O A OODPDI OO OEA RIONARAPEIT £I A GO0ARFCGgy DOO A&l O
(2008) that Democratic candidates in the modern era must earn the support of religious
moderates to secure the White House. That hypothesis, as written, was inconclusive

Obama won election both years whilearrying the Catholic and unaffiliated votes but

despite not carrying the mainline Protestant vote as shown inTable 9.

Table9: Religious Moderate Vote Percentages in 2008 and 2012
Religious Moderate Voting Bloc ‘ % Voted for Obama in 2008 % Voted for Obama in 2012
Catholics | 549%
Mainline Protestants

Religiously Unaffiliated
Source: Pew Forum on Religion & Public Life (Pew 2012b)
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Discussion

The greatest takeaway from my analysis is that, despite a growing secular
demographic in the American electorate, presidents are using actuahd civil religious
language to communicate, and they are not only doing so rhetorically, but theyeausing
values frames to takepositions on the most important issues of the dayAnd the frequency
with which this tactic has been used in inaugural addresses is overwhelmimgl3 of the last
14 presidents have strategically done sd’hough most of the referencegound in these
addressesare not used as functional values frames, the use of these frames hasrbee the
rise since 1980, when Domke and @o(2008) postulate the God Streegy was born.

The themes and components being utilized are evolving as wellhese trends
indicate that presidents have been tying God aractual OAT ECET T O1T ' i AOEAAT 06
Americancivil religion? the mythology of the collective experience we have as Americans
intentionally, in order to reach the percentage of American voters who believe religion is
very important. For example American Destiny under Godwhich was not usedat all as a
values frame before 1980, was found in 17% of values frames after 1980, and deity and
faith invocations saw gained 11% and 20% increases in their use as values frames asl wel
Despite growing secularism, religious voters still comprise bulk oflectorate, and political
elites mustz and doz communicate through religious references.

However, they are doing so with the caveat that religiously unaffiliated voters
comprise an increasing percentage of the electorate, and these voters cannot simpby
ignored. Whiledirect invocations of God and faith are on the rise, the civil religious theme of
International Example has becomehe predominant theme of civilreligion expressed in

inaugurals, both in terms of total references and iterms of use as aalues frame.

59



In an increasinglysecular nation, his is arguably the theme that is, arguablynost
loosely tied to actual religion and, potentially, is the mostelatable theme for religiously
unaffiliated voters who share in the patriotism and devotionto country that their religious
countrymen profess One may ague the Sacrificetheme is also loosely tied to religion, and
$Ai T AOAOO AOA OAODPITOEAT A A1 O OEA 1 AET OEOU 1T & OF

Indeed, hough Democrats have used more joint political ancetigious references
which essentially link politics or the political process to religiorp it is the Republicans who
are strategically employing them more often as values framesaking advantage of how
people use heuristics in their decisioamaking. But t is notable that, while the Republicans
also usemore actual invocations of deity and faith as values frames, the Democrats have a
higher propensity to invoke national religious references as values franse

The implications going forward for this indicate hat the Democrats have a greater
track record in using framing devices that are patriotic and yetpotentially, religiously-
neutral enough to resonate with the growing number of secular votersand that they are
also exploiting heuristics.

Thus, Domke andt T A 8¢Gt nGlplden Quidis an important consideration in
modern American politics.Both parties must carefully toe the line, though Barack Obama
presents a deviation from the rule through his combined use of direct religious references
and national religious terminologies in 2008 and 2012. Heavily reliant on unaffiliated
voters, Obama was careful in his 2009 speech to directly acknowledge this demographic,
though he deftly didso while invoking God, citing &ripture, sanctifying the nation with his
versEIT T T &£ O'TA "1 A0GO 'i AOEAAhe AT A AEOAAOI U AAETI

Further, election resultsunderlined the potential need to redefine which religious

COi OPO NOAI EAZU AO OOAI EGCEI OO i1 AAOAOAORS TO AO 1
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comprise OEA AT OA 1T &£ OEA 11 AAT 201 A (do@B) ' T A 300A0ACU:
interpretation, Obama would not have been able to secure the White House with his
underperformance among mainline Proestants in both 2008 and 2012.
However, the unaffiliated vote wasa major player in these results, and context
indicates that either John McCain or Mitt Romney, or both, may hageerplayedthe God
300A0AcU O1 /1 AAI A8O0 AAT AEEOh OEI OCE OEEO EO OO/
research workand merits further observation.
But however important they may be, religiously unaffiliated voters have thus far
been ignored in presidentialinaugural speeches on the whole, with the exception of

/| AAT ABO ¢nnw AAETT x1 AAcCi AT 08
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Recommendations for lature S tudy

While this thesis led to very interesting discoveries, | had higher ambitions for it
from the outset. My initial research designwas to crossreference inaugural speeches with
their counterpart convention acceptance speeches, in hopes of viewing political discourse
both within the competition context of an election cycle and in the unifying coeixt of the
inaugural addresses.

Partisan language and policy stances will be offered more directly in these speeches,
and observation would likely provide a clearer picture of tle extent these parties are using
religious language as values frames in communication with their voting bases. This would
also tie more directly with the underlying principle of the God Strategy: tavin election.

To establish consistency throughout speecls | broke each down by paragraphs
and coded each paragraph for the content and search terms. | did this in order to preserve
OEA OPAAEAOOS OEI OCEOO AT A EAAAOR O AOOAAI EOE
dividing speeches in a subjective manner.dtvever, more than a quarter of all paragraphs
analyzed had content that was tied to a thought or idea expressed in the previous or next
paragraph. My recommendation for further research similar to mine would be to determine
a viable way to divide speecheby individual thoughts and ideas, with concrete and
perceptible beginnings and ends. This would need to be done with a sound methodology to
preserve objectivity.

It would also be interesting to survey the public on what they find to be the defining
aspectsof their American experience and, subsequently, the mythology of their civil
religion. Such findings would help tighten the defined components of civil religion, and

knowledge of what the public believes to be part of their defining experience would give
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candidates leverage in determining which components to strategally invoke in
communications.

Further, the assertions | nake above that Sacrifice and International Examplare
more loosely tied to actual religion than other themes of civil religion is sprulation, and
further research could delve into the significance with which American citizens attach
actual religion to these themes of their own mythology, perhaps in a laboratory setting.

In hindsight, a handful of my hypotheses should have been wordedame explicitly
in consideration of the variables in question. For instance, Hypothesis 4 predicted that pest
9/11, the Sacrifice theme of civil religion would be more frequently represented than
before. Indeed, there was an uptick in Sacrifice mentions fnothe speeches immediately
preceding 9/11, but these years did not feature altime highs in this category.

Finally, while this thesis determines that frames and values frames are being used, it
does not explore the actual effect these devices haveonthd AOEAAT Al AAOI OAOAS8
2009 experiment is a step in the right direction of determining which religious groups react
positively to values frames, but more study is needed to expand his findings to a broader

representation of the population, of relgious devotees and of issue areas.

Conclusion

Despite growing secularismpresidents and political elites must still carefully
navigate thereligious fault lines of Americawhen communicating their policy goals, their
personal values, and their vatlity as leaders to he American public? thoughthese fault
lines are perhaps being redrawn. Histdcal indication is thatrecent presidents have used a
God S$rategy to achieve this communication, and they havancorporated components of
America® civil religion, through effective values framing of major ssues. Further research

will undoubtedly observe further evolution of the God $rategy, and just how effectiveit is.
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APPENDIX A :Voting Behaviors by Religiously Unaffiliated Voters

Displays percentage of unaffiliated vote by candidate (statistics), and percentage of .
AAT AEAAOASO O1T OET ¢ AT AT EOETT Al i POEOET ¢ OA

1980-2012

® Democratic Candidate ¥ Third Party/Independent Candidate ® Republican Candidate
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Sources: Presidential Election Exit Polis 1980-2008; Public Religion Research Institute, American Values Survey, October 2012 (N=3,003)
*Note: All figures include 3rd Party/independent candidates, only major candidates included in figures

Sourcez Public Religion Research Institute (Jones, Cox, and Navao -Rivera 2012)
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APPENDIX B: Coding Descriptions for American Civil Religion
Definitions Drawn from Toolin 1983)

The theoretical American civil religion incorporates four core componentsvhich can be
identified through the presence of a number of spefic or general references. These
references establish four themes of civil religion. The following explanations outline the
types of references and thematic representations | lo@d for in my content analysis.

Components:
l. Specific references to a deity

Invocations of Godz making direct reference to a Supreme Being or deity, often by
name (Ex: God, Christ, Creator, Providence)

Il. Enumeration of republican values (e.g. freedom, duty)
Includes: human rights, civility*, freedom, life, liberty, pursuit of happiness,
justice, equality, order, peace, duty, brotherhood, love, forgivenesdignity*,
fairness*, fair play*, tolerance*,republican**, democratic**, democracys?, rule of
law, values, moral] BT 0001 EOUsch A£OAAs AT A EOO OOAI O j E

M. Particular content of actual revealed religion or national religion
Invocations of actual religion : Includeterms listed in AppendixC, mentions of
specific denominations or religionsreferences to $ripture, prayer, the soul, and
others.

Invocations of a nation al religion : These include references to the founding
documents of the Country (e.g. the Constitution and the Declaration of
Independence), its noted wars (e.g. World War I, the Revolutionary War and the
Civil War), and past presidents or notable figuregée.g. Abraham Lincoln, JFK, Martin
Luther King, Jr.)

References of a political and religious nature together : See components under
OOAEAAAET C OB)OS6 EI ! PPAT AE®
Themes:
I Sacrificez Refers to war dead (Cherry1970) or individual martyrs (Bellah1967) S
Il. ExoduszO0 O I EOAA 1T AT A6 OAEAOAT AAO AT A ) OOAAITE b
M. American Destiny under Gogt American government is best yet formed
V. America as an International Example American destiny to serve as example

5 Terms from Thomas and-lippen (1972) and Toolin (1983). My additions are denoted withan*. o
" 4EA OAOI O OOAPOAT EAAT he OAAI T AOAOEAS AT A OEAEO OOAI O xEII
mentions will not be coded.
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APPENDIX C: Coding Justification for God Strategy
Deinitions Drawn from Domke & Coe (2008)

4EA OEAT OAGEAAT O'1T A 300A0ACUS ET AT OPI OABAO A Oc¢
be identified through the presence of a number of specific or general cues. The following
explanations will outline the typesof cues | will be looking for in my content analysis.

Components:

Elites act as political priests by speaking the language of the faithful

AEAOA T AT OETTO AOA OAOOAEAI h & O1 AAGETT Al 6 O
communicate their beliefs and pesuade religious voters that they have shared
views. There are two types of religious communication that fall under this category.

a. Invocations of Godz making direct reference to a supreme being or deity,
often by name (Ex: God, Christ, Creator, Providss)
b. Invocations of faithz terms that over time have become laden with spiritual
meaning, often Christian (Ex: Scripture, blessing, heaven, pray)
i. Terms may address nonreligious topics but retain religious
connotations and suggest elements of faittbee Apendix B1 for list.

Elites fuse God and country by linking America with divine will

O DOAOEAAT 6O O1 O1 AAOOAT
6 OEAO EAO AI DEAOEUAA i1
Al 60 xAUuOB8

4EEO ATIBDITAT O ATITT x
OOEAOT OEA 1T £ OAT Ax Al
revivald 4EEO EO AT T A EI
a. Invoking the nation z naming the country directly (i.e. United States) or
indirectly (i.e. nation).
i. $1 110 ETAI OAA OAZEAOAT ARG O1 A1l O!'i AOE
refer more to individuals than the country.
b. Set apart the naion z declare the U.S. to be a special, distinctive place,
Aopl 1 EOET ¢ OEA Oi UOETITTCU T &£ OEA 51 EOAA 3
i. See AppendiD for list of terms
c. Seek to renew the nation by calling for national revival and rebirtly
responsive to religious @ncerns about national decline without blaming the
country or its citizens directly.
i. See Appendix Dor list of terms
d. Sanctify the nationz call on God to bless the country explicitly.
i. Aligns the U.S. with a supreme divine being by explicitly forging a

connection.

ii. For the purposes of this research, | will only identifexplicit links
AAOxAAT T A AT A Ai O1T OOU jEsAs O T A "1 A
CAT AOAT OAZEAOAT AAO jEsA8s O'1T A Al AdOd6Q



APPENDIX D: Terms Used in Analysis of Faith Invocations

amen genesis remake*”
angel gospel* repent*
angelic grace restor*
angels hallow* resurrect*
apostle* heaven* reverend*
backslid* holy sabbath*»
baptism* hymn* sacrament
baptize immortal* sacred
believer* Islam* saint*
Bible* Jew* salvation
biblical lamp sanctify
bless* martyr* sanctity
Buddhist* minister” sanctuary*
cathedral* miracle* savior®
Christian* miraculous” Scriptur*
church mission* sermon*
churches Muslim* servant*
clergy orthodox* shrine*
commandment* parable* sin*/
communion pastor* sinned
confession* peacemaker* sinner
congregation* penance sinners
consecrat* piety sinning
covenant pious sins
creed* pope* solemn*
crusade* pray* soul*
denomination* priest* sow
devil** prophe* sowed
devotion*» proverb* sown
devout psalm* Sows
disciple* pulpit* spirit*
divine® rabbi* synagogue”
epistle* reap*" temple*
evil* rebirth testament
faith* reborn theolog*
fellowship* redeem* Trinity
follower*” redemption worship*
fruits religio*

Source: Domke and Coe 200&ppendix B
* Indicates that all potential endings to the stenare also included in the listof terms counted.
N Indicates terms were addedor extendedduring content analysis.

6 http://www.thegodstrategy.com/documents/AppendixB.pdf
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APPENDIX E :Coded Terms for Set Apart /Renewal

Set Apart
bastion

beacon
best
birthright*
blessed
chosen
city on a hill
destined
destiny
envy
exceptional
exemplar
experiment
grand
grandest
greatest
greatness
historic
idea*

lead
matchless
miracle
new world
noblest

preeminent (also pre-eminent)

revolution
revolutionary
special
stand(s) alone
story

unique
unmatched
unparalleled

Source: Domke and Coe 2008 ppendix C

* Indicates that all potential endings to the stemvere also included in the listof terms

counted.

Renewal
anew
awaken
better®
begin*
birth

dawn
futuren
new
reawaken*
rebirth
reborn
reconsecrate
rededicat*
redeem*
refresh*
reinvent*
rejuvenat*
rekindle*
renew
renewal
renewed
renewing
renews
restor*
resurgent
revitalize
reviv*
spring

A Indicates terms were addedor extendedduring content analysis.

7 http://www.thegodstrategy.com/documents/AppendixC.pdf
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APPENDIX F: CODING SHEET

YEAR

INCUMBENT?
CANDIDATE LAST NAME
POLITICAL PARTY
PARAGRAPH NUMBER

GOD SRATEGY COMPRENTS PRESENT?
Elites act as political priests by speaking the language of the faithful

6.

7.
8.
9.

Specific Reference to a Deity
Text of previous
Faith Invocation
Text of previous

Elites fuse God and country by linking America with divine will

10.
11.
12.
13.
14,

Invoke nation

Set apart nation

Seek national renewal

Sanctifes Nation? ' / $ ", %33) ! - %2) #
Text of previous

CIVIL RELIGION COMPONENTS PRESENT?

15.
16.
17.
18.
19.

Enumerates republican values
Text of previous

National Religious Invocation
Text of previous

Joint religious-political r eferences

CIVIL RELIGION THEMES PRESENT?

20.
21.
22.
23.

ExodusTheme Represented?

SacrificeTheme Represented?

American Destiny Under God'heme Represented?
International Example Theme Repesented?

VALUES FRAMB

24,
25.
26.
27.
28.
29.
30.
31.
32.

OTHER

Issues Linked

Issues Linked

Values Frame Present?

Framing Components Tied to Previous Paragraph?
Framing Components Tied to Next Pagraph?
Frame Defines Problem?

FrameDiagnoses Causes of Problem

Frame Offers Moral Judgmert?

Frame Offers Remedy to Problef

Mentions of Religioudy Unaffiliated
Text of previous

(1zYes,0zNo)
(open-ended)

(1 z Republican,0 z Democrat)

(# of mentions)
(open ended)
(# of mentions)
(open enddl)

(# of mentions)
(# of mentions)
(# of mentions)
(1 Yes, @z No)
(open ended)

(# of mentions)
(open ended)
(# of mentions)
(open ended)

(# of occurrences)

(1zYes, @z No)
(1zYes, @z No)
(1zYes, @z No)
(1 zYes, @z No)

(# of issues)
(open-ended)
(1zYes, @z No)
(1zYes, @z No)
(1 zYes, @z No)
(1 zYes, @z No)
(1 zYes, @z No)
(1zYes, @z No)
(1zYes, @z No)

(# of mentions)
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APPENDIX G: FREQUENCIES

Compiled in IBM® SPSS® Statistics Version 21

PARAGRAPHS WITH REFERENCES TO A DEITY

Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative
Percent
.0 424 88.9 88.9 88.9
1.0 37 7.8 7.8 96.6
2.0 12 2.5 25 99.2
Valid 3.0 2 4 A4 99.6
5.0 1 2 2 99.8
6.0 1 2 2 100.0
Total 477 100.0 100.0
PARAGRAPHS WITH INVOCATIONS OF FAITH
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative
Percent
.0 314 65.8 65.8 65.8
1.0 110 23.1 231 88.9
2.0 41 8.6 8.6 97.5
Valid 3.0 1.5 15 99.0
4.0 4 .8 .8 99.8
5.0 2 2 100.0
Total 477 100.0 100.0
PARAGRAPHS INVOKING THE NATION
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative
Percent
.0 247 51.8 51.8 51.8
1.0 134 28.1 28.1 79.9
2.0 69 145 14.5 94.3
Valid 3.0 21 4.4 4.4 98.7
4.0 5 1.0 1.0 99.8
6.0 1 2 2 100.0
Total 477 100.0 100.0
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PARAGRAPHS SETTING APART THE NATION

Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative
Percent
.0 350 73.4 73.4 73.4
1.0 87 18.2 18.2 91.6
2.0 29 6.1 6.1 97.7
3.0 5 1.0 1.0 98.7
Valid 4.0 1 2 2 99.0
5.0 1 2 2 99.2
6.0 2 4 A4 99.6
27.0 2 A4 4 100.0
Total 477 100.0 100.0
PARAGRAPHS CALLING FOR NATIONAL RENEWAL
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative
Percent
.0 336 70.4 70.4 70.4
1.0 93 19.5 19.5 89.9
2.0 28 5.9 5.9 95.8
3.0 10 21 2.1 97.9
Valid 4.0 .8 .8 98.7
5.0 .8 8 99.6
6.0 2 2 99.8
10.0 1 2 2 100.0
Total 477 100.0 100.0
PARAGRAPHS SANCTIFYING THE NATION
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Qumulative
Percent
No 463 97.1 97.1 97.1
Valid Yes 14 2.9 29 100.0
Total 477 100.0 100.0




PARAGRAPHS ENUMERATING REPUBLICAN VALUES

Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative
Percent
.0 232 48.6 49.3 49.3
1.0 108 22.6 22.9 72.2
2.0 58 12.2 12.3 845
3.0 34 7.1 7.2 91.7
4.0 16 3.4 34 95.1
Valid 5.0 12 2.5 2.5 97.7
6.0 4 .8 .8 98.5
7.0 4 .8 .8 99.4
8.0 1 2 2 99.6
9.0 2 A4 4 100.0
Total 471 98.7 100.0
Missing System 6 1.3
Total 477 100.0
REFERENCES TO NATIONAL REL{@N
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative
Percent
.0 375 78.6 78.6 78.6
1.0 65 13.6 13.6 92.2
2.0 21 4.4 4.4 96.6
3.0 7 1.5 15 98.1
Valid 4.0 3 .6 6 98.7
5.0 2 4 A4 99.2
6.0 3 .6 6 99.8
9.0 1 2 2 100.0
Total 477 100.0 100.0

78




PARAGRAPHS WITH JOINT POLITICARELIGIOUS REFERENCES

Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative
Percent
.0 402 84.3 84.3 84.3
valid 1.0 73 15.3 15.3 99.6
2.0 2 4 A4 100.0
Total 477 100.0 100.0
PARAGRAPHS DISPLAYING EXODUS THEME OF CRHELIGION
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative
Percent
No 468 98.1 98.1 98.1
Valid Yes 9 1.9 1.9 100.0
Total 477 100.0 100.0
PARAGRAPHS DISPLAYING SACRIFICE THEME OF CIVIL RELIGION
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative
Percent
No 441 92.5 92.5 92.5
Valid Yes 36 7.5 7.5 100.0
Total 477 100.0 100.0

PARAGRAPHS DISPLAYINGBMERICANDESTINYUNDER GOOYHEME OF CIVIL RELIGION

Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative
Percent
No 430 90.1 90.1 90.1
Valid Yes 47 9.9 9.9 100.0
Total 477 100.0 100.0
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PARAGRAPHS DISPLAYING INTERNATIONAL EXAMPLE THEME

Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative
Percent
No 375 78.6 78.6 78.6
Valid Yes 102 214 21.4 100.0
Total 477 100.0 100.0
PARAGRAPHS WITH ISSUES FRAMED
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative
Percent
.0 239 50.1 50.1 50.1
1.0 200 41.9 41.9 92.0
2.0 16 34 34 95.4
3.0 8 1.7 1.7 97.1
Valid 4.0 7 15 1.5 98.5
5.0 3 .6 .6 99.2
6.0 3 .6 .6 99.8
7.0 1 2 2 100.0
Total 477 100.0 100.0
PARAGRAPHSVITH VALUES FRAMES
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative
Percent
No 366 76.7 76.7 76.7
Valid Yes 111 23.3 23.3 100.0
Total 477 100.0 100.0
FRAMES WHICH DEFINE PROBLEM
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative
Percent
No 288 60.4 60.4 60.4
Valid Yes 189 39.6 39.6 100.0
Total 477 100.0 100.0
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FRAMES WHICH DIAGNOSE PROBLEM

Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative
Percent
No 426 89.3 89.3 89.3
Valid Yes 51 10.7 10.7 100.0
Total 477 100.0 100.0
FRAMES WHICH OFFER MORAL JUBIEGNT
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative
Percent
No 362 75.9 75.9 75.9
Valid Yes 115 24.1 24.1 100.0
Total 477 100.0 100.0
FRAMES WHICH SUGGEST REMEDIES
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative
Percent
No 279 58.5 58.5 58.5
Valid Yes 198 41.5 41.5 100.0
Total 477 100.0 100.0
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APPENDIX H: WORD CLOUDS
11 71T OA #1171 OAO AOAAOAA OOGET C 71 OAl A1

Deity References

GOD-GIVEN

GODSEND
GOD'S

AUTHOR s

CREATOR
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National Religious References

President Johnson
government for by and Nation's birth

Arlington National Cemetery
government of and by and for the people World Wars

lleau d
bt Wl fathers Capital soer

”J;hoLmas ]effer%?? Je ffe SON
eVO lutl O n vear of Ameri}ié}:ﬁgm
past presidents F Oun dl n Fa thers

We the people
Pel sian Gulf ploneers Father of our Nation

Viet il?flétl%nadmmh O u n e r S Valley Forge

Iraq
W‘ Adams g ‘
founders
civil rlghts movement

President Reagan New World America's birthday

Declaration of Independence
President Truman foundmg documents ™ T 1ncoln

America was born

Geotrsé Washington

Normand} & new world o

Pfesiﬁz:;n?:;zﬁazco nstitution

declared independence 1 slaveholding society ¢ Salerno 200th anniversary

e AEPress10n pase

World War 1T
life liberty and the pursuit of happiness

Franklin Roosevelt ~form a more perfect Union  pledge

Alamo blessings of liberty struggle for independence our past
Martin Luther Franklin Delano Roosevelt — patriots
Tarawa Apollo astronauts Charter Second World War
Bill of Rights more perfect Union Omaha Beach
Argonne patriots of 1776 founding principles gz(tgpus
Seneca Falls  Dr. Joseph Warren four wars

Pork Chop Hill

WaShlngto o kﬁmth of July King
And so my fellow v Americans

settler pushes West
Abraham meoln P M. President

Afghanistan Caplto war

Guadalcanal
American Revolution
Ind~,pmdc11u~ Hall forebears
first President West .
Livery Bell President Bush

Martin Luther King's dream
Arlington . .
Chosin Reservoir

segregation COld WEIII' | /}}nergas leaders
lone y resident
CIVII War Vietnam War
symbol of our democracy

President Eisenhower people

giants on whose shoulders we stand
Rainbow Division
Revolutionary
Stonewall



Enumeration of Republican Values
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