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34 SPEAKER AND GAVEL

the wives of the President and Vice-President. Bush and Quayle's presence
at the convention is not portrayed because of their individual accomplish
ment and powerful oratory. Indeed, the speech of the President's spouse does
have a different purpose than a keynote or nominating speech. In the context
of the coverage of other women speakers, those who are not spouses, the
coverage given to these two women as spouses is significant.

Lynn Martin, on the other hand, did not speak at the convention because
of her spouse. She was present because of her accomplishments in the GOP.
However, Martin still did not escape the newspaper focus on dependency.
She was portrayed as dependent when at the podium. The first photograph
of Martin at the Republican convention coverage appears in the Chicago
Tribune. She is at the podium "getting assistance" with the microphone (Dal
ey, 1992, p. A1). No other photograph calls attention to any other speaker
receiving assistance in any of the papers during either of the conventions.
Other photographs show speakers practicing at the convention, but none
explain the situation in terms of getting assistance. One implication is that
Lynn Martin may be presenting a key speech at the convention, but she is
unable to do it alone. She is dependent on others to ensure that she is able
to perform. Of course, one photo of one speaker receiving technical assis
tance is not a significant enough event to assert that all women are devalued.
However, in the larger context of the coverage women receive, it is not an
all together insignificant photo.

In addition, the most visible women speakers are not portrayed as serious
political players. The women at the conventions who received the most cov
erage were those who talked about family values and traditional "women's"
topics. They are visible, but not granted a role as a public persuader on
issues important to performance of citizenship nor of wielding power in the
act (Campbell, 1989, p. 1-2). The women who spoke about the same topics
as their male counterparts—the economy, foreign policy, and national vi
sion—received substantially less coverage than the men or Barbara Bush and
Marilyn Quayle did. Yet Bush and Quayle were not highlighted as serious
players, but as "fun and noncontroversial" (Povich, 1992, Section 1, p. 18).
Media offers little coverage of women in the role of public citizen whose
words wield political power.

A paradox exists in the newspapers' coverage. If women speak about the
same political issues as their male counterparts, they are less visible than the
men. If women speak about "traditional women's issues" they receive cov
erage, but they are trivialized in terms of their importance in the political
arena. Women seem to have no viable options in which they can receive
public attention as serious and important public speakers.

Preservation of a speaker's words and a record of her or his oratory is
another sign of value. Campbell (1989) explains that nineteenth-century
women's oratory was not recorded or preserved because it was not consid
ered valuable. At that time most women were not perceived as serious speak
ers and their words were not preserved as significant. The experience of
nineteenth-century women provides an important context for understanding
the evaluation of these convention speakers. If contemporary women speak
ers are considered valuable, unlike their foresisters, their speeches should be
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