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Bill Clinton: Mortification, Victimization and Polarization in the Impeachment of a President

Introduction 

	On August 17, 1998, President Bill Clinton faced the people of the United States on national TV giving them the results of a testimony he made in front of the grand jury. This speech was a response to the Monica Lewinsky Scandal that hit hard on the president and shocked Americans. The response of the President in the form of a speech broadcasted on national TV demonstrated the ideas from Kenneth Burke’s Guilt, Redemption and Mortification by showing how President Bill Clintons’ use of mortification and vicitimage through the development of this issue and specifically in his speech on August 17, 1998 resulted in Americans becoming more polarized first over the scandal and then as a whole overtime.
 This scandal originally started as a law suit from Paula Jones, a former employee of the state of Arkansas under Bill Clinton when he was Governor of the state (Waxman, Fabry, 2004). Those who were investigating this suit were then sent a tip anonymously about Monica Lewinsky and a potential relationship between her and President Bill Clinton in 1998 (Waxman, Fabry, 2004). This was soon heavily looked into by the investigators since using this potential information would help Jones in her case against Clinton. However, Monica Lewinsky filed an affidavit in which she denied sexual relations with the president (Waxman, Fabry, 2004). Though, unknown to Lewinsky, her close friend, Linda Tripp, had been taping their phone calls and discussions about her relations with President Bill Clinton and had given them to the investigators (Waxman, Fabry, 2004). Then, the investigators, Starr, ended up using this information, with permission, to see if Lewinsky lied under oath (Waxman, Fabry, 2004). Very soon after, President Clinton gave his deposition in the Jones law suit and denied the claims of he and Lewinsky’s relations (Waxman, Fabry, 2004). After this, the media was increasingly gaining information about the scandal and eventually, President Clinton responded on January 26,1998 saying his now famous quote: “I did not have sexual relations with that woman” (Waxman, Fabry, 2004). The next day, first lady Hillary Clinton went on NBS’s Today Show and expressed her concern that this information was a conspiracy from right-wing groups that were always against her husband since his announcement of running for president (Waxman, Fabry, 2004). After this initial information related to the Jones law suit, now there was a full focus on Lewinsky and President Bill Clinton. In August of the same year, the President was set to testify to the grand jury after evidence in the form of Lewinsky’s blue dress with DNA from the President was found on (Waxman, Fabry, 2004). This sets up the speech from President in response to his testimony in front of the grand jury. The speech made by President Clinton was in the form of an apologia due to the fact that it featured him apologizing for the situation and making it more clear to the American people.
Lens
	Since this speech featured just President Clinton admitting to a damaging situation to his image as President of the United States, I wanted to focus on the idea of mortification and victimization during his speech and how this resulted in his image as President. This concept originates from Kenneth Burke and is referred to as Guilt, Redemption and Purification. This overarching theme covers the concept of mortification, which falls under the redemption category of Burke’s theory. This, according to Burke is the idea of self-blame or self-sacrifice. Burke also describes mortification as “a kind of governance, an extreme form of ‘self-control,’ the deliberate, disciplinary ‘slaying’ of any motive that, for ‘doctrinal’ reasons, one thinks of as unruly. In an emphatic way, mortification is the exercising of oneself in ‘virtue’” (Quandahl, 10). This exemplifies the idea that mortification as a way for one to take control of one’s actions and prove to be virtuous by taking all the blame on a situation. In addition to this, Burke also stated that “mortification does not occur when one is merely ‘frustrated’ by some external interference...the mortified must, with one aspect of himself, be saying no to another aspect of himself” (Moore, 312, 2006). This concept of mortification relates very well to President Bill Clinton’s speech post his grand jury testimony. There was a lot of rhetoric that used the concept of mortification to describe what President Clinton had to say about the scandal based on his own personal actions involved with Monica Lewinsky. 
	Another part of this theory that also relates to what President Clinton had to say during his speech post grand jury testimony was his use of victimization as well. Victimization goes hand in hand with the idea of mortification. Both the terms are related, and Burke classifies them as to different paths to when he says, “these two terms are merely the two different ‘slopes’ of the same kind of motivation, secular mortification lying on the suicidal slope and ‘redemption by sacrifice of a chosen victim’ on the homicidal slope” (Quandahl, 11). Therefore, these two terms are the paths one can take in order to get redemption according to Burke. Victimage is the idea that one blames the other in the situation, and not oneself. This also can refer to using the other as a scapegoat or in Burke’s eyes ‘symbolically slaughter’ another. Additionally, there are situations when one can see this concept of victimage in place during President Clinton’s speech post grand jury deposition and in the surrounding conversation.
	Another concept that relates to the Clinton Lewinsky scandal is polarization. This is present within surrounding talk about the scandal and how it was discussed as it first came out. Polarization refers to the idea that “extremely diversified public is coalesced into two or more highly contrasting, mutually exclusive groups sharing a high degree of internal solidarity in those beliefs which the persuader considers salient” (King, Anderson, 244). This shows the idea that when people are divided into groups, there is more room for conflict and division to become more present within the groups. This is especially popular within the two-party political system in the United States. Having two parties means they are often pinned against each other for their stances on issues. This makes the Clinton Lewinsky scandal something that would therefore also increase polarization based on the fact that it was about a President who was a Democrat and the scandal was first released and investigated by Republicans. 
Analysis
	The first theme that was present in the speech President Bill Clinton gave after his testimony to the grand jury was the idea of mortification. This concept again is the idea that one uses themselves to take the blame or take the fall of a situation. This theme was the most present within Clinton’s speech about his relationship with Monica Lewinsky. First, President Clinton addressed the situation by admitting to his relationship with Monica Lewinsky when he said “Indeed, I did have a relationship with Miss Lewinsky that was not appropriate. In fact, it was wrong. It constituted a critical lapse in judgment and a personal failure on my part for which I am solely and completely responsible” (Clinton, 1998). This quote from Clinton was his first time actually confessing to his relationship with Monica Lewinsky. He admitted to the relationship and therefore admitted guilt to the relations he had with Lewinsky by saying that it was his fault. President Clinton took responsibility specifically for the whole situation and made these claims to admit his guilt and use self-blame, which are key aspects of mortification. Another key part of this speech that uses mortification was when President Clinton talked about this impact on his relationship with wife, Hillary Rodham Clinton. He said in this speech “I know that my public comments and my silence about this matter gave a false impression. I misled people, including even my wife. I deeply regret that” (Clinton, 1998). This statement from President Clinton again uses mortification to take the blame for all of the situation. He uses the concept of mortification to get some sympathy from the American people by saying how badly he feels toward his wife. Another quote from President Clinton’s speech that exemplifies the idea of mortification was when he said, “I must put it right, and I am prepared to do whatever it takes to do so” (Clinton, 1998). Again, President Clinton is saying he wants to do whatever it takes to fix his mistake; therefore, he uses mortification again. The use of mortification in this situation helped the President become more humanized and recognizable as a real person, not just as a President, so the American people could view him in a more forgiving manner.
	The use of victimage was present during this speech only a small amount but this still had an effect on the impact of the speech on the public. In an article from the New York Times, Hillary Rodham Clinton was reflecting on the day of the speech twenty years later and remembered saying “Well, Bill, this is your speech. You’re the one who got yourself into this mess, and only you can decide what to say about it” (Baker, 1, 2018). Although this is not directly from the speech from President Clinton, this quote from Hillary Clinton was directly before the speech President Clinton made to the public. It expresses Hilary’s use of victimization towards her husband when she uses him as the one who is to blame for the situation. She tells him to own up and face the situation. Another example of victimization was present in President Clinton’s speech. The speech was mostly dominated by the use of mortification, however President Clinton used victimization when he said “Even presidents have private lives. It is time to stop the pursuit of personal destruction and the prying into private lives and get on with our national life” (Clinton, 1998). This quote from President Clinton’s speech reflects his criticism of the public during the scandal and inflicts blame on the people because of the way they went into the President Clinton’s private life.  He also urges the American people to move on and this again shows the use of victimage in this situation. He wants to move past the situation and uses the publics attachment to the situation to victimize them for it.
	The last idea present with the scandal and President Clinton’s speech was the concept of polarization. This concept was more so involved in the discussion of the scandal as a whole rather than in the speech from the President, but it was an important part of the scandal and how the public was initially divided about it before all the information about the scandal was out in the public. There was a lot of talk about this scandal originating from the conservative end of the political spectrum as a tactic to damage the image of President Bill Clinton. Hillary Clinton was known for speaking out about this issue and in an interview with NBC’s Today Show on January 27, 1998 she spoke about the claims. This was the day after President Clinton said he didn’t have relations with Monica Lewinsky and Hillary said that the scandal was a “vast right-wing conspiracy that has been conspiring against my husband since the day he announced [his run] for president” (Waxman, Fabry, 2004). This quote from Hillary expressed the polarizing effects that two-party systems can have and how they impacted the way that this scandal initially played out. By dismissing this as a claim from the opposing party, it affirmed the status quo that normal Americans expect with opposite sides of the political spectrum accusing the other of different potential scandals and drama in order to create a sense of doubt in supporters. This created a dynamic in the United States which there is increasingly more blame towards others of opposite political parties based on scandals or potential claims that would hurt the party. This can be seen today as Hillary Clinton still receives criticism based on her relationship to the scandal and connection to her husband. This dynamic of polarization can be seen everywhere today and expressed in media as people are using social media posting more and more specifically about political issues. There increasingly more topics where people are differing so vastly such as gun control and immigration and it creates even more polarization as people continue to 
	There was additionally some public opinion on President Clinton that impacted how he was perceived by the American people. In a poll taken by Americans during this time found in an article by Michael Kagay, it was stated that in relationship to the scandal that 
“In January and February of 1998, just before and just after the news of the sex scandal broke, public views on this question were mixed or fairly closely divided. But by April 1998 the perception of Clinton's moral values had shifted clearly against him. That shift continued, so that by autumn the balance of opinion was two-to-one that Clinton did not share the public's moral values. And that continued into 1999” (Kagay, 452, 1999).
This perception held by the American people ultimately led to some more distrust from the public about how their opinions differed from the president and had an impact on their connection to the President and if he was really representing their ideals as the Commander and Chief. This also impacted the changing perception on different core values in the United States.
Evaluation
	This speech was overall effective in its delivery. President Bill Clinton expressed all he needed to in the speech to inform the American people about how he handled the situation and what this meant for the public. This was not a situation where the President was going to look the best because of the degree of the scandal, however President Clinton looked calm and collected on screen. The use of mortification within the speech was a very smart tactic for the President to use. This made the President look more human and look appealing in the fact that he was attempting to own up to his faults and move on. This situation was a tough one for the American people to move on from because it was nothing anyone had seen before from a President. 
[bookmark: _GoBack]	This speech was ethical in regard to its structure and how it was delivered by President Clinton. There were no major issues in the way that Clinton discussed the issue and how he expressed the message to the American people. However, the topic of the speech was not ethical. This scandal was very controversial and unethical based on the fact that it was about a sexual relationship between a married President of the United States and a younger woman who was an employee for the President as well. This additionally happened in the late 1990s, a time where there were no scandals like this one ever before and a time where affairs were a taboo topic. The fact that this scandal happened to the family in the highest position in the United States also made it something that people would end up being shocked and in awe about because it was something no one had encountered before. President Clinton did end up Impeached because of this scandal by the House of Representatives, but not the Senate. So, this topic was concerning to most but the senate did not believe that it was enough to fully impeach President Clinton.
	I think that this method of speaking was something that I could see politicians use in the future if they encountered a crisis or scandal. The use of mortification is a strong tool to look more human and look as if one is owning up to their mistakes and could result in the public acting more forgiving towards the person based on their rhetoric about the situation they committed. There have been many situations where Presidents of the United States have encountered scandalous situations or undesirable situations where they need to address the public and inform them about topics that are not necessarily the most attractive in the public eye. Using mortification will most likely result in an image that is more appealing than using victimization. If one uses victimization, it looks more closely like pointing fingers, which in politics may not end up favorably for a candidate and could damage their reputation. 
Conclusion 
	In conclusion, the use of mortification, victimiage and polarization were present during President Bill Clinton’s scandal with Monica Lewinsky in 1998. This scandal resulted in a society where polarization is even more present and there are situations where the country is becoming more divided. The use of mortification from President Clinton was an important tool in his speech after admitting his guilt of having sexual relations with Monica Lewinsky which helped him look more transparent with the American people. This scandal also resulted in the beginning of the increase polarization of the American people. This issues start was based on polarization because it was just a rumor at the start and then the idea of Democrats versus Republicans on certain issues and how they handle certain situations. Now, society has become more divided based on ideals and different stances on tough issues which has resulted in a society more hostile about people’s opinions that are different then theirs. It is important to look back at all the moments that have occurred in American politics and see their impact on the future and how American society has changed because of them. The strong presence of polarization in America is something that I believe could continually hurt the nation. People need to learn how to correctly address issues and treat each political party and each individual with respect because of their opinions. There will always be issues that divide this nation and if as a nation everyone learns to overcome the differences, I believe that we will be better able to have conversation about some very important issues facing our country and our world. 
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