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CHAPTER I 

INTRODUCTION 

Justification for the Study 

Rhetorical criticism Is not a new discipline. Plato, Quln-

tlltan, and Cicero were all practitioners of this art; yet their crit

ical efforts as well as tha efforts of tha majority of rhetoricians 

have dealt primarily with the historical background of tha speaker. 

With rare exception, the relevance of the speaking effort, that Is, 

the essence of rhetorical criticism, has only been Incidental to the 

study; thus, our age Is woefully lacking substantial research In the 

field of "true" rhetorical criticism.^ Being In full agreement with 

this viewpoint as expressed by Lester Thonssen and A. Craig Baird, 

this author seeks to make a rhetorical analysis of Scaffold Oratory— 

the final words delivered by those facing death at the hands of their 

fellow men. 

Several rationale help to Justify the pursuance of such a 

study: (1) In reviewing research done In the field of rhetorical a-

nalysls, this author has determined that next to nothing has been done 

In relation to speeches given by those meeting death; (2) Such a study 

might encourage further examination of this "last-ditch" effort of 

certain speakers pleading their causes or publicly rebuffing "the Es-

^Lester Thonssen and A. Craig Balrd, Speech Criticism (New 
York: The Ronald Press Company, 1948), pp. 3-4^ 



tabllthmant"; (3) Such a study can provide criteria for the "evalua

tion" of other speeches of tha same genre; and (4) It would seem that 

a study of scaffold tpaaking might shed further light on the reasons 

for tha demise of a particular social phenomenon--the public execution. 

Tools for the Study 

This particular study will utilize a critical apparatus con

structed on the basis of three rhetorical canons —Invention, arrange

ment and styla,^ Application of tha apparatus will be made to five 

selected examples of Scaffold Oratory; these speeches, given In England 

between 1618 and 1685, were obtained from The World's Best Orations 

edited by David J. Brewer and published by the Ferd P. Kaiser Pub

lishing Company of Chicago, Illinois. 

Methods for the Study 

Chapter Two of this study will present the historical setting 

of Stuart England (1603~1714), providing the background for these 

speeches. Chapter Three will examine the classical origins of the 

three rhetorical canons; In addition, the state of rhetoric In seven

teenth-century England will be discussed In order to arrive at some 

conclusions about the tools available to the speakers and the effec

tiveness with which they were used. A critical analysis of the 

speeches will be contained In Chapter Four; evaluation will be In 

terms of both Immediate effect on the audiences and delayed effect 

on society. Chapter Five will be a summary of the study In which cer-

^Hemory and delivery will not be examined due to the scarcity 
of relevant materials. 
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tain conclusions will ba advanced regarding both tha similar and dls-

fllmlUr aipacts of Scaffold Oratory. In addition, recommendations for 

further study will ba suggested. 

M 



CHAPTER II 

OVERVIEW OF THE PERIOD 

"The historian always oversimplifies, and hastily selects a 

manageable minority of facts and faces out of a crowd of souls Mnd e-

vents n^ose multitudinous complexity he can never quite embrace or 

comprahand."^ Knowing full well that this author, as a matter of ne

cessity, approaches an historical overview of Stuart England (1603-

1714) In the above-described manner. It shall be the purpose of this 

chapter to encapsulate 111 years of British history Into a few pages 

of data relevant to rhetorical analysis. Certain weaknesses are 

Inherent In such an approach. "Our knowledge of any past event Is 

always Incomplete, probably Inaccurate, beclouded by ambivalent evi

dence and biased historians, and perhaps distorted by our own patri

otic or religious partisanship."^ 

The Legacy of the Sixteenth Century 

Often It Is quite difficult to pinpoint what effects one cen

tury may have on another; however. In the case of Stuart England, 

four contributory factors, all emanating from the previous century In 

England, seem to stand out as vital to the course of English history. 

Will Durant and Ariel Durant, The Lessons of History (Naw 
York: Simon and Schuster, 1968), p. 12. 

^Ibld., pp. 11-12. 



Thata four facton ware tha maritime discoveries, the Reformation, 

tha oeonomlc condition, and tha constitutional relationship between 

tha Tudor nonarchs and their Par1l«nants.^ 

England's maritime discoveries led to her commanding position 

In tha world: 

For England tha consequence [of the explorations of Columbus, da 
Game, and others] was that. Instead of being on the world's 
fringe, she became tha hub of the trade-routes which spread out 
between east and west, . . . . Thus the Stuarts succeeded not 
only to tha southern half of an Is land-kingdom but also to a 
State of European Importance and to the beginnings of an overseas 
Empire.^ 

Tha Protestant Reformation sounded the death knell for church 

unity. Never again would there be just one church, but a series of 

churches, each sure that Its doctrines were the only real solution to 

the problem of church reform. This fragmentation of religion had one 

ImHMdIate effect—It helped to consolidate the power of the monarch-

las In the absence of any affective centralized authority from the 

church.^ 

The major economic change taking place In sixteenth-century 

England was tha advent of Inflation. As a result of extravagant 

spending policies on the part of the monarchs coupled with an Inordi

nate Influx of precious metals from colonial possessions Into the 

treasuries of other European countries, England was placed In a price 

squeeze. Attempts were made to counterbalance these Inflationary 

3s. Reed Brett, The Stuart Century 1603-1714 (London: George 
6. Harrap a Co., Ltd., 1961), p. iT^ 

^Ibld., pp. 11-12. 

^George H. Sabine, A History of Political Theory (New York: 
Holt, RInahart and Winston, 1961), pp. 35^-355. 



tendencies through devaluation and reduction of tha precious-metal 

content of coinage—both measures designed to Increase the amount of 

money In circulation. These measures, however, proved to be Ineffec

tive In counterbalancing the Continental excesses of both coinage 

and currency. As a consequence, the economy of sixteenth-century 

England can be characterized as one of rising prices and decreasing 

monetary values. 

A final legacy left by the Tudor era was tha unsettled ques

tion of the constitutional relationship of the King and tha Parlia

ment. Since this Issue will be discussed In greater detail later In 

this chapter, suffice It to say that under the rule of the Tudors, 

government was exercised by the King; although at his discretion. 

Parliament could ba summoned, consulted, and dismissed.^ Upon enter

ing the seventeenth century, England was on the verge of attaining 

pre-eminence In the world power structure, a position which carried 

with It many problems: a rapidly expanding empire, religious unrest, 

economic fluctuation and dislocation, and even a question as to the 

nature of the government Itself. 

Essentlel Elements of Stuart England 

Political - Religious 

The conflicts of Stuart England cannot be explained by a sin
gle formula whether It be the old liberal epic of democracy ver
sus absolutism or the Marxian dialectic of class struggle. Yet 
If one wishes to give priority to a single thread In the Stuart 
drama, that of religion might offer the best explanation of e-
vents . . . . The relative Importance of religious Issues seems 
to have Increased, also, as tha century progressed . . . . Viewed 

^Brett, Stuart Century, p. 17. 



from such an angle the central constitutional struggle of tha era 
Itself, that between Crown and Parliament, appears as a battle 
for control of tha Church.7^ 

This Issue of Church-State relationship merits further con

sideration. Tha generally accepted view of government was based on 

tha eoncapt of a balanced polity. In essence, this concept embodied: 

(1) tha powan of tha monarch which were limited by the "law of na

ture"; (2) tha Judicial rulings of the common-law courts; and (3) 

those rights granted to the Parliament. Thus while the King was In 

charge of the Commonwealth, his powers were limited by the powers of 

hts subjects as protected by the Parliament. 

Between them, James [I] and Charles [I] brought this view of 
governaient Into Jeopardy. In theory, they arrogantly asserted 
the divine rights of kings. In practice, they destroyed an Inde
pendent Judiciary and thus the appeal to law; they eroded proper
ty rights by "forced loans" and extra-parliamentary taxes; and 
they threatened personal rights by arbitrary and Illegal arrests.^ 

Having experienced such autocratic rule, seventeenth-century England 

sought to limit the despotic rule of the monarch and to restore the 

balanced polity. Initially, this restoration began with the Puritan 

Revolution In 1640. The Puritans, who themselves were divided over 

two major Issues, reform of the church structure and liberty of con

science, came Into open conflict with Charles I when he attempted to 

assert his prerogative over not only the affairs of State, but also 

the affairs of the Church. The Revolt, led by the Parliament, re

sulted In the execution of Charles In 1649 and the assumption of gov

ernment under Puritan rule, namely Oliver Cromwell. An attempt was 

7wi11lam Appleton Aiken and Basil Duke Henning, eds.. Conflict 
In Stuart England (London: Jonathan Cape, Ltd., I960), p. 229. 

8j. BronowskI and Bruce Mazllsh, The Western Intellectual 
Tradition (New York: Harper & Row, Publishers, i960), p. 158. 
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made to conduct a parliamentary form of government, but without a 

loader who could declare his "divine right" to lead, such a govern

ment was unable to gain legitimacy In tha ayes of the people. The 

year 1660 saw tha and of Puritan rule and a return to the Stuarts 

under tha Restoration. This abortive attempt at non-monarchIa1 gov-

enwMnt, however, did accomplish two things: (1) the establishment 

of a belief In tha freedom of economic enterprise; and (2) the estab

lishment of a belief In religious and political freedom.^ As Charles 

II came to the throne, It became quite apparent that the absolute 

rule of tha English monarch was a thing of the past. 

The English civil war of the seventeenth century was a strug
gle In which two different conceptions of society came to grips. 
One was a view of society as functional, according to which the 
various groups and Individuals In the population performed their 
own special functions for the good of the whole . . . . The other 
conception was a newer one. It had been quickened by the commer
cial revolution and abetted by the Protestant reformation. It 
was a society composed of Individuals who had no functions to per
form but who had only rights which tha State existed to protect. 
Though tha responsibility of the State to the people was Implied, 
this newer conception did not go the whole way towards democracy 
and Individualism. For the rights to be protected were chiefly 
those of Individuals who possessed property In land. . . . Though 
this Idea was thrusting Itself forward In England before the 
[Puritan Revolt], the war hastened and secured Its acceptance.'^ 

Social 

Class Structure and Education 

The class structure of seventeenth-century England was char

acterized by a lower class, a middle class, and several upper classes. 

9|bld., pp. 153-179. 

'^Alken and Henning, Conflicts, p. 19. 



Throughout the seventeenth century there was a good deal of 
movement by Individuals from one class to another, up and down 
a l i k e . Nevertheless social distinctions existed and had a s ig
nificance which Is worth not ing . * ' 

The upper classes (the nobi l i ty ) were marked by an excluslve-

ness about marrying within their class. 

One thing that distinguished them was that some of their mem
bers had public functions, but so had many of their In fer iors , 
dwn to the substantial householders who were l iable to serve as 
Jurors and v i l lage constables,'^ 

Immediately below the upper classes was the country gentry: 

. . . Many of them owned estates with farms rented out to tenants. 
Such gentry were distinguished from the nobil i ty only In not own
ing a t i t l e to the peerage. They were the magnates of their 
countryside and the leaders of public opinion.^^ 

Next In the social scale ceme the characteristic figure of 

middle-class Eng1and--the agr icul tur ist or yeoman. 

. . . Properly the term [yeoman] referred to the middle-class 
freehold-farmer—that I s , the man who did not rank as a gentleman 
and v^o worked his own farm. But, as commonly used, the term In
cluded also the tenant-farmer of similar class and also the copy
holder and the leaseholder. Thus the yeomen can be thought of as 
the farmers . . . . 

Finally, we come to the ordinary people of England—laborers, 

cottagers, paupers, vagabonds, common seamen, and soldiers—who made 

up the majority of the English population. They lived on an extreme

ly low level of Income, and a great gulf separated them from the rest 

'^Brett, Stuart Century, p. 414. 

'^Slr George Norman Clark, Three Aspects of Stuart England 
(London: Oxford University Press, i960), pp. 39-40. 

'^Brett, Stuart Century, p. 413. 

'^Ibld., p. 412. 
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of tha socie ty . '^ 

Also playing an Important part In tha societal structure of 

tavantoonth-cantury England was tha Inst i tut ion of education: 

A factor which affected profoundly—If less obtrusively than 
did Industry and trade—the nature of English society was educa
t ion . . . . education was subject to serious handicaps. The 
monastic schools, which had disappeared with Henry VI I P s disso
lution of the monasteries nearly a century e a r l i e r , had never 
been adequately replaced. Yet the limitations In syllabus %^lch 
monastic education had Implied s t i l l operated—that I s , the sub
jects studied had a strong religious b las . ' ^ 

Cultural Advancement 

I t seems almost paradoxical that In a period devoid of any 

general Improvement In the baste creature comforts, there could be 

such a vast cultural surge; yet , there was. Almost every aspect of 

man's endeavor to Increase his knowledge made a contribution of some 

significance. In Medicine William Harvey made a monumental discov

ery—the circulation of the blood; the laws of Science were made more 

comprehensive through the work of Robert Boyle and Sir Isaac Newton. 

The f i e l d of Literature provided many great works: Sir Francis Bacon 

gave sc ient i f i c writ ing I ts framework with his Novum Organum ScIan

te rum; Po l i t ica l Philosophy was further explored In the writings of 

Thomas Hobbes (The Leviathan) and John Locke (Essay on Civ i l Govern

ment); Pure Literature was enriched by John Milton's outstanding 

works such as Araopagltlca and Paradise Lost. Another l i terary form, 

tha diary, became popular through the works of Samuel Pepys. Jour-

'^Maurlce Ashley, Li fe In Stuart England (New York: G. P 
Putnam's Sons, 1964), p. 2T. 

'^Bret t , Stuart Century, p. 425. 
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nalism and Pamphleteering became polished literary techniques under 

tha leadership of Richard Steele, Jonathan Swift, and Daniel Defoe. 

Musical Innovation, lad by Henry Purcell, was quite extensive; how* 

ever, a closely allied art, painting, was notable for Its scanty and 

mediocre contribution. Finally, tha building of St. Paul's Cathedral 

In London brought attention to one of the great architects In history, 

Sir Christopher Wren. 

It Is encouraging to reflect that from a century when many 
features of English life were undermined and others suffered re-
arettabla deterioration, there emerged at least one feature 
[cultural of panaanant worth and of which Englishmen of all 
shades of opinion may be Justly proud.'7 

Economic 

Until 1640, the English economy reflected the effects of ris

ing food prices, low wages, and growing pauperism; the second half of 

the seventeenth century saw an economy stimulated by Increases In 

commerce and shipping.^^ 

The fact was that seventeenth-century England was not only 
still suffering from the legacy of early distresses, but was also 
feeling the first effects of the growing Industrialization of Its 
own day. The full force of that process was not to be realized 

. . . unti l the following century, . 

Poverty, a widespread condition of the period, can be a t t r i 

buted to several specific reasons: 

F i rst was the growing practice of land-enclosure . . . , with 
I ts attendant social upheavals. 

Second, the development of Industry and trade produced what 
modern times would cal l trade-cycles of booms and slumps. Be-

^7ib ld . , p. 436. 

'^Ashley, L i f e , p. 16. 

'^Brett , Stuart Century, p. 424. 
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causa thasa ware than naw phenomena they were neither understood 
nor foreseen, and tha successive slumps caused periodic and wide
spread distress. 

Third, tha Civil Wlar [Puritan Revolt] caused much economic 
dislocation. Tha Commonwealth Government was too preoccupied 
with religious and political problems to evolve a new economic 
policy or even to enforce the provisions already In existence on 
such matters as wages and apprenticeship. Nor did the restored 
Stuarts find It easy to re-assert the Government's powers to en
force regulations for the lives of Individuals, particularly In 
economic affalrs.^^ 

Despite the prevalence of poverty, the period also experi

enced a great amount of Industrial expansion. 

. . . tha seventeenth century saw a significant expansion of manu
facturing and trade . . . . What was new In the seventeenth cen
tury was the growth of large-scale operations. This took the 
form not of complicated machine-processes or of large factories 
but of operations by capitalists. These were the wealthy cloth-
len who gave employment to many, sometimes to hundreds of workers. 
In the workers' own homes.^^ 

Economic problems, then, were a major preoccupation of seven

teenth -century England; and even though the measures designed to al

leviate these problems proved to be generally Ineffective, the econ

omy was able to expand providing a better standard of living for por

tions of the population. 

Summary 

Thus as the hundred-plus years of the Stuart Century drew to 

a close, England could look back on a civil war culminating In monar-

chlal acceptance of a multi-form Christian religion and reduction of 

the overall powers of the monarch. A class structure was developed 

that allowed both horizontal and vertical movement, and education un-

^0|bld., p. 422. 

^hbtd. 
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darwent a subtle liberalization. This was a period of Immense devel

opment In the arts, the sciences, and technology. Poverty was pre

valent, but economic expansion was also apparent. England, than, was 

a ready-made platform for protest--protests backed with such convic

tion that men would die In their support. 



CHAPTER III 

THE CRITICAL APPARATUS 

The presentation of a critical rhetorical apparatus usually 

begins with a summary of the classical origins of rhetoric followed 

by a discussion of rhetoric In relation to the historical period 

under consideration; such a classical overview usually revolves a-

round the Aristotelian approach, but this author has found a need to 

depart from this pattern. The historical period under consideration, 

seventeenth-century England, did not practice the rhetoric of Aris

totle; Instead, the rhetorical precepts as set forth by Marcus Tul-

llus Cicero were the guiding pattern. Thus, this author shall exam

ine Ciceronian rhetoric and Its effect on both the classical era and 

the Stuart er% of England. 

The Rhetoric of Cicero 

The rhetorical contributions of Cicero consist of six major 

works: De Invent I one (ca. 80 B.C.); De Oretore (ca. 55 B.C.); Brutus 

de Claris Oratorlbus (ca. 46 B.C.); Orator (ca. 46 B.C.); De Partl-

tlone Oratoria (ca. 46 B.C.); and Topica ad C. Trebatlum (ca. 44 B.C.). 

Generally speaking, De InventI one Is a treatise on Invention; De 0ra

te re considers the requisites of both oratory and the orator; Brutus 

Is a critical examination of these requisites using examples of an

cient orators; Orator Is an exposition of style; Partitlone treats 

briefly the divisions of a speech; and Topica deals with tha topics 

14 
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available to tha speaker. Unlike Aristotle, the topics T% consid

ered from tha standpoint of tha dialectic. Having considered these 

works In tha most general of terms. It now seems wise to examine them 

In a more systematic ^nd detailed manner If we are to understand 

thair Impact on the field of rhetoric. Since the speeches under con

sideration will ba evaluated on the basts of Invention, arrangement, 

and style. It seems most logical that we examine Cicero's treatment 

of these three rhetorical canons. 

Invanttonl 

Cicero's primary work regarding Invention, De Invent Ione. 

provides us with a definition: "Invention Is the discovery of valid 

or seemingly valid arguments to render one's cause plausible.""^ 

Cicero considers Invention as the most Important of all the divisions 

of the speech process, as It Is necessary In all speaking situations.3 

Cicero first defines the various types of causes which might face a 

speaker: 

Every subject which contains In Itself a controversy to be 
resolved by speech and debate Involves a question about a fact, 
or about a definition, or about the nature of an act, or about 
legal processes. . . . When the dispute Is about a fact, the Is
sue Is said to be conjectural . . . , because the force of the 
term must be defined In words. When, however, the nature of the 
act Is examined, the Issue Is said to be qualitative, because the 
controversy concerns the value of the act and Its class or qual
ity. But when the case depends on the circumstances that It ap
pears that tha right person does not bring the suit, or that he 
brings It against the wrong person, or before the wrong tribunal. 

'Cicero De Invent lone, De Optimo Genere Oratorum, Topica, 
trans, by H. M. Hubbel1 (Cambridge, Massachusetts: Harvard Univer
sity Press, 1949), pp. 3-163. 

^Ibld., p. 19. 

3|bld., p. 21. 
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or at a wrong time, under tha wrong statute, or the wrong charge, 
or with a wrong penalty, tha Issue Is called translative because 
tha action seems to require a transfer to another court or al
teration In the form of pleading. There will always be one of 
these Issues applicable to every kind of case; . . , .̂  

Secondly, he deals with the steps In Invention, After the 

speaker determines tha type of cause or the status of the case, hts 

next responsibility Is to decide whether the case Is simple or com

plex: 

A simple case Is one v4ilch contains In Itself one plain question, 
such as "Shall we declare war on Corinth or not?" A complex case 
Is made up of several questions; In which several Inquiries are 
made, such as: "Should Carthage be destroyed, or handed back to 
the Carthaginians, or should a colony be established theret"^ 

Having established either simplicity or complexity, the speaker must 

next ascertain whether the dispute Is an outgrowth of general reason

ing or written documents; Cicero designates five classes of dlsputa-

tlve consideration In relation to written documents: (1) the letter 

and Intent of the law; (2) the possible conflict of laws; (3) the am

biguity of the laws; (4) the analogous nature of the laws; and 

(5) the definitions of and within laws. These points having been de

termined, the next task facing the speaker Is an analysis of the 

questton--What Is the question? What Is the reason for the question? 

What Is the point for the Judge's decision? What Is the foundation 

for the question? Finally, the speaker must Invent arguments accord

ing to the parts of the speech: exordium, narrative, partition, con

firmation, refutation, and peroration. 

^Ibld., pp. 21, 23. 

5lbld., p. 35. 
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Tha jjcordtuw 

"An exordium Is a passage which brings the mind of the audi

tor Into a proper condition to receive the rest of the speech."^ 

CIcaro consldan certain topics appropriate to the exordium. They 

are tha character of the speaker, tha character of his opponent, the 

character of tha Judges, and tha cause Itself. The speaker Is urged 

to design tha exordium to fit the type of case. 

There are five kinds of cases: . . . . An honorable case Is one 
which wins favour In tha mind of the auditor at once without any 
speech of ours: the difficult [case] Is one which has alienated 
the sympathy of those who are about to listen to the speech. The 
mean [case] Is one i4ilch the auditor makes light of and thinks 
unworthy of serious attention; the ambiguous [case] Is one In 
which the point for decision Is doubtful, or the case Is partly 
honorable and partly discreditable so that It engenders both good
will and 111-wlll; the obscure case Is one In which either the 
audi ton are slow of wit, or the case Involves matters v^lch are 
rather difficult to grasp.^ 

If the spaaker determines that the cause Is honorable, he may omit 

the exordium; If It Is e difficult case, one should try to gain the 

good-will of the audience; the mean case requires the gaining of the 

audience's attention In order to remove their disdain for the subject; 

the an^lguous case should begin either by stressing the doubtful point 

of the case or the honor of the case; the obscure case should begin 

by preparing the minds of the audience to receive the Information. 

With these goals In mind, the next question Is how to achieve them. 

Good-will can be obtained through the use of any one of the four top

ics. Audience receptivity can be enhanced through an explanation of 

the essence of the case which Is both brief and couched In plain lan-

^Ibld., p. 41. 

7|bld., p. 43. 
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guaga. Finally, audience hostility can ba lessened through the use 

of humor, skillful organization of rebuttal materials, or employing 

the device known as "turnlng-tha-tablas." As a last reminder CIcaro 

warns tha speaker to make sure that the exordium Is dignified and 

that It Is not "general, common. Interchangeable, tedious, unconnect

ed, out of place, or contrary to the fundamental principles."^ 

The Narrative 

The narrative Is an exposition of events that have occurred 
or are supposed to have occurred. There ara three kinds: one 
which contains Just the case and the whole reason for the dispute; 
a second In which a digression Is made beyond the strict limits 
of the case for the purpose of ettacklng somebody, or of making 
a comparison, or of amusing the audience In a way not Incongruous 
with the business In hand, or for amplification. The third kind 
Is wholly unconnected with public Issues, which Is recited or 
written solely for amusement but at tha same time provides valu
able training.^ 

This last kind of exposition Is subdivided Into two classes: 

one dealing with persons and the other with events. The exposition 

of events can further be divided Into three distinct forms: fabula, 

hlstorla, and argumentum. Fabula refers to a narrative In which the 

events are false and lack compatlbl11ty—"Hugh winged dragons yoked 

to a car." Hlstorla Is an account of actual happenings removed from 

the Immediacy of the age—"War on men of Carthage Applus decreed." A 

fictitious narrative which might have occurred Is called an argumen

tum—"For after he had left the school of youth,"'^ The second class 

of exposition, dealing with persons, "should possess great vivacity, 

resulting from fluctuations of fortune, contrast of characters, se-

Q|bld., p. 53. 

9|bld., p. 55. 

^0|bld. 
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verity, gentleness, hope, fear, suspicion, desire, dissimulation, de

lusion, pity, sudden change of fortune, unexpected disaster, sudden 

pleasure, a happy ending to the story."'^ 

Returning to the first kind of narrative, the exposition of 

a case at law, Cicero says that three things are necessary: (1) It 

should be brlef--brevlty will be achieved If only those things that 

need to be said are Included, and repetition Is avoided; (2) It 

should be clear--an orderly presentation of events, avoidance of ex

cessive length and appropriateness of diction will all aid In achiev

ing clarity; and (3) It should be plausible— 

The narrative will be plausible If It seems to embody charac
teristics «4ilch are accustomed to appear In real life; If the 
proper qualities of the character are maintained. If reasons for 
their actions are plain. If there seems to have been ability to 
do the dead. If It can be shown that the time was opportune, the 
space sufficient and the place suitable for the events about to 
be narrated; If the story fits In with the nature of the actors 
in It, the habits of ordinary people and the beliefs of the 
audience.*^ 

The Partition 

In an argument a partition correctly made renders the whole 
speech clear and perspicuous. It takes two forms, both of which 
greatly contribute to clarifying the case and determining the na
ture of the controversy. One form shows In what we agree with 
our opponents and what Is left In dispute; as a result of this 
some definite problem Is set for the auditor on which he ought to 
have his attention fixed. In the second form the matters which 
we Intend to discuss are briefly set forth In a methodical way. 
This leads the auditor to hold definite points In his mind, and 
to understand that when these have been discussed the oration 
wlII be ove 

nd t 
r.l3 

^hbld., p. 57. 

^^Ibld., p. 61. 

13ibld., p. 63. 
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A partition which shows the areas of agreement and disagree

ment should give tha advantage of agreement to the speaker's case. 

Furthermore, tha araa of controversy should be set forth In explain

ing tha point for tha Judge's decision. Partitioning by means of the 

methodical approach carries with It several obligations. It should 

ba brief by using no unnecessary words. It should reflect complete

ness In that no useful argument be omitted or Introduced late. It 

should be concise—a quality obtained only If the genera and species 

of things are not confused.'^ 

The Confirmation 

"Confirmation or proof Is the part of the oration which by 

manhaling arguments lends credit, authority, and support to our 

case."15 

All propositions are supported In argument by attributes of 
penons or actions. We hold the following to be the attributes 
of persons: name, nature, manner of life, fortune, habit, feel
ing. Interests, purposes, achievements, accidents, speeches made.'^ 

The attributes of actions can be said to be causal, a priori, 

ex post facto, etc., or said another way, they are partly coherent 

with the action Itself, partly considered In relation to the perfor

mance of the action, partly adjunct to It, and as a partial conse

quence of the action. The performance of action Is considered on the 

basis of five criteria: place, time, occasion, manner, and faclU-

l̂ A genus Is a class that embraces several species, as animal. 
A species Is that which Is a part of a genus, as horse. 

'^Cicero De Inventlone, p. 69. 

'^Ibld., p. 71. 



21 

ties. "By adjunct of an action we mean something that Is greater or 

less than tha action In question or of equal magnitude or similar to 

It, also Its contrary and negative, and anything bearing the relation 

of genus or species or result."^7 'The fourth class of what arm 

called attributes of action. Is consequence. Under this category 

those things are sought idilch ensue from an action being performed."!^ 

All the previously mentioned types of argumentation drawn from the 

topics can be classified as either probable or Irrefutable. 

Those things ara proved Irrefutably which cannot happen or be 
proved otherwise than as stated; . . . . 

That Is probable which for the most pert usually comes to 
pass, or which Is a part of the ordinary beliefs of mankind, or 
which contains In Itself some resemblance to these qualities, 
v4iether such resemblance be true or false.'^ 

Up to this point Cicero has provided us with an overview of 

the categories, rules, and classes of argumentation. He then deals 

with the discovery of the proper method for the presentation of these 

arguments. Such presentation can be one of two types, either Induc

tive or deductive. "Induction Is a form of argument which leads the 

person with whom one Is arguing to give assent to certain undisputed 

fects; through this assent It wins his approval of a doubtful propo

sition because this resembles the facts to which he has assented."^^ 

It should be said that this style of argument has three essential 

elements: (1) one or more similar cases; (2) the point which we wish 

to have conceded, for the sake of which the similar cases have been 

17lbld., p. 81 

I8|bld., p. 83. 

19lbld., pp. 85, 87. 

20|bld., p. 93. 
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citad; and (3) tha conclusion which reinforces the concession or 

shows what results follow from It. 

"Deduction or syllogistic reasoning Is a form of argument 

*^lch draws a probable conclusion from the fact under consideration 

Itself; whan this probable conclusion Is set forth and recognized by 

Itself It proves Itself by Its own Import and reasoning."21 Cicero 

goes further to divide the syllogistic argument Into five parts: 

0 ) the major premise which sets forth the principle from which the 

*dio1e syllogism emanates; (2) the proof by which the major premise Is 

supported by reasons and made plainer and more plausible; (3) the 

minor premise or the point based on the major premise which Is neces

sary to tha proving of the entire case; (4) the proof of the minor 

premise wherein premises are established through a series of reasons; 

and (5) tha conclusion which states briefly what has been proven by 

the entire deduction.22 Having examined the structure of the syllo

gistic argument. It can be said that we have now dealt, though 

briefly, with all the major elements of the confirmation and can now 

turn our attention to the refutation. 

The Refutation 

The refutation Is that part of an oration In which arguments 
are used to Impair, disprove, or weaken the confirmation or proof 
In our opponent's speech. It utilizes the same sources of Inven
tion that confirmation does, because any proposition can be at
tacked by the same methods of reasoning by which It can be sup
ported.^3 

^Mbld., pp. 99, 101. 

^^Ibld.. p. 111. 

^3|bld., p. 124. 
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Four nathods of refutation a n available to the speaker: ha 

can deny one or more positions of his opponent; he can deny that a 

particular conclusion follows from certain premises; he can accuse 

his opponent of faulty argumentation; or he can advance counter ar

guments. 

Tha Peroration 

"Tha parontlon Is tha and and conclusion of tha whole speech; 

It has three parts, tha suimatng-up, tha tndtgnatlo or exciting of In

dignation or I11-i*rl11 against tha opponent, and tha conquastio or tha 

arousing of pity and sympathy."2'> Tha summing-up brings together 

matten that have been discussed In different places throughout the 

speech; they ara arranged In order to nfresh the memory of the audi

ence. 

"The Indlgnatio Is a passage which results In arousing great 

hatred against some person, or violent offence at some actlon."^^ 

Cicero designates certain topics as facilitating the arousal of such 

emotions: 

1. Sublimity. 
2. Appeal to those concerned. 
3. What will happen If others act In the same way. 
4. Precedent. 
5. Decisions, once given, cannot be altered. 
6. The act was Intentional. 
7. The act was foul, cruel, and nefarious. 
8. The act was abnormal. 
9. Comparison with admitted offenses. 
10. Consequences of actions. 
11. Act done by one who least of all should have done It. 
12. First person to whom It has happened. 
13. Insult added to Injury. 

2^lbld., p. 147. 

25|bld., p. 151. 
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14. Consider our Injuries as yours. 

15* Appears scandalous to foes and enemies. 

"Tha conquastio Is a passage seeking to arouse the pity of 

tha audience."26 Once again CIcaro discusses certain topics to be 
used In order to gain such pity: 

1. Contrast of prosperity with pity. 
2. In t̂ iat troubles they have been, still ara, and will ba. 
3. Each separate phase of misfortune Is deplond. 
4. Recounting of shameful, mean, and Ignoble acts. 
5. All misfortunes ara pnsented separately. 
6. Expectations of good, ncaptlon of evil. 
7. Same misfortune may befall the audience. 
8. Ought not to have happened. 
9. Discourse to mute and Inanimate objects. 
10. Revelation of helplessness, weakness, and loneliness. 
11. Commends audience to bury him. 
12. Separation from loved one Is deplond. 
13* Unjust treatment from one who should least give It. 
14. Entreat tha audience to be merciful. 
15. Bemoan our loved ones' misfortunes, not ours. 
16. Show pity for othen. 

With these topics, Cicero concludes his general considera

tion of Invention. Later In De InventIone he discusses Invention 

from the standpoint of the various kinds of oratory. However, since 

we ere concerned In this study only with the fundamental elements of 

Invention and not their application to the several kinds of speeches, 

a review of this material will not be Included. 

Arrangement 

Cicero does not devote an equal amount of attention to all 

the canons of rhetoric. In De Oraton he tells us that arrangement 

Is an essential part of rhetoric, and probably the most useful, yet 

ha gives It the briefest of treatment. He cites the divisions of the 

speech that we have previously considered--exordium, narration, par-

26 Ibid., p. 157. 
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titlon, confirmation, refutation, and peroration. In discussing tha 

relative value of tha arguments to ba used In the speech, CIcaro 

•akas an Intansttng comment; he says that he does not count his ar

guments, ha weighs than.27 Furthermon, he says that the speech Is 

so organized as to give the Impression that Its purpose Is solely to 

Inform, even though great emphasis Is being placed on the emotional 

appeals. These emotional appeals, he reminds us, properly belong In 

either tha exordium or the peroration, but that a good speech will 

have emotional appeals Intenpened throughout. Finally, he dis

cusses tha arrangement of the speech In relation to the pnsentatlon 

of points: 

Consequently as In tha choice of speaker the best man on each oc
casion should come first, so In arrangement of the speech the 
strongest point should come first, provided nevertheless that In 
both cases the rule be kept to reserve one's outstanding resour
ces to tha actual peroration, while collecting Into a general 
medley In the middle any points of moderate Importance—bad 
points must not be given a place anywhere.2^ 

Style 

Cicero's most complete treatment of style Is found In Orator. 

Ha begins by classifying tha thne kinds of style: the plain, the 

modente, and tha grand. Ha goes on to describe each of these styles: 

The language [of the plain style] will be pure and Latin; It 
will be arranged plainly and clearly, and great care v/111 be 
taken to see what Is coming . . . . 

There will be a moderate use of what I may call oratorical 
furniture; for there Is to a certain degree what I may call our 
furniture, consisting of ornaments partly of things and partly of 
words. . • . 

^7cicero Da Oraton, trans, by H. Rackham, I (London: 
William Helnemann, Ltd., I960), p. 435. 

28|bld., p. 437. 
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He will have besides this, action, not tragic, nor suited to 
tha stage, but he will move his body In a moderate degree, trust
ing a great deal to his countenance; not In such a way as people 
call making faces, but In a manner sufficient to show In a gen
tlemanlike manner In what sense he means what ha Is saying to ba 
undantood. 

Now In this kind of speech sallies of wit are adnlsslbia, and 
they carry perhaps only too much weight In an oration. Of them 
then are two kinds.—facetlousness and raillery,—and tha orator 
will employ both; but he will use the one In niating anything 
neatly, and the other In darting ridicule on his adversaries.^^ 

. . . [the moderate style Is] m o n fertile, and somewhat more 
forcible than this simple style of which we have been speaking; 
but nevertheless tamer than the highest class of oratory . . . In 
this kind there Is but little vigour, but there Is the greatest 
possible quantity of sweetness; for It Is fuller than the plain 
style, but more plain than that other which Is highly ornamented 
and copious. 

Every kind of ornament In speaking Is suitable to this style; 
and In this kind of oratory then Is a great deal of sweetness. 
It Is a style In which many men have been eminent; . . . . 

The %ma kind of oratory . . . admits of all sorts of figures 
of expressions, and of many also of Ideas. Discussions of wide 
application and extensive leemlng are explained In It, and com
mon topics are treated without any Impetuosity. In a word, ora
ton of this class usually come from the schools of philoso
phers, . . . .3" 

. . . [The orator who uses the grand style] Is the sublime, copi
ous, dignified, ornate speaker. In whom then Is the gnatest a-
mount of grace. For he It Is, out of admiration for whose orna
mented style and copiousness of language nations have allowed 
eloquence to obtain so much Influence In states; but It was only 
this eloquence, which Is borne along In an Impetuous course, and 
with a mighty noise, which all men looked up to, and admired, and 
had no Idea that they themselves could possibly attain to. . . . 
For a man who can say nothing with calmness, nothing with gentle
ness; who seems Ignorant of all arrangement and definition and 
distinctness, and regardless of wit, especially when some of his 
causes require to be treated In that manner entirely, and othen 
in a great degree; If he does not prepare the ears of his heanrs 
befon he begins to work up the case In an Inflammatory style, he 

29cIcero Orator, trans, by H. M. Hubbell (London: William 
Helnemann, Ltd., 1952), pp. 361-371. 

30|bld., pp. 371-375. 
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seems like a madman among paoole In their senses, or like a 
drunken man among sober men.3l 

Cicero, In an attempt to Interpret the teaching of Theophrastus, de

lineated certain qualities as reflecting a good style: correctness, 

clearness, appropriateness, and ornament. He does, however, suggest 

that not all of these qualities should be present In each of the 

styles. 

English Contributions to Rhetoric 

Having examined Ciceronian rhetoric, we now move our atten

tion forward some seventeen hundnd years to England. Tha English 

Renaissance saw not only a renewed Interest In education, but also an 

Incnased Interest In the studies of logic and rhetoric. While En

glish rhetoric had a tendency to pervert the classical concepts. It 

did rely primarily on the i^rks of Cicero and Quintlllan for Its 

foundation. This perversion can best be seen In how the English 

tnated the canons. With few exceptions, the rhetorical canons were 

reduced to two: style and delivery. This Is not to say that Inven

tion and arrangement w e n discarded; however, they were considered to 

be responsibilities to be studied within the field of logic and the 

dialectic. This tendency can probably be attributed to the teachings 

of Petrus Ramus (1515-1572): 

During his lifetime Ramus sponsored a revision In educational 
method; Its chief feature was his Insistence that the liberal dis
cipline should exist as separate and Independent entltles--as de
partments rigidly defined and Jealously divided from one another. 
. . . This critical principle (the law of Justice) applied to 
dialectic and rhetoric, meant that the former assumed natural 

31 Ibid., pp. 375-379. 
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custody over Invention and disposition, while the latter as natu
rally assumed custody of style and del I very.32 

The rhetoric of Ramus was doomed to obsolescence because of faulty 

separation. At a time In history when It wes absolutely necessary 

that tha spaaker be skilled In both Investigative and presentational 

techniques. Ramus' rhetoric sought to place these techniques In sep

arate disciplines. 

Following Ramus came Leonard Cox. His The Arte or Crafta of 

Rhetoryke (1530) was the first reasonably complete rhetoric In the 

English language. While this work did not provide a comprehensive 

look at rhetoric. It still npresents a landmark for being the first 

English work on the subject. The Rhetoryke deals almost exclusively 

with Invention and disposition as they relate to the preparation of 

speeches.33 

The next Important work In rhetoric reverted to the Ramistic 

doctrine. In 1550 Richard Sherry published A Treatise of Schemes and 

Tropes gathend out of the best grammarians and orators, which by 

title alone Ignores everything but style. Rather than being an orig

inal contribution on tha part of Sherry, he admits to a re-arrangement 

of examples provided by previous authors. 

Thomas Wilson's Arte of RhetorI que (1553) attempted to pre

serve the classical tradition; his attempt to give the first compre

hensive treatment of classical doctrine In the English language was a 

32wilbur Samuel Howell, "Ramus and English Rhetoric: 
1574 - 1681," The Quarterly Journal of Speech, XXXVII (October, 1951), 
300-301. 

33Lester Thonssen and A. Craig Balrd, Speech Criticism (New 
York: The Ronald Press Company, 1948), p. 115. 
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Major stop In tha evolution of rhetorical theory. The main featuns 

of Wilson's Rhatorlqua ara duplications of classical schemes slightly 

attend to meat tha needs of stxtaanth-cantury England. Ha examines 

Invention, disposition, elocution, memory, and delivery. The parts 

of spooch a n Ciceronian: entrance or beginning, narration, pro

position, division or several parting of things, confirmation, confu

tation, and conclusion.3^ One significant departure from Cicero con

cerns tha audience. Wilson places great emphasis upon gaining and 

keeping the attention of the heanr: 

. . . an Orator must labour to tell his tale, that the hear-
e n male well know %^at he meanath, and vndentand hym wholle, 
tha whicha he shall with ease doe. If he vtter his mynde In 
plalne woordes, such as ara vsuallle recelwed, and tell It order
ly, without goyng about the busshe.35 

His analysts of style seems to place great emphasis on unity, coher

ence, and emphasis—principles that modern rhetoricians still stress. 

This treatise might well be the singularly most Important contribu

tion of sixteenth-cantury England to the field of rhetoric. 

In reuniting, selecting and adapting the classical principles of 
public addnss, Wilson restond the body and, to some extent, n -
fonaed the concepts of rhetorical theory. In recalling rhetoric 
from the museum to the market-place, he not only n-establlshed 
the ancient conception of rhetoric as the art of the speaker, but, 
because of his own self-imposed purpose of adapting old doctrines 
to now times and new needs, he effected far reaching changes 
which have greatly Influenced the theories of public addnss we 
hold today." 

34|bld., pp. 116-117. 

35[Thomas Wilson], Arte of Rhetorlque 1560, ed. by G. H. Malr 
(London: Clanndon Press, 1909), p. 2. 

36Thonssen and Balrd, Speech Criticism, p. 121, quoting 
Russell H. Wagner, 'Thomas Wilson's Contributions to Rhetoric,' Papers 
In Rhetoric, ed. by Donald C. Bryant (St. Louis: By the Author, 19Wj, 

p. 7* 
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Hanry Peacham's Garden of Eloquence (1577) and Dudley Fenner's 

Artas of Log Ike and Rhetor Ike (1584) continued to view rhetoric men-

1y as tha study of sty le and del ivery. Another work. The Arcadian 

Rhetor Ike (1588) by Abraham Fraunce continued this t n n d . 

In The Arcadian RhetorIke. Fraunce Is more happily Inspired. 
. . . he Is not concerned with the f i r s t rhetoric, spoken oratory; 
ha gives to I t only one chapter, and has only three refennces to 
Cicero. Rather he resolves to do for modern poetry, especially 
for tha fashionable heroic and pastoral . . . , what Aristot le 
had dona for prose rhetoric and for drama, to dignify I t by re
lat ing I t to rule and pncapt .37 

F ina l ly , we come to the contributions of Sir Francis Bacon. 

Despite the fact that his theories a n not pnsented as a compact set 

of rules. I t Is possible to see his overall theory by combining parts 

of two works: The Advancement of Learning (1605) and De Augment Is scl

ents rum (1623). 

On the whole Bacon's theory condemns excessive stress upon style 
while emphasizing Invention and highlighting tha adaptation of 
speeches to specific audiences, an almost to ta l ly neglected as
pect of rhetoric's classical foundation. 

Bacon's most unique contributions were his observations con
cerning Invention. Hts treatment of commonplaces and topics as 
aids to Invention Influenced subsequent writers on the subject 
mon than any other part of his work. Also Inf luent ial was hts 
discussion of the errors of the human mind deriving from mistakes 
of Inference. . . . He viewed rhetoric In broader perspective 
than others of his time. He saw u t i l i t a r i a n communication as a 
social art In which reason Is epplled to Imagination for penua-
slve ends, subjugating passion and establishing good and Just 
causes.38 

Thus, as we pnpare to enter the seventeenth century In En

gland, I t should be remembered that the speakers of the era were pro-

37Abraham Fraunce, The Arcadian Rhetorlke, ed. by Ethel 
Seaton (London: A. R. Mowbray a Co., L t d . , 1950), p. x lx . 

3®John F. Wilson and Carroll C. Arnold, Public Speaking as a 
Liberal Art (Boston: Allyn and Bacon, Inc . , 19657, p. 31 . 
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ducts of their times, and, therefore, students of the rhetorical theo

ries of the day. While the majority of rhetoricians saw only style 

and delivery as requisite for communication, then ara several sig

nificant exceptions to this view. As the speeches on the scaffold 

ara examined, close attention should be paid to see whether these 

doomed men, all we 11-educated, followed the teachings of Ramus, or 

Instead, opted for the classical pattern of speech and the methods of 

Cicero, Cox, Wilson, and Bacon. 

Other Considerations 

One final note should be added In regard to the analysis of 

these speeches. Not only will this author look closely at the In

vention, arrangement, and style Involved In each speech, but also at 

the purpose of the speech. It seems appropriate that any conclusive 

analysis of speaking should attempt not only to determine the speak

er's intention In giving the speech, but also to evaluate the speech 

In terms of Its success or failure In accomplishing this purpose. 



CHAPTER IV 

ANALYSIS OF THE SPEECHES 

Sir Walter Raleigh 

The Spaaker 

Sir Walter Raleigh might be described as the enigma of Tudor-

Stuart England. Born tha son of a country gentlemen In 1552, the n -

cord of his formative yean Is lost to the ages. It has been ascer

tained that he attended Oriel College, Oxford, but nothing Is known 

of what he studied or that he even received a degree. He Is perhaps 

bast ramembend as the courtier of Queen Elizabeth I, but his Impor

tance to the British Empin lay In his expeditions to South America 

In search of new territorial acquisitions. He persuaded the queen to 

establish a colony In Virginia, but this venture proved unsuccessful. 

While many of his adventures resulted In failure, he was still able 

to sell his patrons on continuing these forays. Such ability would 

suggest that Raleigh was a polished persuader, but no mention of for

mal speech training can be found. 

Of all those curious dead-and-gone folk, who hide we know not 
v^at of human passion and desire behind the scant memorials and 
alien manners of the sixteenth century, he Is the most baffling. 
He led no movement, had no party, aimed at heaven knows what. 
Although he distinguished himself In so many ways of life, every
thing he did seems to have been tainted by a curious Impermanence; 
to have had something sketchy and amateurish about It. Not one of 
his Virginian expeditions succeeded, and his schemes for Guiana 
came to nothing. His history was never finished and his poetry 

32 
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Is lost. It Is as though all his power was vested In himself, In 
his compelling Individuality; he could not dispute It. Whatever 
ha turned his hand to sparkled at his touch, but let htm abandon 
It, and at once the fire was out. His greatness Is Impossible to 
deny but strangely difficult to assess, such as the evanescence of 
that fierce bright flame, personality.' 

The Speech 

The Occasion 

Raleigh del I vend this speech In the Old Palace Yard at 

Westminster, London, October 29, 1618. This speech was given after 

Raleigh had been found guilty of conspiring either to kidnap or assas

sinate James I. This charge together with the accusation that his 

"colonizing expeditions" were solely for personal aggrandizement w e n 

made by his enemies who resented his favond position In Queen Eliza

beth's court. There Is no record of either his enemies or friends speak

ing at this execution, suggesting, perhaps, the credibility of the 

charges. 

Invention 

Raleigh's case Is quite qualitative In nature. It can be de

scribed as complex In that two questions are In dispute; both of these 

questions nquire a degree of conjecture If they are to be answend: 

Did Raleigh have some plot with the French, and did Raleigh speak dis

honorably and disloyally of James I? The case seemed to emanate from 

general reasoning based on the supposed facts. The question In this 

speech was really a moot one, as sentence had already been passed; 

Isir Walter Ralegh, The Poems of Sir Walter Ralegh, ed. by 
Agnes M.C. Latham (London: Rout ledge and Kegan Paul, Ltd., 1951), 
p. xlv. 
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Raleigh sought to Justify his actions to tha king, not to tha nst of 

humanity. 

Tha Exordium 

Raleigh chose to discuss the nature of the speaker. He thanked 

God for allowing him to live long enough to make this final speech. 

This gratefulness to God was heavily punctuated with penonal refennces 

to his health. ". . . where I have suffered a great deal of adversity 

and a long sickness." Faced with a difficult case that In the minds of 

the audience was alnady decided, this obvious attempt to gain a modicum 

of sympathy seems the best course of action under difficult circumstances. 

The Narrative 

With very little digression this speech represents a narration 

of the facts surrounding the charges. Perhaps, due to the natun of the 

occasion. It Is marked by brevity; furthermore. It Is a clear, plausible 

presentation. The lack of repetition and the avoidance of excessive 

length coupled with a very orderly presentation reflect not only the p n -

pared nature of this speech, but also Raleigh's great presence of mind. 

The Partition 

Raleigh divides his arguments very simply. He outlines the 

accusation made against him and then answers It by relating his actions 

at the time and the reasons for these actions. His approach to these ar

guments can be described as methodical, exemplifying bnvlty, complete

ness, and conciseness. 

The Confirmation 

Raleigh refers to the nature of his actions In supporting his 
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contentions. Ha cites what ha had hoped were to be the consequences of 

thasa actions trying to show thaIr high degree of probability. Tha de

ductive nature of his argumentation Is seen In that each denial of guilt 

Is followed by a series of statements, all designed to lend cndence to 

tha falsity of the charge. 

Ethical and Pathatlcal Persuasion 

It would seem reasonable to assume that for the most part 

Raleigh's ethical panuaslon would ba of the Indirect variety. His repu

tation as a man of amny talents coupled with the nature of the occasion 

and tha subject matter would cause the average Individual to lend a some

what sympathetic ear to a man's last words. Any attempt at dinct per

suasion would have been out of character with the circumstances, and 

appanntly Raleigh recognized and njected the use of such an approach. 

Tha pathetic appeals of Raleigh are quite appannt, and no 

attempt Is made to disguise them. In what may be considered a rather 

brief speech, Raleigh makes at least seven specific nferences to God, 

all of them calling upon the Almighty to grant him entrance Into Heaven, 

If what ha has said Is not the truth; such appeals would probably have 

a strong affect on his audience as they were all products of a reli

giously-oriented society. 

Tha Refutation 

Raleigh seeks to refute the arguments of his accusers by show

ing that the facts purported to be the essence of the case are In re

ality distortions of the truth. 
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Tha Peroration 

Raleigh makes use of tha conquastio In concluding his spaach. 

Ha calls upon the audience to commend his soul to God - "And now I 

entreat you all to Join with ma In prayer, that tha Gnat God of 

Heaven, . . . ncelve me Into everlasting life." 

Arrangement 

Outline of the Speech 

I. Introduction 
A. Thanks to God 

1. For deliverance from Tower 
2. For delay of death 

II. Body 
A. Explanation and defense of accusations 

1. Plotting with Fnnch to assassinate or abduct 
English king 
a. Initial trip to France was to Inform French 

king about happenings In Guiana 
b. Want to Franca to avoid threats of countrymen 
c. French agent approached him 
d. Beseeches Lord to deny him entrance Into 

Heaven If he Is not speaking the truth 
2. Seditious words against the King 

a. Accuser wes Fnnchman of doubtful character 
b. Have never said a word against any King 
c. Cannot understand why Fnnchman's ¥N>rds a n 

so readily accepted 
d. Expresses hope that he will be believed 
e. Makes confession of escape attempt 
f. Makes confession of feigning Illness to 

delay execution 
(1) Relates similar Biblical happening In

volving the prophet David 
B. Grants forgiveness 

1. To Frenchman 
2. To Sir Lewis Stukely 
3. To whole world 

C. Relates association with Sir Lewis Stukely 
1. Ordered by Stukely to Inform othen of pretended 

escape 
2. Ordered by Stukely to admit that Lords Carew and 

Doncaster would meet him In France 
3. Accused by Stukely of attempted bribery 
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4. Accused by Stukely of attempting suicide 
5. Forgives Stukely and asks that God do likewise 

0. Consideration of charge that Raleigh never Intended to 
nturn to England 
1. Relates thnats of craw If ha should take them 

back to England 
E. Consideration of charge that ha did not Intend to go 

to Guiana; only gain freedom 
F. Consideration of charge that ha mismanaged tha King's 

money 
G. Consideration of charge that he Intended to desert 

crew In Guiana 
H. Remarks that ha was very saddened by death of Lord 

Essex 

III. Conclusion 
Â ^ Calls upon God 

1. For forgiveness 
2. To cast away his sins 
3. To receive him for eternity 

B. Bids his audience farewell 

In arranging his points, Raleigh chose to Ignore their stnngth 

or weakness, and Instead sought to present them In chronological order. 

The emotional appeals contained In this speech can be found throughout 

the speech without any seeming attention to their Impact by reason of 

location. 

Style 

Raleigh's language can best be described as plain, having a 

clear arrangement with a limited use of wit and ornamentation. Most of 

the nouns used were specific while most of the verbs used were state of 

being. In addition, there Is a frequent use of connectives causing many 

sentences to become quite cumbersome In their construction. Adjectives 

and adverbs were used with great regularity and some of them w e n vary 

rich In connotation-- 'a kind of chemical fellow," "Is far more grlev-

ouf and Impious." Sentence length varied from very short to very long. 

Without exception the sentences contain a single Idea with the long and 
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usually cumbanome sentences seeking to amplify that single thought. 

Most of tha sentences seemed to develop through means of assertion and 

explanation - "There was a report spread that I should rejoice at tha 

death of Lord Essex, and that I should take tobacco In his pnsence; 

whan, as I protest, I shed tears at his death, though I was one of the 

contrary faction; and, at tha time of his death, I was all tha while In 

the armory at the further end, where I could but see him." Raleigh's 

use of figurative language seemed almost solely confined to his one 

Biblical reference to the prophet David. 

The Purpose 

Raleigh, In his final words, sought to justify his actions to 

James 1, and thereby demonstrate to both the king and Englishmen In 

general the value of colonizing South America and gaining the riches of 

Its mines. In terms of Immediacy, Raleigh's purpose was not realized as 

his audience saw the speech only as the last feeble defense of a cause 

ch«nploned by a man obsessed with visions of great position and wealth. 

In terms of long-terms results, however, both the words and actions of 

Sir Walter Raleigh gave a needed spur to the colonizing efforts of 

England which proved to be of Inestimable value. 

Thomas Harrison 

The Speaker 

Thomas Harrison was born at Newcastle-under-Lyme in 1606, the 

son of a butcher. He was well-educated having studied law at the Inns 

of Court. In 1646 he entered Parliament, but he was a Cromwelllan and 
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no groat believer In either Parliament or kings. In 1647 he denounced 

Charles I as a ' W n of blood who should no longer be temporized with," 

and several years later urged Cromwell to dissolve Parliament on the 

ground that It "had not a heart to do any more good for the Lord and 

his people." At this point Cromwell complained that Harrison was "an 

honest man" who tried to do good things but 'Would not welt the Lord's 

lelsun." 

During tha nign of Cromwell, Harrison became noted as the 

fint man to sign tha death warrant for Charles I—an act which would 

later prove to be fatal In Its consequence. Being a "Fifth Monarchy 

man," ha cama to be regarded as a disturber under Cromwell's protec-

tonte, and he was arrested twice. With the nstoratlon In 1660, 

Charles II assuaied the throne. Under these circumstances Harrison's 

life was In danger, but he nfused to leave England or to pledge that 

ha would desist In his attacks upon the government. 

No specific mention Is made of any speech training, but com

mentaries of the time refer to the fluency and oratorical skill of 

Harrison, and apparently It was this ability that led to his death. 

Tha almost fanatical manner In which he defended his Puritanical 

views represented a threat to the stability of the government, and 

his execution became a political necessity.2 

The Speech 

The Occasion 

Harrison delivered this speech at Charing Cross, October 13» 

2Davld J. Brewer, ed.. The World's Best Orations, Vol. Vi 
(Chicago: Ford P. Kaiser Publishing Company, 1903), PP' 384-385. 



40 

1660. Ha was speaking at his execution, having been found guilty of 

nglclda—the death of Charles ll's father—and had been sentenced to 

ba hanged, drawn, and quartand. Ha was denied counsel at his trial, 

and than Is no mention made of anyone speaking for or against him at 

this occasion. 

Invention 

In Harrison's case the question at hand was a qualitative one-

was the execution of Charles I as a traitor justified? Yet, this 

question was nayar mentioned specifically. Apparently, he felt vary 

confident that his actions w e n not wrong, and that they w e n sanc

tioned by God: 

And though I am wrongfully charged with murder and bloodshed, yet 
I must tell you I have kept a good conscience both towards God and 
towards man. . . . I bless God I have no guilt upon my conscience, 
but the spirit of God beareth witness that my actions are accept
able to the Lord, . . . . And I do declare as before the Lord, 
that I should not be guilty wittingly, nor willingly, of the 
blood of the meanest man,--no, not for ten thousand worlds, much 
lass of the blood of such as I am charged with. 

The Exordium 

Harrison chose to discuss the nature of the cause In the light 

of religious justification. "Many of you have been witnesses of the 

finger of God, that hath been seen amongst us of late years, In the de

liverance of his people from their oppressors, and In bringing to Judg

ment those that were guilty of the precious blood of the dear servants 

of the Lord." 

The Narrative 

This speech contains very little about the nature of the charges 

made against Harrison. Instead, he concentrates on two other goals: 
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showing that tha death of Charles I was tha will of God and fervently 

pleading with tha Lord to acknowledge the religious contribution of 

Harrison and thanby Insuring his acceptance Into Heaven. 

Tha Partition 

Since Harrison's antin defense rests upon his belief that his 

actions w e n ordained by God, the speech contains no other arguments, 

and thanfon no other partitive construction. 

The Confirmation 

Obviously, Harrison defends his argument by the nature of his 

actions. It would seem that these actions can be considered probable 

as they lie within the confines of the ordinary religious beliefs of 

mankind. It becomes vary difficult to ascribe a type of reasoning to 

his spaach. Since Its fundamental logic rests within the nature of a 

belief system, this author would choose to say that Harrison used the 

Inductive method. 

Ethical and Pathatlcal Persuasion 

The Indlnct persuasiveness of Harrison seemed to arise from 

tha firmness of his religious convictions. His pathatlcal appeals 

w e n of a more convincing nature and sought to Justify both his actions 

and his Puritan beliefs. "Gentlemen, take notice that for being Instru

mental In that cause and Interest of the Son of God, which hath been 

pleaded amongst us, and which God hath witnessed to my appeals and won

derful victories, I am brought to this place, to suffer death this day; 

and If I had ten thousand lives, I could freely and cheerfully lay them 

down all, to witness to this matter." 
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Tha Rofutatlon 

As with tha rest of this speech, Harrison's refutation consists 

simply of denying tha charges as false—not that he denies being In

strumental In the death of Charles I—only that Charles' death was an 

act deemed necessary by God. 

The Peroration 

Harrison uses the peroration to sum-up his feelings toward 

his actions and toward his beliefs. "Oh, I have served a good Lord and 

Master, ¥4ilch hath helped me from my beginning to this day, and hath 

carried me through many difficulties, trials, straits, and temptations, 

and hath always been a very pnsent help In time of trouble; he hath 

covered my head many times In the day of battle; by God I have leaped 

over a wall, by God I have run through a troop, and by my God I will 

go through this death, and he will make It easy to me." 

Arrangement 

An outline of this speech would look very strange as It n p n -

sents multiple nstatements of the same Ideas. In the Introductory 

part of his speech, Harrison defends his actions and praises the glory 

of God; each succeeding paragraph contains these same elements couched 

In different verbal combinations. Such disguised repetition Is a use

ful tool when one can call on no other defense. 

Style 

Harrison avoided the use of wit and his ornamentation was not 

overpowering. With Its very simple organization that lent Itself to 

perhaps too much clarity, this speech can be described as an example 
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of tha plain style. He combines a great number of abstract nouns — 

"deed," "work," "Justice,"—with a large number of action verbs. This 

grammatical partnanhip gives Harrison's religious beliefs an air of 

dynamism. Frequent use Is made of adjectives and adverbs, and they 

a n heavy In connotation: "maliciously," "wickedly," "base," and 

"vile." Most of the sentences are lengthy and contain a single Idea. 

Any conscious attempt at Internal development of these sentences Is 

not apparent to this author. It would seem logical that a speech of 

such great nllglous orientation would contain many allusions to 

Scripture, but oddly enough there are none, nor are there any other 

les of figurative language contained In this speech. 

The Purpose 

This speech npresents the last words of a man who felt very 

justified In his actions. As a consequence. It seems that his reason 

for speaking was simply to reiterate his views. Deluded by his own 

fanaticism, he faced an audience unsympathetic with his cause, and 

thus his Immediate effect was one of fortifying their njectlon of 

his motives. As for hts long-range effect. It can be said that he was 

Instrumental In helping to bring to judgment the first king who was 

ever formally put on trial for tnason. 

David Lewis 

The Speaker 

Bishop Lewis was born at Abergavenny In 1617 of a Protestant 

family; at an early age he was converted to Catholicism and received 
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his education at tha English collage In Rome. Ha became a member of 

tha Jesuit order and spent his life ministering to the Roman Catholics 

In Wales. While this scaffold speech npresents a nmarkable display 

of eloquence, this author was unable to find any mention of any formal 

speech training for the bishop—a circumstance which makes this speech 

even m o n unique. 

The Speech 

The Occasion 

Lewis del I vend this speech at Uska In Monmouthshire, August 

27* 1679, just prior to his execution. He had been sentenced to be 

hanged, disemboweled, and quartered for the treasonous act of holding 

Catholic religious services In the Protestant British Isles. During 

his trial, charges were made that he was politically disloyal, but 

these w e n subsequently dropped for lack of any substantive proof. 

Invention 

The qualitative nature of Lewis' case Is quite apparent. His 

part In the alleged political Intrigues Is doubted by both sides, so 

that his only crime appears to be his religious actions. Both he and 

his accusers agree that he was holding Catholic services; the question 

Is If this action Is a violation of English law—a truly conjectural 

consideration. 

The Exordium 

Lewis chose to discuss the nature of the case. He charges that 

If his religion Is to be blamed for all villainies perpetrated against 
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Protestants, than all of Christendom must answer for the transgressions 

of Judas Iscarlot. In light of tha obvious hostility of the audience, 

this attempt to "turn-the-tables" was a most effective Introductory de

vice. 

Tha Narrative 

White Lewis does niata the facts behind the charge without 

denying their "validity," his goal h e n seems to be an explanation of 

his religious views and why ha holds them. One outstanding featun of 

this section Is the dignity with which these facts are niated and his 

convictions professed. 

The Partition 

As was the case with Thomas Harrison, this speech really con

tains very little argumentation. Lewis does not dispute the facts of 

tha case, nor does he question the nature of Christianity; hence, the 

partitive construction Is absent In this speech as well. 

The Confirmation 

Again It Is the nature of the action which the speaker uses to 

support his case. Ha defends these actions as simply the Implementa

tion of his faith—nothing more, nothing less. Probability In this 

speech can be measured In terms of strength of religious belief, and 

because this Is true, Lewis foregoes any structured form of logical 

reason 1ng. 

Ethical and Pathatlcal Persuasion 

The Indirect ethical persuasion of Lewis emanated primarily 

from his significance as a religious figure. The pathos of this speech 
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Is perhaps Its outstanding feature. It was a study In deep nllglous 

conviction pnsented In a most dynamic manner. Through his eloquence 

Lewis was able to explain more meaningfully the nature of his belief 

than could any of his fellow theologians. 

Tha Refutation 

This spaach Is another example of a man choosing not to dignify 

his opponents' arguments either by denial or direct nfutatlon. In

stead, Lewis adnlts the actions and defends them as a natural manifes

tation of his nllglon. 

Tha Parontlon 

He uses the peroration to challenge his audience to strengthen 

their own religious beliefs. "I say, be firm In your faith to the 

end,— yea, even to death; then shall ye heap unto yourselves celestial 

treasures In the heavenly Jerusalem, when no thief robbeth, no moth 

eateth, and no rust consumath." 

Arrangement 

Outline of the Speech 

1. Introduction 
A. Brief discussion of king-kllling 

1. His denial of participation In such activity 
2. Description of such activity within other reli

gions 
B. Statement of allegiance to the king 

11. Body 
A. Reason for condemnation 

1. Statement of church activities 
2. Defense of church activities 

B. Forgiveness for those who condemn him 
1. Asks God to forgive them 
2. Asks God to accept their souls for eternity 
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C. Advice to those present 
1. Fear God 
2. Honor the king 
3. Be firm In their faith 
4. Forgive their enemies 

III. Conclusion 
A. Basaachas audience to maintain their religious faith 

1. Do not ba ashamed to be a Christian 
B. Takes leave of his audience 

1. Tells them that ha must take the last few minutes 
to communicate with Heaven 

The arrangement of points Is not a factor of any Importance 

In this speech, as Its entire thrust Is centered on nllglous convic

tion. Individual points a n not discernible and the accompanying emo

tional appeals also lack any ordend presentation. 

Style 

Lewis' style can be said to have been plain In natun. It 

has a very clear mode of presentation coupled with a limited but ef

fective use of ornamentation. The nouns used In most cases are ab

stract—"Innocence," "faith," "conscience," "religion," and "life." 

State of being verbs seem to outnumber action verbs; this Is due to 

Lewis' effort to niate actions to the Individual's own self, not to 

other persons. Connectives ara not much In evidence, but their ab

sence does not deplete the unity of thoughts. Highly connotetIve 

adjectives and adverbs appear quite often—"clandestine," "damnable," 

"celestial," and "endlessly." The sentences are of medium length 

containing much amplification of tha single Idee of religious faith. 

Allusion Is found In the beginning of this speech as Lewis makes 

several references to previous plots to commit regicide In other parts 

of the world. 
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The Purpose 

Lewis sought to show to Christians that what they w e n doing 

was as un-Chrlstlan as what ha had been accused of doing. The sinful 

natun of all religions was probably not realized by his Immediate 

audience, but tha nforms vdilch later swept through the Protestant move

ment suggest that his words w e n not lost to the ages. 

Algernon Sidney 

The Speaker 

Algernon Sidney was born In Kent about 1622. He was the 

youngest son of the second Earl of Leicester. In 1644 he enlisted In the 

Puritan Revolt In opposition to the king. Elected to Parliament the 

next year, he became a leader of the Independents and one of the most 

Important men under the Protectorate. When the Stuarts were restored, 

he lived abroad until 1677, but returned to England In the belief that 

he could remain safe In obscurity. Outside of this scaffold speech, 

no other public words of Sidney are on record, nor Is there any record 

of his educational training; consequently, it Is not kncwn If Sidney 

had any formal speech training. 

The Speech 

The Occasion 

Sidney delivered this speech just before hts execution In 

London, December 7, 1683. He had been put on trial and accused of 

conspiring to commit treason aqalnst the crown. It Is true, however, 

that he was sent to the block because he had written against absolutism. 
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and not because he was realty suspected of any overt act of tnason. 

Invention 

The case at hand Is quite clearly translative In nature as 

Sidney was charged with one act while clearly he was being punished 

for another. The case Is simple In that the only question to be 

answend Is: Can absolutism ba Justified In relation to the Protes

tant ethic? 

The Exordium 

Sidney chose to discuss his own nature. Frequent nference 

Is made to his poor health In an obvious attempt to gain the sympathy 

of his listeners who could be considered a hostile audience. 

The Narrative 

His expository style Is that of the courtroom. He outlines 

those Items Involved In his arrest and trial In a clear and plausible 

manner making every attempt to show that they In no way Implicate him 

In the supposed treasonous affair. 

The Partition 

Sidney divides the arguments by first stating the charge and 

then explaining the facts as he sees them behind the charge. This 

division Is accomplished methodically, briefly, completely, and con

cisely. 

The Confirmation 

In supporting his arguments Sidney Is very quick to refer to 

the attributes of persons. He makes references to the people who 
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tastlflad against htm In an attempt to throw doubt upon their character. 

Tha proofs can be classified as probable since In every Instance he Is 

describing situations which have alnady occurred. Sidney seems to 

nly upon Induction for the development of his pattern of logic. Each 

argument Is a modified npatltlon of tha previous argument and helps to 

Intensify the significance of the original argument. 

Ethical and Pathatlcal Panuaslon 

Sidney's Indlnct ethical panuaslon Is a result of his nputa-

tlon In tha field of literary achievement. In addition, the subject 

at hand--abso1utlsm vanus democracy--lends a modicum of persuasiveness 

to his arguments. Pathos seems to be directed at man's basic feeling 

of Insecurity. Sidney suggests that If absolutism Is maintained, no 

man Is free from the threat of monarchlal subjugation. 

Tha Refutation 

In attacking the arguments of his accusers, Sidney charges 

that the evidence wes gained from men of questionable character who 

themselves were guilty of crimes against the crown. This attempt to 

Impugn the character of his attackers would suggest that the character 

of Sidney Is not exactly flawless. 

The Peroration 

The peroration begins with a brief summation of the evils he 

feels threaten the existence of England. This Is followed by a plea 

to God to show mercy to Sidney and to watch over and protect all men 

averywhen who live In the shadow of despotic rule. 
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Arrangamant 

Outline of the Spaach 

1. Introduction 
A. Brief description of physical condition 
B. Hesitancy to speak out against king 

II. Body 
A. Mention of those who testified against him 
B. Review of the facts of the case 

1. Rafennce to treatise written against absolutism 
2. Rafennce to similar work written by Fllmer 
3. Charges that ha could just as easily have made 

these same statements In public, but chose not to 
for fear of stirring tha passions of fnadom-loving 
amn 

4. Cites those authorities who agree with his thesis 
5. Suggests that his jury was Incapable of comprehend

ing his thesis 
6. Says that It Is strange that at no time was any 

particular passage noted as being offensive 
C. Concludes that ha Is on trial for his beliefs and not 

his actions 

III. Conclusion 
A. Reviews the case 
B. Asks the Lord for forgiveness for himself and his 

accusers 

Both the emotional appeals and the stronger points In Sidney's 

favor seem to have been distributed through the speech with no parti

cular regard for their logistical Impact. 

Style 

The purity of language, limited use of wit and ornamentation, 

and clarity of arrangement all reinforce the conclusion that this 

speech Is an excellent example of the plain style. The nouns a n 

primarily specific, and action verbs pndomlnate. There Is an abun

dance of connectives; these are necessary to lend unity to his very 

cumbersome sentence structures. Richly connotatlve adjectives and 
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adverbs ara very appannt—"vile," "execrable," "divine," and "wonder

fully." The primary method of sentence development was assertion and 

explanation. Sidney makes many nfannces to historical events— 

"tha expulsion of Tarquin," "the Insurrection against Nero," and "the 

slaughter of Caligula." 

Tha Purpose 

Sidney's reason for writing had been to press his belief that 

God had left nations with the liberty to set up such governments as 

would best please them. Such an Idea was treated like the plague by 

his ImsMdlata audience, but his death sentence gave him the opportunity 

to suaiarlze his principles on the scaffold, thus rendering the cause 

of political progress a greater service than he could have done by 

artothar lifetime of work as a political essayist. 

Richard Rumbold 

The Speaker 

Born In 1622, little Is known about Richard Rumbold. He 

spent his life supporting republican principles and fighting against 

tha monarchy. He was a lieutenant In Oliver Cromwell's army fighting 

at Dundee and numerous other battles In Scotland. His detractors 

were finally able to Implicate him In the Infamous Ryehouse Plot to 

assassinate Charles II—a charge he was never able to adequately deny. 

It Is not kncwn whether he ever received any training In the art of 

oratory, but the beautiful simplicity of his final words leads this 

author to think that he probably did. 
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The Speech 

The Occasion 

Rumbold delivered this speech on the gallows at tha Market 

Cross In Edinburgh, Scotland, In June, 1685. He had been Indicted and 

convicted as a member of the Ryehouse Plot, and It was suggested 

during the trial that ha also took part In the execution of Charles I--

both charges adaaiantly denied by Rumbold to the very last. 

Invention 

In discussing his case Rumbold sees It as a qualitative ques

tion resting on the manner In which his words were lnterpreted--"lt 

was also laid to my charge that I was antl-monarchlal. It was ever 

my thoughts that kingly government was tha best of all where Justly 

executed; I mean, such as It was by our ancient laws." 

Rumbold chose to speak about himself. He says that death Is 

a debt owed by all men, but that each of us Is privileged to pay ours 

In a different manner. He says that he feels blessed to be able to 

pay his debt In such a manner. This approach was both attention-

getting and somewhat disconcerting to his audience—a good device for 

reaching an audience. 

The Narrative 

The facts ara not really explained; Rumbold simply shews that 

his Interpretation of events does not coincide with that of his 

accusers. This exposition Is brief, clear, and quite plausible— 

fac ton which tend to strengthen hts defense. 
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Tha Partition 

Division Is made between the charge of the court and Rumbold's 

defense of his action; It Is a simple partition enabling anyone to 

follow tha pros and cons of the arguments with ease. 

The Confirmation 

Ha supports his arguments by referring to his actions and the 

actions of othen as manifestations of those who believe In the divinity 

of God and tha right of man to govern himself. There Is no apparent 

method by which the arguments are pnsented; they are given to us as 

simply argument one, argument two, argument three, etc., with no clear-

cut Interrelationship. 

Ethical and Pathatlcal Persuasion 

The speech seems void of any Indirect ethical persuasion. 

Rumbold exercised a pathetic appeal as he warned his audience of the 

danger of a strong monarch with despotic tendencies. 

The Refutation 

Rumbold accuses his accusers of faulty Interpntatlon and In-

cornct analysis of the facts surrounding the case. 

The Peroration 

He briefly sums up his arguments. The rest of the speech Is a 

warning to his audience that the continued existence of an absolute 

monarchy threatens their very existence. He concludes by asking God 

to help these people survive such a malevolent force. 
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Arnnammnt 

Outline of tha Spaach 

1. Introduction 
A. Vlaw of death 
B. Privilege to face death In such a manner 

11. Body 
A. Review of charges 
B. Review of early history of England 
C. Defense of his actions 

III. Conclusion 
A. Warns people to guard against absolutism 

B. Asks God to protect them 

No attention Is paid to tha order In which points are presented 

as they a n all equal strength. This same equality exists with the 

itlonal appeals that ara randomly dispened through the speech. 

Style 

This Is another example of the plain style showing restraint 

In the use of ornamentation, an avoidance of w i t , and a high degree 

of c l a r i t y . The nouns used are for the most part abstract— 

"Providence," "creat ion," "government," and " l i b e r t i e s . " The verbs 

are primarily state-of-belng. The adjectives and adverbs used are 

rich In connotation—"joyfully," "speedily," and "deluded." Most of 

the sentences are of medium length, and they a l l contain a single 

Idea amplified by means of assertion and I l l u s t r a t i o n . Several a l l u 

sions are made to Bibl ical passages with special emphasis being placed 

on the story of the Tower of Babel. 

The Purpose 

This speech Is a remarkable example of a man expressing his 
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thoughts as though this were the occasion for a speech on patriotism. 

He, l ike Harrison, Lewis, and Sidney, was opposed to the monarchy and 

was not hesitant to say so; however, his plea for republicanism was 

probably more palatable to his audience, and I ts long-term effect was 

certainly more lasting—his views became the views of the American 

revolutionaries such as Paine, Adams, and Henry. 



Chapter V 

CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

Conclusions 

This study of Scaffold Oratory was begun In the hope that car-

tain general conclusions might be reached relating to the effectiveness 

of tha oratory as a tool for the public pleading of causes having great 

social, political, or polltlco-rellglous consequences. In addition. It 

was foreseen that guidelines for the evaluation of other execution 

spoochas might be tentatively established. Still another goal of this 

study was tha analysis of tha rhetorical canons and their use or misuse 

by these speakers. 

It should first be noted that without exception the effective

ness of these spaachas can ba measured only In terms of their long-

range consequences. It was apparent that the speakers were well aware 

that their words were not going to change the decisions, the actions, 

or the minds of those present. Obviously, an audience attending an 

execution Is not easily convinced that the wrongdoer Is Innocent of 

the crime, or that the real criminal Is the system that meted out the 

punishment. It is also obvious that tha "Establishment" having made 

Its decision was not going to change regardless of what was said. 

The potential delayed effect of the oratory would seem to suggest 

that all of these men were In reality martyrs to their causes, and 

their deaths served to call attention to their motives. Thus, theirs 

57 
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was an action that caused many others to become aware of tha Injustices 

within the system—In these Instances the oppressive nature of the 

monarchy and Its denial of the natural privileges of republicanism to 

all men. 

The establishment of evaluative guidelines Is contingent upon 

an understanding of the historical context within which the speeches 

were presented. During this particular time, the concept of Individual 

liberty was In Its Infancy; hence, the preoccupation of these men with 

the nature of the government. It would seem that If such a speech Is 

to have any hope of persuading an audience, either present or future. 

It should be cast In a plain oratorical style. Secondly, In light of 

the reported Impact Rumbold had on his audience. It Is possible that 

a brief clear speech avoiding the mention of non-essential Items Is 

more effective. A third prerequisite for effective Scaffold Oratory 

would be the conscious use of abstract and emotionally-colored words 

In order to convey to the audience a sense of pseudo-dlvlnatlon on the 

part of tha speaker. It would appear to this author that these three 

criteria are musts If one seeks to plead for a cause for which he Is 

about to die. 

With the exception of Sidney, who questions the charges brought 

against him and the character of those who brought the charges, a note 

of great similarity Is seen In all of these speeches. In each case 

the speaker concedes that ha has done what his accusers have charged; 

however. In each Instance the speaker challenges his accusers to 

prove that these actions were In reality criminal In their nature. 

This recurring trait within these speeches suggests to the author that 
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thasa man axpactad not only to ba executed for their actions, but that 

thoy avan welcomed the scaffold as a f ina l platform from which they 

could proclaim thaI r Ideas without fear of any further reprisal. 

In tha f i r s t chapter of this study the author said that tha 

reasons for the disappearance of the public execution might become 

clearer a f t e r examining these speeches. I t becomes quite apparent that 

this social phenomenon has almost vanished because governments have 

found I t to ba quite embarrassing to allow those who have committed 

some wrong against tha state a public platform for some f inal ut ter

ance. This may ba Inferred from evidence relating to the presentation 

of these speeches. The speaker was often the victim of a rather weak 

case devised by the government as a means of removing some annoyance 

from I ts system. The speaker was usually quite wi l l ing to make this 

explanation to the audience and to future generations. 

Recommendations for Further Study 

The author sees a need for further study In several related 

areas. As was mentioned In Chapter I , no studies have been discovered 

concerning Scaffold Oratory; therefore, other historical periods and 

other causes for martyrdom ara open to the reader for almost unlimited 

research. A study tracing the evolution of the public execution would 

seem to hold great promise not only for I ts relationship to public 

speaking, but also as a device for social commentary. I f relevant data 

can ba discovered, a study of the delivery employed by men on the 

scaffold would enable both rhetoricians and psychologists to reach 

more de f in i t ive conclusions concerning the behavior of men under ex

treme stress. Another area of study could concern I tse l f with the 
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nature of the answers provided by the particular government to the 

charges levied by those on the block. A final area of study occurring 

to this author concerns Itself with the nature of the cause Itself. 

An Interesting study could be developed by taking the Internal evidence 

used by the speakers and determining Its validity. Its validity and 

relevance might then be compared to how strongly tha speaker held his 

views. An analysis of this comparison could shed some light on the 

extent to which an Individual would go In order to have his Ideas 

accepted. 
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APPENDIX A: A CRITICAL APPARATUS FOR RHETORICAL ANALYSIS 

Tha Speaker 

I. Facts about tha speaker 

A. Formal education 
B. Major events of his caner 
C. Principal Ideas, beliefs, political philosophy 
D. Influence on thought, politics, statecraft 
E. Training In speech 
F. Principal speeches 

Tha Speech 

I. The Occasion 

A. Time 
1. Year and date 
2. Special significance of the time 
3. Historical relationship 
4. Other events In connection with the occasion 

B. Place 
1. Its geographical location 

C. Other Speakers 
1. Their relationship to the speaker 
2. Their place In contemporary affairs 

11. Invention 

A. What Is the nature of the cause? 
1. Qualitative 

a) Is It conjectural? 
b) Is It definitional? 

2. Translative 
a) Has the wrong charge been made? 
b) Has the wrong penalty been assessed? 

B. Is the case simple or complex? 

C. Source of the dispute 
1. General reasoning 
2. Written documents 

a) The letter and Intent of the law 
b) The possible conflicts of lay/s 
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c) The ambiguity of tha laws 
d) Tha analogous nature of the laws 
a) The definitions of and within laws 

D. Analysis of tha question 
1. What Is It? 
2. What Is Its reason for being? 
3. Vtiat Is tha foundation for the question? 

C. The Exordium 
1. Which topic did the speaker choose to use? 

a) The character of the speaker 
b) The character of his opponent 
c) The character of the audience 
d) The cause Itself 

2. Was tha topic appropriate? 
3. What was the type of case? 

a) Honorable 
(1) If so, did the speaker omit the exordium? 

b) Difficult 
(1) Did the speaker try to gain the good-will of 

the audience? 
(a) Did he use the topics? 
(b) Did he use humor? 
(c) Did he skillfully organize his rebuttal 

materials? 
c) Mean 

(1) Did the speaker try to gain the audience's 
attention by explaining the essence of the 
case? 
(a) Was It brief? 
(b) Was It couched In plain language? 

d) Ambiguous 
(I) Did the speaker try to clarify the case? 

(a) Did he stress the doubtful point of 
the case? 

(b) Did he stress the honor of the case? 
e) Obscure 

(1) Did the speaker prepare the minds of the 
audience to receive the Information? 

F. The Narrative 
I. What type of exposition Is It? 

a) A case at law 
(1) Is It brief? 

(a) Are only necessary Items included? 
(b) Is repetit ion avoided? 

(2) Is I t clear? 
(a) Are the events presented In an orderly 

manner? 
(b) Is excessive length avoided? 
(c) Is appropriate diction used? 
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(3) Is It plausible? 
(a) Does It embody characteristics that might 

appoar In nal life? 
(b) A n the qualities of the character properly 

maintained? 
(c) A n tha nasons for tha actions plain? 
(d) Was tha ability to do tha deed shown? 

I) An opportune time 
II) Sufficient space 

III) SulUble place 
(e) Was tha story shown to fit In with the 

natun of tha acton? 
(f) Was tha story shown to fit In with the 

habits of ordinary people? 
(g) Did tha story fit In with tha beliefs of 

the audience? 
b) A pnsentatlon by means of digression? 

(1) Is It to attack somebody? 
(2) Is It to make a comparison? 
(3) Is It to amuse the audience? 
(4) Is It for amplification? 

c) A pnsentatlon for amusement end training 
(1) Does It deal with persons? If so, how? 

Fluctuations of fortune 
Contrast of characters 
Severity 
Gentleness 

(e) Hope 
(f) Fear 
(g) Suspicion 
(h) Das I n 
(I) Dissimulation 
(j) Delusion 
(k) Pity 
(1) Unexpected disaster 
(m) Sudden pleasure 
(n) Happy ending to the story 

(2) Does It deal with events? 
(a) A n the events false and lacking compati

bility? (Fabula) 
(b) Is It an account of actual happenings re

moved from the immediacy of the age? 
(Hlstorla) 

(c) Is It a fictitious narrative which might 
have occurred? (argumentum) 

G. The Partition 
1. How are the arguments divided? 

a) Are the areas of agreement and disagreement shown? 
(1) Is the advantage of agreement given to the 

speaker's case? 

(b) 

(d) 
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(2) Is tha area of controvany sat forth In explain
ing tha point for tha Judge's decision? 

b) A n tha matten for discussion briefly set forth In 
a methodical way? 
(1) Is I t brief? 

(a) A n any unnecessary words used? 
(2) Is I t con^>lete? 

(a) A n any useful arguments omitted or In
troduced lata? 

(3) Is I t concise? 
(a) Is there any confusion of genus and species? 

H. The Confirmation 
1. How a n tha propositions supported by arguments? 

a) Does the speaker refer to the attributes of persons? 
(1) Name 
(2) Nature 
(3) Mannar of l i f e 
(4) Fortune 
(5) Habit 
(6) Feeling 
(7) Intensts 
(8) Purposes 
(9) Achievements 

(10) Accidents 
(11) Speeches made 

b) Does the speaker n f e r to the attributes of actions? 
(1) Are they partly cohennt with the action Itself? 
(2) Are they partly considered In niatton to the 

performance of the action? 
(3) Are they partly adjunct to tha action? 
(4) Are they a partial consequence of the action? 

2. What Is the nature of these proofs? 
a) A n they probable? 

(1) Do they usually come to pass? 
(2) Are they a part of the ordinary beliefs of man

kind? 
(3) Do they nsemble either of these qualities? 

b) Are they Irnfutable? 
(1) Can they happen? 
(2) Can they be proved otherwise than as stated? 

3. How are these arguments presented? 
a) By Induction 

(1) Do they contain one or more similar arguments? 
(2) Do they contain tha points the speaker wishes 

to concede? 
(3) Does the conclusion nlnforce the concession? 

b) By deduction 
(1) Does the major premise set forth the principle 

from which the whole syllogism emanates? 
(2) Does the proof support the major premise? 

(a) Does It give reasons? 
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(b) Does It make tha major pnmlsa plainer? 
(c) Does It make tha major premise m o n plausible? 

(3) Does tha minor pnmlsa develop from the major p n 
mlsa and Is It necessary to the proving of the 
entin case? 

(4) Does the proof of the minor premise establish 
premises by means of reasons? 

(5) Does the conclusion state briefly what has been 
proven by tha entire deduction? 

Ethical and Pathatlcal Panuaslon 
1. Ethical persuasion 

a) Indlnct 
(1) That which Is exercised by the speaker 

(a) By virtue of his ancestry 
(b) Because of his professional position 
(c) As a result of his education 
(d) Because of his religious significance 
(e) Because of his literary attainments 
(f) Because of his reputation as a historian 
(g) Because of his national feeling 
(h) Because of his moral courage 
(I) Because of his sincerity 
(J) Because of other personal characteristics 

(2) That which Is the result of the occasion 
(a) Because of special significance of the day 
(b) Because of special Importance attached to 

the event 
(3) That which Is tha result of the subject 

(a) Because of Its timely significance 
(b) Because of Its timelessness 
(c) Because of Its relation to the speaker 
(d) Because of Its relation to the occasion 

b) 01 net 
(1) That which Is accomplished by the speaker sug

gesting his own virtues which are acceptable to 
tha audience. 

(2) That which Is accomplished by the speaker sug
gesting his own Intelligence 

(3) That which Is accomplished by his attitude to
ward his audience 

2. Pathatlcal persuasion 
a) What appeals are made to tendencies growing out of 

the three basic amotions? 
(1) What persuasive devices are directed at fear and 

the related tendencies growing out of It? 
(a) Some related tendencies: worry, envy, 

shame, desire for life, health, power, re
putation, security, approval, and religious 
faith 

(2) What persuasive devices are directed at love and 
the related tendencies growing out of It? 



68 

(a) Some related tendencies: banavolanca, 
pity, affectations, fair play, approval, 
sympathy, altruism, and tha desire to re
produce. 

(3) What evidences were to ba found In tha composi
tion v4ilch w a n dI noted at the emotions? 
(a) What evidences In the choice of words? 
(b) What evidences In the choice of Ideas? 
(c) What evidences In tha arrangement of words? 
(d) What evidences In the arrangement of Ideas? 

J. The Refutation 
1. How does tha speaker attack his opponent's arguments? 

a) Does he deny one or m o n positions of his opponent? 
b) Does he deny that a particular conclusion follows 

from certain premises? 
c) Does he accuse his opponent of faulty argumentation? 
d) Does ha advance counter arguments? 

K. The peroretlon 
a) The summing-up 

(1) Does the speaker bring together matten that have 
been discussed In dlffennt places throughout the 
speech? 

b) The Indlgnatio 
(1) How does'the speaker excite 111-wlll against his 

opponent? 
(a) Sublimity 
(b) Appeal to those concerned 
(c) What will happen If othen act In the same 

way? 
(d) Precedent 
(e) Decisions, once given, cannot be altend 
(f) The act was Intentional 
(g) The act was foul, cruel, and nefarious 
(h) The act was abnormal 
(1) Comparison with admitted offenses 
(j) Consequences of actions 
(k) Act done by one who least of all should 

have done It. 
(1) First person to whom It has happened 
(m) Insult added to Injury 
(n) Consider our Injuries as yours 
(o) Appears scandalous to foes and enemies 

c) The conquestlo 
(I) How does the speaker gain the pity of the 

audience? 
(a) Contrast of prosperity with pity 
(b) In what troubles they have been, still are, 

and wl11 be 
(c) Each separate phase of misfortune Is de-
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(f) 

(d) Recounting of shameful, mean, and Ignoble 
acts 
All misfortunes are pnsented separately 
Expectations 

(g) Same misfortune may befall tha audience 
(h) Ought not to have happened 
(I) DIscoune to mute and Inanimate objects 
(j) Revelation of helplessness, weakness, and 

loneliness 
Commends audience to bury him 
Separation from loved one Is deplond 

(m) Unjust tnatmant from one who should least 
give It 

n) Entnat tha audience to be merciful 
o) Bemoan our loved ones' misfortunes, not 

ours 
(p) Show pity for others 

« ! 

S 

III. Arrangement 

A. Outline of the spaach 

B. Arrangement of points 
1. A n the strongest points first? 
2. Are the outstanding points reserved for the peroration? 
3. Are weak or bad points Included? 
4. Are weak or bad points omitted? 

C. Placement of emotional appeals 
1. A n they In the exordium? 
2. Are they In the peroration? 
3. Are they Interspersed throughout? 

IV. Style 

A. What kind did the speaker use? 
1. Plain 

a) Was the language pure? 
b) Was It arranged plainly and clearly? 
c) Was there a limited use of ornamentation? 
d) Was there a limited use of wit? 

1. Moderate 
a) Does It contain sweetness? 
b) Do all sorts of stylistic devices appear? 
c) Are common topics given treatment? 
d) Is It more forcible than the plain? 

3. Grand 
a) Is 
b) Is 
c) Is 
d) Is 

It graceful? 
It sublime? 
It copious? 
It ornate? 
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B. What general characteristics of style a n evident? 
1. What evidence of style characteristics was to be found In 

the use of words? 
a) Miat kinds of words were used? 

(1) In the use of nouns, did they tend to be abstract 
or specific? 

(2) Did tha verbs tend to expnss action or state of 
being? 

(3) W e n connectives frequently used? 
(4) W a n adjectives and adverbs frequent or rare? 

(a) W a n they rich In connotation? 
2. What evidence of style characteristics was to be found 

In the use of sentences? 
a) What was true of the length of sentences? 

(1) What kind of sentences tended to prevail? 
(2) Is then any explanation for this condition? 

b) What was true with respect to sentence unity? 
(1) Old the sentences contain single Ideas? 
(2) Old the sentences have much amplification of 

single Ideas? 
(3) Did the sentences embody more than one Idea? 
(4) What methods of sentence development were evi

dent? 
(a) Was then assertion and repetition? 
(b) Was there assertion and explanation? 
(c) Was there assertion and Illustration? 
(d) Was then assertion and contrast or com

parison? 
3. Figurative language 

a) What use was made of allusion? 
(1) What references were made to mythology? 
(2) What references were made to Scripture? 
(3) What references were made to history? 
(4) What references were made to contemporary l i fe? 
(5) What references were made to l i terature? 

b) What use was made of figures of speech? 
(1) Simile 
(2) Metaphor 
(3) Personification 
(4) Synecdoche 
(5) Metonymy 
(6) Allegory 
(7) Exclamation 
(8) Interrogation 
(9) Hyperbole 
(10) Irony 
(11) Antithesis 
(12) Epigram 
(13) Climax 
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Tha Purpose 

I. Tha purpose of the spaach 

A. To establish tha Justice of an action or condition 
B. To establish tha Injustice of an action or condition 

C. To establish tha truth of an action or condition 
D. To establish tha falseness of an action or condition 

C. To praise someone or something 
F. To blame someone or something 

G. To urge that a course of action ba followed 
H. To urge that a course of action not be followed 

II. Wis this purpose accomplished? 



APPENDIX B: SELECTED EXAMPLES OF SCAFFOLD ORATORY 

SIR WALTER RALEIGH 

HIS SPEECH ON THE SCAFFOLD 

(Dal I vend at His Execution In Old Palace Yard at Westminster, London, 
October 29th, 1618) 

I thank my God heartily that he hath brought me Into the light 
to die, and not suffered me to die In the dark prison of tha Tower, 
«4ien I have suffend a great deal of adversity and a long sickness; 
and I thank God that my fever hath not taken ma at this time, as I 
prayed God It might not. 

There a n two main points of suspicion that his Majesty hath 
conceived against me, whenin his Majesty cannot be satisfied, which 
I desin to clear and resolve you In. 

One Is, that his Majesty hath been Informed that I have had 
some plot with France, and his Majesty had some reason to Induce him 
thenunto. One reason that his Majesty had to conjecture so was that 
when I came back from Guiana, being come to Plymouth, I endeavond to 
go to Rochelle, which was because I would fain have made my peace befon 
I came to England. Another reason was, that upon my flight I did In
tend to fly to France for saving of tof life, having had some terror 
from above. A third reason was, the Fnnch agent's coming to me; and 
It was reported I had commission from the King of France. 

But this 1 say: For a man to call God to witness to a false
hood at any time Is a grievous sin! And what shall we hope for at the 
Day of Judgment? But to call God to witness to a falsehood at the time 
of death Is far more grievous and Impious, and then Is no hope for 
such a one. And what should I expect that am now going to render an 
account of my faith? I do, therefore, call the Lord to witness, as I 
hope to be saved, and as I hope to be seen In his kingdom (which will be 
within this quarter of an hour), that I never had any commission from 
the King of France, nor any treaty with the French agent, nor with any 
from the French King: neither knew I that there was an agent, or what 
he was, till I met him In my gallery at my lodging unlocked for. If I 
speak not truth, 0 Lord, let me never come Into thy glory. 

The second suspicion was, that his Majesty hath been Informed 
that I should speak dishonorably and disloyally of him. But my accuser 
was a base Frenchman, a kind of chemical fellow, one whom I knew to be 
perfidious; for being drawn Into this action at Winchester, In which my 
hand was touched, and he being sworn to secrecy over night, he revealed 
It In the morning. 

But In this I speak now, what have I to do with kings? I have 
nothing to do with them, neither do I fear them; I have now to do with 
God; therefon, as I hope to be saved at the last day, I never spoke 
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dishonorably, disloyally, nor dishonestly of the King, neither to this 
Fnnchman, nor to any other; neither had I ever. In all my Ufa, a 
thought of 111 against his Majesty; thenfon I cannot but think It 
strange that this Fnnchman, being so base, so mean a fellow, should be 
so far cndltad; and so much for this point. I have dealt truly, and 
I hope I shall be believed. I confess I did attempt to escape, and I 
did dissemble, and made myself sick at Salisbury, but I hope It was no 
sin. Tha prophet David did make himself a fool, and did suffer spittle 
to fall upon his beard, to escape the hands of his enemies, and It was 
not Imputed to him as sin; and I did It to prolong time till his Majesty 
came, hoping for some commiseration from him. 

I forgave this Frenchman and Sir Lewis Stukely, and have re
ceived the sacrament this morning from Mr. Dean; and I do also forgive all 
the world. But this much I am bound In charity to speak of this man, that 
all men may take good heed of him; Sir Lewis Stukely, my kinsman and 
keeper, hath affirmed that I should tell him that I did tell Lord Carew 
and Lord Doncaster of my pntended escape. It was not likely that I 
should acquaint two privy counselors of my purpose; neither would I tell 
him, for he left me six, seven, eight, nine, or ten days, to go where I 
listed, while he rode about tha country. Again, he accused ma that I 
should tall him that Lord Carew and Lord Doncaster would meet me In 
France, which was never my speech or thought. 

Thirdly, he accused me that I showed him a letter and that I 
should give him 1^11,000 or 1^10,000. I merely showed htm a letter, that 
If ha would go with me his debts should be paid vî an he was gone; neither 
had I 1^1,000 for If I had had so much, I could have done better with It 
and made aiy peace otherwise. 

Fourthly, when I came to Sir Edward Pelham, v^o had been some
times a follower of mine, who gave me good entertainment, he gave out 
that I had received some dram of poison In Sir Edward Pelham's house; 
when I answered that I feared no such thing, - - for 1 was well assured 
of them In the house. Now, God forgive him, for I do, and I desire 
God to forgive him. I wl 11 not only say, God Is the God of revenge, 
but I desire God to forgive him, as I hope to be forgiven. 

Well, thus far I have gone; now a little more, and I will have 
done by and by. 

It was told the King I was brought per force Into England, and 
that I did not Intend to come again; whereas. Captain Charles Parker, 
Mr. Tresham, Mr. Leek, and divers others that knew how I was dealt 
withal, shall witness for me; for the common soldiers (which were 150; 
mutinied, and sent for me to come Into the gun-room to them (for at that 
time they would not come to me), and there was I forced to take an oath 
that I would not come Into England till they would have me, else they 
would cast me Into the sea, and drown me; afterwards they entered my 
cabin, and set themselves against me. After I had taken this oath, with 
wine and other things, I drew the chlefest of them to desist, and at 
length persuaded them to go Into Ireland; then they would have gone Into 
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tha north parts of Ireland, but I told them they w e n red shanks; yet, 
at last, with much ado, I persuaded them to go Into the south parts; 
promising to gat their pardons; but was forced to give them |f125 at 
RInsala to bring them home, otharvlse I had never got from them. 

Then was a report that I meant not to go to Guiana at all 
and that I knaM not of any mine, nor Intended any such matter, but only 
to 9at my liberty, which I had not tha wit to keep. But It was my 
full Intent to go for gold, for the benefit of his majesty, and those 
that went with me, with the nst of my countrymen; but he that knew 
tha head of tha mine would not discover It when he saw my son was 
slain, but made himself away. 

Being In the gallery of my ship, at my departure, your honor 
(Lord Arundel) took me by the hand and said you would nquest me one 
thing, which was, "that whether I made a good voyage or bad, yet I 
should nturn again Into England;" whan I made you a promise, and 
gave you my faith that I would. Another opinion was, that I carried 
to sea with ma 1,600 pieces, and that was all the voyage I Intended, 
only to get money Into my hands, and that I had weighed m/ voyage be
fon; iriharaas I protest I had but KlOO In all the world, whenof I 
gave 1̂ 25 to my wife; the reason of this speech was this: there was 
entered 1^20,000 and yet but 1̂ 4,000 In the surveyor's book; now I gave 
my bill for the other 1(16,000 for diven adventuns; but I protest I 
had not one penny more than 1(100, as I hope to be saved. 

Another slander was raised that I would have gone away from 
them and left them at Guiana, but then w e n a great many worthy men 
that accompanied me always, as my sergeant-major George Raleigh and 
divan othen [%tfhlch he then named], that knew my Intent was nothing 
so. And thasa ba tha material points I thought good to speak of; I 
am now at this Instant to render my account to God; and I protest, as 
I shall appaar befon him, this that I have spoken Is true. 

I will speak but a word or two more, because I will not trouble 
Mr. Sheriff too long. 

There was a report spread that I should rejoice at the death 
of Lord Essex, and that I should take tobacco In his presence; when, 
as I protest, I shed tears at his death, I was all the while In the 
armory at the further end, where I could but see him. I was sorry 
that I was not with him, for I heard he had a desire to see me and be 
reconciled to me. So that i protest I lamented his death, and good 
cause had I, for after he was gone I was little beloved. 

And now I entreat you all to join with me In prayer, that the 
Great God of Heaven, whom I have grievously offended, being a man full 
of all vanity, and having lived a sinful life. In all sinful callings, 
having baen a soldier, a captain, a sea captain, and a courtier, which 
are all places of wickedness and vice; that God, I say, would forgive 
me, cast away my sins from me, and receive me Into everlasting life. 
So I take ny leave of you all, making my peace with God! 



THOMAS HARRISON 

HIS SPEECH ON THE SCAFFOLD 

(Delivered at His Execution. October 13th, 1660, at Charing Cross) 

Gentlemen; --

I did not expect to have spoken a word to you at this time; but 
seeing there Is a silence commanded, I will speak something of the work 
God had In hand In our days. Many of you have been witnesses of the 
finger of God, that hath baen seen amongst us of late years. In the 
deliverance of his people from their oppressors, and In bringing to 
judgment those that were guilty of the precious blood of the dear ser
vants of the Lord. And how God did witness thereto by many wonderful 
and evident testimonies, as It were Immediately from Heaven, Insomuch 
that many of our enemies - - who were persons of no mean quality - -
were forced to confess that God was with us; and If God did not stand 
neuter, they should not value us; and, therefore, seeing the finger of 
God hath baen pleading this cause, I shall not need to speak much to 
It; In v^lch work I, with others was engaged; for the which I do from 
my soul bless the name of God, who out of the exceeding riches of his 
grace accounted me worthy to be Instrumental In so glorious a work. 
And though I am wrongfully charged with murder and bloodshed, yet I 
must tell you I have kept a good conscience both towards God and to
wards man. I never had malice against any man, neither did 1 act 
maliciously tottards any person, but as I Judged them to be enemies to 
God and his people; and the Lord Is my witness that I have done what 
I did out of the sincerity of my heart to the Lord. I bless God I 
have no guilt upon my conscience, but the spirit of God beareth witness 
that my actions are acceptable to the Lord, through Jesus Christ; 
though I have been compassed about with manifold Infirmities, fallings, 
and Imperfections In my holiest duties, but In this I have comfort and 
consolation, that I have peace with God, and do see all my sins washed 
away In the blood of my dear Savior. And I do declare as before the 
Lord, that I should not be guilty wittingly, nor wl11Ingly, of the 
blood of the meanest man, - - no, not for ten thousand worlds, much 
less of the blood of such as I am charged with. 

i have again and again besought the Lord with tears to make 
known his will and mind unto me concerning It, and to this day he hath 
rather confirmed me In the justice of It, and, therefore, I leave It 
to him, and to him I commit my ways; but some that were eminent In the 
work did wickedly turn aside themselves, and to set up their nests on 
high, vdilch caused great dishonor to the name of God and the profession 
they had made. And the Lord knows I could have suffered more than 
this, rather than have fallen In with them In that Iniquity, though 1 
was offered what I would If I would have joined with them; my aim In 
all my proceedings was the glory of God, and the good of his people, and 
the welfare of the whole Commonwealth. 
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[The people observing him to tremble In his hands and legs, he 
taking notice of It, said: - -] 

Gentlemen, by reason of some scoffing that I do hear, I judge 
that some do think I am afraid to die, by the shaking I have In my hands 
and knees; I tell you no, but It Is by reason of much blood I have lost 
In the wars, and many wounds I have received In my body, which caused 
this shaking and weakness In my nerves; I have had It this twelve years; 
I speak this to tha praise and glory of God; ha hath carried me above 
the fear of death; and I value not my life, because I go to my Father, 
and am assured I shall take It up again. 

Gentleman, take notice that for being Instrumental In that 
cause and Interest of the Son of God, which hath baen pleaded amongst us, 
and which God hath witnessed to my appeals and wonderful victories, I am 
brought to this place, to suffer death this day; and If I had ten thousand 
lives, I could fraaly and cheerfully lay them down all, to witness to 
this matter. 

Oh, what am I poor worm, that I should be accounted worthy to 
suffer anything for the sake of my Lord and Savior Jesus Christ! I 
have gone joyfully and willingly, many a time, to lay down my life upon 
the account of Christ, but never with so much Joy and freedom as at 
this time; I do not lay down my life by constraint, but willingly, for 
If I had been minded to have run away, I might have had many opportu
nities; but being so clear In the thing, I durst not turn my back, nor 
step a foot out of the way, by reason I had been engaged In the service 
of so glorious and great a God. However men presume to call It by 
hard names, yet I believe, ere It be long, the Lord will make It known 
from heaven that there was more of God In It than men are now aware 
of. 

[The sheriff reminding him of the shortness of time, If he had 
anything further to say to the people, he continued: — ] 

I do desire as from my own soul that they and every one may 
fear the Lord, that they may consider their latter end, and so It may 
be well with them; and even for the worst of those that have been most 
malicious against me, from my soul, I would forgive them all so far as 
anything concerns me; and so far as It concerns the cause and glory of 
God, I leave it for him to plead; and as for the cause of God, I am 
willing to Justify It by my sufferings, according to the good pleasure 
of his will. 1 have been this morning, before I came hither, so hur
ried up and down stairs (the meaning whereof I knew not), that my 
spirits are almost spent; therefore, you may not expect much from me. 

Oh, the greatness of the love of God to such a poor, vile, and 
nothing creature as I ami What am I, that Jesus Christ should shed 
his heart's blood for me, that I might be happy to all eternity, that 
I might be made a son of God, and an heir of heaven! Oh, that Christ 
should undergo so great sufferings and reproaches for me! And should 
not I be willing to lay down my life, and suffer reproaches for him 
that hath so loved me; blessed be the name of God that I have a life 
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to lose upon so glorious and so honorable an account. 

[Than praying to himself, with tears, and having ended, the hang
man pulled down his cap; but he thrust It up again, saying: - -] 

I have one word more to the Lord's people that desire to serve 
him with an upright heart; let them not think hardly of any of the good 
ways of God for all this; for I have been near this seven years a suffer
ing penon, and have found the way of God to ba a perfect way, his word a 
triad word, a buckler to them that trust In him, and will make known 
his glorious arm In the sight of all nations. And though we may suffer 
hard things, yet he hath a gracious end, and will make a good end for 
his glory, and tha good of his people; therefore be cheerful In the Lord 
your God, hold fast that which you have and be not afraid of suffering, 
for God will make hard and bitter things sweet and easy to all that 
trust In him; keep close to the good confession you have made of Jesus 
Christ, and look to tha recompense of reward; be not discouraged by rea
son of the cloud that now Is upon you, for tile sun will shine, and God 
will give a testimony unto what ha hath been doing. In a short time. 

And now I desire to commit my concernments Into the hands of my 
Lord and Saviour Jesus Christ, he that hath delivered himself for the 
chief of sinners; he that came Into the world, was made flesh, and was 
crucified; that hath loved me and washed me from my sins In his own 
blood, and Is risen again, sitting at tha right hand of God, making In
tercession for me. 

And as for me, Oh! v^o am I, poor, base, vile worm, that God 
should deal thus by me? For this will make me come the sooner Into his 
glory, and to Inherit the kingdom and that crown prepared for me. Oh, 
I have served a good Lord and Master, which hath helped me from my be
ginning to this day, and hath carried me through many difficulties, 
trials, straits, and temptations, and hath always been a very present 
help In time of trouble; he hath covered my head many times In the day 
of battle; by God I have leaped over a wall, by God I have run through 
a troop, and by my God I wl 11 go through this death, and he will make 
It easy to me. Now Into thy hands, 0 Lord Jesus, I commit my spirit! 



DAVID LEWIS, BISHOP OF LLANOAFF 

HIS SPEECH ON THE SCAFFOLD 

(Dal I vend August 27th, 1679, at Uska, In Monmouthshin, 
whan Ha Was Hanged) 

I was nayar Uught that doctrine of king-kllllng. From my soul 
I dotast and abhor It as axacrabia and dinctly opposite to the princi
ples of tha nllglon I profess. (What that Is, you shall know by and 
by!) It being tha positive definition of tha council of Constance: 
That "It Is damnable for any subject, or private penon, or any subjects 
In council joined, to murder his or their lawful king or prince, or use 
any public or clandestine conspiration against him," though tha said 
king or prince w a n a Turk, aposUta, panacutor, yea, or a tyrant In 
government. Navar tall ma of Clement, tha murdanr of Hanry M l . of 
Franca; navar tall ma of RaviIIlac, murdanr of Hanry IV. of Franca; 
thay did so, but wickedly thoy did so, and for It thay w a n punished 
to severity, as malafacton; and for It, to this vary day, ara stlgma-
tlaed by all Roman Catholics for vary miscnants and vllllans. I hope 
you will not charge tha n^ole Roman Catholic body with tha villainies 
of some few desperadoes; but by that rule, all Christianity must ba 
answanble for the tnason of Judas. For my part, I have always loved 
my king. I always honond his person, and I dally prayed for his pros
perity; and now, with all unfeigned cordiality, I say It: "God bless my 
gracious king and lawful prince, Charles II., King of England, and 
Prince of Wales! God bless him temporally and eternally! God pnserve 
him from all his real enemies! God direct him In all hts councils that 
may tend to the greater glory of the same great God; and whatever the 
lau plot hath baen, or Is, tha Father of Lights bring It to light, the 
contrlvan of It, and tha actors In It, that such amy ba brought to their 
condign punishment, and Innocence may be preserved!" 

But why again this untimely death? My religion Is the Roman 
Catholic religion. In It I have lived above forty yean. In It I now 
die; and so fixedly die, that If all the good things In this world w e n 
offend to me to renounce It, all should not move me one hair's bnadth 
from my Roman Catholic faith. A Roman Catholic I am, a Roman Catholic 
priest I rnn, a Roman Catholic priest of that religious order called the 
Society of Jesus I am; and I bless God who fInt called ms, and I bless 
the hour In which I was ftnt called, both unto that faith and function. 

Please now to observe, I was condemned for reading mass, hearing 
confessions, administering the sacraments, anointing the sick, christen
ing, marrying, pnaching! As for nading tha mass. It was the old, and 
still Is, tha accustomed and laudable liturgy of the Holy Church; and 
all the other acts, which are acts of religion tending to the worship 
of God; and for this dying, I die for religion. Moreover, knew that when 
last May I was In London under examination concerning the plot, a prime 
examlnant told me that to save my life and Increase my fortunes I must 
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eonsclanca! Than, by consequence, I must die, and so now. dylna I die 
for consc enca and nllglon; and dying upon sich goo3 s S n s ! «'far as 

tha abundance of tha heart, let not only mouths, but faces also speak. 

eri-.. •.I!!n!'a"'̂ !l'"!J!' * ̂ 'i' ̂ '••*' •"^ ̂ ''̂ ^̂  '̂ •**y <̂» »>""t into loud 
cries, tooth for tooth, eye for eye, blood for blood, Ufa for life! 
Ho, criath Holy Gospel, forgive and you shall be forgiven; pray for 
V^!^*^*^ parsecute you; love your enemies; and I profess myself a child 
of tha Gospel, and the Gospel I obey. 

Whomever, pnsent or absent, I have every offended, I humbly 
das I n them to forgive me. As for my enemies, had I as many hearts as I 
have fingan, with all those hearts would I forgive my enemies. At 
least, with all that single heart I have, I freely forgive them all - -
my nalghbon that betrayed me, the persons that took me, the justices 
that committed me, the witnesses that proved against me, the jury that 
found me, the Judge that condemned me, and all others whomever that out 
of malice or zeal, covertly or openly, have been contrlbutlve to my 
condemnation; but singularly and especially, I forgive my capital per
secutor, who hath been so long thirsty after my blood; from my soul I 
forgive him, and wish his soul so well, that, were It In my power, I 
would seat him a seraphim In heaven, and I pray for them In the language 
of glorious St. Stephen, the proto-martyr: "Lord, lay not this sin unto 
them!" Or, better yet, In the style of our great master, Christ himself: 
"Father, forgive them, they know not what they do!" 

And with reason I love them also, for though they have done 
themselves a vast soul-prejudice, yet they have done me an Incomparable 
favor i4ilch I shall eternally acknowledge; but chiefly I love them for 
his sake, who said: "Love your enemies"; and In testimony of my love 
I wish them, - - and It Is the best of wishes, - - from the centre of 
my soul, I wish them a good eternity. Oh, Eternity, Eternity! How 
momentary are the glorious riches and pleasures of this world! and how 
desirable art thou, endless Eternity! 

And for my sad enemies, attaining thereunto i humbly beseech 
God to give them the grace of true repentance before they and this world 
part. 

Next to my enemies, give me leave to lift up my eyes, hands, and 
heart to heaven, and drop some few words of advice unto, and for my 
friends, as well those present as absent. Friends, fear God, honor your 
king, be firm In your faith, avoid mortal sin by frequenting the sacra
ments of Holy Church, patiently bear your persecutions and afflictions, 
forgive your enemies! Your suJFferlngs are great! 

I say, be firm In your faith to the end, - - yea, even to death; 
then shall ye heap unto yourselves celestial treasures In the heavenly 
Jerusalem, where no thief robbeth, no moth eateth, and no rust consumeth! 
And have that blessed saying of the blessed St. Peter, prince of the 
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Apostles, always In your memory, which I heartily recommend unto you, 
namely: "Let none of you suffer as a murderer or a thief, but If as a 
Christian, let htm not be ashamed, but glorify God In his name!^ Ill 

Now It Is high time I make my address as to heaven, and suppli
cate the Divine Goodness In my own behalf, by some few short and cordial 
ejaculations of prayer. 



ALGERNON SIDNEY 

HIS SPEECH ON THE SCAFFOLD -"GOVERNMENTS FOR THE 
PEOPLE, AND NOT THE PEOPLE FOR GOVERNMENTS" 

(Delivered at His Execution, In London, December 7th, 1683) 

Han, Brethren, and Fathers; Friends, Countrvmen, and Strangers: — 

It may ba expected that I should now say some great matters 
unto you; but tha rigor of the season and the Infirmities of my age. In
creased by a close Imprisonment of about five months, do not permit me. 
Moreover, we live In an age that maketh truth pass for treason; I dare 
not say anything contrary unto It, and the ears of those that are about 
ma will probably ba found too tender to hear It. My trial and condem
nation sufficiently evidence this. 

West, Rumsey, and Kayllng, who were brought to prove the plot, 
said no more of me than that they knew me not; and some others equally 
unknown to me had used my name, and that of some others, to give a 
little reputation unto their designs. The Lord Howard Is too infamous 
by his life, and the many perjuries not to be denied, or rather sworn 
by himself, to deserve mention; and being a single witness he would 
be of no value, though he had been of unblemished credit, or had not 
seen and confessed that the crimes committed by him would be pardoned 
only for committing more; and even the pardon promised could not be 
obtained till the drudgery of swearing was over. This being laid 
aside, the vi^ole matter Is reduced to the papers said to be found In 
my closet by the King's officers, without any other proof of their 
being written by me, that what Is taken from suppositions upon the 
similitude of a hand that Is easily counterfeited, and which hath been 
lately declared In the Lady Carr's case to be no lawful evidence In 
criminal causes. But If I had been seen to write them, the matter 
would not be much altered. They plainly appear to relate unto a large 
treatise written long since In answer to Fllmer's book, which by all 
Intelligent men. Is thought to be grounded upon wicked principles, 
equally pernicious unto magistrates and people. If he might publish 
unto the world his opinion, that all men are born under a necessity de
rived from the laws of God and nature, to submit unto an absolute kingly 
government, which could be restrained by no law or oath; and that he that 
hath the power, whether he came unto It by creation, election. Inheri
tance, usurpation, or any other way, had the right; and none must oppose 
his will, but the persons and estates of his subjects must be Indispen
sably subject unto It, I know not why I might not have published my 
opinion to the contrary, without the breach of any law i have yet known. 
I might as freely as he have declared publicly my thoughts, and the rea
sons upon which they were grounded; and I am persuaded to believe that 
God has left nations unto the liberty of setting up such governments as 
best please themselves. The magistrates are set up for the good of 
nations, not nations for the honor and glory of magistrates; that the 
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JhSt^c^nt^d!^^!'•J''•'!I '" -v*^ country Is that which tha laws of 
I 2 ! K . ^ L ^ . . ^ ^ ' V ^ ® **•• ^^*^ ^'^^^ ^^* ^ra to ba observed, and tha 
oaths taken by them having the force of a contnct between majlitnte 

I n i ^ U ? rtrC?''"^ could give no right, and tha most daniarous of 

iJdh ^ 1 ? ^ ; I ^ ! T ? ""̂ *̂ ,"«"••»>•••• •!» the rights belonging unto It; that 
such usurpations being seldom compassed without the slaughter of the 
reigning penon, or fmally, the wont of all villains was thanby n -
wardad with the most glorious privileges; that If such dtctrlnes w e n 
received, thay would stir up men to the destruction of princes with more 
violence than all tha passions that have hitherto raged In the hearts of 
the most unruly; that none could be safe. If such a reward were proposed 
unto any that could destroy them; that few would be so gentle as to 
span even the best. If by their destruction a vile usurper could become 
God's anointed; and by tha most execrable wickedness Invest himself with 
that divine character. 

This Is the scope of the whole treatise; the writer gives such 
reasons as at that pnsent did occur unto him, to prove It. This seems 
to agree with the doctrines of the most nverenced authors of all times, 
nations, and religions. The best and wisest of kings have ever acknowl-
agad It. Tha present King of France hath declared that kings have that 
happy want of power, that they can do nothing contrary to the laws of 
their country, and grounds his quarrel with the King of Spain, anno 1667, 
upon that principle. King James, In his speech to the Parliament, anno 
1603, doth In the highest degree assert It; the Scripture seems to 'SBT 
c}ara It. If, nevertheless, the writer was mistaken, he might have 
bean refuted by law, reason, and Scripture; and no man, for such matters, 
was ever otherwise punished than by being made to see his error; and It 
hath not (as I think) been ever known that they had been referred to the 
judgment of a jury, composed of men utterly unable to comprehend them. 
But there wes little of this In my case; the extravagance of my prose-
cuton goes higher; the above-mentioned treatise was never finished, nor 
could be In many years, and most probably would never have been. So 
much as Is of It was written long since, never nvlewed, nor shown unto 
any man; and the fiftieth part of It was produced, and not the tenth of 
that offend to be read. That which was never known unto those who are 
said to have conspired with me was said to be Intended to stir up the 
people In prosecution of the designs of those conspirators. When nothing 
of particular application unto time, place, or person could be found In 
It (as hath ever been done by those who endeavond to raise Insurrec
tions), all was supplied by Innuendoes. Whatsoever Is said of the expul
sion of Tarquin; the Insurrection against Nero; the slaughter of Caligula, 
or Domltlan; the translation of the crown of France from Meroven's race 
unto Pepin, and from his descendant unto High Capet, and the like, applied 
by Innuendo unto the King. They have not considered that. If such acts 
of state be not good, there Is not a king In the world that has any 
title to the crown he bears; nor can have any, unless he could deduce his 
pedigree from the eldest son of Noah, and show that the succession had 
still continued In the eldest of the eldest line, and been so deduced to 
him. Every one may see what advantage this would be to all the kings In 
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the world; and whether, that falling, It were not better for them to ac
knowledge thay had received their crowns by the consent of willing na
tions; or to have no better title unto them than usurpation and violence, 
which, by the same ways, may be taken away from them. But I was not 
long since told that I must die, or the plot must die. Lest the means of 
destroying the best Protestants In England should fall, the Bench must 
be filled with such as had been blemishes to the bar. None but such as 
thasa would have advised with the King's council of the means of bringing 
a man to death; suffered a jury to be packed by the King's solicitors 
and tha under sheriff; adnit of jurymen who were not freeholders; re
ceive such evidence as Is above mentioned; refuse a copy of an Indict
ment, or to suffer the statute of 46th Edward III. to be read, that 
doth expressly enact It should In no case be denied unto any man, upon 
any occasion whatsoever, to overrule the most Important points of law 
without hearing. And whereas the statute 25th Edward III., upon which 
thay said I should be tried, doth reserve unto Parliament all construc
tions to be made In points of treason, they could assume unto themselves, 
not only a power to oiake constructions, but such constructions as 
neither agree with law, reason, or common sense. 

By these means I am brought to this place. The Lord forgive 
thasa pnctlces, and avert the evils that threaten the nation from them. 
The Lord sanctify these my sufferings unto me, and though I fall as a 
sacrifice unto Idols, suffer not Idolatry to be established In the land. 
Bless thy people and save them. Defend thy own cause, and defend those 
that defend It. Stir up such as are faint, direct those that are will
ing, confirm those that waver, give wisdom end Integrity unto all. 
Order all things so as may most redound unto thine own glory. Grant 
that I may die glorifying thee for all thy mercies, and that at the last 
thou has permitted me to be singled out as a witness of thy truth; and 
even by the confession of my opposers, for that old cause In which I 
was from my youth engaged, and for which thou hast often and wonder
fully declared thyself. 



RICHARD RUMBOLD 

AGAINST BOOTED AND SPURRED PRIVILEGE 

(Oallvand on tha Gallows at tha Market Cross In Edinburgh, In June 1685) 

Gantlaman and B n t h n n : - -

-î .̂ w *w'^t'L'®'' oil man that coma Into tha world once to die; and after 
death the judgment! And since death Is a debt that all of us must pay, 
t Is but a matter of small moment what way It be done. Seeing the Lord 

1*1 .Vi 'I! this manner to take me to himself, I confess, something 
, ^?.;!***' •"** ^^^^' y*t *>!•»»•<« be his name, who hath made me not 

only willing, but thankful for his honoring me to lay down the life he 
gave, for his name; In tdilch, were every hair In this head and beard of 
mine a life, I should joyfully sacrifice them for It, as I do this. 
Providence having brought me hither, I think It most necessary to clear 
myself of some aspersions laid on my name; and, first, that I should 
have had so horrid an Intention of destroying the King and his brother . . 
. . It was also laid to my charge that I was antImonarchIca1. It was 
ever my thoughts that kingly government was the best of all where justly 
executed; I mean, such as It was by our ancient laws; - - that Is, a 
King, and a legal, free-chosen Parliament, - - the King having, as I 
conceive, power enough to make him great; the people also as much prop-
arty as to make them happy; they being, as It were, contracted to one 
another! And who will deny me that this was not the justly-constituted 
government of our nation? How absurd Is It, then, for men of sense to 
maintain that though the one party of his contract breaketh all condi
tions, the other should be obliged to perform their part? No; this 
error Is contrary to the law of God, the law of nations, and the law of 
reason. But as pride hath been the bait the devil hath caught most by 
ayfar since the creation, so It continued to this day with us. Pride 
caused our first parents to fall from the blessed state wherein they 
were created, - - they aiming to be higher and wiser than God allowed, 
which brought an everlasting curse on them and their posterity, it 
was pride caused God to drown the old world. And It was Nlmrod's pride 
In building Babel that caused that heavy curse of division of tongues 
to ba spread among us, as It Is at this day, one of the greatest afflic
tions the Church of God groaneth under, that there should be so many 
divisions during their pilgrimage here; but this Is their comfort that 
tha day draweth near where, as there Is but one shepherd, there shall 
be but one sheepfold. It was, therefore, In the defense of this party, 
In their just rights and liberties, against popery and slavery - -

[Being here Interrupted by drum beating, he said that they need 
not trouble themselves, for he should say no more of his mind on that 
subject, since they were so disingenuous as to Interrupt a dying man. 
He then continued: - -] 

I die this day In the defense of the ancient laws and liberties 
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of these nations; and though God, for reasons bast known to himself, 
hath not seen I t f i t to honor us, as to make us the Instruments for the 
deliverance of his people, yet as I have l ived, so I die In the fa i th 
that he w i l l speedily arise for the deliverance of his Church and people. 
And I desire of a l l you to prepare for this with speed. I may say this 
Is a deluded generation, veiled with Ignorance, that though popery and 
slavery be riding In upon them, do not perceive I t ; though I am sure 
there was no man born marked of God above another; for none comes Into 
the world with a saddle on his back, neither any booted and spurred to 
ride htm; not but that I am well sat isf ied that God hath wisely ordered 
di f ferent stations for men In the world, as I have already said; kings 
having as much power as to make them great and the people as much prop
erty as to make them happy. And to conclude, I shall only add my wishes 
for the salvation of a l l men who were created for that and. 


