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CHAPTER I 

GENERAL BACKGROUND 

Introduction 

Of the conception which we have been taught to entertain of 
what a great and commanding orator should be; whose moral 
character, as the ancients endeavor to impress upon us, ought 
to be pure; whose knowledge must be universal; whose genius 
serves to animate and adorn his knowledge; whose language 
flows at will; whose delivery is required to be impressive; 
whose powers of reasoning and imagination are equally strong; 
whose readiness to combine all these qualities, or to draw 
upon each separately, as circumstances may require, is 
unlimited—there is no man, perhaps, in the history of Eng
lish oratory, who comes near to Mr. Burke. It has been 
remarked with some truth, that his powers, if shared out, 
would have made half a dozen of good orators. It must at 
least be regarded as an uncommon coincidence, that he should 
unite in an eminent degree nearly every one of the requisites 
which the critics of the classic days of Rome point out as 
necessary to the character.1 

Thus does James Prior attribute the characteristics of the ancients' 

"perfect orator" to Edmund Burke. While leading Burkean biographers 

and critics—John Morley, Philip Magnus, Russell Kirk, Herbert J. C. 

Grierson, H. A. Taine, Edmund Gosse, G. E. B. Saintsbury, W. C. Haz-

litt, William Edward Hartpole Lecky, Henry Hardwicke, Lorenzo Sears— 

almost beggar the English language in search of panegyric or disparage

ment, they merely describe his oratory. They do not analyze it; they 

James Prior, Memoir of the Life and Character of the Right 
Hon. Edmund Burke with Specimens of His Poetry and Letters and an 
Estimate of His Genius and Talents, Compared with Those of His Great 
Contemporaries (5th ed., 2 vols.; New York: Burt Franklin, 1968), II, 
414. 



do not show how or by what means Burke produces the effects they 

2 

either extol or deprecate. The purpose of this study is to investi

gate Burke's use of classical rhetoric. The dissertation attempts to 

show how his classical rhetoric operates and to illustrate the thesis 

that his rhetoric is integral to his subject matter. The study focuses 

primarily upon "Speech on American Taxation" and to a lesser extent 

upon "Speech on Conciliation with America" and "Letter to the Sheriffs 

of Bristol." These works were selected because they deal with one 

theme, the English-American dispute; because they offer a survey of 

Burke's structure, devices, strategy, and technique; and because these 

pieces are more familiar to most Americans. 

To accomplish the purpose of this study, the following proce

dure is essential: (1) to examine Burke's preparation for parliamentary 

2 
See the following for excellent discussions of rhetorical 

analysis and rhetorical criticism: Herbert August Wichelns, "The 
Literary Criticism of Oratory," in The Rhetorical Idiom: Essays in 
Rhetoric, Oratory, Language, and Drama, Presented to Herbert August 
Wichelns, edited, with a Foreword by Donald Cross Bryant (New York: 
Russell & Russell, 1966), pp. 5-42; H. H. Hudson, "The Field of Rheto
ric," Quarterly Journal of Speech, IX (November, 1923), 177; Loren D. 
Reid, "The Perils of Rhetorical Criticism," Quarterly Journal of 
Speech, XXX (December, 1944), 416-422; William Norwood Brigance, "\\fhat 
Is a Successful Speech?" Quarterly Journal of Speech, XI (November, 
1925), 372-377; Donald C. Bryant, "Rhetoric: Its Functions and Its 
Scope," Quarterly Journal of Speech, XXXIX (December, 1953), 422; 
Kenneth Burke, A Grammar of Motives and a Rhetoric of Motives (Cleve
land: Prentice-Hall, Inc., 1950); L. H. Mouat, "An Approach to Rhet
orical Criticism," in The Rhetorical Idiom: Essays in Rhetoric, Ora
tory, Language, and Drama, Presented to Herbert August Wichelns, edited, 
with a Foreword by Donald Cross Bryant (New York: Russell & Russell, 
1966), pp. 161-177; Marie Hochmuth Nichols, Rhetoric and Criticism 
(Baton Rouge, La.: Louisiana State University Press, 1963). 

file:////fhat


oratory, (2) to compare his own pronouncements on rhetoric with those 

of the ancients, (3) to examine his audience, (4) to review the his

torical background which occasioned the works, (5) to analyze critic

ally selected works for specific employment of classical rhetoric and 

to show how it operates, and (6) to evaluate the effectiveness of his 

application of classical knowledge. 

Burke's Preparation for Parliamentary Oratory 

When in 1766 Edmund Burke sat for the borough of Wendover in 

the House of Commons, he came thoroughly prepared to assume his role 

as a leading parliamentary orator. Naturally gifted, he had received 

3 

a good education in the Augustan tradition. A sickly, bookish six-

year-old child, he first attended school in the fortalice of Monamimy 

Castle, the estate of his mother's people at Ballyduff. Here his mas

ter, a certain O'Halloran, nurtured his devotion to classical and 

4 
medieval literature. 

In 1741 Burke became a boarder at Ballitore School, kept by 

Quaker Abraham Shackleton, a classical scholar of considerable emin

ence. Shackleton encouraged the boy's predilection for the classics. 

Alan Dugald McKillop, English Literature from Dryden to Burns 
(New York: Appleton-Century-Crofts, Inc., 1948), p. 347. 

Russell Kirk, Edmund Burke; A Genius Reconsidered (New Roch-
elle, N.Y.: Arlington House, 1967), p. 22. 

Life of the Right Honourable Edmund Burke," in The Works of 
Edmund Burke, with a Memoir (3 vols.; New York: George Dearborn, Pub
lisher, 1835), I, i; Sir Philip Montefiore Magnus, Edmund Burke: A 
Life (London: J. Murray, 1939), p. 6; Robert Tarbell Oliver, "A Re-
Evaluation of the Oratory of Burke, Fox, Sheridan, and Pitt" (unpub
lished Ph.D. dissertation. University of Wisconsin, 1937), p. 461; Kirk, 
Edmund Burke, p. 23. 



and young Edmund received a firm foundation in Greek, Latin (especially 

Virgil), and some of the finest English writers: Spenser, Shakespeare, 

Bacon, and Milton. Demonstrating early promise of later intellectual 

prowess, he approached his studies with diligent application, facility 

of comprehension, and strength of memory. Having already read exten

sively, he possessed diverse knowledge and delighted in occasionally 

g 
exhibiting his precocious memory by "capping Latin verses." 

The fifteen-year-old Burke in 1744 entered Trinity College, 

Dublin, where he embarked upon a comprehensive course of reading far 

advanced to that of his fellows. His close friend Richard Shackleton 

writes, "He read much while he was a boy, and accumulated a stock of 

learning of great variety. . . . He made the reading of the classics 

9 
his diversion, rather than his business." Consequently, Burke became 

thoroughly acquainted with most of the writers of antiquity, preferring 

Horace, Virgil, Lucretius, Plutarch, and Demosthenes, his favorite 

orator. He also highly commended Cicero, Sallust, Juvenal, Lucian, 

Xenophon, and Epictetus. What Burke read he remembered, and what 

6 
Kirk, Edmund Burke, p. 23; "Life of the Right Honourable 

Edmund Burke," I, i; Prior, Memoir, I, 53; Gilbert Highet offers brief 
discussions of the influence of classical literature on Burke's favor
ite English writers in The Classical Tradition: Greek and Roman 
Influences on Western Literature (London: Oxford University Press, 
1949). 

Prior, Memoir, I, 44. 

^Ibid. ,1,45. 

9 
Arthur P. I. Samuels, The Early Life, Correspondence and Writ

ings of the Honourable Edmund Burke (Cambridge, England: University 
Press, 1923), pp. 16, 402-403. 



pleased him he memorized. For example, charmed by the pathos of the 

fourth book and the sublime ethics of the sixth book of the Aeneid and 

the philosophical passages of the Georgics, he could and would repeat 

them from beginning to end. He particularly delighted in those poeti

cal works which afforded knowledge of general or moral principles. 

For this reason, he relished Horace's satires and the critical and 

ethical epistles more than his most poetical odes. Further, while he 

admired the force and philosophy of Tacitus, he disliked his style, 

indeed disliked all styles Xizhich smacked of study or affectation. 

Although he appreciated the eloquence and history of Rome, 

Burke was keenly interested in ancient Greek culture. Chiefly admir

ing Homer's sublimity, he especially enjoyed his verbal portraits of 

men and manners. Because of its minute delineation of ancient Greek 

society, he read the Odyssey more frequently than the Iliad. Among 

the Greek dramatic poets , he preferred Euripides, who describes men as 

they are, to Sophocles, who depicts men as they ought to be. As a 

result of his voracious reading, Burke was deeply conversant with Greek 

philosophy, both abstract and practical. Having thus devoted himself 

with great ardor, industry, and perserverance to the ancients, he 

approached classical knowledge as a philosopher, not a pedant. 

His love of the classics notwithstanding, Burke did not exclude 

his own heritage from his reading. He devoured Bacon's essays. 

Robert Bisset, The Life of Edmund Burke (London: G. Caw-
thorne, 1798), pp. 148-149; Kirk, Edmund Burke, p. 24. 

Bisset, The Life of Edmund Burke, p. 149. 



Shakespeare's works. Young's "Night Thoughts," the Bible, Addison, 

Lesage, Fielding, Smollett, Waller, and Milton, "whose richness of 

|12 
language, boundless learning, and scriptural grandeur of conception" 

he often praised. For lighter, more relaxed reading, he chose romances 

He especially liked Don Bellianis , which he com.pared with Virgil. 

Because he believed that romance had a beneficial effect on the forma

tion of the poetic imagination, he probably did not feel too guilty 

13 

about the time thus spent in its perusal. Knowing he became enam

ored of the discipline of the moment, he once laughingly complained to 

his friend Dick Shackleton that while at Trinity he had been subjected 

to the excesses of "Furor Mathematicus, Furor Logicus, Furor Histori-

14 
cus, and Furor Poeticus," finding poetical madness as hard to cure 

as the itch. It is possible that the richness of Burke's imagery may 

be traced, in part, to his furtive reading of books not included in 

the rigorous Trinity College curriculum. 

The strict requirements at Trinity in 1744 had not changed 

appreciably since Dean Swift's time. Nearly all the instruction was 

verbal and in Latin. If the young men dared converse at all during 

dinner and supper, they spoke Latin. Subjects for the Bachelor's 

degree included Latin, Greek, Hebrew, the classics, Aristotelian 

Channcey A. Goodrich, Select British Eloquence (New York: 
Harper's, 1856), p. 207; Oliver, "Oratory," pp. 462-463; Bisset, The 
Life of Edmund Burke, p. 149; Prior, Memoir, I, 52-53, 60. 

•'"•̂ Oliver, "Oratory," p. 463. 

14 r -, 
Magnus, Edmund Burke, pp. 6-7. 
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philosophy, logic, mathematics, rhetoric and composition, moral philos

ophy, and history. All students attended lectures on Greek, and every

one had to declaim twice a week on a subject from morality or politics. 

First year classes read Porphyrins's Isagoge; the second year students 

read Organon. The third year was reserved for the Physics while the 

fourth year students grappled with the metaphysical works or Nichomach-

ean Ethics. Under the heading of "classics," the four years' reading 

included works Burke had already studied, thus giving him a distinct 

advantage: the Aeneid and Georgics, Horace, Juvenal, Terence, all of 

Livy, Tacitus, Suetonius, Sallust, and some Cicero or Pliny, Caesar, 

Velleius, and Justin; the Iliad and Odyssey, three plays of Sophocles, 

Lucian, Demosthenes, Longinus on the sublime, some Xenophon, and 

Theocritus. Those who survived the B.A. and stayed for the M.A. added 

advanced courses in Greek language and literature, mathematics, and 

politics. Having maintained higher standards than either Oxford or 

Cambridge, Trinity College was considered so rigorous that the Duke of 

Irvin Ehrenpreis, Swift: The Man, His Works, and the Age 
(2 vols.; Cambridge: Harvard University Press, 1962), I, 57-59; R. B. 
McDowell and D. A. Webb, "Courses and Teaching in Trinity College, 
Dublin, During the First 200 Years," Hermathena, LXIX (May, 1947), 14, 
15, 17; Bisset, The Life of Edmund Burke, pp. 16-18; E. J. Furlong, 
"The Study of Logic in Trinity College, Dublin," Hermathena, LX (Novem
ber, 1942), 38; John William Stubbs, The History of the University of 
Dublin from Its Foundation to the End of the Eighteenth Century (Dub
lin: Dublin University Series, 1890), pp. 199-200; William Phillips 
Sandford notes in English Theories of Public Address, 1530-1828 (Colum
bus , Ohio: H. L. Hedrick, 1938), pp. 50-51, that "by 1560 both Aris
totle's Rhetoric and Cicero's De Oratore were known in England"; Quin-
tilian was also known and used from the sixteenth century on. Conse
quently, Burke certainly must have studied these men's works. 
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Portland vetoed the plan for a university at Armagh: "It [is] not 

desirable to stimulate Dublin University by the emulation of a second 

University, as the students [are] already apt to injure their health 

t- 1 11I6 by overwork. 

Despite Burke's surreptitious reading and the demanding course 

work, he did V7ell at Trinity, Oliver Goldsmith's assertion to the con

trary. Defending Burke, one author says that "veracity was unfortun

ately not among the leading virtues of Goldsmith" and that "Dr. Thomas 

Leland, a much better judge of learning than Goldsmith, never mentioned 

the name of Edmund Burke without a fond recurrence to the brilliant 

emanations of his opening genius, witnessed inter sylvas academi, when 

he was himself a fellow and tutor of Trinity College." Among Burke's 

favorite studies at Trinity ^̂ 7ere metaphysics, philosophy, general 

18 
literature, history, and the classics. In fact, he did so well in 

the classics that the college in 1745 presented a prize book to him 

for proficiency. On May 26, 1746, he was elected "scholar of the house," 

the qualification for which was a successful examination in the classics 

before the provost and senior fellows. This scholarship not only gave 

him rooms in the college, but it also gave him the distinction of having 

19 won a most coveted honor. 

Furlong, "The Study of Logic," p. 39; Kirk, Edmund Burke, 
p. 22. 

"Life of the Right Honourable Edmund Burke," I, i. 

Prior, Memoir, I, 52. 

19 
Ibid., I, 51; Magnus, Edmund Burke, p. 6; Kirk, Edmund Burke, 

p. 25. 



Besides the proficiency in the classics necessary for a par

liamentary orator, the Trinity College experience gave Burke prepara

tion in debating and writing. In 1747 at the age of eighteen, Burke 

and several friends formed a debating society called The Club, which 

became the forerunner of the Trinity College Historical Society. As 

guiding spirit of the group, he kept almost all the minutes and acted 

as President and Censor. So important to his rhetorical development 

was this experience that the following brief overview of the subjects 

20 
which he prepared for The Club is highly informative: 

(1) April 24, 1747: He read an essay on Society. In an 

impromptu debate on the relative merits of Coriolanus and Alcibiades, 

he spoke for the latter and won the decision. 

(2) April 28, 1747: He spoke impromptu in a debate on the 

conduct of the Dutch in the war of Spanish Succession. Although losing 

the decision, he acquitted himself well. He also spoke on the Oration 

to the Genoese. The same evening he made an impromptu speech on the 

conduct of the English in the war of Spanish Succession. 

(3) May 14 (?), 1747: He proposed an impromptu debate between 

Cato speaking against luxury and Scripio speaking for it. 

(4) May 19, 1747: He made an impromptu speech on the advan

tages which would accrue to England should the Prince of Orange be made 

Stadtholder. He then argued that the Scotch rebels be treated with 

severity. Next, in the character of a seaman, he pleaded that his 

fellows not commit mutiny and won the decision. 

2^A11 information concerning The Club is taken from Arthur P. 
I. Samuels, Life, Correspondence and Writings, pp. 228-294. 
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(5) May 22, 1747: Impersonating General Huske, he inveighed 

against the Scotch rebels. 

(6) May 26, 1747: He eulogized painting and then argued 

against "whether philosophy be of use to poetry." He lost the decis

ion. That evening in the character of Brutus, he spoke on the death 

of Lucretia. 

(7) May 29, 1747: He spoke on "the nature and advantages of 

the Laws of this Assembly," the following excerpt of which is signif

icant to this study: 

That as the business of this society is principally our 
improvement of Eloquence, that it was vjell contriv'd that not 
only an action & extempore grace of speaking but also our 
invention should be regarded wch the premediated Orations 
provide for, but as this was not the only business—the mis
cellaneous Essays and reading improve us in ye other parts of 
polite literature.21 

He then spoke on taxing absentee landlords ten per cent, winning the 

decision. Next he spoke on the Sermon on the Mount. 

(8) June 2, 1747: He argued that it would have been better 

for Lord Chesterfield to have remained as Lord Lieutenant of Ireland. 

(9) June 5, 1747: He read his prepared speech of Moloch from 

Book II of Paradise Lost and received applause. In the evening he 

participated in three discussions: against multiplicity of laws, 

against the passions (inimical to reason and decorum), and against 

piracy in printing. 

(10) June 12, 1747: He read a short paper on Malice and was 

praised for it. 

21 
Ibid., p. 251. 
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(11) June 16, 1747: He argued that Coriolanus ought not to 

have been expelled by the Romans. 

(12) June 23, 1747: He read a paper on Piety. 

(13) June 30, 1747: In an enactment of a scene in the Roman 

Senate, Burke, in the role of a Senator, inveighed against Caesar upon 

his going to Gaul. He won the decision. 

(14) July 3, 1747: He turned in an unnamed written oration. 

That evening he argued against the repeal of the law making sheep-

stealing a capital offense. Although this speech was probably in oppo

sition to his personal beliefs on the subject, he here expresses some 

principles indicative of his mature political philosophy: 

When we are to repeal a standing law we are not to do it 
lightly; our Ancestors saw the wisdom of this Law, or they 
would not enact it; why then is it less good? Rave all the 
benefits our Ancestors have receiv'd rendered it now use
less? No, a man's property's his life. The Law of Nature 
gives a man power to kill offenders. Now he that seizes my 
property would seize my life. The Law cannot be cruel, for 
rich men might thro' a love of rapine plunder the poor past 
reparation. When Murder was Made Death, so was Theft & 
justly, since it destroys bad men who by their wantonness 
wou'd ruin Society. If we repeal this so necessary a Law 
future Parliaments may follow our example and overthrow the 
most fundamental Laws in the Constitution.^^ 

(15) July 6, 1747: He upheld the negative on the question 

"whether the Turkish Law that forbids wine be just." 

(16) July 10, 1747: In the character of Ulysses, Burke 

pleaded with the Greeks to give up Helen. Although the minutes break 

off here, Arthur P. I. Samuels believes The Club continued for some 

time thereafter. 

^^Ibid. , p. 289. 
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The importance of The Club to Burke's development as an orator 

is great. Samuels writes as follows: 

We can see in every page of the Proceedings where Burke's 
utterances are summarized the germs of his career and charac
ter developing; we can recognize that love of justice, that 
abhorrence of anything that savoured of corruption, that 
unswerving devotion to duty, and that pure impetuosity which 
energises him all through life.23 

The subject matter of the debates and papers ranged from the Greek and 

Latin classics to moral principles to current political affairs, indi

cative of the fact that Burke could speak on practically anything. He 

usually lost decisions when speaking for or against a cause in which 

he did not personally believe. This overview further attests to 

Burke's interest in moral principles, his strong sense of right and 

wrong, his firm conviction in the sanctity of the Constitution, his 

reverence for precedent, and his fear of political and social chaos. 

In the first speech of May 29, he admits that he wished to improve his 

eloquence and preparation of speeches through the practice which The 

Club provided. Therefore, the amount of work undertaken to prepare 

and deliver speeches, the practice in extemporaneous speaking, the 

keen analysis of the audience-speaker-occasion relationship necessary 

in impersonating specific historical figures, the critical analysis to 

which the members subjected each other's efforts—all these factors 

contributed to Burke's preparation for parliamentary oratory. 

Cicero and Quintilian agree that writing is essential to the 

development of an orator. Cicero states, "Writing is said to be the 

23 
Ibid. , p. 214. 
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best and most excellent modeler and teacher of oratory. . . .He who 

comes to speak after practice in writing brings this advantage with 

him, that though he speak at the call of the moment, yet what he says 

will bear a resemblance to something written. . . ." "Writing is of 

the utmost importance [to oratory] . . . , writes Quintilian, and by 

25 
its means alone can true and deeply rooted proficiency be obtained." 

Nor did Burke neglect this aspect of his oratorical training. Through

out his school days, he had prepared compositions in English, Latin, 

and Greek for his masters. He had also prepared speeches and papers 

for The Club. He then tried his hand at writing for publication. 

While finishing his B.A. in 1748, Burke almost singlehandedly 

edited, managed, and wrote The Reformer, a shortlived literary weekly 

of only thirteen brief numbers. Later in the year he published seven 

anonymous political pamphlets in vindication of a Dr. Lucus, who was 

outlawed because he protested English restriction of Irish trade and 

demanded parliamentary and municipal reform. In 1754 Burke anonymously 

wrote The Vindication of Natural Society, an exercise in irony and a 

satire which parodied Bolingbroke's style as well as his theory of 

natural religion. Burke established his reputation with the appearance 

in 1757 of Philosophical Inquiry into the Origins of Our Ideas of the 

Sublime and Beautiful, originally written at Trinity College. Working 

24 
Cicero De Oratore 1. 33. 

25 
Quintilian Institutio Oratoria 1. 28., 10. 3.: "It is in 

writing that eloquence has its roots and foundations, it is writing 
that provides that holy of holies where the wealth of oratory is 
stored. . . ." 
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rapidly, he then extensively revised William Burke's An Account of the 

European Settlements in America (1757), followed by a History of Eng

land from the earliest times to the end of King John's reign, 1758. 

Signing a contract with the famous publisher Dodsley in the same year, 

Burke agreed to compile and to edit the Annual Register, "concerned 

with the principal political events and papers, literary and philosoph

ical matters, and startling occurrences of the year, and including 

various essays and poems."" By thus sharpening his wits, developing 

his style, and practicing lucid presentation of his ideas on a variety 

of subjects—literature, politics, philosophical satire, aesthetics, 

and history—Edmund Burke proved he had attained the first requirement 

of an orator, that of having something to say. 

He continued his intellectual preparation for Parliament by 

studying law and by his association with the literati of London. Early 

in 1750 he went to London to read law in the Middle Temple and to 

absorb what knowledge he could by frequenting the courts in Westminis

ter Hall. Law texts were few and so unsatisfactory that he complained, 

"The study of Law, which ought to be the chief science in any well-

ordered community, [is] in England rendered hateful to all liberal 

27 
minds by the medieval barbarity of its method and expression." His 

refusal to be called to the Bar may be explicable either because he 

felt distaste for the life of barrister or because he wished to spare 

96 
Kirk, Edmund Burke, p. 37. 

27 
Magnus, Edmund Burke, p. 8. 
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his wife's feelings. Before their marriage, Jane Nugent Burke had been 

a Roman Catholic, and he might have felt that in taking the oath 

28 

denouncing the Pope he would damage his marriage. Professional bar

rister or no, Burke's reading of English common law reinforced his 

already strong sense of justice and well prepared him vjith precedents 

for later use in Parliament. 

While in London reading law, Burke did not neglect his liter

ary interests. He frequented the coffee houses, the debating clubs of 

Fleet Street and Covent Garden, and the theater, thereby meeting Gar-

rick, who later introduced him to Dr. Samuel Johnson. Because of the 

reputation brought him by his publications in the 1750s, he became the 

darling of the London literati. Already acquainted with Dodsley and 

Garrick, Burke was adored by Mrs. Montagu, "Queen of the Blue-Stock

ings," at whose house he made many useful contacts. His other liter

ary friends included the Wartons, Dr. Markham, Lord Lyttleton, Bennet 

Langton, Mrs. Vesey, Mrs. Elizabeth Carter, and his old school chum 

Oliver Goldsmith. Even the venerable Dr. Samuel Johnson suffered Burke 

29 
to contradict him on the subject of Bengal. In the lively exchange 

of information and ideas with these people, the conversationalists of 

the day, Burke gained useful practice in rapid oral expression of his 

ideas; he further sharpened his wits, defined his principles, refined 

his mode of expression, and polished his natural brilliance. 

28 
Ibid. , pp. 8, 11. 

29 
Ibid., pp. 16-17; Kirk, Edmund Burke, p. 35. 
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Burke thus emerged from his multi-faceted educational experi

ence ready for Parliament. Now a man of the world, he truly had a 

brilliant mind. His intelligence quotient was 150 when he was six-

30 
teen; by the time he was twenty-six, it had risen to 165. Possessing 

31 
an alm.ost photographic memory, he remembered practically everything 

he read, and, like Dr. Johnson, he appeared to have read everything. 

Perhaps James Prior best summarizes Burke's accomplishments and quali

fications as a parliamentary orator: 

Scarcely anyone perhaps who ever entered the House of Com
mons had laboured so diligently to qualify himself for the 
duties of the office he was to fulfil, or united with dili
gence so much genius and power to profit by his labours. . . . 
His general knowledge was various, and of such a ready appli
cation, that in argument, or in illustration, his resources 
appeared boundless. He had carefully studied the ancients, 
and stored up what they knew. From the moderns he had dra\̂ m 
improved principles of law, morals, politics, and science. 
To these he could add, when he thought proper, the logic and 
metaphysics of the schools, with the more popular acquirements 
of poetry, history, criticism, and the fine arts. In powers 
of imagination no orator of any age has approached him; in 
prompt command of words, and in vigour of language, very few; 
in felicity, and when he pleased, elegance of diction when he 
seized the pen, no writer of modern times.32 

Therefore, at thirty-six, his multifarious knowledge digested; his 

moral, political, and aesthetic principles fully formed; his brilliant 

mind mature and capable of the most vigorous exertion; his tenacious 

memory prepared to supply him with matter, wisdom, and ornament with 

•̂ Êlwood Murray, "An Histriometric Study of the Early Traits 
of Great Orators," Quarterly Journal of Speech, XIV (November, 1928), 
p. 45. 

31 
Prior, Memoir, I, 45. 

^^Ibid., I, 195. 
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which to enliven and to illustrate his discourse; Edmund Burke embarked 

upon his career of parliamentary orator. 

The Rhetorical Tenets of Burke and the Ancients 

To prepare and to deliver effective speeches, an orator must 

subscribe to a aeL of rhetorical principles, someone else's or his own. 

Donald G. Bryant, noted Burkean scholar, observes that "no one is Eng

lish has at once better background in literature and criticism, greater 

ability in defining and amplifying principles, and more thoroughgoing 

experience in the composition of rhetorical prose, both spoken and 

33 
written [than Edmund Burke]." Although ordered to prepare a lecture 

on oratory for The Club, Burke declined, citing the pending college 

examinations. Consequently, he never wrote the treatise. It is 

possible, however, to piece together his principles of rhetoric from 

his statements as recorded in his works and correspondence or as 

recorded by his contemporaries and his biographers. 

For the most part, Burke's views on rhetoric are similar to 

those of Aristotle, Cicero, and Quintilian. Implicit in the writings 

of all four is the identification of the orator as statesman. Although 

Burke makes no explicit statement to this effect, it is clear from his 

connection with Parliament that it is the statesman who engages in 

oratory: "A disposition to preserve, and an ability to improve, taken 

^^Donald Cross Bryant, "Edmund Burke on Oratory," Quarterly 
Journal of Speech, XIX (February, 1933), 1. 

Samuels, Life, Correspondence and Writings, p. 265. 
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together, would be my standard of a statesman. Everything else is 

35 
vulgar in conception, perilous in execution." After Lord North's 

having made a particularly eloquent defense of what Burke considered 

the government's shameful policies, Burke states," The debator obtained 

credit, but the statesman was disgraced forever." Quintilian adds: 

"[An orator is a] man who can really play his part as a citizen and is 

capable of meeting the demands both of public and private business, 

the man who can guide a state by his counsels, give it a firm basis by 

37 
his legislation and purge its vices by his decisions as a judge." 

Cicero writes: "For I consider, that by the judgm.ent and wisdom of 

the perfect orator, not only his own honor, but that of many other 

individuals, and the welfare of the whole state, are principally 

upheld. Go on, . . . young men, . . . that you may be an honor to 

yourselves, an advantage to your friends, and a benefit to the repub-

38 
lie." In Aristotle's division of speeches into three kinds, the 

first is the "speech of counsel or advice (deliberation)—as political 

speeches addressed to an assembly or to the public on questions of 

State, but also a speech addressed to an individual (a ruler, for 

example. . . ) . " 

35 
Edmund Burke, "Reflections on the Revolution in France," The 

Works of the Right Honorable Edmund Burke (12 vols., 3d ed.; Boston: 
Little, Brown, and Company, 1869), III, 440. 

VI, 236. 

36 
E. Burke, Letter to John Merlott, Esq., April 4, 1780, Works, 

37 
Quintilian Institutio Oratoria 1. 9. 

38 
Cicero De Oratore 1. 8. 

39 
Aristotle Rhetoric 1. 3. 
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Agreeing with Cicero and Quintilian, Burke believes that an 

orator should possess vast, multifarious knowledge on all important 

subjects including art, nature, politics, and government. He dis

trusts those who pretend to know when they do not, who "array [their] 

accounts and marshall [their] figures, in perfect confidence that their 

41 
correctness will never be challenged." Cicero says: "A knowledge 

of a vast number of things is necessary . . . . In my opinion, indeed, 

no man can be an orator possessed of every praiseworthy accomplishment, 

unless he has attained the knowledge of every thing important, and of 

all liberal arts, for his language must be ornate and copious from 

knowledge. . .; the qualifications of an orator, and his very profes

sion of speaking well, seem to undertake and promise that he can dis-

42 
course gracefully and copiously on whatever subject is proposed to him." 

In Book X, Chapter I of the Institutio Oratoria, Quintilian advocates 

extensive and intensive knowledge to be drawn from the poets, historians, 

43 
orators, philosophers, and great writers of Greece and Rome. 

Further, holds Burke, the orator must be a good man, and he 

must speak on the rigjht side of the question. One such individual who 

"went astray" was Lord North about whom he laments: 

Bisset, The Life of Edmund Burke, p. 72. 

E. Burke, "Observations on . . . *The Present State of the 
Nation,*" Works, I, 309. 

42 
Cicero De Oratore 1. 5., 1. 6., 1. 6. 

43 
Quintilian Institutio Oratoria 10. 1-3. 
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But how could my honorable friend degrade his own talent 
so much as to think there could be any real eloquence, any 
that could stand the test of time and command the admira- ,, 
tion of ages, except in just sentiment and in sound reason. 

On the forming of an orator, Cicero makes Antonius say: 

If he [the orator] seem to me to be a good man, [I] will 
entreat him [to practice oratory]; so much honor to the 
whole coiimiuaity do I think that there is in an excellent 
orator, who is at the same time a good man.^^ 

Aristotle notes that 

the character (ethos) of the speaker is a cause of persuas
ion when the speech is so uttered as to make him worthy of 
belief; for as a rule we trust men of probity more, and 
more quickly, about things in general, while on points 
outside the realm of exact knowledge, where opinion is 
divided, we trust them absolutely.^" 

To Quintilian, the perfect orator "should be a good man, and conse

quently we demand of him not merely the possession of exceptional gifts 

47 

of speech, but of all the excellences of character as well. He fur

ther states "that oratory is in the main concerned with the treatment 

48 
of what is just and honorable." Although liking North personally, 

Burke damns him because 

[Lord North] . . . made a speech of two hours long to prove 
that [his] former conduct was founded upon no right principle, 
either of policy, justice, or commerce. I never heard a more 

Bryant, "Burke on Oratory," p. 4, cites The Works and Corres
pondence of . . . Edmund Burke (8 vols., 2d ed.; London, 1852), II, 
441; this quotation c. 1777. 

45 
Cicero De Oratore 2. 20. 

46 
Aristotle Rhetoric 1. 2. 

Quintilian Institutio Oratoria 1. 1. 9-11. 

^^Ibid. , 12. 8. 
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elaborate, more able, more convincing, more abandoned, and 
more shameful speech.^9 

To Burke, as well as to Quintilian, the orator must not vacil

late; he should have "constancy, confidence, courage," and courtesy 

toward his opponents. In a letter to Captain Woodford dated February 

11, 1791, Burke commends these qualities in Abbe Maury: 

I find there [in Maury's writings] a bold, manly, command
ing, haughty tone of eloquence, free and rapid, and full of 
resources; but admiring as I do his eloquence, I admire much 
more, his unwearied perseverance, and his invincible con
stancy, his firm intrepidity, his undaunted courage, and his 
noble defiance of vulgar opinion, and popular clamour. These 
are the real foundations of glory.51 

Quintilian also stresses the importance of courage: "But of all these 

qualities which an orator possesses the highest is that loftiness of 

soul which fear cannot dismay nor uproar terrify nor the authority of 

52 
the audience fetter further than the respect which is their due." 

Bryant, "Burke on Oratory," p. 5, cites The Works and Corres
pondence of . . . Edmund Burke (8 vols., 2d ed.; London, 1852), I, 412, 
Letter to Baron Mazeres, n.d. Burke regrets his inability to extend 
courtesy to an opponent. He almost delights in "giving better than he 
receives"; Quintilian Institutio Oratoria 6. 2. 18., 12. 5. 2.; cf. 
Cicero De Oratore 2. 43. 

Thomas W. Copeland, gen. ed., The Correspondence of Edmund 
Burke, Vol. I: April 1744-June 1768, by Thomas W. Copeland; Vol. II: 
July 1768-June 1774, by Lucy S. Sutherland; Vol. Ill: July 1774-June 
1778, by George H. Guttridge; Vol. IV: July 1778-June 1782, by John 
A. Woods; Vol. V: July 1782-June 1789, by Holden Furber with the 
assistance of P. J. Marshall; Vol. VI: July 1789-December 1791, by 
Alfred Cobban and Robert A. Smith; Vol. VII: January 1792-August 
1794, by P. J. Marshall and John A. Woods; Vol. VIII: September 1794-
April 1796, by R. B. McDowell; Vol. IX: May 1796-July 1797, Pt. I, 
by R. B. McDowell; Pt. II, Additional and Undated Letters, by John A. 
Woods (9 vols.; Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 1967), VI, 224. 

52 
Quintilian Institutio Oratoria 12. 5. 1. 
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While advocating due respect for the persons and opinions of his 

opponents, Burke acknowledges his own discourtesy: "It is but too 

well known that I debate with great vehemence and aspirity, and with 

little management either of the opinions or persons of many of ny 

53 
adversaries." Quintilian concurs with his sentiments and adds a 

warning: 

It is a dog's eloquence. . . to undertake the task of abus
ing one's opponent, and they who do so should steel them
selves in advance to the prospect of being targets for like 
abuse themselves, since those who adopt this style of plead
ing are frequently attacked themselves. . . .54 

Realizing that trust is essential to belief, Burke emphasizes 

the importance of the orator's reputation for reliability. Conse

quently, the orator must take great care always to speak as well as he 

can. Once Sir Joshua Reynolds asked Burke why he took such pains with 

his speeches, knowing they would not influence the outcome by even one 

vote. Burke's answer is as follows: 

. . . I shall say in general, that it is very well worth 
while for a man to speak well in parliament. One who has 
vanity speaks to display his talents; and if a man speaks 
well, he gradually establishes a certain reputation and 
consequence in the general opinion. . . . Besides, though 
not one vote be gained, a good speech has its effect. 
Though an act which has been ably opposed passes into a law, 
yet, in its progress, it is modelled, it is softened in such 
a manner, that we plainly see the Minister has been told 
that the members attached to him are so sensible of its 
injustice or absurdity, from what they have heard, that it 
must be altered. The house of Commons is a mixed body, I 
except the minority, which I hold to be pure, (smiling) 
but I take the whole house: it is a mass by no means pure; 

53 
Bryant, "Burke on Oratory," p. 10. 

5A 
Quintilian Institutio Oratoria 12. 9. 9. 
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but neither is it wholly corrupt, though there is in it a 
large proportion of corruption: there are many members, who 
generally go with the Minister, who will not go all lengths. 
There are many honest well-meaning country gentlemen, who 
are in parliament only to keep up the consequence of their 
families. Upon most of these a good speech will have influ
ence. 55 

Quintilian also believes that the orator's good reputation is of the 

utmost importance to his credibility: 

But what really carries greatest weight in deliberative 
speeches is the authority of the speaker. For he, who would 
have all men trust his judgment as to what is expedient and 
honorable, should possess and be regarded as possessing 
genuine wisdom and excellence of character.56 

Regarding the methods of persuasion, Burke cites two reasons 

for argument: to accept what has already been done and to decide what 

should be done: "I am convinced that men want arguments to reconcile 

their minds to what is done as well as motives originally to act 

right."^^ 

Burke considers reason the cornerstone of persuasion, particu

larly necessary in the parliamentary arena: 

I have ever abhorred since the first dawn of my understand
ing to this its obscure twilight, all the operations of 
opinion, fancy, inclination, and will in the affairs of 
government, where only sovereign reason, paramount of all 
forms of legislation and administration, should dictate.58 

Quoted in Bisset, The Life of Edmund Burke, pp. 245-246 and 
Prior, Memoir, I, 328-329. 

Quintilian Institutio Oratoria 3. 8. 12-13. 

E. Burke, Correspondence, gen. ed. Copeland, II, 114, Letter 
to Rockingham, Noveniber 24, 1769. 
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Reason, according to Quintilian, is essential to his perfect orator: 

". . .no one will achieve sufficient skill . . . unless he makes a 

thorough study of all the workings of nature and forms his character 

59 
on the precepts of philosophy and the dictates of reason." 

One may, however, appeal to the emotions, but only if he does 

it with fairness and decorum. In his speech "On the Nabob of Arcot's 

Debts," Burke declares: 

I was going to awake your justice towards this unhappy part 
of our fellow-citizens, by bringing before you some of the 
circumstances of this plague of hunger, . . . but I find 
myself unable to manage it with decorum. . . . I find it 
more advisable to throw a pall over this hideous object, 
and to leave it to your general conceptions."^ 

Among the qualities necessary in Cicero's perfect orator is knowledge 

of the emotions: 

. . . all the emotions of the mind. . .must be intimately 
known; for all the force and art of speaking must be 
employed in allaying or exciting the feelings of those who , 
listen. To this must be added a certain portion of grace 
and wit, . . . accompanied with a refined decorum and 
urbanity.^! 

Aristotle recognizes the value of the emotions in the art of persuas

ion and therefore devotes one-third of his second book to the discus-

sion of them. Consequently, Burke's parliamentary orator, too. 

III, 64. 

CO 

E. Burke, "Letters to a Noble Lord," Works, V, 189. 

59 
Quintilian Institutio Oratoria 12. 2. 4. 

E. Burke, "Speech on the Nabob of Arcot's Debts," Works, 

61 
Cicero De Oratore 1. 5. 

67 
Aristotle Rhetoric 2. 1-12. 
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should understand the emotions of men: "A consideration of the 

rationale of passions seems to me very necessary for all who would 

fi 3 
affect them upon solid and sure principles." 

In deliberative argument, Burke finds example, experience, and 

precedent particularly effective: 

It signifies little. . . the matter may be quibbled away. 
Example, the only argument of effect in civil life, demon
strates the truth of my proposition.^^ 

To the experience which the honorable gentlemen reprobates 
in one instant and reverts to in the next, to that experi
ence, without the least wavering or hesitation on my part, 
I steadily appeal: and would to God there were no other 
arbiter to decide the vote with which the house is to con
clude this day.65 

Although Burke acknowledges the importance of the past in the 

formation of opinion and sees history as useful to the orator, his 

view of the value of history differs from that of the ancients in that 

he does not consider historical example as a proof in the same sense 

that a legal precedent is a proof. Burke does recognize the fact that 

men stand in awe of antiquity: "It is in the nature to man to defer 

to the wisdom of times past, whose weakness is not before his eyes, 

than to the present, of whose imbecility he has daily experience." 

"̂̂ E. Burke, "On the Sublime," I, xix. Works, I, 127. 

64 
E. Burke, "Thoughts on the Cause of Present Discontents," 

Works, I, 498-499. 

65 E. Burke, "Speech on American Taxation," Works, II, 8. 

E. Burke, "Tract on the Popery Laws," Works, VI, 339. 
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And 

[History] is a great improver of the understanding, by show
ing both men and affairs in a great variety of views. From 
this source much political wisdom may be learned,—that is, 
may be learned as habit, not as precept,—as an exercise to 
strengthen the mind, as furnishing materials to enlarge and 
enrich it, not as a repertory of cases and precedents for a 
lawyer.67 

To Quintilian, however, the orator needs a "rich store of examples 

both old and new: and he ought not merely to know those which are 

recorded in history or transmitted by oral tradition or occur from 

day to day, but should not neglect even those fictitious examples 

CO 

invented by the great poets." Aristotle cites two kinds of argument 

by example. "One consists in the use of a parallel from the facts of 

69 
history; the other in the use of an invented parallel." Cicero is 

even more emphatic in his advocacy of history: 

It requires no very long explanation to show why I think the 
public laws also, which concern the state and government, as 
well as the records of history, and the precedents of anti
quity, ought to be known to the orator; for, as in causes and 
trials relative to private affairs, his language is often to 
be borrowed from the civil law, and therefore, as we said 
before, the knowledge of the civil law is necessary to the 
orator; so in regard to causes affecting public matters, 
before our courts, in assemblies of the people, and in the 
senate, all the history of these and of past times, the 
authority of public law, the system and science of governing 
the state, ought to be at the command of orators occupied 
with affairs of government, as the very groundwork of their 
speeches.70 

^^E. Burke, "On the Policy of the Allies," Works, IV, 468. 

68 
Quintilian Institutio Oratoria 12. 4. 1. 

69 
Aristotle Rhetoric 2. 2. 20. 
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To Burke, history is a treasure house of human experience, of broad 

general truths from which to gain wisdom. History does not, however, 

provide a set of legal precedents for man to follow, and Burke does 

not view an appeal to the past as an appeal to authority. 

Burke cautions the orator to beware of false analogy: "The 

objects which are [brought into the analogy must be] found in the same 

classes of existence"; "analogies between bodies natural and bodies 

politic, though they may sometimes illustrate arguments, furnish no 

72 
argument of themselves"; and "parallels. . . [between the lives of 

people and the lives of states] rather furnish similitudes to illus-

73 
trate or to adorn than supply analogies from whence to reason." 

For parliamentary oratory, Burke insists that specific, concrete 

argument and illustration are more effective than vague, rambling gener

alizations: I am. . . much against listening to loose, indeterminate 

complaints. A specific misconduct, brought home to a particular man, 

is always attended to." Aristotle, too, warns against the use of 

vague, general terms rather than the specific. 

These then are Burke's views on rhetoric. Taken all together, 

his opinions construct a Burkean "perfect orator" who differs very little 

•̂̂ E. Burke, "Letters on a Regicide Peace," Works, V, 234. 

^^E. Burke, Letter to William Eliot, 1795, Works, V. 124. 

E. Burke, "Letters on a Regicide Peace," Works, V, 234. 

E. Burke, Correspondence, gen. ed. Copeland, IV, 61-62, Letter 

to Michael Miller, April 17, 1779. 

Aristotle Rhetoric 3. 2. 
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from the creations of Cicero and Quintilian. Beginning with the 

general agreement that oratory is the art of persuasion governed by 

rules and principles, Burke equates the orator and the statesman. 

Recognizing that oratory is powerful, can sway men's minds, recognizing 

also his responsibility to the state and to himself, the Burkean orator-

statesman is a greatly learned, humane, good man whose lofty principles 

compel him to speak always on the right side of a question. His integ

rity and strong sense of personal honor require that he scrupulously 

guard his spotless reputation, the foundation of his audience's trust. 

Having ascertained the right side of the question by study and by appli

cation of principle, he then argues his position with constancy, confi

dence, and courage, meanwhile giving all due courtesy to his adversar

ies' persons and positions. He chooses never to stoop to asperity, a 

quality Burke himself ignores. 

The Burkean orator-statesman uses honorable methods of persuas

ion in the parliamentary arena. Building his arguments on the firm 

foundation of reason, he resorts to emotional appeal only with fairness 

and decorum. For the most part, he seeks to show the validity of his 

argument by citing examples and precedents and draws from history much 

political wisdom with which to adorn his discourse. He argues from the 

logical, the specific, the concrete, eschewing the false analogy and 

vague, rambling generalizations. The Burkean orator-statesman thus 

serves the state and upholds its honor and his own. 
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Burke's Audience 

Regardless of the orator's capabilities, his audience is a cru

cial factor in determining the success or failure of an oration. In 

fact, the orator must know the character of his audience so that he may 

persuade them. Burke's audience were those to whom he spoke directly, 

the House of Commons, or indirectly. King George III and the general 

public. 

The composition and character of the House of Commons made it 

an extremely difficult audience. It is erroneous to regard the eight

eenth-century House as a representative, august body of honest, hard

working gentlemen diligently carrying on the business of government with 

reason, fairness and decorum. Since the House represented propertied 

Interests, not the common people, and since franchise requirements were 

haphazard and narrow, the entire system was open to corruption. 

Representation to the House was based on the borough and county 

system, not on distribution according to population. Prior to 1801, 

the boroughs returned 417 of the total 558 House membership; 92 of the 

remaining 141 were "elected" by 40-shilling freeholders from the counties 

Because of this system of allocation of House seats, only about 160,000 

of the population of 8,000,000 could vote. 

This small electorate was divided into four groups which could 

be politically controlled: (1) pocket or close or nomination boroughs. 

Oliver, "Oratory," p. 19; Colin Rhys Lovell, English Constitu
tional and Legal History; A Survey (New York: Oxford University Press, 
1962), p. 427; Goldwin Smith, A Constitutional and Legal History of 
England (New York: Charles Scribner's Sons, 1955), p. 397. 
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(2) rotten boroughs, (3) boroughs with a large electorate, and (4) the 

counties. The pocket boroughs belonged to a patron who "nominated" or 

selected the person he wished to go to the House. If a "friend" desired 

to give another "friend" a chance in politics, the latter, of course, 

paid the patron for the privilege. While a few boroughs sold their 

seats, the voters of most rotten boroughs offered their seats to the 

man who promised to get the most favors for the community. In boroughs 

with large electorates—London, Bristol, Westminster, Liverpool—^voters 

expected to be wooed with "beef, ale, and cash." In the counties most 

crooked politicians did not "monger" because the electorates prided 

themselves on their independence, thus making control unfeasible. Over

all this situation did not guarantee voter independence. Usually most 

voters were obligated to great landholders who, in the open elections, 

78 
could see who "voted right." 

This kind of election process made it possible for a few to 

control the House. By the 1750s, about 75 great families dominated 

79 
Parliament. Members of Parliament were not salaried, and maintenance 

during the "season" in London was expensive. Men therefore entered the 

game of politics for pleasure and profit, and King George III himself 

77 
Lovell, English Constitutional and Legal History, pp. 430-431; 

J. H. Plumb, England in the Eighteenth Century: A Study of the Develop
ment of English Society (Harmondsworth, Middlesex: Penguin Books, Ltd., 
1950), pp. 38-41. 

78 
Lovell, English Constitutional and Legal History, p. 431. 

79 
G. Smith, Constitutional and Legal History of England, p. 394. 
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wrote in 1779, "Certainly the times are not so virtuous that persons 

80 

will labour for the public without reward." 

Passage of the Septennial Bill in 1716 extended the time one 

could reap profits and rewards from three to seven years. Needing 

majorities to support the government's policies, the court politicians 

accordingly doled out "punishment" for non-support and crown patronage 
81 

for compliance, "honors here, pensions there, sinecures all about." 

Traffic in buying or influencing seats was, consequently, great, and 

so were the prices. When the Earl of Chesterfield offered a mere OL.2,500 

for a seat for his son, he was laughed at. The going price for seats 
82 

ranged from ..£6,000 in 1793 to ot 110,000 for Galton in 1795. So widely 

spread and so undisguised was corruption that Lord Chatham openly 

declared to the House of Lords: "If any noble Lord challenge me to 

assert that there is much corruption in both Houses, I would laugh in 
oo 

his face, and tell him that he knows it as well as I." 

80 
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82 
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The corrupt election of the House was scandalous, and the con

duct of many of its obviously unfit members was often ludicrous. Carl 

Phillipp Moritz, a young Prussian nobleman visiting England, note the 

general tenor of House proceedings in the following remarks: "I have 

since been almost every day at the parliament house, and prefer the 

84 
entertainment I there meet with, to most other amusements." One such 

"entertainment" was a speaker debating while his elderly neighbor 

"accompanied every energetic sentence with a suitable gesticulation, by 

85 
which means, his whole body was sometimes in motion." Continuing his 

uncomplimentary portrait of House deportment, Moritz adds: 

The Members of the House of Commons have nothing particular in 
their dress; they even come into the house in their great coats 
and boots and spurs. It is not at all uncommon to see a member 
lying stretched out on one of the benches, while others are 
debating. Some crack nuts, others eat oranges, or whatever 
else is in season. There is no end to their going in and out. . 
. .86 

Such was the deportment of many members thus "elected" to the House. 

In fairness, it must be admitted that there were those present who sin

cerely wished to participate in government. Yet the evidence suggests 

the other members' blatantly cavalier attitude toward their duties, 

which of course was the fruit of the corrupt election process sanctioned 

by the king himself. 

84 
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85 
Ibid., p. 58. 

QC 

Ibid., p. 53. 



33 

The king's complicity in bringing to the House this crude, rude 

lot has already been briefly noted. Even before ascending the throne, 

George III had decided to rule as well as reign. To accomplish this 

end, he became his own prime minister and dictated policy to his govern

ments or controlled them. The success of his policies depended upon 

his management of the majority in the House. The foundation of his 

power therefore lay in his vast patronage, judiciously applied to 

greedy aspirants. By means of pensions, peerages, and places, he gradu

ally built a strong party of "King's friends" who carried out his direc

tives in Parliament. Members learned that conformity to the king's 

wishes meant continuance in office, posts in the military or the civil 

service, or some other plum, while disobedience meant probable defeat 

at the polls, dismissal from posts, or withdrawal of sinecures. Although 

crown agents bribed voters and bought places, they maintained a fagade 

of popular support by arranging passionately loyal speeches in various 

^ t- 87 

parts of the country. 

The fact that the crown bothered at all with the fiction of popu

lar support was indicative of a phenomenon Horace Walpole noticed at the 

end of 1769—the growth and rising importance of public opinion. As a 

new political force, public opinion and its organ, the press, captured 

the attention and calculations of power seekers and power makers. A 

87 
W. T. Selley, England in the Eighteenth Century (London: 

A. & C. Black, Ltd., 1934), pp. 125-127; Alfred LeRoy Burt, The Evolu
tion of the British Empire and Commonwealth (Boston: D. C. Heath and 
Company, 1956), p. 5. 
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steadily growing press measured this increased public interest in 

politics as the number of stamps issued in the United Kingdom attested. 

For example, in 1753 7,411,757 stamps were issued, increasing to 9,464, 

790 in 1760. By 1774, the number had risen to 12,300,000. Another 

indication of a larger reading public was the publication of news maga

zines and the rise of dailies. Between 1769 and 1771, seven new maga

zines were begun, and the first daily, the Morning Chronicle, was estab

lished in 1770. By 1777 there were seventeen newspapers published in 

London alone, seven of which were dailies. Other important and favor

ite news sources included the Morning Post, 1772; Dr. Johnson's Sunday 

Monitor, the first Sunday paper in England, 1778; and the Morning 

88 

Herald, 1780. This evidence of the general public's interest in read

ing about the issues of the day clearly suggests the importance of a 

third forum for Burke's orations via the printed word. 

The general public, the king, the House of Commons—this Cerbe

rus was Burke's audience. From the floor of St. Stephen's chapel, Burke 

spoke to the tiers of members and the gallery above. Not members of 

political parties in the twentieth-century sense, these often corruptly 

elected, unruly men formed one body from greatly different elements. 

They were younger sons and heirs of peers, place-men, country gentlemen, 

recalcitrant independents, cliques, pressure groups—some loosely, some 

OQ 

Lecky, History of England, III, 228-229, 256; Keith Felling, 
A History of England: From the Coming of the English to 1938 (London: 
McGraw-Hill Book Co., Inc., 1948), p. 708; Robert Hannah, "Burke's 
Audience," Quarterly Journal of Speech, XI (April, 1925), 147. 
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tightly bound by ambition, common interests, or personal animosities. 

A few serious, many cavalier; a few brilliant, mannerly, and fit; many 

dull, unspeakably inept, and boorish—such divergent elements had to 

be appealed to simultaneously. Before they entered St. Stephen's, they 

could be persuaded in various ways: an offer of place, an appeal to 

89 
family or local connections, liberal hospitality and entertainments. 

All the parliamentary orator could offer was force of argument in debate 

to convince this exceedingly difficult audience. Of necessity his 

eloquence was of the utmost importance to the government and to the 

loyal opposition. 

Instigator of all the policies attacked by the Opposition orator 

was George III. Petty, inept, obtuse, and arbitrary, the king would 

bankrupt the treasury to rule as well as reign. That all logic and 

reason were against an issue made no impact upon him, and he tenaciously 

clung to his original position, threatening all with dismissal should 

they question his decision on the matter. To influence governmental 

policies, the opposition orator had to persuade the ministers or the 

majority of Commons, for George III, once set upon an idea, would not 

u A 90 budge. 

Beyond the king and Parliament, on the outer fringe of society 

were massed the common people. This group, the general public, was, for 

89 
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E. P. Dutton & Co., Inc., 1969), p. 32. 
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the first time, becoming articulate. Their interest in reading about 

the events of the day and the concomitant growth of the press demon

strated that public opinion was soon to become an effective political 

Instrimient. Burke spoke to this group through reports in the press 

and through his printed speeches. If king and Parliament would not 

listen, he took his ideas before the people and waited for public opin

ion to bring pressure to bear upon those in power. 

In his own time relegated to the position of political Cassan

dra, Burke has been vindicated by history. The government's stubborn 

attempts at taxation of the American colonies was a complete debacle. 

Following the doctrine of the primacy of abstract right over practical 

circumstance led to the loss of the colonies and over a century of ill 

will between the two nations. 



CHAPTER II 

SUGAR, STAMPS, TAXES, AND TEA 

In 1763 Britain won the Seven Years' War and the struggle 

with France for empire in North America. By 1783 the colonies were 

independent. From 1766 to 1783, Edmund Burke was among the handful 

of men who argued, debated, wrote, and struggled against the govern

ment's inane American policy. 

To understand fully the works selected for this study—what 

occasioned them, the numerous events, people, dates, and pieces of 

legislation alluded to therein—one finds a review of the situation 

helpful. Burke would have agreed that the tension which developed 

between Britain and America after 1763 resulted from misunderstand

ing, miscalculation, false pride, ineptitude, and outright bungling. 

The immediate dispute arose over Parliament's taxing the 

Thirteen Colonies to help defray the cost of administrating, defend

ing, and pacifying the huge area acquired by the Peace of Paris, the 

whole of North America east of the Mississippi. At the end of 1763, 

the government told the House of Commons that the 10,000 troops 

stationed in America would cost at least <^254,000 a year. Other 

colonial expenses Parliament expected to pay brought the yearly total 

to be spent in America to about J^350,000. These expenses, coupled 

with the doubling of the national debt which at the end of the Seven 

Years' War totaled some .̂ 1̂30 million plus an annual interest of 

37 
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^4,688,000, accounted for the government's frantic search for money."*" 

Indeed, Britain's finances were so unstable that national bankruptcy 

seemed imminent. Additional problems included the postwar depression, 

a muttering London mob, talk of revolt against the cider tax of 1763, 

2 
and the John Wilkes affair. 

Responsible for solving all these problems simultaneously was 

George Grenville, who became head of the ministry as First Lord of the 

Treasury and Chancellor of the Exchequer in April 1763. Grenville's 

was the unenviable task of "somehow appeasing British taxpayers and 

yet paying the interest on the debt, saving money and yet keeping 

Merrill Jensen, The Founding of a Nation: A History of the 
American Revolution, 1763-1776 (New York: Oxford University Press, 
1968), p. 60; House of Commons Journals, 2d ser. , Vol. 29 (1763), 
pp. 681, 686-687. 

2 
Sir Philip Montefiore Magnus, Edmund Burke: A Life (London: 

J. Murray, 1939), pp. 30-32: In his paper. The North Briton //45, 
John Wilkes had criticized a speech from the Throne, and under a 
General Warrant, he was thrown into the Tower. By denouncing General 
Warrants, he won popular support, and by pleading privilege as a 
member of Parliament, he secured his release from the Tower. Then he 
reprinted the offending number in book form and published a few copies 
of his bawdy parody of Pope's Essay on Man—The Essay on VJoman, 
appended to which was "Veni Creator," a skit on prayer. Bishop of 
Gloucester Warburton had annotated The Essay on Man, and Wilkes 
attributed the bawdy footnotes in The Essay on Woman to Warburton, who 
sat in the House of Lords and influenced the peers to vote Woman "a 
most scandalous, obscene and impious libel and a breach of the privi
leges of their House." Thereupon, the House of Commons voted #45 of 
The North Briton "a false and seditious libel" and denied that parlia
mentary privilege applied in this case. Meanwhile Wilkes fled to 
France, and he was convicted and declared an outlaw when he did not 
return for sentencing. Public opinion favored Wilkes, denouncing 
Parliament for persecuting an innocent individual. Wilkes himself 
gleefully considered himself a martyr for freedom of the press. The 
Wilkes affair proved an embarrassment to Parliament, the courts, and 
the ministries of Grenville and Rockingham. 
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enough hungry politicans on the payroll to maintain a majority in 

the House of Commons." Further, he honestly believed the colonists 

a law-evading, ungrateful lot who smuggled and bribed for fun and 

profit and who would never willingly pay their just share of their own 

4 
defense. Consequently, Grenville decided upon Parliament's taxing 

the colonies for revenue, an idea which had often been bandied about 

but which had always been rejected as "untimely." That astute poli

tician Sir Robert Walpole, Britain's first prime minister, had 

reportedly dismissed such a tax proposal with a smile, "I will leave 

that for some of my successors, who may have more courage than I 

have." Nevertheless, "courageous" Grenville sought the agreement of 

Parliament and, since Benjamin Franklin himself expected no difficulty 

from the colonies, introduced into the Commons a series of bills for 

extracing revenue from America. 

In his search for funds, Grenville also tightened enforcement 

of existing laws. He discovered that although the American custom 

3 
Jensen, Founding of a Nation, p. 41. 

^Ibld., p. 42. 

Edmund S. Morgan, The Bi r th of the Republ ic , 1764-1789 
(Chicago: Univers i ty of Chicago P r e s s , 1956), pp. 14-15. 
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3d ed. ; New York: Harcourt, Brace, Javanovich, Inc., 1963; rpt. 1973), 
pt. 1, 84-85; Samuel Eliot Morison, Henry Steele Commager, and William 
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service cost the government nearly j£8,000 a year, collections totaled 

only .£2,000. Obviously the Americans were evading the Molasses Act 

of 1733, which required a duty of sixpence a gallon on all molasses 

imported from the French West Indies. In October 1763 Grenville 

directed strict collection of the duty and ordered British naval 

patrols to curtail smuggling in American waters. Formerly, the colon

ists had issued paper money since the unfavorable balance of trade 

with England left them little hard specie. Fearing the colonists 

might pay their English debts at an artificially low rate, Grenville 

obtained the Currency Act of April 1764, which forbade all colonies' 

making their paper money legal tender. 

Responding to American complaints that the sixpence duty on 

molasses was high and was ruining the New England rum trade. Parliament 

passed the Revenue (Sugar) Act of April 1764, which also revised Ameri

can customs and regulations. The act reduced the duty on molasses from 

sixpence to threepence; imposted new duties on colonial imports of 

sugar. Indigo, coffee, pimento, wine, silk, and linen; and withdrew 

some earlier exemption, such as madeira wine, now subject to the duty 

of <£? per double hogsheads (252 gallons). The Sugar Act, to discourage 

smugglers, made explicit an ambiguous 1696 act: official papers must 

be filed for every ship entering or leaving a colonial port, and customs 

Blum et al., National Experience, pt. 1, 84; Jensen, Founding 

of a Nation, p. 47. 



41 

violators would be prosecuted in admiralty courts (with royally 
Q 

appointed judges and no jury). 

Although the stated purpose of the Sugar Act was to raise 

money to help protect the new lands in America, the expected revenue 

was insufficient. Therefore, on February 6, 1765, Grenville introduced 

into the House of Commons his Stamp bill which required a stamp cost

ing (in specie) from a half penny to twenty shillings sterling to be 

affixed to every kind of legal document, newspapers, broadsides, alman

acs, playing cards, dice, notes and bonds, pamphlets, commercial bills, 

advertisements, licenses, and leases, and similar papers. For collec

tion, only Americans could be appointed agents, and violaters were to 

be tried in admiralty courts. Grenville hoped the Stamp Act, if 

extended to the West Indies, would provide an annual revenue of over 

e;f 60,000, all of which was to be expended outside England for the 

9 
sole purpose of "defending, protecting and securing the colonies." 

To Parliament the Stamp bill appeared reasonable. Englishmen 

had been paying stamp taxes since the reign of King William (1689-1702), 

and Massachusetts had even tried a stamp tax in 1755. With English 

landowners paying a 20 per cent income tax, Parliament felt the 

Blum et al., National Experience, pt. 1, 85-85; Morison, 
Commager, and Leuchtenburg, Growth of the American Republic, I, 144-
145; Morgan, Birth of the Republic, p. 15. 

^Statutes at Large, Vol. 26, p. 179f.: 5 George III, c. 12; 
Morison, Commager, and Leuchtenburg, Growth of the American Republic, 
I, 145; Blum et al., National Experience, pt. 1, 85; Morgan, Birth of 
the Republic, p. 16. 
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colonists would not be at all discomfited by a stamp tax. Watching 

the debate in the House of Commons from the gallery above, Edmund 

Burke, not then in politics, described the proceedings as "languid." 

The only strong objections and excitement came in the heated exchange 

between Charles Townshend and a fiery young Irishman, Colonel Isaac 

Barre, who had served under General James Wolfe in North America. In 

an impassioned speech, Barr^ warned the Commons that the Americans 

would resist and endeared himself to the Colonists by referring to 

them as "Sons of Liberty." Barre's eloquence notwithstanding, the 

measure passed the Commons 204 to 49, passed the Lords, and was 

signed by George III on March 22, 1765, to take effect November 1. 

The letters from General Thomas Gage, Commander of the British 

army in America, complaining that the Americans would not obey the 

British Mutiny Act and suggesting amendments to this act which would 

apply directly to America, precipitated the final colonial measure of 

the Grenville ministry: the Quartering Act. There had been much 

difficulty in America over where to quarter the British soldiers dur

ing the Seven Years' War and thereafter and who should pay for what. 

In May 1765 Parliament passed the Quartering Act, which authorized 

civil officials to quarter troops in barracks or inns, livery stables 

and ale houses, victualing houses, or houses of retail sellers of wine, 

rum, and brandy. If more room were necessary, "in such and no other 

Morison, Commager, and Leuchtenburg, Growth of the American 
Republic, I, 145; Blum et al., National Experience, pt. 1, 85; Jensen, 
Fotmding of a Nation, pp. 63-65. 
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case, and upon no other account," the soldiers were to be quartered 

in rented, equipped "uninhabited houses, outhouses, bams, or other 

buildings as shall be necessary. . . . " The colonies were to fur

nish soldiers with firewood, candles, vinegar, salt, bedding, and 

beer, cider, or rum. 

The colonists at first were stunned and confused by Gren

ville 's measures. From their viewpoint, the Americans were English

men, not mere "children" of the "mother country"; they were proud to 

be members of the British empire, particularly when the en5)ire left 

them alone. The administration of the colonies had never before 

caused them much concern, for it had been haphazard: 

The king turned over the administration of the colonies to 
the Secretary of State for the Southern Department (whose 
principal business was England's relations with southern 
Europe). The Secretary left it pretty much to the Board 
of Trade and Plantations, a sort of Chamber of Commerce 
with purely advisory powers. The Board of Trade told the 
Secretary what to do; he told the royal governors; the 
governors told the colonists; and the colonies did what 
they pleased.13 

Even the previous Navigation Acts, British legislation to 

regulate colonial trade so that Britain sold manufactured goods to 

colonies who in turn provided raw materials for the mother country. 

Jensen, Founding of a Nation, p. 68; for the Quartering Act, 
see English Historical Documents (10 vols. ; London: Eyre and Spottes-
woode; New York: Oxford University Press, 1955), IX, 656-658. 

Blum et al., National Experience, pt. 1, 85; Jensen, Found
ing of a Nation, pp. 68-69. 
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had not created an untenable situation. Thus the mercantilist system 

restricted colonial trade to serve the English economic interests; 

however, the colonial economy was not severely hampered. Since land 

and raw materials were cheap in America while labor was cheap in Eng

land, the colonists, though they had to buy from England, found the 

mother country generally offered the best prices. Additionally, 

if the colonists felt put upon, as in the case of the Navigation Act 

(Molasses Act) of 1733 which placed a sixpence per gallon duty on 

foreign molasses, the enterprising Americans worked out a standard 

bribe, thus accounting for the low customs collections Grenville dis

covered. 

Another misconception in the American mind, from the British 

point of view, was the confusion of the supremacy of Parliament with 

the supremacy of the colonial assemblies. To the Americans, Parlia

ment and their elected assemblies were equal. Since royal directives 

came to the Americans through the governors whom the colonists could 

control through the power of the purse wielded by their assemblies, 

the colonists, in effect, could do as they pleased. More in^ortantly, 

they did not understand that the king gave them orders with the 

consent of his Parliament, that the orders were Parliament's as much 

if not more so than his, that Parliament considered its supremacy 

•"•̂ Ibid. , pp. 8-9. 

^^Ibid., pp. 9-10. 
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superior to that of the colonial assemblies and could, therefore, 

legislate for them. 

What appeared certain to the colonists was that Grenville's 

measures were designed to deny them their rights as Englishmen, par

ticularly the right not to be taxed except by their own elected 

representatives. The preambles of both the Sugar and Stamp Acts 

avowed the purpose to tax them; the Quartering Act taxed them 

indirectly. Further, Parliament proposed to try violators in admir

alty courts which meant the burden of proof lay on the defendant, and 

the defendant had no trial by a jury of his peers. Additionally, the 

colonists saw no good reason for Britain's keeping 10,000 troops on 

American soil in peace time except one: to deprive them of all their 

rights, at gun point if necessary. 

Although the colonists in 1764 were unanimous in making the 

distinction between Parliament's right to legislate Navigation Acts 

to control trade and Parliament's right to tax them directly, they 

were yet uncertain what to do. Some advocated a mild approach; others, 

a frontal assault. The Massachusetts assembly protested "that we look 

upon those Duties as a tax, and which we humbly apprehend ought not to 

18 
be laid without the Representatives of the People affected by them." 

Dissuaded from sending this spirited message by Lieutenant-Governor 

•"•̂ Ibid., pp. 12-13. 

Blum et al., National Experience, pt. 1, 85-86. 
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Hutchinson, the assembly finally drew up a milder "request" for "the 

19 
continuation of 'privileges' formerly enjoyed." 

On the other hand, the ever-vocal New York Assembly prepared 

an eloquent petition to the House of Commons. They reminded the 

House of New York's great service in the Seven Years' War. While 

they accepted parliamentary regulation of trade, they railed against 

the adverse effects of the Sugar (Revenue) Act of 1764 and pleaded 

the necessity of trade with foreign islands; praised the jury system 

and protested the admiralty courts; and attributed the approaching 

collapse of the colonial econon^ to the Currency Act of 1764. How

ever, the assembly piously asserted no "desire of independency upon 

the supreme power of Parliament. In so extravagant a disregard to 

20 
our own interests we cannot be guilty." What the New York Assembly 

did claim was exemption from "ungranted, involuntary taxes," for such 

is "the grand principle of every free state," and is "the natural 

right of mankind. . . . " Thus did the colony of New York "nobly 

disdain the thought of claiming that exemption as a Privilege. They 

found it on a basis more honorable, solid, and stable; they challenge 

„21 
it, and glory in it as their right. 

l^Ibid. 

^^New York Assembly Journals, 11, 17 September 1764; E. B. 
O'Callaghan and B. Fernow, eds., Documents Relative to the Colonial 
History of the State of New York (15 vols.; Albany: State of New York, 
1856-1887), VII, 653-655; Jensen, Founding of a Nation, p. 94. 

"̂'•Jensen, Founding of a Nation, pp. 94-95; New York Assembly 
Journals, 18 October 1764; Morgan, Birth of the Republic, p. 17; 
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Virginia, practically ruined by the Currency Act, was the 

last colony to petition Parliament against Grenville's measures. In 

December 1765 the Virginia House of Burgesses drafted three memorials: 

one each to George III, Lords, and Commons. They asked the King to 

protect their right to tax themselves, told the House of Lords that 

taxing a people without their consent violated a fundamental principle 

in the British constitution, and informed the House of Commons that it 

was "essential to British liberty that laws imposing taxes" should be 

the business of the duly elected colonial assemblies. Since the 

burgesses had possessed the right of taxation from the first estab

lishment of Virginia, "they cannot now be deprived of a right they 

22 
have so long enjoyed, and which they have never forfeited." 

As in the other colonial petitions, the Virginia memorial 

combined these constitutional objections with economic protests. 

The burgesses reminded the Lords of the following: that Virginia had 

a war debt of nearly half a million pounds, that tobacco brought in 

only 25 per cent of what it had in 1760, and that there was no specie 

in Virginia. Bearing these facts in mind, could the Lords not see that 

Grenville's new measures, particularly the proposed Stamp Act, would 

make the Virginians an "extremely distressful" people, that parlia

mentary taxation would "make them truly deplorable." Moving to the 

constitutional concern, the burgesses wondered how the House of Commons 

22 
Jensen, Founding of a Nation, pp. 96-97; Journals of the 

House of Burgesses of Virginia (1761-1765), 302-304; the memorial to 
the House of Commons is reprinted in English Historical Documents, 
IX, 667-669. 
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could remove their "inherent" right as Englishmen to tax themselves. 

By removal to America, they had not renounced or forfeited that right; 

even the royal charters and governors' commissions confirmed that 

right. How Americans could be deprived of "that sacred birthright" 

or why Parliament should wish to deprive them of it they could not 

discern; nor could they discern how they could be taxed by Parliament 

"wherein they are not, and indeed cannot, constitutionally be repre

sented. " 

Returning to the economic argument, the burgesses declared 

that even if it were proper, a parliamentary tax would ruin Virginia, 

reminding the Commons, as it had the Lords, of its war debt, its 

taxes, its other expenses, its lack of specie, and the low price of 

tobacco. The memorial acknowledged the fact that the colonies and 

the mercantilist system had made Britain wealthy, but added that if 

Britain reduced them to poverty they would start manufacturing for 

themselves. 

The Virginia petition concluded with a warning. If the House 

of Commons passed a measure (the Stamp Act) "fitter for exiles driven 

from their native country" than for those who at all times had shown 

a "due reverence to the mother kingdom," then "British patriots will 

never consent to the exercise of anticonstitutional power, which even 

in this remote comer may be dangerous in its example to the interior 

parts of the British Enq)ire, and will certainly be detrimental to its 

,,23 
commerce. 

^^Jensen, Founding of a Nation, p. 97; Journals of the House 

of Burgesses of Virginia (1761-1765), 18 December 1764. 
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From the protests and petitions sent to Parliament from the 

West Indies legislatures to Quebec, it was clear there was substan

tial opposition to the economic and constitutional implications of 

Grenville's measures, the proposed Stamp Act in particular. But 

colonial protests and petitions had no effect on a Parliament deter

mined to extract revenue from the colonies. It is obvious that each 

side could see only its own point of view. Certainly the colonial 

petitions set forth the American position clearly enough. The idea 

of compromising by having colonial representation in Parliament was 

James Otis's. A popular leader of the Massachusetts Assembly, James 

Otis, who had heard that Parliament thought an "external" tax on trade 

more permissible than an "internal" or direct tax, sought to set 

matters straight in the Rights of the British Colonies Asserted and 

Proved, a confused, contradictory pamphlet published in Boston in 

1764. After asserting that all government originates in the will of 

God, praising the British constitution as the best man has devised, 

acknowledging parliamentary power to legislate for the colonies, and 

stating the necessary colonial obedience to Parliament, he pointed 

out that Americans had the same rights as other Englishmen, rights 

based on divine law and nature, common law, and parliamentary acts. 

Then he appealed to "higher law," stating that parliamentary acts 

contrary to the "natural laws" of God were non-binding upon the colon

ists. Otis argued that "no part of his majesty's dominions can be 

TEXAS TECH LIBRARY 
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taxed without their consent." To secure American consent. Parliament 

9 L 

should therefore include American representatives. Although the 

Massachusetts Assembly had curbed their own message to Parliament, 

they endorsed Otis's pamphlet and sent copies of it to England. 

In response to colonial objections to his measures and to 

Otis's little pamphlet, Grenville directed Thomas Whately, his secre

tary of the Treasury, to write an answering tract setting forth the 

"party line." Accordingly, in The Regulations Lately Made Concerning 

the Colonies and Taxes Imposed upon them. Considered (1765) , \#iately 

acknowledged the principle of no taxation without representation and 

admitted that no laws could be imposed upon British subjects without 

their consent. However, the colonists were in fact represented in 

Parliament and thus had given their consent via the principle of vir

tual representation. Whately submitted that even though the Americans 

were not represented by their elected members in the House of Commons 

they were virtually represented by those who had been elected in Eng

land. These members represented the v/hole empire, not just their 

25 

local constituents. Whately's specious nonsense thus having justi

fied Grenville's measures in general and the proposed Stamp Act in 

Jensen, Founding of a Nation, pp. 85-86; "The Rights of the 
British Colonies Asserted and Proved" by James Otis is printed in 
full in Merrill Jensen, ed. , Tracts of the American Revolution, 1763-
1776 (New York: The Bobbs-Merrill Company, Inc., 1967), pp. 19-40; 
Morgan, Birth of the Republic, p. 18. 

25 Morgan, Birth of the Republic, pp. 18-19. 
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particular, Grenville discounted colonial petitons, protests, and 

objections and proceeded with the hated bill. Meanwhile, Parliament, 

secure in the firm belief that it had the right—or if not the right 

the power as supreme legislature of the empire—to tax the colonies, 

also turned a deaf ear to American entreaties and passed the Stamp 

Act. 

When the news of the passage of the hated Stamp Act reached 

America in mid-April 1765, reaction was immediate and violent, 

offending the most powerful and articulate groups—lawyers, business

men, clergy, journalists—the act united the colonists in opposition 

to what they considered an attack on property and thus an attack upon 

liberty itself. Accordingly, the Americans moved to force repeal; 

failing that, they swore to prevent enforcement. To achieve their 

goals, the colonists applied economic sanctions, passed resolves of 

protest, printed inflamatory newspaper articles to promote unified 

opposition, and used mob violence against government officials and 

supporters of the act. 

The merchants of New York, Boston, Philadelphia, Salem, 

Marblehead, Newbury port, and Plymouth formed non-importation agree

ments and sent instructions with orders for British goods to cancel 

the orders if repeal were not forthcoming. Many agreed to cancel 

previous orders and not to buy British goods shipped after January 1, 
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26 
1776. Consequently trade with England dropped „£300,000 during the 

27 
summer of 1765. 

Believing the act unconstitutional, Virginia led the colonies 

in adopting resolutions expressing this view and in sending these peti

tions to England. On May 29, 1765, Patrick Henry of Hanover County 

presented his resolutions against the Stamp Act to the Virginia House 

of Burgesses. Possessed of dazzling oratorical powers for which he was 

known as the Demosthenes of America, Henry secured passage of four of 

seven resolutions: 

(1) the first settlers brought with them and transmitted 
to their posterity all the privileges and immunities at any 
time held by the people of Great Britain; (2) the two royal 
charters gave them the privileges and immunities of natural-
born subjects living in England; (3) taxation by the people 
themselves or by their representatives was 'the distinguish
ing characteristic of British freedom, without which the 
ancient constitution cannot exist'; and (4) the people of 
Virginia have enjoyed the right of being governed by their 
own assembly in taxation and internal policy and have never 
forfeited or surrendered it. The fifth resolution, rejected 
the day after Henry left, stated that the legislature of 
Virginia has 'the only exclusive right and power to lay taxes 
and imposts upon the inhabitants of this colony,' and that 
every attempt to vest such a power in any other person or 
persons 'is illegal, unconstitutional, and unjust, and has a 
manifest tendency to destroy British as well as American 
Liberty.28 

26 
Jensen, Founding of a Nation, pp. 129-130. 

27 
Morison, Commager, and Leuchtenburg, Growth of the American 

Republic. I, 145. 
28 
Jensen, Founding of a Nation, p. 104; Journals of the House 

of Burgesses of Virginia (1761-1763), 359-360; Fauquier to BT, 5 June, 
Colonial Office 5/1331; the only contemporary account of Henry's speech 
is "Journal of a French Traveller in the Colonies, 1765." The American 
Historical Review, XXVI (1920-1921), 745-746; various versions of the 
resolutions are reprinted in Edmund S. Morgan, ed., Prologue to Revolu-
tion: Sources and Documents on the Stamp Act Crisis, 1764-1766 (New 
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Throughout the colonies, newspapers printed the Virginia Resolves, 

encouraging other assemblies to pass their own resolutions expressing 

their grievances and constitutional position. New Jersey implicitly 

and Rhode Island openly declared that "outside" taxing statutes were 

void and thus were not to be obeyed "for it must be confessed by all 

men, that they who are taxed at pleasure by others, cannot possibly 

have any property, can have nothing to be called their own; they who 

have no property can have no freedom, but are indeed reduced to the 

29 
most abject slavery." 

Early in April 1765 Massachusetts had proposed a congress to 

consider the Stamp Act menace to American freedom. The Stamp Act 

Congress, composed of 27 members from nine colonies, duly met in New 

York on October 7, 1765. On October 19 it adopted a declaration of 

rights and a statement of grievances. It adjourned on October 24 

after having adopted an address to George III, a memorial and petition 

to the House of Lords, and a petition to the House of Commons. 

More moderate than the petitions and resolutions adopted by 

some colonial legislatures, the declaration of rights merely reiter

ated previous points: the right not to be taxed by Parliament, the 

York: W. W. Norton & Company, Inc., 1973), pp. 46-49; Edmund S. Mor
gan and Helen Morgan, The Stamp Act Crisis: Prologue to Revolution 
(Chapel Hill, N.C.: The University of North Carolina Press, 1953), 
pp. 88-89. 

29 
I. R. Christie, Crisis of Empire: Great Britain and the 

American Colonies. 1754-1783 (New York: W. W. Norton & Norton, Inc., 
1966), p. 56; Edmund S. Morgan, "Colonial Ideas of Parliamentary 
Power, 1764-1766," William and Mary Quarterly, 3rd ser., V (1948), pp, 
315-317. 
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rights to trial by jury, the burdens on trade, the scarcity of specie, 

the resultant inability of colonial consumption of British goods, and 

the right of colonies to petition the king and both houses of Parlia

ment. The petitions asked for repeal of the Stamp Act, restriction 

of admiralty court jurisdiction, and repeal of acts harmful to Ameri

can commerce. Although ignored in England, the declaration and peti

tions centered the constitutional issue on "no taxation without 

representation." Further, the declaration put an end to James Otis's 

idea of colonial representation in Parliament, stating, "... the peo

ple of these colonies are not, and from their local circumstances, 

30 
cannot be represented in the House of Commons in Great Britain." 

Additionally, the declaration rejected the principle of virtual repre

sentation. Obviously, both these solutions were impracticable from 

the American point of view. Either way the colonists would be unable 

to protect their own interests. 

Meanwhile newspapers continued their attack on the Stamp and 

its American abettors. Perhaps the most inflamatory was the only 

issue of The Constitutional Courant, which was secretly published in 

New Jersey. Appearing in New York on September 21, the paper blasted 

Parliament as "a set of the blackest villains. . . . With them liberty 

is always treason, and an advocate of the people's rights, a sower of 

Declaration and petitions printed in Morgan, Prologue to 
Revolution, pp. 62-69; Morison, Commager, and Leuchtenburg, Growth of 
the American Republic, I, 146; Morgan, Birth of the Republic, p. 25; 
Jensen, Founding of a Nation, p. 124; Christie, Crisis of Empire, 
p. 57. 
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sedition." The Courant's message to those stamp distributors who 

had not yet resigned was clear to all: 

Ye blots and stains on America! Ye vipers of human kind! 
Your names shall be blasted with infamy, the public execra
tion shall pursue you while living, and your memories shall 
rot, when death has disabled you from propagating vassalage 
and misery any further: your crimes shall haunt you like 
spectres. . . . 

For native Americans who supported the Stamp Act, the paper reserved 

the following choice bit of hyperbole: 

Parricides! 'tis too soft a term. Murder your fathers, rip 
up the bowels of your mothers, dash the infants you have 
begotten against the stones and be blameless; but enslave 
your country! entail vassalage, that worst of all human 
miseries, that sum of all wretchedness on millions! This, 
this is guilt, this calls for heaven's fiercest vengeance.-^ 

Republished as far away as Charleston, South Carolina, The Courant 

thus contributed its incendiary rhetoric toward the nullification of 

the Stamp Act by intimidation or by riot. 

Unwilling to rely on economic sanctions, argument and peti

tions, or trial by press to secure repeal, an important minority of 

colonial leaders determined to nullify the Stamp Act by violence. In 

Boston otherwise respectable men calling themselves "Sons of Liberty" 

subjected the American stamp distributors to mob action, coerced them 

to resign, burned the stamped paper, and incited people to riot. Aid

ing and abetting the Sons of Liberty in these activities were such 

•^Jilliam Goddard (?) , The Constitutional Courant: Contain
ing Matters Interesting to Liberty, and No Wise Repugnant to Loyalty 
in Tracts of the American Revolution, 1763-1776, edited by Merrill 
Jensen (New York: The Bobbs-Merrill Company, Inc., 1967), pp. 85-
87. 
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newspapers as The Courant that appealed to the masses in highly emo

tional language, urging them to action lest they all become enslaved.^^ 

The Boston Sons of Liberty introduced the effectiveness of 

mob action to the other colonies in August 1765. Ebenezer Mackintosh, 

shoemaker and fireman, led the mob that stoned and pillaged the house 

of Andrew Oliver, the Boston stamp distributor. Convinced by this 

experience that Grenville's commission was a death warrant, Oliver 

33 

resigned. Thus emboldened, Bostonians even mobbed Lieutenant-Gover

nor Thomas Hutchinson, suspected of advocating the Stamp Act; the 

Comptroller of Customs; and one of the officers of the admiralty 

*- 34 court. 

Recognizing the effectiveness of riot and mob. Sons of Liberty 

in other colonies used the tactic. In New York, for example, the mob 

roamed the streets nightly, seeking supporters of the Stamp Act. Led 

by "King" Isaac Sears, a shipmaster and "a noted captain of the mob," 

the rioters demanded that the offending stamps be burned; and they 

hanged and burned effigies of George Grenville and of Admiral Colville, 

35 
commander of the British fleet in American waters. On the very day 

32 
Jensen, Founding of a Nation, p. 128. 

^^Ibid., pp. 146-147; for an account of the activities of the 
Sons of Liberty, see Morgan, Stamp Act Crisis, chapter XI; Morgan, 
Birth of the Republic, pp. 20-21. 

Morgan, Birth of the Republic, p. 21. 

^^Jensen, Founding of a Nation, p. 149; also see George P. 
Anderson, "Ebenezer Mackintosh: Stamp Act Rioter and Patriot," and 
"A Note on Ebenezer Mackintosh," Colonial Society of Massachusetts 
Publications, XXVI (1924-1926). 
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(November 1, 1765) that the Stamp Act went into effect, the New York 

mob forced old Governor Golden to take refuge on a British warship 

while they destroyed his carriages, hanged and burned his and the 

devil's effigies, attacked the fort at the Battery, and forced the 

officer in charge of the stamp to burn the entire shipment. They 

then proceeded to the house of Major Thomas James, who as commander 

of the Battery fort had threatened "to cram the Stamp Act down the 

people's throat." Gleefully, they demolished his house, furniture, 

books, china; drank up nine casks of wine; stole the silver; uprooted 

the garden; and departed with the regimental colors to raid the local 

bawdy houses. 

Since the mere threat of mob action became sufficient to 

coerce the recalcitrant, no one was fool hearty enough to distribute 

the stamped paper, which remained safely locked in forts and warships. 

Consequently, business proceeded as usual—without stamps. Gren

ville' s Stamp Act was a dead letter. 

George Grenville, author of the Stamp Act and model for numer

ous colonial effigies, never answered for his American policy. 

Geroge III dismissed him on July 10, 1765—three months before the 

Stamp Act Congress met in New York—for reasons that had nothing to 

do with the hornets* nest in the colonies. Blamed by English mer

chants for the post-war depression and increasingly unpopular in 

Morison, Commager, and Leuchtenburg, Growth of the American 
Republic, I, 146; Jensen, Founding of a Nation, p. 133. 
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in England, Grenville irritated the king, who came to loathe his 

first minister. Grenville lectured and bored George III and would 

not let him buy the land he desired near Buckingham Palace. Gren

ville finally went too far with his young sovereign. Having recovered 

from the first of his attacks of insanity in the spring of 1765, 

George III ordered the establishment of a regency should further ill

ness occur. Grenville deleted the Queen Mother's name from his 

regency bill saying the Commons would not accept it. When the Oppo

sition secured the Common's consent to the inclusion of her name, 

George III was outraged. Grenville further humiliated the king by 

forcing him to promise never to have private conversations with Lord 

Bute, George's beloved Scottish tutor, and to dismiss Bute's brother 

Stuart Mackenzie, from his Scottish post. Furious at the indignities 

thus heaped upon him, George III determined to rid himself of the 

ministry. The king had arrived at the point where he "had rather see 

the devil in my closet than George Grenville." I^e king's uncle, 

the Duke of Cumberland, suggested that he recall the Old Whigs to 

office. Accordingly, George III sent for the second Marquis of 

Jensen, Founding of a Nation, pp. 158-159; according to 
latest research, George III suffered from porphyria, not insanity. 
For further information about the king's health, see John Brooke, 
King George III, foreword H.R.H. The Prince of Wales (New York: 
McGraw-Hill Book Company, 1972), p. 339; William Edward Hartpole 
Lecky, A History of England in the Eighteenth Century (8 vols.; Lon
don: Longmans, Green, and Co., 1887), III, 91-93. 
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Rockingham, who kissed the king's hands as First Lord of the Treasury 

38 
and Chancellor of the Exchequer on July 13, 1765. 

A weak ministry from the beginning, Rockingham and his 

friends had no clearly defined American policy, but they were inclined 

to redress the colonists' grievances from a variety of motives. 

First, they saw the Stamp Act as injurious to America, and even if 

the colonists could be forced to bend to imperial authority the long-

range consequences of such action would probably be disastrous. 

Second, discrediting Grenville by repealing the Stamp Act was also 

tempting. Third and perhaps most important was the strong pressure 

from British commercial interests. The colonists' boycott of English 

manufactures and their refusal to pay their debts to English creditors 

had created a business crisis of such proportions that merchants in 

London, Liverpool, Bristol, and other outports demanded the repeal of 

39 
the Stamp Act in a barrage of petitions. 

Thus repeal would satisfy the Americans and gain the ministry 

the support of the powerful merchants who traded with America, but 

there were obstacles. Attorney-General Charles Yorke wanted parlia

mentary authority enforced as did most of the House of Commons, who 

were increasingly resentful of multiplying reports of colonial riot 

and disobedience. Without some affirmation of parliamentary author

ity, Rockingham could never get repeal through the Commons. 

Magnus, Edmund Burke, p. 27; Christie, Crisis of Empire, p. 
60; Blum et al., National Experience, pt. 1, p. 88; Morison, Commager, 
and Leuchtenburg, Growth of the American Republic, I, 147; Morgan, 
Birth of the Republic, p. 29. 

Christie, Crisis of Empire, pp. 60-61. 
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Rockingham knew George Grenville's position. Ever since his dismis

sal, Grenville protested that his policies must be maintained. After 

the king's speech from the throne on 10 December 1765, Grenville pro

posed that the Commons should "express our just resentment and indig

nation at the outrageous tumults and insurrections which have been 

excited and carried on in North America, and at the resistance given 

by open and rebellious force" to the execution of the laws, and should 

determine to do whatever might be necessary "for preserving and secur

ing the legal dependence of the colonies upon this their mother coun

try; for enforcing their due obedience to the laws; for maintaining 

the dignity of the Crown, and asserting the indubitable and fundamen-

40 

tal rights of the legislature of Great Britain." To further compli

cate the situation, the shadow of William Pitt, hero of the Seven 

Years' War, darkened every consideration, for without Pitt's support 

41 
no ministry would stand long. 

When Parliament met on January 14, 1766, Rockingham still had 

not formulated a policy since he had been unable to get agreement from 

the ministers. The matter was taken out of his hands when Pitt and 

Grenville met in verbal combat. In his answer to the King's speech 

from the throne, Robert Nugent of Bristol, a faithful Grenville sup

porter, began the debate with a spirited defence of Grenville's poli

cies: "The honor and dignity of the kingdom obliged us to compel the 

Jensen, Founding of a Nation, p. 164. 

41 
Christie, Crisis of Empire, p. 61. 
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execution of the Stamp Act, except the right was acknowledged, and 

the repeal solicited as a favor." He denounced the colonies for their 

"extreme ingratitude" and the ministry for heeding the petitions of 

British merchants and manufacturing towns. To him, "a pepper-corn, 

in acknowledgment of the right, was of more value, than millions with-

„42 
out." 

At last William Pitt, who had spent December in Bath nursing 

his gout and fulminating against the Duke of Newcastle, rose to speak 

his mind. Heapting scorn and damnation upon the hapless head of his 

brother-in-law, George Grenville, Pitt thundered: "Every capital 

measure they [Grenville and his ministry] have taken, has been entirely 

wrong!" Turning to the Stamp Act, Pitt scoffed at Nugent's talk of 

honor. If Parliament made the "right" to tax the colonies a point of 

honor, 

they leave all measures of right and wrong, to follow a 
delusion that may lead to destruction. . . . It is my opin
ion, that this kingdom has no right to lay a tax upon the 
colonies. At the same time, I assert the authority of this 

I kingdom over the colonies, to be sovereign and supreme, in 
every circumstance of government and legislation whatsoever. 
They are the subjects of this kingdom, equally entitled with 
yourselves to all the natural rights of mankind and the 
peculiar privileges of Englishmen. Equally bound by its 
laws, and equally participating in the constitution of this 
free country. The Americans are the sons, not the bastards, 
of England.^3 

He then made a distinction that Townshend was later to use to 

his advantage: "Taxation is no part of the governing or legislative 

42 

4b id . , p . 166. 

Jensen , Founding of a Nat ion , p . 165. 
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power. The taxes are a voluntary gift and grant of the Commons alone 

. . . But in an American tax, what do we do? We, your Majesty's Com

mons of Great Britain, give and grant to your Majesty, what? Our own 

property? No. We give and grant to your Majesty, the property of 

, 44 
your Majesty s commons of America. It is an absurdity in terms." 

In addressing himself to Grenville's principle of virtual 

representation, Pitt said, "The idea . . . is the most contemptible 

idea that ever entered into the head of a man; it does not deserve a 

serious refutation . . . . The Commons of America, represented in 

their several assemblies, have ever been in possession of the exer

cise of this, their constitutional right, of giving and granting their 

own money. They would have been slaves if they had not enjoyed it. 

At the same time, this kingdom, as the supreme governing and legisla

tive power, has always bound the colonies by her laws, by her regula

tions, and restrictions in trade, in navigation, in manufactures, in 

everything, except that of taking their money out of their pockets 

45 
without their consent." 

George Grenville rose to defend himself. If his policies 

were refuted and Pitt's policy confirmed, he said, "A revolution will 

take place in America." On taxation of the colonies, Grenville could 

not see the difference between "internal" and "external" tax bills: 

"They are the same in effect, and only differ in name. That this 

44 
^^Ibid. 

^^Ibid., pp. 166-167. 
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kingdom has the sovereign, the supreme legislative power over America, 

is granted. It cannot be denied; and taxation is a part of that 

sovereign power." If the colonies were not to obey Parliament, "tell 

me when the Americans were emancipated?" Grenville then went on to 

castigate the Americans for asking for protection, causing Britain 

to incur a huge debt on their behalf, and then refusing to pay their 

fair share: "They renounce your authority, insult your officers, and 

break out, I might almost say, into open rebellion . . . Ungrateful 

people of America!" 

Pitt rose again, this time going further in his defense of 

America: "Three millions of people, so dead to all the feelings of 

liberty, as voluntarily to submit to be slaves, would have been fit 

instruments to make slaves of the rest." Pitt would not debate close 

points of law with Grenville, "but, for the defence of liberty upon a 

general principle, upon a constitutional principle, it is a ground on 

which I stand firm; on which I dare meet any man." Grenville wanted 

to know when the colonies were emancipated, "but I desire to know, 

when they were slaves?" Pitt then pointed out that the trade with 

America had netted ^two million a year: "This is the price that 

America pays you for her protection. And shall a miserable financier 

come with a boast, that he can fetch a peppercorn into the exchequer, 

to the loss of millions to the nation!" In regard to the Stamp Act, 

Pitt's real desire was "that the Stamp Act be repealed absolutely. 

^^Ibid.. p. 167. 
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totally, and immediately. That the reason for the repeal be assigned, 

because it was founded on an erroneous principle. At the same time 

let the sovereign authority of this country over the colonies be 

asserted in as strong terms as can be devised, and be made to extend 

to every point of legislation whatsoever. That we may bind their 
« 

trade, confine their manufactures, and exercise every power whatso

ever, except that of taking their money out of their pockets without 
47 

their consent." 

Rockingham at last knew what to do: he could obtain repeal 

of the Stamp Act, but only if it were accompanied with a Declaratory 

Act, a sweeping declaration of Parliament's absolute authority over 

the colonies. When Secretary Conway agreed with Pitt's stance, he 

committed the ministry to repeal and the Declaratory Act. George III 

preferred amendment to repeal, but fearing George Grenville and Bed

ford Whigs might again return to power, he told Rockingham that 

"repealing [is] infinitely more eligible than enforcing, which could 

48 
only tend to widen the breach between this country and America. . . . 

Consequently, the Declaratory Act and the repeal of the Stamp Act 

^^Ibid., p. 168, cites Parliamentary History, XVI, 95-108. 

48 
John Fortescue, ed., Correspondence of George III: From 

1760-1783 (6 vols.; London: MacMillan and Company, Ltd., 1927), I, 
268-270: the King to Rockingham, 7 February 1766; Memorandum by the 
King, 10, 11 February 1766; Morgan, Birth of the Republic, p. 31. 
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passed the Commons on March 4, and on March 18, 1766, George III 

49 
signed both bills. 

The repeal of the Stamp Act and the General jubilation that 

followed seemed to signal the return of the status quo. While dis

aster had been averted, attitudes and opinions in Britain and America 

had so hardened that if further crisis were to be avoided, retention 

of the conciliatory Rockingham ministry was imperative. Most of 

these ministers believed in the supremacy of Parliament, but they 

wished to avoid exercising this supremacy in a provocative manner. 

Despite these circumstances, George III unfortunately dismissed Rock-

Ingham on July 30, 1766. William Pitt, whom the king elevated as 

Earl of Chatham, formed the new ministry. When Chatham suffered a 

mental collapse early in 1767, his Chancellor of the Exchequer Charles 

Townshend took charge and speedily provoked another American crisis. 

Known as "Champagne Charlie Townshend": and "a statesman who 

has left nothing but errors to account for his fame," Townshend, who 

was charming, brilliant, rebellious, politically insensitive, unstable, 

headstrong, and irresponsible, courted popularity in the House by 

advocating a cut in the English land tax, thereby reducing the govern

ment's revenue by ̂ 400,000 annually. In reply to Grenville's esti

mates of American expenses, Townshend harangued "inimitably on both 

^^Jensen, Founding of a Nation, p. 174; Christie, Crisis of 
Empire, p. 64. 

SOMorison, Commager, and Leuchtenburg, Growth of the American 
Republic, I, 149; Christie, Crisis of Empire, pp. 65, 69; Morgan, Birth 
of the Republic, p. 33; Blum et al., National Experience, pt. 1, pp. 88-
90. 
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sides of the question, and by turns was cheered by every party in 

the House." Samuel Eliot Morison best describes how the To\mshend 

Revenue Act came about: 

Under the influence of a bumper of champagne, Townshend 
delivered in the House of Commons on 8 May 1767 a speech which 
a spectator described as 'extravagantly fine. It lasted an 
hour, with torrents of wiL, ridicule, vanity, lies and beau
tiful language.' He taunted the former [prime minister], 
still angry over the repeal of his Stamp Act. Grenville 
retorted, 'You are cowards, you are afraid of the Americans, 
you dare not tax America!' Townshend replied, 'Fear! Cow
ards! Dare not tax America! Î  dare tax America!' Grenville 
retorted, 'Dare you tax America? I wish to God I could see 
it!' Townshend declared, 'I will, I will!' And he did.52 

Having accepted Grenville's challenge, on 13 May 1767 Townshend 

seized upon the distinction made in Pitt's speech between "internal" 

(direct taxation) and "external" (customs duties) taxation. Conse

quently, Parliament, uneasy about the ̂ (̂̂ 700,000 annual cost of main

taining garrisons in America, and exasperated by colonial defiance of 

Grenville's Mutiny (Quartering) Act of 1765, levied duties, payable 

in sterling, on red and white lead, on paper, glass, painter's colors, 

and tea entering America; removed duties on colonial wheat, flour, and 

whale oil entering England; and placed bounties on colonial hemp, flax. 

Lord Charlemont to Henry Flood, 19 February 1766, Pitt, 
Correspondence, III, 210n.; Jensen, Founding of a Nation, p. 224; 
Samuel Eliot Morison, The Oxford History of the American People (New 
York: Oxford University Press, 1965), p. 190; Blum et al., National 
Experience, pt. 1, p. 90; Christie, Crisis of Empire, pp. 69-70; 
Morgan, Birth of the Republic, p. 33; for a detailed study of Town
shend, see Lewis Namier and John Brooke, Charles Townshend (New York 
St. Martin's Press, Inc., 1964. 

52 
Morison, Oxford History, p. 190. 
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and timber. Further, at Townshend's suggestion. Parliament closed 

the loophole in tax collection of colonial customs duties. Tax col

lectors could no longer stay in England and appoint deputies, at low 

salaries, to go to America to do the work and to accept bribes to eke 

out their low pay. With headquarters at Boston, the newly formed 

American Board of Commissioners of Customs was empowered to issue 

regulations, control collection of duties, and to use writs of assis

tance to get the job done. To enforce the act. Parliament extended 

the power of admiralty courts to try violators under the Acts of 

Trade and Navigation. The purpose of Townshend's bills was twofold: 

to raise a revenue from America and to pay the salaries of royal 

governors and judges, thereby rendering these officials independent 

53 
of colonial assemblies. To teach the New York Assembly, which had 

refused to obey the Quartering Act of 1765, some manners. Parliament 

forbade it to pass any legislation until it obeyed. 

Charles Townshend, dying suddenly in September 1767, did not 

live to see the long-range results of his bungling. Lord North, a 

member of the "King's Friends" Whig faction, succeeded him as Chancel

lor of the Exchequer. He and the Duke of Grafton's government (1768-

1775) misunderstood the situation, miscalculated their position, and 

therefore added to the bungling of the late "Champagne Charlie Town

shend." 

53 
Ibid.; Christie, Crisis of Empire, pp. 70-71; Morgan, Birth 
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54 
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The reaction of America to Townshend's Revenue Act was imme

diate. The political and constitutional implications of this act 

seemed darker than those of the Stamp Act. The Townshend Act meant 

"taxation without representation" in disguise; the granting of salar

ies to royal officials would remove an effective means of colonial 

control; and the payment of the duties in all too scarce specie meant 

another economic burden on people already suffering a recession. 

Even worse and more ominous was the suspension of the New York Assem

bly, the use of writs of assistance, and trial in the admiralty 

courts without a jury of one's peers. To many Americans, outright 

slavery loomed menacingly. 

Never a patient people, the Americans determined to resist. 

This opposition took many forms. Colonists protested Townshend's 

Revenue Act in assemblies, town meetings, and mass meetings; in news

papers and pamphlets; in non-importation agreements. Colonists con

sidered the commissioners in Boston a rapacious bunch of bureaucrats, 

a band of harpies out to destroy their trade and profits. Accordingly, 

the Americans organized to prevent British interference with smuggling, 

particularly Dutch tea, and to plan acts of violence. Even in the 

face of concrete evidence of the tarring and feathering of customs 

officials, local juries refused to convict. Bostonians terrorized the 

American Board of Customs into fleeing to the safety of a warship and 
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then to the fortress of Castle William, from whence they sent urgent 

appeals to the Grafton ministry for help. 

From the American point of view, the opposition and resistance 

to Townshend's Revenue Act were merely the efforts of an honest people 

to keep enslavement at bay. At Westminster, Parliament and George III 

interpreted American conduct as the activity of an unruly crowd of 

insurgents resisting law and order. To deal with his "rowdy children," 

the king had created in January 1765 a Secretariat of State for the 

Colonies and had appointed to the post Lord Hillsborough, a pompous. 

Irritable man, even more devoted to parliamentary supremacy than Lord 

North, the Duke of Grafton, George III himself, or Parliament. Still 

furious at the Massachusetts Assembly for sending in Febrxiary 1768 a 

circular letter (which denied the right of Parliament to tax America) 

to the other colonies, Hillsborough saw American resistance as an Cart 
If"**'' 

open challenge to England. Given these circumstances, he was more 

than ready to send four regiments to aid the beleagured commissioners 

and to teach the Americans a lesson. On September 22, 1768, two 

regiments came ashore from ships which trained their guns on Boston. 

Few other governmental moves could have been more calculated 

to confirm American fears than the landing of regular troops in Boston. 

Officially the troops were there to preserve law and order and to 

^^Christie, Crisis of Empire, pp. 72-73; Morison, Oxford 
History, p. 192; Morgan, Birth of the Republic, pp. 36-40; Blum et al., 
National Experience, pt. 1, pp. 91-92. 

Morgan, Birth of the Republic, pp. 41-42. 
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protect the king's officers. Although the local population bristled 

with hostility, no Bostonian provoked a confrontation. Thus Boston 

hoped to win sympathy for itself and to make the government look 

ridiculous for sending troops to quell a non-existent rebellion. 

Since Governor Bernard could find no pretext for declaring martial 

law and since the calm proved so embarrassing, the government in the 

summer of 1769 ordered two of the four regiments to Halifax, Nova 

Scotia. For a while peace reigned in Boston. 

The remaining two regiments quartered in Boston were having 

an unpleasant tour of duty. The situation was aggravated by their 

own officers' arrogance; the soldiers were treated by the populace 

with contempt: being taunted as "lobsterbacks," ambushed, and beaten. 

Additionally, city officials gleefully prosecuted them for every minor 

violation of provincial law or town by-law. Compounding the steadily 

Increasing hostility were Samuel Adam's inflamatory speeches and 

tracts and the customs officials' rapacity. Despite these circumstan

ces, violence did not erupt until the evening of 5 March 1770 when 

"a motley rabble of saucy boys, Negroes and Mulattoes, Irish teagues, 

58 
and outlandish jack-tars" pelted ten soldiers standing guard in 

front of the Boston customs house with snowballs containing rocks. 

Twenty other soldiers with fixed bayonets hurried to their comrades' 

Ibid., p. 46; Morison, Oxford History, p. 193; Blum et al., 
National Experience, pt. 1, p. 92; Christie, Crisis of Empire, pp. 
73-74. 

58 
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lic, p. 47; Morison, Oxford History, p. 200. 
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assistance. These thirty men confronted a screaming mob of several 

hundred men and boys who taunted and pelted them with snowballs, 

sticks, stones, and oyster shells for half an hour, all the while 

daring the soldiers to fire. Finally, having just been hit by a club 

and having had his patience tried beyond endurance, one soldier fired 

on the mob. Rapidly the other soldiers followed suit. When the fir-

59 ing stopped, five rioters were dead and six were wounded. This 

affair, called the "Boston Massacre" and presented by colonial radi

cals as "a wanton killing of peaceable citizens by a brutal and licen-

60 

tious soldiery," so aroused the public that Governor Thomas Hutchin

son ordered the regiments to the safety of Castle William on an island 

ft 1 
in the harbor, where they sat for the next four years. 

Ironically, the Boston Massacre occurred on the very day Lord 

North, who became prime minister on 31 January 1770, moved to repeal 

the Townshend duties. Sentiment for repeal had grown since it had 

become clear that the duties would provide no appreciable revenue. 

Upon closer look at Townshend's legerdmain. Parliament saw that only 

tea might raise money since the colonists had their own resources of 

paints, red and white lead, glass, and paper. Short of massive 

Morison, Oxford History, p. 200; Blum et al., National 
Experience, pt. 1, p. 92; Morgan, Birth of the Republic, pp. 47-48; 
Jensen, Founding of a Nation, pp. 349-350. 

Morison, Oxford History, p. 200. 

•̂̂ Ibid. ; Blum et al. , National Experience, pt. 1, p. 92. 

^^Christie, Crisis of Empire, p. 70. 
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military intervention, England could not enforce the Townshend Acts. 

Lord Hillsborough's advocacy of tampering with colonial charters and 

Parliament's own reckless solutions—resurrection of the treason 

statute of 35 Henry VIII, c. 2, the trying of colonial radicals in 

England for treason, and their subsequent hanging—all convinced 

George III and his ministers of the necessity for retreat. Making 

no concession to colonial argument lest it appear to be giving in. 

Parliament abolished all the Townshend duties except the one on tea 

on the grounds that taxation of goods of British manufacture was con

trary to the principles of the mercantilist system. 

Retaining the threepence per pound tax on tea as a symbol of 

Parliament's legislative and taxing powers was another governmental 

mistake. Even four of the nine ministers thought saving the point 

ill-advised. The revenue on tea was not worth its cost as a stimibling-

block to the easing of tensions and the restoration of good feelings 

between Britain and America. Unfortunately the majority refused to i 

consider repeal until the colonies admitted their subordinate position. 

63 
Morgan, Birth of the Republic, p. 48; Christie, Crisis of 

Empire. p. 74; 30 July, Colonial Office 5/757; the treason statute is 
35 Henry VIII, c. 2, found in Pickering, Statutes at Large, V, 199. 
The treason statute held that a person committing treasonable offenses 
outside England could be tried within the Court of King's Bench or by 
commissioners in the same manner as if the offense had been committed 
within that shire. 

64 
Christie, Crisis of Empire, p. 74; Morgan, Birth of the 

Republic. p. 50; Morison, Oxford History, p. 199; Jensen, Founding of 
a Nation, pp. 296-298. 
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American leaders, suspicious and intent upon the principle of "no 

taxation without representation," refused to make this concession. 

Meanwhile accounts of the "Boston Massacre" caused outraged 

screams throughout the colonies, and the indefatigable Samuel Adams 

wrung the incident for every possible drop of propaganda. The news 

of repeal soon squelched the uproar, and despite the entreaties of 

the Sons of Liberty to continue the boycott until the tea tax was 

also repealed, non-importation agreements collapsed in a wave of sud-
C.C. 

den prosperity. New England imports rose from .£330,000 to 

c£l,200,000. Short harvests in Europe created a great demand for 

American com and wheat, and payment was given in English specie. 

With the relaxation of trade and customs regulations, colonial ports 

enjoyed an immense traffic. The threepence tax on tea notwithstand

ing, between 1770 and 1773 Bostonians alone consumed nearly 500,000 

pounds of tea. Indeed, by the end of 1770, active resistance to Brit

ish policies melted away as the colonists busied themselves with wind

fall profits. Tired of economic coercion, boycotts, and meetings, 

most American leaders hoped the turn of affairs signaled a return to 

Britain's supervisory role of 1763. Since the period from 1770-1773 

was relatively quiet, it seemed their hopes had been attained. 

Christie, Crisis of Empire, p. 74. 

Morison, Oxford History, p. 200. 

Ibid.. p. 201; Blum et al.. National Experience, pt. 1, 
p. 93; Morgan, Birth of the Republic, pp. 50-51; Jensen, Founding of 
a Nation, p. 353. 
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Also wishing a period of quiescence. Lord North's ministry 

endeavored to avoid difficulty with America, even going so far as 

keeping colonial affairs from parliamentary debate.^® The ministry 

needed all its time and attention to deal with domestic problems, 

one of which was the tangled affairs of the East India Company. In 

dealing with this problem, little did North imagine the furor he would 

inadvertently create. 

In financial difficulty for some time, by 1773 the company 

was on the brink of bankruptcy. Suffering from a credit crisis, it 

owed the Bank of England .£300,000, had almost 18,000,000 pounds of 

unsold tea on hand, and owed yet another o£1,000,000 to assorted cred

itors. When the bank refused to renew an already long overdue note, 

the desperate directors begged the government for a jtl,500,000 loan. 

Seizing this opportunity to obtain a measure of control over the com

pany and over the government of India, North secured the Regulating 

Act and the Tea Act, passed on May 10, 1773. To facilitate sale of 

the company's enormous surplus, the Tea Act allowed elimination of 

the English and American wholesale merchant by consigning the tea to 

68 
Jensen, Founding of a Nation, p. 329; Morgan, Birth of the 

Republic. p. 68. 

Benjamin Woods Labaree, The Boston Tea Party (New York: 
Oxford University Press, 1964), chapter IV; Lucy Stuart Sutherland, 
The East India Company in Eighteenth-Century Politics (Oxford: Clar
endon Press, 1952), chapters VII-IX. The Regulating Act is 13 George 
III, c. 63, found in Pickering, Statutes at Large, XXX, 124-143. The 
Tea Act of May 10, 1773, is 13 George III, c. 44, found in Pickering, 
Statutes at Large, XXX, 74-77. 
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selected agents who would receive all the tea and would sell it at a 

6 per cent commission. Since all duties on tea, except the threepence 

tax, were remitted. North hoped the low price would stimulate sales, 

undercut smuggled Dutch tea, and provide a larger American revenue. 

Accordingly, the company shipped 600,000 pounds of tea worth over 

c£60,000 to Boston, New York, Philadelphia, and Charleston.^° 

North was totally unprepared for the hostile American reaction. 

He did not realize that granting the company such a concession 

offended important mercantile interests, the English and American 

middlemen, that the company had chosen as agents several political 

enemies of American leaders, including two sons and a son-in-law of 

Thomas Hutchinson, governor of Massachusetts. Thus disgruntled, the 

excluded merchants joined with the Sons of Liberty to persuade the 

populace that once the local businessmen had been forced out of busi

ness, the company's price and the 3^ tax would be raised. The Tea 

Act, charged the Americans, was a devious plot to seduce them into 

accepting the tea, a token of bondage which would admit Parliament's 

right to tax them. 

East India Company to Dartmouth, 20 December 1773, Colonial 
Office 5/133; Labaree, Tea Party, pp. 73-77; Christie, Crisis of 
Empire. p. 81; Morgan/ Birth of the Republic, pp. 58-59; Blum et al., 
National Experience, pt. 1, p. 94; Morison, Oxford History, p. 203. 

^^Jensen, Founding of a Nation, pp. 439-440, cites the fact 
that virtually every American newspaper carried such articles week 
after week. For example, see Dr. Benjamin Rush's "Hamden" article, 
"On Patriotism," which appeared in the Pennsylvania Journal on 20 
October and was widely reprinted. Rush's article is reprinted in 
L.H. Butterfield, ed., Letters of Benjamin Rush (2 vols.; Princeton: 
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Despite American howls of protest, the tea reached its des

tination. Employing the tactics of threats and intimidation, the 

colonists persuaded many captains to return the tea to England. In 

Boston, however. Governor Thomas Hutchinson denied the captains 

clearance papers for the return voyage. Thus frustrated, a mob, dis

guised as Mohawk Indians, boarded the three vessels on the evening of 

Decetober 16 and in three hours' time dumped the contents of 342 chests 

Into the harbor. The "Boston Tea Party" cost the East India Company 

nearly <ilO,000 and George III an empire. 

So elated were the popular leaders that they hardly gave a 

thought to the consequences. One exception was John Adams, who wrote 

In his diary: 

This destruction of the tea is so bold, so daring, so firm, 
intrepid and inflexible, and it must have so important con
sequences, and so lasting, that I can't but consider it as 
an epocha in history. 
This however is but an attack on property. Another similar 

exertion of popular power, may produce the destruction of 
lives. . . . What measures will the ministry take, in 

Princeton University Press, 1951), I, 83-84; Christie, Crisis of 
Empire, p. 81; Blum et al., National Experience, pt. 1, p. 94; 
Morison, Oxford History, p. 202; Morgan, Birth of the Republic, p. 59. 

There are several estimates of the value of the ruined tea. 
In Bernard Donoughue, British Politics and the American Revolution: 
The Path to War, 1773-1775 (London: Macmillan, 1964), p. 25, n. 2, 
the value is 7521. Labaree, Tea Party, p. 141, says "about «£9,000." 
The tea aboard the four ships sent to America invoiced at o£ 10,994.5.6. 
In the East India Company dispatch to Dartmouth, 20 December 1773, 
Colonial Office 5/133, the company valued the tea at c£9,659.6.4. The 
discrepancy between the invoiced value and the company's estimate 
occurred because the brig William was wrecked on Cape Cod. Morgan, 
Birth of the Republic, p. 60; Christie, Crisis of Empire, p. 82; 
Morison, Oxford History, p. 204; Blum et al., National Experience, 
pt. 1, 94. 
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consequence of this? Will they resent it? Will they dare 
to resent it? Will they punish us? How? By quartering 
troops upon us? By annulling our charter? By laying on 
more duties? By restricting our trade? By sacrifice of 
individuals, or how?73 

Adams shortly learned how prophetic had been his rhetorical 

questions. News of the Boston Tea Party reached London on January 19, 

1774, and the comedy of miscalculation and bungling continued. The 

Bostonian soiree goaded North's ministry into a series of unwise acts 

of reprisal. With political England seething with righteous indigna

tion, with George III practically apoplectic, with public opinion 

whipped into a fury against the seemingly recalcitrant colonists, Lord 

North could no longer avoid a confrontation. The subsequent rush of 

events and emotion-charged parliamentary debates provide the immediate 

occasion for Edmund Burke's celebrated "Speech on American Taxation." 

^\. H. Butterfield, ed. , Diary and Autobiography of John 
Adams (4 vols.; Cambridge: Harvard University Press, 1961), II, 85-
86. Adams marked this entry in his diary as "1773. Deer. 17th." 



CHAPTER III 

SPEECH ON AMERICAN TAXATION 

April 19, 1774 

Edmund Burke strenuously opposed Lord North's retaliatory meas

ures against America. He had attended as a spectator the 29 January 

meeting of the Privy Council and had witnessed Solicitor General Alexan

der Wedderburn's "furious philippic against poor Dr. Franklin."""" He was 

present when Lord North asked the Commons to pass a bill closing the 

port of Boston until the ruined tea was paid for and until law and order ',3 

could be guaranteed. Although Burke and other members of the Opposition ''̂  

fought the Port bill, it passed the Commons on 25 March. Burke then 

protested: "This is the day, then, that you wish to go to war with all 

2 
America, in order to conciliate the country. . . . " Regarding their 

punitive policy, Burke shouted at the ministers: "One town in proscrip

tion, the rest in rebellion, can never be a remedial measure for general 

disturbances. . . . Have you considered whether you have troops and 

ships sufficient to enforce an universal proscription to the trade of 

the whole continent of Europe? If you have not, the attempt is childish. 

Burke to Charles Lee, Feb. 1, 1774, quoted in James Prior, 
Memoir of the Life and Character of the Right Hon. Edmund Burke with 
Specimens of His Poetry and Letters and an Estimate of His Genius and 
Talents, Compared with Those of His Great Contemporaries (2 vols., 5th 
ed.; New York: Burt Franklin, 1968), p. 151. 

^Parliamentary History, XVIII, 1167-1185. 
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and the operation fruitless." Burke also vehemently protested North's 

proposal to alter the Massachusetts charter, an unprecedented act. 

Horrified at the government's spirit of vengeance and injustice, the 

Opposition attempted to persuade an outraged Commons to be reasonable 

and generous toward America. To this end, on 19 April 1774 Rose Fuller, 

member for Rye, made the following motion: 

. . . That this House will, upon this day sevennight, 
resolve itself into a committee of the whole House, to take 
into consideration the duty of three-pence per pound weight 
upon tea, payable in all his Majesty's dominions in America, 
imposed by the said act; and also the appropriation of the 
said duty.^ 

The ensuing debate became heated and soon centered on the Stamp Act. A 

Mr. Charles Wolfran Cornwall particularly criticized the Rockingham 

Whigs for the 1766 repeal, saying Rockingham had thereby abandoned a 

right which should have been maintained and had thus caused all the 

troubles in America. 

Burke's answer to Cornwall was the famous "Speech on American 

Taxation," the greatest oratorical effort of his career. The purpose 

of this chapter is to analyze Burke's use of classical rhetoric in this 

speech. To demonstrate how the classical rhetoric operates, the follow

ing steps will be employed: (1) an examination of Burke's purpose, (2) 

an examination of the arrangement of the speech, (3) an examination of 

o 

Ibid. ; Russell Kirk, Edmund Burke: A Genius Reconsidered (New 
Rochelle, N.Y.: Arlington House, 1967), p. 65. 

Edmund Burke, The Works of the Right Honorable Edmund Burke 
(12 vols., 3d ed.; Boston: Little, Brown, and Company, 1869), II, p. 
5; all references to Burke's speeches in this study refer to this edi
tion. 
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the classical rhetorical techniques and devices used and an explanation 

of their effectiveness, and (4) a discussion of how Burke combines 

Aristotelian and Ciceronian elements in his rhetoric. 

Burke's Purpose 

When Burke rose to speak on 19 April 1774, he faced a House 

hostile to and bent upon punishing the Americans. Further, after debate 

on the punitive measures had begun, many insisted on blaming the troub

les of the moment on the repeal of the Stamp Act (1766). Consequently, 

Burke had several objectives in his "Speech on American Taxation": 

(1) to obtain repeal of the three pence per pound tax on tea, the only 

remaining Townshend duty of 1767; (2) to defend Rockingham and his minis

try; and (3) to show the House that repeal of the tea tax should be the 

first step in returning to "the system of 1766" as a permanent American 

policy. 

To achieve these goals, Burke took on a formidable task. First, 

he had to get the attention of the House, which did not wish to discuss 

the American question unless to heap blame upon the Rockingham Whigs. 

Second, Burke had to meet the House's objections to repeal by proving 

the following: (1) the House would not lose anything—except what they 

had already lost—be repeal; (2) the House stood to gain by repeal; 

(3) repeal was the honorable thing to do; (4) the colonies had been 

treated unjustly and therefore were deserving of repeal; and (5) since 

England had profited from the pre-Grenville commercial policy, which 

Rockingiham's repeal of the Stamp Act in 1766 had reinstated, repeal of 

the remaining Townshend duty on tea would restore the situation to 
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1766 (actually 1763) status and would restore peace between England 

and America. 

Proving these contentions necessitated Burke's discrediting 

Grenville and his Stamp Act, Pitt's allowing Townshend to work his mis

chief, Townshend's economic policy, and the North ministry, which 

refused repeal on the grounds that repeal of the Stamp Act had caused 

all the trouble in the first place. If Burke could convince the House 

of these points, they would see that they themselves had disturbed the 

harmony between England and America, that American conduct was at least 

understandable, that repeal without attending punitive measures would 

restore friendly relations, and that Rockingham s total repeal of the ' .««l 

Stamp Act was a brilliant stroke of statesmanship, not an example of .jjllji 

weak, censurable conduct of office. |*!.H 

Unfortunately we do not have a full transcript of "Speech on 

American Taxation," but we do have the revised, published text, which 

is included in Burke's Works. This text furnishes the basis for analy

sis. In his revised version of the speech, Burke retains his original 

purpose but strengthens his defense of Rockingham. Thus the printed 

speech emerges as a plea for repeal of the tea tax and as a manifesto 

to the English people of the principles held by the Rockingham Whigs. 

Burke's Arrangement 

Originally taking Burke over two hours to deliver, the "Speech 

on American Taxation" contains approximately 25,810 words in 116 

U I' '4 
\ t i It 

If ' " 

^Ibid., pp. 5-79. 
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paragraphs. At first glance, the structure appears deceptively simple 

a short introduction and conclusion, a lengthy body divided into two 

parts. Closer examination reveals the fact that Burke does not simply 

force his material into either a Greek or Latin mold. Since his topic 

is serious, his purpose multi-faceted, his audience hostile, Burke 

selects the most efficacious classical divisions and arranges them 

according to his own organizational pattern. "Speech on American Taxa

tion" is arranged in the manner of a classical oration as follows: 

Proem Paragraphs 

Partition Paragraphs 

Refutation Paragraphs 

Narration Paragraphs 

Argument Paragraphs 

Epilogue Paragraphs 

1- 6 

7- 8 

9- 39 

40- 73 

74-100 

101-116 

(Aristotle) 

(Quintilian) 

(Cicero) 

(Cicero) 

(Aristotle) 

(Aristotle) 

The reasons for Burke's admixture of Greek and Latin divisions 

and his departure from a strictly Aristotelian or Ciceronian arrangement 

become apparent upon examination of his basic rhetorical techniques, 

goals, subject matter, arguments, and supporting devices. 

PH 

a 
'1 

Burke's Classical Rhetorical Techniques 

It is obvious from the analysis which follows that Burke is well 

versed in the rhetorical tenets of Aristotle, Cicero, and Quintilian. 

To Aristotle, rhetoric is "the art of finding the available means of 
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persuasion. To Cicero, rhetoric must be "adapted to win the assent of 

the audience." Therefore, the Orator will seek "to teach, to delight, 

and to move (docere, delectare, movere)."^ In general agreement is Quin

tilian to whom oratory is "the art of speaking well (ars bene dicendi)."^ 

Given his multifaceted purpose—to secure repeal of the tea tax, to 

defend Rockingham's administration, and to obtain a return to the system 

of 1766 as American policy—Burke, relying on the rationality of man, 

uses the force of relentless logic as his principal method of persuasion. 

Considering his hostile audience, he also applies Cicero's remedy of 

strong rebuke. Moreover, his subject matter is inextricably interwoven 

with figures of thought and diction. Because he believes that vivid 

conception induces persuasion, he presents an idea, then repeats and 

expands upon it until it has been fully treated and grasped by the House. 

The figures of thought thus give Burke's concepts the vividness he feels 

is necessary to secure the House's attention, conviction, and belief. 

ethos: Aristotle, The Rhetoric of Aristotle: An Expanded 
Translation with Supplementary Examples for Students of Composition and 
Public Speaking, ed. and trans, by Lane Cooper (New York: Appleton-
Century-Crofts, Inc., 1932), 2. 20; all references to Aristotle come 
from this text. References to Cicero come from the following text: 
Cicero, Cicero on Oratory and Orators, trans, or ed. by J. S. Watson, 
Introd. by Ralph A. Micken, foreword by David Potter, Carbondale, 111.: 
Southern Illinois University Press, 1970). References to Quintilian 
are taken from the following text: Quintilian, The Institutio Oratoria 
of Quintilian. trans, by H. E. Butler, Loeb Classical Library (4 vols.; 
London: William Heinemann, 1921). 

Cicero De Oratore 1. 

^Ibld., 2. 

9 
Quintilian Institutio Oratoria 2. 15. 
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Although the figures of diction appeal chiefly to the ear and serve as 

an embellishment adorning and giving beauty to the subject matter, they 

also bring key words into prominent position, regulate the tempo and the 

rhythm of the prose, and emphasize the idea. Burke's ideas are further 

bolstered by a massive barrage of facts, numerous examples, biting 

invective, sarcasm, and taunting irony. With Burke's purpose and tech

niques in mind, one can see his classical rhetoric in operation in the 

following analysis of his major speech divisions. 

The Proem 

Burke's proem must fulfill several functions: conciliate and 

dispose a hostile audience to listen to him, convince the audience of 

his ethos (good character) so that they will believe what he has to say, 

magnify the importance of the subject which the opposition has just 

minified, remove the prejudice cast upon his position, and indicate the 

end and object of his speech. The variety of material admitted to a 

proem therefore makes it more suitable to Burke's goals than the compar-

atively restricted exordium. 

Desirous of creating good ethos (ethical appeal) so that the 

hostile House will give him a hearing, Burke begins his adversary, Mr. 

Cornwall, and by sympathizing with the House. Without harming his own 

position, Burke concedes the point that the American situation has been 

before the House so long that the subject has become tiresome. He uses 

accumulation, repetition, and a metaphor of vivid illustration to expand 

and to emphasize the idea of "old, tiresome topic": 
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. . . no topic has been more familiar to us. For nine 
long years, session after session, we have been lashed 
round and round this miserable circle of occasional argu
ments and temporary expedients. I am sure our heads must 
turn and our stomachs nauseate with them. 

Polysyndeton (deliberate use of many conjunctions) slows up the rhythm 

of the prose, produces a solemn, weighty note, and reemphasizes the 

sensation of going around in a circle and the fact that the subject has 

been protracted. Just as one becomes nauseated from going around and 

around, the House has become nauseated from debating in a circle, as it 

were, never arriving at a permanent solution, the problem never dis

appearing. Using asyndeton (deliberate omission of conjunctions between 

a series of related clauses), anaphora (repetition of the same word or 

group of words at the beginnings of successive clauses), and accumula

tion (words, phrases, or sentences identical in meaning to what has 

already been said) , Burke ends the first paragraph with six short 

clauses: 

We have had them in every shape; we have looked at them 
in every point of view. Invention is exhausted; reason 
is fatigued; experience has given judgment; but obstinacy 
is not yet conquered. 

The figures of diction produce a hurried rhythm in contrast to the 

"drawn out" tempo of the previous passage. The accumulation amplifies 

and expands his idea that the House is exhausted with the topic. Fur

ther, the hurried rhythm prepares for the change of subject in paragraph 

2. The clause "but obstinacy is not yet conquered" refers to Cornwall's 

speech and provides transition to paragraph 2. 

Having sought to convince the House that he understands why they 

find the topic of America dis^Veeable and exhausting, Burke turns to 

h 
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the problem of Cornwall. In his speech, Cornwall had belittled the 

subject of American taxation by showing it had often been discussed 

before. Moreover, Cornwall had insisted that the present debate must 

be centered on the merits of the immediate motion under consideration: 

the tea tax and its appropriation. During his speech, however, Corn

wall had brought into consideration the entire course of England's dis

pute with the American colonies over taxation. Since the House approved 

Cornwall's speech, Burke must discredit Cornwall to restore the impor

tance of the topic of American taxation in the House's mind and yet 

retain his own ethos so that the House will believe him, not Cornwall. 

Burke accomplishes these objectives in paragraphs 2-4 by a mixture of 

techniques and devices. Instead of directly attacking Cornwall and thus 

losing ethos, Burke follows one of Aristotle's methods of accusation: 

praising Cornwall's attempt to discuss American taxation and then faintly 

damning him for "throw[ing] out a speech composed almost entirely of 

challenges." Burke subtly refers to Cornwall as "honorable gentleman," 

"a man of prudence"; credits him with weighing his challenges; alludes [/ 

to their "old friendship" when Cornwall was a Whig; and agrees that the 

immediate subject before the House is important (remember that Cornwall 

had minified the topic). At the same time, Burke shows the House that 

Cornwall stands condemned by his own words and actions, alluding to Corn

wall's having deserted the Rockingham Whigs to accept a post as one of 

the Lords of the Treasury under North and to Cornwall's having stated 

two grounds of deliberation and then having "reprobated in one part of 

his speech the rule he had laid down for debate in the other, and, after 
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narrowing the ground for all those who are to speak after him, he takes 

an excursion, himself, as unbounded as the subject and the extent of 

his great abilities" (paragraph 3 ) . Notice the emphasis Burke places 

on the virtue of consistency and the faintly sarcastic reference to 

Cornwall's "great abilities." Expanding upon Cornwall's inconsisten

cies, Burke tells the House that he will take his cue from Cornwall's 

speech; he will follow the two grounds of deliveration Cornwall has set 

down, irrational though Cornwall's reasoning may be (paragraph 4 ) . Hav

ing thus worked in Cornwall's irrational reasoning, Burke will not agree 

with Cornwall's own censure of himself (good ethos). This is a perfect 

example of paralipsis since Burke has already censured him and continues a 
to censure him. Burke then contrasts his and Cornwall's modes of delib- lî ^ 

eration, thus showing Cornwall has no regard for experience, reason, or jip^^ 

common sense whereas Burke has. " 

Burke clearly states the scope and method of his speech in V'',.̂  

I .J' 
r -rj 

paragraph 5: he will follow Cornwall in the historical review of the [ .,j 
\ .i 

dispute between England and America, but before he does, he will discuss 

the immediate merits of the tea tax "because I would omit nothing that 

can give the House satisfaction." The quoted clause demonstrates to the 

House that Burke is trying to be reasonable. Following Cornwall's cue 

also provides Burke with an excuse to go into the larger consideration 

of the entire dispute. Burke wants to do this so that he can defend 

Rockingham. Of course he plans to deal with "men and measures" "without 

the least management" for he is on the offensive. However, by telling 

the House in advance what he plans to do and how he plans to go about 

doing it, Burke is being aboveboard, thus retaining his ethos. 
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Burke states Cornwall's first objection to repeal of the tea 

tax in the first sentence of paragraph 6: if the tax is repealed, will 

not the Americans seize on this concession as a sign of weakness and 

demand repeal of other taxes? Showing good ethos by conceding (conces

sion) that he cannot see the future and thus accurately predict the 

American reaction to repeal, Burke demonstrates to the House that he is 

reasonable. Continuing his ethical appeal, Burke promises he will do 

his best to show them what will probably happen if the tea tax is 

repealed. 

Burke concludes the proem with a brilliant display of devices: 

To the experience which the honorable gentleman reprobates in 
one instant and reverts to in the next, to that experience, rJ^ 
without the least wavering or hesitation on my part, I ^f^ 
steadily appeal: and would to God there was no other arbiter ,,...;j 
to decide on the vote with which the house is to conclude p^ 
this day! tiJj, 

He combines the figure of diction and repetition, anastrophe (inversion 

of normal word order) , in lines 1-5 to give greater prominence and empha

sis to the word "experience," which is also personified. Typically, he 

uses the common topic of testimony, the sub-topic of precedent in his 

appeal to experience. Since Aristotle advises reminding an audience of 

what happened in the past with the view of being better able to decide 

plans for the future, Burke is correct in stressing the importance of 

experience. If the House will consult experience, they will see that 

the way to conciliate America is to repeal the tea tax. Surely such a 

course is better than the inconsistency of the "honorable gentleman." 

^ 

'.-3 

!';J 
'• 

Aristotle Rhetoric 3. 16. 
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Burke's declaration of confidence is calculated to inspire the House 

to feel confidence in his position. The figures of thought and excla

mation—ecphonesis (the expression of joy, sorrow, fear, wonder, or some 

similar emotion by a brief outcry) , optatio (one of the milder forms of 

exclamation which expresses ardent desire) , and epiphonema (an exclama

tion attached to the close of a statement or proof as a kind of climax) 

—in the last three lines help gain the House's attention, magnify the 

topic by the speaker's passion, and provide a strong emotional climax 

to the proem. 

The Partition 

Having had to handle such a variety of material in the proem. 

first half of the speech so they will not weaken his arguments in the 

OB 
f/9 

Burke needs to state his own propositions clearly and concisely for the ...-̂  

House. Wishing to refute a host of popular objections to repeal in the ear:: 

\-^ 

second half, yet realizing that such an enumeration would weaken his v-u 
[ J 

position in the first half, Burke selects Quintilian's optional divis

ion of partition. Within the space of two paragraphs, Burke's partition 

states his position, shows his general method of proof, declares his 

confidence, and lays the blame for the American upheaval on North's 

ministry. Burke's propositions are (1) that as a consequence of repeal 

of the Stamp Act, the Americans did not call for repeal of other tax 

laws and (2) that as a consequence of the Townshend Acts (1767), a 

revival of taxation, the colonists became apprehensive and did call for 

repeal of old as well as new tax laws. Burke then declares that he 

speaks with "great confidence," ironically saying the ministers are with 
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him. He also states that his proof will center on the conduct of the 

North ministry and Parliament. Burke's partition serves the rhetorical 

function of helping the House keep their place in listening to his 

speech. This function is necessary because Burke must refute eleven 

objections to repeal in the next division. 

The Refutation 

By taking and demolishing each of the eleven popular objections 

in turn, Burke in paragraphs 9-39 manages to leave the impression that 

he has easily swept aside "minor" objections without the number seeming 

greater by accumulation, which a detailed enumeration at the beginning ••«4 

'•< 
would have implied. Thus Burke keeps his later arguments from being , i. 

weakened. 

The First Objection , , 
! . 

Burke first addresses himself to Cornx^all's objection that if 

the tea tax is repealed the Americans will demand repeal of other taxes I ! 

as well. Burke's strategy is to show the House and Cornwall that North 

knows full well that there is no foundation to this objection. The 

Americans did not demand repeal of other taxes after repeal of the Stamp 

Act, and they would not have if Parliament had not passed the Townshend 

Acts in the first place or if North had repealed all the Townshend 

duties. By using the argument that an intended course of action (not to 

repeal the tea tax) runs counter to one's previous actions (repeal of the 

five Townshend acts), Burke can show North's inconsistencies and argue 

that North accept repeal of the tea tax to make his actions consistent. 
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If North knows that repeal will not bring demands for further repeals, 

Cornwall therefore ought to accept North's authority as head of the 

party and not fear further repeals either. 

Bringing together North's inconsistencies on repeal (North had 

opposed repeal of the Stamp Act, had secured repeal of five of the six 

Townshend duties, and now opposes repeal of the tea tax), Burke compares 

them, and in an hyperbole says, "He stands condemned by himself, and by 

all his associates old and new, as a destroyer, in the first trust of 

finance, of the revenues,—and in the first rank of honor, as a betrayer 

of the dignity of his country" (paragraph 9). This ironic hyperbole and 

the use of auxesis (a trope which magnifies the importance or the grav

ity of something by referring to it with a disproportionate name) in 

saying that North is "condemned" and is a "destroyer" and a "betrayer" 

function implicitly to defend Rockingham. By comparison, if Rockingham 

is bad for the repeal of the Stamp Act, North is much more so for his 

subsequent repeal of five of the six Townshend Acts. Of course, Burke 

wants the House to see that neither man is bad for repeal of the respec

tive acts, and that repeal will not bring further demands for repeal. 

Having vividly painted Lord North as a "bad man," Burke opens 

paragraph 10 with a maxim (a form of ethical proof): "Most men, espe

cially great men, do not always know their well-wishers." Demonstrating 

good ethos, Burke "rescues" North by employing the argument of attributed 

motives, saying that North knew that repeal would not produce the conse

quences which his friend Mr. Cornwall so greatly fears. North merely 

left unfinished what he had started (repeal of all the Townshend duties). 

By repealing the tea tax. North will complete the job. Burke hopes 
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Cornwall's fears have been assuaged since Lord North, leader of his 

own party, has supported the principle of repeal. Burke then attacks, 

making explicit the implicit point he made in paragraph 9: " . . . if 

the repeal of American taxes destroys all our government in America,— 

he [North] is the man!—and he is the worst of all the repealers, 

because he is the last (paragraph 11). Here Burke refers to the five 

Townshend duties, not the tea tax. Burke is conceding the point, for 

sake of argument, that the House ought to blame not Rockingham, but 

North, since North was the last minister to effect a repeal. 

The Second Objection _-

Burke next refutes the objection to repeal on the ground that '"̂  

the spirit of the preamble to Townshend's Revenue Act will be viola- ^^ 

ted by showing how ludicrous it is to keep a preamble when the object ["̂ J 

of it (revenue) is already gone (paragraph 12-14). Using onomatopoeia "' ' 

in "rung" to emphasize the fact that this objection is frequently 

brought up, Burke brings in a fictitious speech (impersonation) to 

express his idea: 

But I hear it rung continually in my ears, 
now and formerly,—'The preamble! what will 
become of the preamble, if you repeal this tax?' 

Seeking to retain his ethos, yet wishing to rebuke the House, Burke 

adds with a touch of irony that he is "sorry to be compelled so often 

to expose the calamities and disgraces of Parliament." The rest of 

Burke's remarks are an answer to the hypophora just raised in the 

fictitious speech. The repetition of words derived from the same root 

(polyptoton) in the next four lines both emphasizes key words and adds 

••J 
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to Burke's ridicule: 

The preamble of this law, standing as it now 
stands, has the lie direct given to it by 
the provisionary part of the act: if that 
can be called provisionary which makes no 
provision. (italics mine, paragraph 12) 

To show his confidence and thus to inspire the House to accept both 

his confidence and his position, Burke next employs an extended meta

phor of his facing an army: 

I should be afraid to express myself in this manner, 
especially in the face of such a formidable array of 
ability as is now drawn up before me, composed of the 
ancient household troops of that side of the House 
and the new recruits from this, if the matter were 
not clear and indisputable. (italics mine, paragraph 12) ,^ 

53 
Employing the common tipic of testimony, Burke has the clerk read T^ 

the preamble (paragraph 13). Note that implicit in this action is ...j 

the argument: "See, you do not have to take my word for it; it is a j^^ 
matter of public record, and the clerk, not I, is reading it." 

After the clerk's reading of the preamble, certain words of 

which are emphasized in the text, Burke in a brilliant display of 

devices makes his final attack upon those who would defend the 

preamble: 

You have heard this pompous performance. Now 
where is the revenue which is to do all these 
mighty things? Five sixths repealed,— 
abandoned,—sunk, —gone, —lost forever. 
Does the poor solitary tea-duty support the 5 
purposes of this preamble? Is not the supply there 
stated as effectually abandoned as if the 
tea-duty had perished in the general wreck? 
Here, Mr. Speaker, is a precious mockery:—a 
preamble without an act,—taxes granted in 10 
order to be repealed,—and the reasons of the 
grant still carefully kept up! If you repeal 
this tax, in compliance with the motion, I readily 
admit that you lose this fair preamble. 

sar.: 
§'i-m 
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Estimate your loss in it. The object of the 15 
act is gone already; and all you suffer is the 
purging the statute-book of the approbrium 
of an empty, absurd, and false recital. 

(paragraph 14) 

Burke sets a sarcastic tone for the passage by his reference to the 

preamble as a "pompous performance" (line 1). He achieves this 

effect through the use of hyperbolic auxesis and initial alliteration 

(paronoeon). Burke follows with an hypophora (lines 1-3) which he 

quickly answers in short words and phrases which mean the same thing 

(accumulation or combination) (lines 3-4). Lines 5-8 contain two 

eroteses or rhetorical questions used to lead the House mentally to 

answer them as Burke wishes. By referring to the tea-duty as "poor 

solitary" (line 5) and repeating "abandoned" (lines 4, 7), Burke 

reenforces the personification of "tea-duty" (line 8) in the metaphor 

of a ship wreck (line 8). In lines 9-14 he employs a series of three 

epiphonemes (an exclamation attached to the close of a statement or 

proof as a kind of climax), the first (lines 9-12) containing two 

antitheses—"a preanible without an act," "taxes granted in order to 

be repealed." After such rapid, biting invective, Burke assumes a 

quieter, more reasonable tone by means of concessio (giving climactic 

strength to a statement by first conceding a weak argument that might 

be advanced against it) in line 14. Burke then appeals to the self-

interest of the House in asking them to consider the loss of the 

"fair" preamble, a touch of irony. He shows them that the object 

(revenue) of the act is already gone and that they will not "suffer" 

(Ironic) anything. The diction in lines 18-20—"suffer," "purging," 

"opprobrium," "empty, absurd, and false" (accumulation), and "recital" 
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—Is deliberately pejorative. Burke has thus used these figures of 

thought and diction to show vividly the ridiculous picture of one 

pleading the case of the preamble. The ironic, pejorative diction 

and the epiphonemes give this section an emotional and a scathing 

quality to support his vivid picture of the absurdity of keeping the 

preamble to a defunct act. 

In paragraphs 15-39, Burke does not defend his position as 

much as he attacks his adversary's. Burke seems to be arguing from 

contradictory propositions, and a priori, if he can prove an objection 

false, his position is therefore true. Accordingly Burke takes the 

offensive, attacking the motives of Parliament, Parliament's treatment 

of America, and the North ministry with facts, figures, irony, and 

devastating ridicule. His rhetorical devices function to expand, to 

refine, and to emphasize his ideas. 

The Third Objection 

Burke impugns the idea that the tea tax cannot be repealed 

because repeal cannot be justified on commercial principles as were 

the other five Townshend duties. Burke's strategy is to show the House 

by means of the common topics of testimony and attributed motives that 

they repealed the five Townshend duties for political expediency, not 

for commercial reasons, and that using political expediency as the 

justification, they can also repeal the tea tax. Burke Introduces the 

Idea that the five Townshend duties were repealed on commercial prin

ciples by alluding to the fact that "it is so said" (anadiplosis: the 

inversion of the natural word order for emphasis) in the paper in his 
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hand. Lord Hillsborough's Circular Letter to the Governors of the 

Colonies. "A paper," he says, "which I constantly carry about (hyper

bole); which I have often used, and shall often use again" (epistrophe, 

italics mine). He begins his attack with ridicule, reinforcing it 

through alliteration: "What is got by this paltry pretence of commer

cial principles (italics mine) I know not; for, if your government in 

America is destroyed by the repeal of taxes (italics his), it is of 

no consequence upon what ideas the repeal is grounded." Burke then 

slyly adds, "Repeal this tax (the tea duty), too, if you please." 

He next openly accuses the House of knowing that their objections to 

repeal of the tea tax have no validity. To emphasize this idea, Burke 

invites the House to enter into the universal knowledge which "every 

man, in the least acquainted with the detail of commerce, must know. . 

. ," that the tea tax was a bad choice for revenue, red and white lead 

being a better choice, because, in a rhetorical question, ". . . who 

ever heard of the smuggling of red lead and white lead?" In another 

rhetorical question he asks if tea is "such an object in the trade of 

England." He concludes the paragraph by saying that "if commercial 

principles had been the true motives to the repeal (of the other five 

Townshend duties) . . . tea would have been the last article we should 

have left taxed for a subject of controversy." 

In paragraphs 16-20 Burke refines (dwells on the same topic 

while seeming to say something new) by taking a different tack. Halt

ing, for the moment, his attack on the motives of the House, Burke 

accuses the North ministry of ineptitude in their management of state 
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affairs, thereby implicitly excusing the House from blame. Appealing 

to the House's self-interest, he berates the ministry for "never" 

looking after their "complicated interests." Note how Burke seeks to 

discredit the ministry by means of pejorative diction, deprecatory 

images, and vituperation in the following: 

They have taken things by bits and scraps, some 
at one time and one pretence, and some at another 
. . . . They never had any kind of system, right 
or wrong; but only invented occasionally some 
miserable tale for the day, in order meanly to 5 
sneak out of difficulties into which they had 
proudly strutted. And they were put to all these 
shifts and devices, full of meanness and full of 
mischief, in order to pilfer piecemeal a repeal 
of an act which they had not the generous courage, 10 
when they found and felt their error, honorably 
and fairly to disclaim. By such management, by 
the irresistible operation of feeble councils, so 
paltry a sum as three-pence in the eyes of a 
financier, so insignificant an article as tea in 15 
the eyes of a philosopher, have shaken the pillars 
of a commercial empire that circled the whole globe. 

(paragraph 16) 

Notice also the effective parallel structure in lines 12-15: the 

double repetition of the "by" phrases and the "so . . . in the eyes 

of a . . ." phrases (anaphora and medial repetition). These devices 

appeal to the ear to help hold the House's attention, reinforce Burke's 

invective through emphasis on key phrases, and make his points stronger 

through accumulation. 

Burke continues his conciliatory tone toward the House and 

continues impugning the ministry (paragraph 17). He also continues 

his demand for repeal of the tea tax by giving the House both a 

political and a commercial reason for compliance: the East India 

Company. He reminds the House of the nation's financial difficulties 
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with the East India Company. Since the House is angry with America 

for dumping the tea, Burke follows Aristotle's practice of represent

ing those with whom the audience is angry as having conferred bene

fits, expressing the idea in the following metaphor: 

It is through the American trade of tea that 
your East India conquests are to be prevented 
from crushing you with their burden. They are 
ponderous indeed; and they must have that 
great country [America] to lean upon, or they 5 
tumble upon your head. 

(paragraph 17) 

Appealing to their self-interest, Burke refers to the tax as a 

"folly," saying in a metaphor that it "has thrown open folding-doors 

to contraband, and will be the means of giving the profits of the "^ 

trade of your colonies to every nation but yourselves." Having proved 

that the five duties were indeed repealed on political grounds—not on 

commercial principles—Burke returns to the second objection, the 

preamble, and demands that it, and thus the tea tax, be given up. In 

a hypophora he asks on what principle the preamble stands (since it 

does not stand upon a commercial principle), answering with a pejora

tive definition of the tax itself, in which he employs asyndeton, 

accumulation, and parallel apposita in climactic order to good effect: 

It is, indeed, a tax of sophistry, a tax of 
pedantry, a tax of disputation, a tax of war 
and rebellion, a tax for anything but benefit 
to the imposers or satisfaction to the subject. 

The effect of Burke's devices is to amplify his idea, thus giving it 

greater clarity and prominence. The asyndeton and climactic order 

provide velocity and a natural increase in the loudness of the voice 

appropriate for the ending of a paragraph. 
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The Fourth and Fifth Objections 

Burke ridicules the House, mimicking the idea that the Ameri

cans will be forced to take the tea and the fourth and fifth objec

tions that Britain is "in the right" and that the tax is "trifling" 

(paragraph 18): 

Well! but whatever it is gentlemen will force 
the colonists to take the teas. You will force 
them? Ha£ ̂ even years' s^truggle been yet able to 
force them? Oh, but it seems 'we are in the right. 
The tax is trifling,—in effect it is rather an 5 
exoneration than an imposition; three fourths of 
the duty formerly payable on teas exported to 
America is taken off,—the place of collection is 
only shifted; instead of the retention of a shilling 
from the drawback here, it is three pence custom 10 ^ 
paid in America.' (italics mine) T 

Burke has already defined the tea tax in a series of three apposita TO 

In climactic order (paragraph 17). The initial exclamation shows his "̂"l 
rnrmi 

exasperation with those who refuse to see that retention of the tea 
•11.t« 

tax is stupid. Burke reenforces his idea that the Americans will not ;'J 

take the tea through epistrophe and the alliteration of -£ in the two J 

hypophora (lines 1-4). Burke's ridicule is made more effective 

through the use of impersonation, which allows him to mimic those who 

have raised the objections that the tea tax should not be repealed 

because (1) England is in the right and (2) the tax is a pittance. 

Further, Burke makes the reasoning behind these objections part of the 

fictitious speech, thus rendering it ridiculous through his mimicry. 

Burke achieves the effect of surprise by conceding that the reasons 

given in the fictitious speech are true. He then accuses the House of 

nonfeasance in "deliberately" throwing away "a large duty" in the 

:• ' 
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"vain hope of getting one three-fourths less, through every hazard, 

through certain litigation, and possibly through war." Burke effec

tively ends the paragraph with anaphora to emphasize the climactic 

order of the "through" phrases. 

Burke continues in paragraphs 19 and 20 to refine and expand 

the ideas of paragraph 18. After using facts in 19 to support his 

charges of the Houses's nonfeasance, he opens 20 with a question 

(erotesis) calculated to show the House how the Americans view their 

preposterous fiscal policy: "Could anything be a subject of more just 

alarm to America than to see you go out of the plain highroad of fin

ance, and give up your most certain revenues and your clearest inter- 3 
est, merely for the sake of insulting your colonies? He admits •/> 

•••A 

(concessio) that the tea tax is a pittance but adds the maxim. But T<| 

IS"* 
no commodity will bear three-pence, or will bear a penny, when the _̂'* 

general feelings of men are irritated, and two millions of people are P 
resolved not to pay." To show the House how the Americans feel about ' I I 

the tea tax, Burke alludes to Mr. Hampden: 

The feelings of the colonies were formerly 
the feelings of Great Britain. Theirs were 
formerly the feelings of Mr. Hampden, when 
called upon for the payment of twenty shill
ings. Would twenty shillings have ruined 5 
Mr. Hampden's fortune? No! but the payment 
of half twenty shillings, on the principle it 
was demanded, would have made him a slave. It 
is the weight of that preamble, of which you 
are so fond, and not the weight of the duty, 10 
that the Americans are unable and unwilling 
to bear. 

The repetition of "the feelings" in "were formerly the feelings" in 

lines 1-3 emphasizes the fact that Burke is talking about the feelings 
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of the America, not abstract "right." "Half twenty shillings" is a 

pleonasm (the use of more words than are necessary) to achieve a 

slower cadence which makes the prose more dignified. The allusion in 

lines 3-8 is to John Hampden, a wealthy man from Buckinghamshire, who 

in 1636 refused to pay his one pound assessment of ship money because 

it was without parliamentary sanction and because he feared that if 

the king could take twenty shillings, "He can take all that I have." 

Although Charles I won the case in Exchequer Chamber, Hampden became 

the hero. Here Burke uses the allusion as an argument from the sub-

topic of precedent to show that the Americans have the same justified 

resentment about the preamble as Hampden did about the twenty shill- 3 

ings for ship money. Having thus emphasized the feelings of the /^ 

*A 

Americans and having given the House the vivid illustration of Hampden, f^ 

Burke continues his point that the amount of the tea tax is not the " 

consideration by putting the question (hypophora) "Would twenty shill

ings have ruined Mr. Hampden's fortune?" and by answering with an I 

emphatic "No!" Burke shows the House that Hampden (and the Americans 

by comparison) was concerned with the principle on which payment was 

demanded, a principle which would have made him (and the Americans) 

"a slave" (auxesis). Making his point more explicitly, Burke directly 

states, using repetition to achieve greater emotional emphasis, "It 

is the weight of that preamble. . . and not the weight of the duty. 

u 

Colin Rhys Lovell, English Constitutional and Legal History: 
A Survey (New York: Oxford University Press, 1962), pp. 311-312. 
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that the Americans are unable and unwilling to bear" (lines 8-12, 

italics mine). 

The Sixth Objection 

After making a direct appeal for the House's undivided atten

tion, Burke immediately answers the sixth objection to repeal of the 

tea tax: "... the preamble of this act which we wish to repeal is 

not declaratory of a. right, as some gentlemen seem to argue it. . . 

(italics his)." Continuing his refining and defining, he tells the 

House that the preamble actually is "only a recital of the expediency 

of a certain exercise of a right supposed already to have been asser

ted. . . ." Here Burke alludes to the Declaratory Act, passed by the ^ 

Rockingham administration along with repeal of the Stamp Act. Using 

-4 

/» 

*'4 

accumulation and clustered apposita in climactic order for emphasis, TJ* 

Burke shows the House what they are guilty of doing: "You are there

fore at this moment in the awkward situation of fighting for a phan-

tom,—a quiddity,—a thing that wants, not only a substance, but even -8 

a name—for a thing which is neither abstract right nor profitable 

enjoyment." 

The Seventh and Eighth Objections 

In meeting the seventh objection to repeal, that the dignity 

of the House would be undermined by repeal (paragraph 22), Burke 

points out that the House's dignity has become "a terrible incumbrance" 

(paradox). He then utilizes anaphora and asyndeton for emphasis in 

challenging the House to show him that retaining the tea tax as a 

symbol of their dignity is not an absurdity: 
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Show the thing you contend for ̂  b̂ e reason. 
Show it to be common sense, show i^ jtô  be the 
means of attaining some useful end, and then 
I am content to allow it what dignity you please. 

(italics mine, paragraph 22) 

Quickly assuming a tone of reasonableness, Burke says he agrees with 

Cornwall "in most of his general observations" (italics his) then 

with sarcasm attacks Cornwall's objection (the eighth) that the tea 

tax "does not stand as it did formerly," uttering, "Oh, certainly 

not!" Burke does not actually refute the eighth objection; he simply 

glosses over it with sarcasm. 

The Ninth and Tenth Objections 

Burke introduces the ninth and tenth objections to repeal: 
3 

Parliament cannot repeal the tea tax while America is in open resis- r^ 

• in 
tance to their authority, and Parliament cannot repeal the tea tax j-j 

because it is part of a newly revised tax system. Since the House ĵ « 

is already angry with the Americans, Burke interweaves his refutations, ro 

» 

taking care merely to allude to colonial disobedience. He does not 

wish to anger the House further by bringing up explicit examples of 

resistance. To display his confidence to meet these objections, 

Burke employs the following metaphor: 

He [Cornwall] thinks he has driven us into a 
corner. But thus pent up, I am content to 
meet him; because I enter the lists supported 
by my old authority, his new friends, the 
ministers themselves. (paragraph 23) 

Burke is about to turn these objections against his opponents by 

showing their inconsistencies in refusing to repeal the tea tax in 

1774 when they supported repeal as early as the middle of May 1769. 
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He is also going to show that Parliament, in the name of the North 

ministry, lied to the Americans. Burke is thus about to follow 

Aristotle's practice of arguing from the topics of conflicting facts 

and of an intended action which runs counter to one's previous actions 

and from the topic of testimony, sub-topic of law—all especially use

ful in refuting an opponent. To secure these objectives, Burke first 

reads the following excerpts from Lord Hillsborough's public circular 

letter of 14 May 1769 (italics his): 

I can take upon me to assure you, notwithstanding 
insinuations to the contrary from men with factious 
and seditious views, that his Majesty's present 
administration have at no time entertained a_ design 
to propose to Parliament to lay any further taxes 5 
upon America, for the purpose of RAISING A REVENUE; 
and that it is at present their intention to propose, 
the next session of Parliament, to take off the duties 
upon glass, paper, and colors, upon consideration of 
such duties having been laid contrary to the true 10 
principles of commerce. 

These have always been, and still are, the senti
ments of his Majesty's present servants, and by which 
their conduct ±n respect to America has been governed. 
And his Maj es ty relies upon your prudence and fidel- 15 
ity for such an explanation of his measures as may 
tend to remove the prejudices which have been excited by 
the misrepresentations of those who are enemies 
to the peace and prosperity of Great Britain and her 
colonies, and to reestablish that mutual confidence 20 
and affection upon which the glory and safety of the 
British empire depend. (paragraphs 26 and 27) 

Burke next attacks the House, referring to the aforequoted 

letter with stinging invective (paragraph 28, italics mine): 

Here, Sir, is a canonical book of ministerial 
scripture: the general epistle to the Americans. 
What does the gentleman iCornwallJ say to it? 
Here a repeal is promised,—promised without 
condition,—and while your authority was actually 5 

kJ 
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resisted. 1 pass by the public promise of a peer 
relative to the repeal of taxes by this House. 
I pass by the use of the king's name in a matter 
of supply, that sacred and reserved right of the 
Commons. I conceal the ridiculous figure of 10 
Parliament hurling its thunders at the gigantic 
rebellion of America, and then, five days after, 
prostrate at the feet of those assemblies we 
affected to despise,—begging them, by the 
intervention of our ministerial sureties, to 15 
receive our submission, and heartily promising 
amendment. These might have been serious 
matters formerly; but we are gorwn wiser 
than our fathers. 

Lines 1-2 are a sarcastic Biblical metaphor, followed by a challenge 

to Cornwall to refute Burke's assertion. Note also the emphatic 

repetition of "promised" in lines 4 and 6 and the repetition of "I ^ 

pass by" (anaphora) in lines 6 and 8. The two examples of "I pass 2 

by" and "I conceal" in line 10 comprise a series of three paralipses, ...| 

which permit Burke to comment upon the honor of a peer, the constitu- 'U 

tional issue of the king's involvement in a matter of supply, and the 

ludicrous image of Parliament even though Burke pretends he is not 

bringing up these matters. The metaphor and deprecatory image of 

Parliament is so vivid that it is a representatio. Burke ends this 

section of vituperation with the sarcastic comment that "these might 

have been serious matters formerly; but we are grown wiser than our 

fathers." 

Continuing his violent onslaught, Burke utilizes five rhetor

ical questions drawn from the speech from the throne and from Lord 

Hillsborough's letter, questions the opposition would be hard pressed 

to answer in any other way than he wishes (paragraph 28) : 

a 
•9 
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. . . does not this letter imply that the idea of 
taxing America for the purpose of revenue is an 
abominable project, when the ministry suppose none 
but factious men, and with seditious views, could 
charge them with it? does not this letter adopt 
and sanctify the American distinction of taxing 
for a_ revenue? does it not formally reject all 
future taxation on that principle? does it not 
state the ministerial rejection of such principle 
of taxation, not as the occasional, but the constant 
opinion of the king's servants? does it not say, 
(I care not how consistently,) but does it not 
say, that their conduct with regard to America has 
been always governed by this policy? 

Burke employs a combination of anaphora and anastrophe at the beginn

ing of each of his questions to draw attention to what he is saying 

and to emphasize his ideas. Burke concludes the paragraph and his 

denunciation of North's ministry using excerpts from the Hillsborough 

letter to develop a particularly vivid metaphor: 

These excellent and trusty servants of the king, 
justly fearful lest they themselves should have 
lost all credit with the world, bring out the 
image of their gracious sovereign from the in
most and most sacred shrine, and they pawn him 5 
as a security for their promises:—'His Majesty 
[italics his] relies on your prudence and 
fidelity for such an explanation of his measures.' 

Burke uses scathing sarcasm in the entire passage, especially the 

irony of "excellent and trusty servants" in line 1, servants so dis

reputable that they would commit the sacrilege of taking the "image" 

of "their gracious sovereign" from the holy of holies—"inmost and 

most sacred shrine"—to "pawn" it as a "security." As extra proof 

and as a jibe at North's ministry, Burke attaches the direct quotation 

in lines 6-8. The effect of all of these devices is to inundate the 

House in an avalanche of irrefutable testimony (the speech from the 
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throne and Hillsborough's letter) and vituperation, calculated to 

force them to see that the revival of American taxation is morally 

wrong and that they cannot use a moral wrong as an excuse for not 

repealing the tea tax. 

To refine and to expand his contention that the ministry has 

lied to the Americans on the subject of taxation for revenue, Burke 

quotes from a speech of Lord Botetourt, Governor of Virginia, to the 

Virginia House of Burgesses (paragraph 29): 

'. . . it is my firm opinion, that the plan I 
have stated to you [no more taxation for revenue] 
will certainly take place, and that it will 
never be departed from. . . [that] in order to 
obtain and maintain for the continent of America 
that satisfaction which I have been authorized to 
promise this day by the confidential servants of /» 
our gracious sovereign, who to my certain know- ..^ 
ledge rates his honor so high that he would rather si 
part with his crown than preserve it by deceit.' |̂5 

The phrase "A glorious and true character!" is a bit of emotional 

appeal used to convince the House that they should ensure that the 

King retains his lustrous character since they have none and are thus 

in disrespect for lying to the Americans. Burke concludes the para

graph with two epiphonema, a sure sign of direct emotional appeal: 

"Let him have character, since ours is no more! Let some part of the 

government be kept in respect!" 

Burke next turns to the objection that the House cannot repeal 

the tea tax while America is in open resistance to their authority. 

He begins with a direct attack on Lord North and his ministry showing 

the House that they were "sold out" by the ministry and North. Burke 

declares that the colonial "assemblies had confidential communications 

•4 

' 1 
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from his Majesty's confidential servants." Seeking further to dis

credit North and his ministry, Burke appeals to the pride of the 

House in a series of questions (Paragraph 31): 

We were nothing but instruments. Do you, after 
this, wonder that you have no weight and no re
spect in the colonies? After this are you 
surprised that Parliament is every day and every
where losing (I feel it with sorrow, I utter it 5 
with reluctance) [a bid for ethos] that reverential 
affection which so endearing a name of authority 
ought ever to carry with it? that you are obeyed 
solely from respect to the bayonet? and that this 
House, the ground and pillar of freedom, is itself 10 
held up only by the treacherous underpinning and 
clumsy buttresses of arbitrary power? 

Continuing his expanding and refining (paragraph 32), Burke ^ 

3 
indirectly defends the Rockingham Whigs, his own party, by presenting ^Jj 

f9 
another vivid metaphor and deprecatory image of the North ministry -m 

'HI 

(italics mine): Ji 
1>M 

•f? 

Your ministerial directors blustered like 
tragic tyrants here; and then went mumping 
with a sore leg in America, canting, and a 
whining, and complaining of a faction, J 
which represented them as friends to a 5 
revenue from the colonies. 

The repetition of "-Ing" in words in lines 2-4 (paromoeosis) and the 

use of polysyndeton emphasize his idea and effectively slow the prose 

and add weight to the expression. Burke concludes the paragraph on a 

brilliantly ironic note by using against the ministry material quoted 

from Lord Hillsborough's letter (paragraph 32): 

I hope nobody in this House will hereafter 
have the Impudence to defend American taxes 
in the name of the ministry. The moment 
they do, with this letter of attorney 
[hyperbolic] in my hand, I will tell them. 
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in the authorized terms, they are wretches 
'with factious and seditious views,' 
'enemies to the peace and prosperity of 
the mother country and the colonies,' and 
subverters 'of the mutual affection and 
confidence on which the glory and safety 
of the British empire depend.' 

Having brought together many of the ministry's inconsisten

cies for the House and having proved by his readings from the letters 

of Lord Hillsborough and Lord Botetourt that the Americans have been 

lied to on the matter of taxation, Burke's strategy is to depict the 

Americans as more sinned against than sinning. Since the House is 

already furious with them for resisting their authority and for dump-

ing the tea, Burke plans to "play down" American violence. Therefore, »<TI 
< 

Burke will merely allude to American violence here and there in the i^ 

refutation, concentrating his efforts on discrediting the North minis- 'j 
•I 

try instead. To accomplish his goals, Burke continues his denuncia

tion of the North ministry. 

Burke stresses the fact that after Hillsborough's letter pro

priety and dignity "are gone already" and that the king's word has 

been given to the Americans not to tax them. He next presents the 

House with a dilemma: 
You must therefore either abandon the scheme 
of taxing, or you must send the ministers 
tarred and feathered to America, who dared 
to hold out the royal faith for a renunciation 
of all taxes for revenue. Them you must punish, 5 
or this faith you must preserve. 

Sending the ministers tarred and feathered to America is hyperbolic 

(lines 2-3) , though Burke has certainly tried to prove that this pun

ishment would probably be well deserved. A more reasonable and a more 
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just solution, however, would be to repeal the tea tax and, implicitly, 

return to the system of 1766 regarding the taxation of America for 

revenue. For emphasis Burke employs anastrophe in lines 5-6. He 

continues the point that the royal word must be upheld, showing the 

House that they are punishing the colonies for acting on the promises 

made to them by the ministry in the king's name. 

Returning to the third objection and disputing the idea that 

the five Townshend duties were repealed on commercial grounds, Burke 

again stresses the idea of not taxing for revenue, asking the ques

tion, "Is it a way of soothing others, to assure them that you will 

take good care of yourself?" Burke suggests that the tea tax be 

repealed as a means of "regaining their affection and confidence," 

reiterating that Hillsborough's letter "enforces that idea." 

Burke is about to attack the pretense of commercial motives 

(the third objection), this time by using Lord North as the example. 

Paragraph 35 serves as a kind of introduction to this section in the 

refutation: 

I remember that the noble lord on the floor, not in 
a former debate to be sure, (it would be disorderly 
to refer to it, I suppose I read it somewhere,) but 
the noble lord was pleased to say, that he did not 
conceive how it could enter into the head of man to 5 
impose such taxes as those of 1767: I mean those 
taxes which he voted for imposing, and voted for 
repealing,—as being taxes, contrary to all the 
principles of commerce, laid on British manufactures. 

Burke slyly utilizes paralipsis with the parenthesis to reveal the 

fact that he has caught Lord North in yet another inconsistency of 

commercial policy. In his pretense to clarify which taxes he is 
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talking about, Burke also slips in the fact that North has always 

been inconsistent on the subject of repeal. The tone of the passage 

is one of chatty, "wide-eyed innocence," and the House probably con

sidered Burke's stance witty. 

By conceding North to be well read in the policy of British 

revenue laws (paragraph 36), Burke positions North for an attack of 

Irony. Particularly effective is the following bit of representatio, 

used for vivid illustration: 

Now, Sir, when he had read this act of American 
revenue [the Townshend Revenue Act], and a little 
recovered from his astonishment, I suppose he made 
one step retrograde (it is but one) and looked 
at the act which stands just before in the 
statute-book. 

Arguing from the common topic of comparison, the sub-topic of similar

ity, and the coiranon topic of testimony, the sub-topic of law, Burke 

compares the forty-fourth chapter of the statute book, a revenue act 

for the Isle of Man, and the forty-fifth chapter, the Townshend Revenue 

Act. Burke points out that both acts are the same: they are both 

revenue acts; they both tax out of Britain; they both tax British 

exports of manufactured goods. Then he points to the one difference: 

the act for the Isle of Man taxes "almost the whole body of British 

manufactures" at a higher rate than the American revenue act, which 

taxed only a few articles at a much lower rate. Burke adds that the 

House did not think it uncommercial to tax all the manufactured goods 

and agriculture as well. Burke then puts the question to North: 

Now will the noble lord condescend to tell me why 
he repealed the taxes on your manufactures sent to 
America, and not the taxes on the manufactures ex
ported to the Isle of Man? The principle was 
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exactly the same, the objects charged infinitely more 
extensive, the duties without comparison higher. 
Why? Why, notwithstanding all his childish pretexts, 
because the taxes were quietly submitted to in the 
Isle of Man, and because they raised a flame in 
America. 

Burke thus has effectively backed Lord North into a comer; he cannot 

deny the truth of what Burke says; nor can he deny the validity of 

the statute book as evidence. The sarcasm of the entire passage 

reenforces Burke's points and thereby puts North in a worse light. 

Having proved that the true motive for repeal of the five Townshend 

duties was political, not commercial as stated, Burke gives the House 

a way to save face: He tells them that the commercial motive is not 

bad, that it is "a wise and just motive, surely if ever there was such." 

In an attempt to shame the House into repeal, Burke shows them that 

not keeping their word to the Americans is ignoble. By the govern

ment's having Lord Hillsborough leave out any mention of tea in his 

letter, thus letting the Americans infer that the tea duty would also 

be repealed, "the whole has an air of littleness and fraud. . . . 

There is no fair dealing in any part of the transaction. 

Having thus shamed the House by showing that their true motive 

for repealing the five Townshend duties was political expediency, not 

commercial expediency (the third objection), Burke provides a solution 

to their problem. He advises them to repeal the tea tax if they mean 

to follow their true motive of political expediency (paragraph 37). 

If they prefer to adhere to the commercial pretense, Burke again 

advises repeal for they "have ten thousand times (hyperbole] more 

strong commercial reasons for giving up this duty on tea than for 
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abandoning the five others that you have already renounced." Appeal

ing to the Houses's self-interest, Burke says that the American tea-

consumption is "worth 300,0001^. at the least farthing," slyly imply

ing the amount could be more (paragraph 38). He again reminds the 

House that they repealed the five Townshend duties in the face of 

American resistance, a reference both to the true motive for repealing 

the five Townshend duties and to the ninth objection (Parliament can

not repeal the tea tax while America is in open resistance to their 

authority). 

The Eleventh Objection 

Burke next introduces the eleventh objection: Since repeal of 

the five Townshend duties did not quiet the Americans, repeal of the 

tea tax will not quiet them either. Therefore, there is no good to 

be gained by repeal. He then states that the Americans have not been 

quiet because the Tea Act of 1773 showed them that Parliament still 

wanted to tax them for revenue. In the final sentence of the para

graph, Burke sums up the reasons why the House should vote for repeal, 

recalling the areas he has touched upon: "Your commerce, your policy, 

your promises, your reasons, your pretences, your consistency, your 

inconsistency,—all jointly oblige you to this repeal." The anaphora 

in the repetition of "your" emphasizes the Houses's involvement in the 

situation and their self-interest while the use of asyndeton helps to 

establish a marked, rapid rhythm and to prepare an emotional tone for 

the conclusion of the refutation in paragraph 39. 
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Burke expands on the eleventh objection in a metaphor (para

graph 39): "But it still sticks in our throats, if we go so far, 

the Americans will go farther." Burke states that the House does not 

know that. He then appeals to experience and to future probability 

in two rhetorical questions: 

Do we not know for certain, that the Americans are 
going on as fast as possible, whilst we refuse to 
gratify them? Can they do more, or can they do 
worse, if we yield this point? 

Obviously the situation with the Americans is steadily worsening, and 

the House knows this. The members do not know for sure what might 

happen if the tea tax were to be repealed. In a maxim Burke reason

ably concedes, "It is impossible to answer for bodies of men." He 

then adds, "But I am sure the natural effect of fidelity, clemency, 

kindness in governors is peace, goodwill, order, and esteem, on the 

part of the governed." Here Burke is arguing from antecedents to 

conquences. The near balance of three antecedents to the four conse

quences, almost an accumulation, emphasizes his ideas and which greatly 

contributes to the rhythm of the sentence. Of course Burke is balanc

ing what he wishes the House to display—fidelity, clemency, kindness— 

with what the Houses wishes from the Americans—peace, goodwill, order, 

and esteem. 

Paragraph 40 is an example of metabasis (a transitional device 

for maintaining continuity of thought by showing the relationship 

between what has already been said and what remains to be said). Here 

Burke states that he is finished with Cornwall's restricted part of 

the question [whether to repeal the tea tax] and hopes that he has 



115 

answered Cornwall's fears about whether the Americans would attack 

another body of revenue acts. Burke then announces his intention to 

begin the second part of his speech, the historical review of Eng

land's commercial policy. To retain good ethos and to emphasize the 

importance of the subject, Burke refers to Cornwall's challenge to 

him to say something on the historical part of the subject, and also 

Burke calls the topic "important" and "delicate." He further empha

sizes that he is not going into the review just to tell a long story 

but "for the sake of the weighty instruction. . . that will necessar

ily result from it." Additionally, he promises not to be longer 

". . . than so serious a matter requires." Burke is now ready to m 

embark upon the fourth division of his speech, the narration. 

The Narration 

The narration is the section of a speech in which the back

ground facts of the case are presented to the audience. Composed of 

American Taxation." Since Burke wishes the House to repeal the tea 

tax, actually a return to pre-grenville policy—or post-Stamp Act 

repeal policy—as Burke would see it, he intends to argue for a future 

action (repeal of the tea tax) by using an antecedent-consequent topic. 

In doing this, he also uses the cause-to-effect argimaent, demonstrat

ing thereby that the cause (unjust treatment of the American colonies) 

has led to the effect of American discontent, disorder, and disobed

ience. Of necessity, therefore, Burke must narrate with the object of 

reminding the House of what has happened in the past with a view to 

4 
H 

• < « 

It 

i.tt 

•TJt 

',5 
paragraphs 40-73, the narration is the fourth division of "Speech on ' 
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better plans for the future. To convince the House to repeal, all 

Burke must prove is the strong probability that the likely result of 

repeal is that the Americans will again become quiet and that friendly 

relations will be restored. 

Pre-1764 Policy 

Burke's narration may be divided into three sections: pre-

1764 policy, paragraphs 41-47; Grenville's policy, 48-60; and Rock

ingham's policy, 61-73. Burke begins discussion of the first period 

with a direct plea for the attention of the audience as he asks per

mission to lead them "very far back,—back to the Act of Navigation, 

the cornerstone of the policy of this country with regard to its 

colonies." From the beginning, says Burke, the policy was "purely 

commercial," and it was a "system of monopoly." He concludes the 

paragraph with a series of devices: anaphora, asyndeton, allitera

tion, and a metaphor: 

Hence all your specific and detailed enumerations; 

hence the innumerable checks and counterchecks; 
hence that infinite variety of paper chains by 
which you bind together this complicated system 
of the colonies. 5 

Producing a hurried rhythm appropriate for a conclusion, the asyndeton 

In lines 1-3 works with the anaphora for emphasis in the same lines. 

The repetition of the anaphora combined with that in "enumerations" 

in line 1 and "innumerable" in line 2 plus the repetition of "checks" 

and "counterchecks" in line 2 contribute to the euphony of the prose. 

The metaphor of "paper chains" graphically demonstrates the financial 

dependence of the colonies upon the mother country. 
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Burke's purpose in paragraph 42 is to show the House "what 

has been your settled policy." To do this, he argues from the common 

topic of testimony and the sub-topic of law, using direct quotations 

from various laws against his adversaries. He emphasizes that the 

idea of taxing America for revenue is new in both policy and practice, 

since there were no such laws on the books before 1764. To prove 

this contention, he quotes from Governor'Bernard's ninth letter of 

November 1765 (paragraph 42, italics his): 

'It must,' says he, 'have been supposed such an 
innovation as a. Parliamentary taxation would cause 
a great alarm, and meet with much opposition in 
most parts of America; it was quite new to the 
people, and had no visible bounds set to it. . . . 
Was this a time to introduce sô  great a. novelty 
as a Parliamentary inland taxation in America?' 

He emphasizes the fact that taxation for revenue is both new and 

untimely. 

Burke concedes to his opponents the point that commercial 

restraint is just as difficult for the Americans as taxation (para

graph 43). The difference, says Burke, is that "the Act of Naviga

tion attended the colonies from their infancy, grew with their growth, 

and strengthened with their strength." Here Burke achieves emphasis 

through repetition and polyptoton. Besides, continues Burke, the 

Americans were indemnified for their restriction. To show how England 

has selfishly used the colonies and yet how they have thrived, Burke 

uses an effective synecdoche (paragraph 43, Italics mine): 

Their monopolist happened to be one of the 
richest men in the world. By his immense 
capital (primarily employed, not for their 
benefit, but his own) they were enabled to 
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proceed with their fisheries, their 5 
agriculture, their shipbuilding, (and 
their trade, too, within the limits,). . . . 

In this passage the rich monopolist stands for England, the richest 

country in the world at that time. The anaphora in lines 5-7 empha

size the fact that these items belong to the Americans and also serve 

to establish a marked rhythm in the prose. Because the House is 

angry with the colonies, and he wishes to expiate their anger, Burke 

represents the colonies as admirable and thus worthy of reverence. 

If he can show the Americans' worthiness and the Houses's selfishness, 

he can get sympathy for them from the House. 

Burke expands and refines the idea that the Americans are 

worthy of sympathy by showing that they have conferred benefits. He 

thus appeals to the self-interest of the House. Then, to demonstrate 

how selfish Britain is, Burke says that the House is going to take 

away America's civil liberty, reducing her to servitude (hyperbole 

for dramatic effect). Using the feminine to refer to America, Burke 

repeats "she" eight times in a series of short sentences, using the 

repetition for emphasis and the short sentences for speed to vary the 

tempo of the speech (paragraph 44): 

She had another compensation, which you are now 
going to take away from her. She had, except 
the commercial restraint, every characteristic 
mark of a free people in all her internal con
cerns. She had the image of the British 
Constitution. She had the substance. She was 
taxed by her own representatives. She chose 
most of her own magistrates. She paid them all. 
She had in effect the sole disposal of her own 
internal government. 
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Burke next answers the objection that the Act of Navigation 

has not been and is not obeyed in America (paragraph 45). To support 

his contention that the Americans have obeyed it, he quotes Governor 

Bernard with a sarcastic "I take it for granted that the authority 

of Governor Bernard in this point is indisputable: 

'I believe they [the Acts of Navigation] are nowhere 
better supported than in this province: I do not 
pretend that it is entirely free from a breach of 
these laws, but that such a breach, if discovered, 
is justly punished.' 

While Burke says he will not discuss whether Parliament was 

rigjit or wrong to establish the colonies on the principles of commer

cial monopoly instead of revenue, he will say that Parliament cannot j 

Si 

have both principles for that would be "perfect, uncompensated slav- * 
A 

ery" for the Americans (hyperbole for emphasis and dramatic e f f e c t ) . 'j 
« 

I * 

Having made their decision. Parliament cannot change their minds now, , 
•i 
,« 

particularly since England has prospered under the original scheme 

(appeal to self-interest). 

Burke next points out that departure from the old commercial 

policy toward America occurred after the close of the Seven Years' 

War. He excuses the House from blame in this matter by declaring that 

the country gentlemen were duped into voting for a large standing army 

because "Mr. Townshend, in a brilliant harrangue. . . did dazzle them 

by playing before their eyes the image of a revenue to be raised in 

America." 



120 

Grenville's Policy 

Paragraphs 48-60 are devoted to Burke's discussion of the 

commercial policy during the administration of George Grenville. 

Since Grenville is dead, Burke cannot attack too strongly without 

losing ethos. Therefore, Burke admits that the country owes Grenville 

a great debt and that Grenville "had a very serious desire to benefit 

the public." Seeking to excuse Grenville, Burke notes that "certain 

it is, that, with the best intentions in the world, he first brought 

this fatal scheme [taxation of America for revenue] into form, and 

established it by Act of Parliament." 

Paragraph 49 is a straightforward panegyric on Grenville. In 

paragraph 50, however, Burke begins the move against him: ". . .if 

such a man fell into errors, it must be from defects not intrinsical; 

they must be rather sought in the particular habits of his life, 

which, though they do not alter the groundwork of character, yet tinge 

it with their own hue." Giving credit where he can, yet bound to show 

Grenville was possessed of small vision in large matters, Burke accom

plishes this nicely in the following metaphor: 

. . . when the high-roads are broken up, and the waters out, 
when a new and troubled scene is opened, and the file affords 
no precedent, then it is that a greater knowledge of mankind, 
and a far more extensive comprehension of things is requisite 

• . • • 

Leaving Grenville for a moment, Burke dwells on the benefits 

of the American trade in the following metaphor which uses accumula

tion for emphasis and expansion (paragraph 51): 

L,. 
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After the war [the Seven Years' War], and in the last years 
of it, the trade of America had increased far beyond the 
speculations of the most sanguine imaginations. It swelled 
out on every side. It filled all its proper channels to 
the brim. It overflowed with a rich redundance, and break
ing its banks on the right and on the left, it spread out 
upon some places where it was indeed improper, upon others 
where it was only irregular. 

Thus Burke has compared the American trade to a mighty river overflow

ing its banks, some of the "waters" going into evasion of the various 

Navigation Acts, some going into contraband. Burke continues with a 

series of four maxims: 

It is the nature of all greatness not to be exact. . . . 
Great trade will always be attended with considerable 
abuses. The contraband will always keep pace in some I 
measure with the fair trade. It should stand as a funda- J 
mental maxim that no vulgar precaution ought to be • 
employed in the cure of evils which are closely connected • 
with the cause of our prosperity. 4 

Burke lightly censures Grenville, "this great person," for "over- ;• 

earnest zeal" in his determination to enforce the Acts of Navigation. j 

3> 
What happened to the American trade as a result Burke relates in two M 

f^ 

>« •• 

vivid metaphors: 

The bonds of the Act of Navigation were straitened so 
much that America was on the point of having no trade, 
either contraband or legitimate. They [the Americans] 
found. . . the act no longer tying, but actually 
strangling them. 

Of course, says Burke, the Americans felt they were being unjustly 

treated: 

Any of these innumerable regulations, perhaps, 
would not have alarmed alone; some might be 
thought reasonable; the multitude struck them 
with terror. (Italics mine, paragraph 51) 
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Burke's diction reenforces his contention that the Americans were 

afraid of what Parliament might do next. The series of asyndetons 

produces the hurried rhythm appropriate to the conclusion of the 

paragraph. 

It was Grenville's Sugar Act which inaugurated the second 

period of British policy toward America, that of taxing for revenue 

(paragraph 52). Using a quotation from the preamble of the Sugar Act, 

Burke shows (paragraph 53) that the colonists were justly afraid that 

Parliament's demands would be boundless if they were to meekly submit. 

He ends this short paragraph with a metaphor for vivid illustration: 

In England we cried out for new taxes on 
America, whilst they cried out that they 
were nearly crushed with those which the 
war and their own grants had brought 
upon them. 

Burke answers the objection that the Americans did not object 

to the principle of the Sugar Act (paragraph 54). Burke concedes 

that this is true; they did not, and he uses this as proof that the 

Americans were reluctant to enter into controversy with the mother 

country. Therefore, argues Burke, there is no reason, at least not 

this one, for the present cruelty to America. 

Burke also objects to the contention, "(spread with a malig

nant Intention, which I cannot attribute to those who say the same 

thing in this House)," a touch of irony, that Grenville gave the 

colonies the option of taxing themselves. First, says Burke, Grenville 

never said he did this. Second, the colonial agents had neither the 

authority to consent nor the time to consult with their respective 

I 

.[5 
u 
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assemblies. Burke says a check of the dates will confirm this con

tention. Third, Governor Bernard, Grenville's favorite colonial 

governor, had written that the Americans were not then able to pay 

any more taxes (paragraph 56): 

'Nor was the time less favorable to the equity of such a 
taxation. I don't mean to dispute the reasonableness of 
America contributing to the charges of Great Britain, when 
she is able; nor, I believe, would the Americans themselves 
have disputed it at a. proper time and season. But it 
should be considered, that the American governments them
selves have, in the prosecution of the late war, contracted 
very large debts, which it will take some years to pay off, 
and in the mean time occasion very burdensome taxes for 
that purpose only. For instance, this government, which is 
as much beforehand as any, raises every year 37,5002.. 
sterling for sinking their debt, and must continue it for * 
four years longer at least before it will be clear. i 

(italics his) J 
f 

Fourth, contends Burke (paragraph 58), Grenville did not propose that I 

the colonies tax themselves for "he was of the opinion, which he has ;, 

declared in this House an hundred times [hyperbole], that the colon-
j * 

ies could not legally grant any revenue to the crown, and that infin- „ 

ite mischiefs would be the consequence of such a power." Fifth, "• 

Burke argues from the sub-topic of testimony that Grenville told a 

"most respectable merchant, a member of this House," that he [Gren

ville] was determined on a revenue measure. 

After announcing he has refuted the fifth falsehood, Burke 

opens paragraph 59 with a maxim: "But falsehood has a perennial 

spring." He then answers the objection that no one knew the colonies 

would dislike the principle. Burke points out that before the passing 

of the Stamp Act, Massachusetts Bay and New York sent remonstraces, 

and he asks the hypophora, "What was the consequence?" The answer is. 
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states Burke, that they were tabled. With irony he gives the "House 

its due" that it "was not over-desirous to receive information or to 

hear remonstrance." Arguing from conflicting facts, Burke notes that 

on the 15th of February, 1765, the House "refused with scorn" to 

receive the petitions from Connecticut, Rhode Island, Virginia, and 

Carolina, "besides one from the traders of Jamaica." Arguing from 

antecedent-consequences, Burke says the colonies "had no alternative 

left to them but to disobey, or to pay the taxes imposed by that Par

liament, which was not suffered [by the ministry], or did not suffer 

itself, even to hear them remonstrate upon the subject." 

Paragraph 60 is a metabasis. Burke says that he has discus

sed the state of America before George III dismissed Grenville and 

named Rockingham head of the Government. Burke points out that this 

is a fact, not a contention of his. He mentions the fact that Corn

wall has desired "some of us" to swear answers to his questions con

cerning Rockingham's administration, and "by his manner (as well as 

ny eyes could discern it) he seemed to address himself to me." Thus 

does Burke retain his ethos and take the initiative in answering 

Cornwall's challenge. 

Rockingham's Policy 

Paragraphs 61-73 deal with the Rockingham administration. To 

show his great confidence in his position, Burke opens paragraph 61 

with "Sir, I will answer him [Cornwall] as clearly as I am able, and 

with great openness: I have nothing to conceal." This statement is 

good for Burke's ethos. Burke then narrates how he came to be 
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connected with Rockingham, being modest about it all the while and 

displaying good ethos: "It was, indeed, in a situation of little 

rank and no consequence, suitable to the mediocrity of my talents and 

pretensions,—but a situation near enough to enable me to see, as 

well as others, what was going on . . . ." Burke does not try to 

take credit for a glorious place, as he was Rockingham's private 

secretary, but he does make the point that he and others can vouch for 

what went on. Burke then follows with a bit of panegyric on Rocking

ham, praising his worthiness and his attention to great affairs of 

state. Burke closes with a metaphor which shows the adverse circum

stances under which Rockingham had to work: " . . . the Act of Navi

gation and all the corps of trade-laws were drawn up in array against 

him." 

To prove that Rockingham did not handle the difficulties with 

the Spanish trade with undue haste and without careful deliberation, 

Burke notes in paragraph 62 that Rockingham sought the advice of the 

then Attorney-General Mr. Charles Yorke and after ascertaining the 

point of law, gave orders to redress the grievance. Although Rocking

ham operated within the law, the situation was so grave that Burke 

knows Rockingiham's courage was stout enough for him to have done what

ever had been necessary and then for him to "have cheerfully submit

ted to the equity of Parliament for his indemnity." 

Burke next relates how news of the American disturbances over 

the Stamp Act reached England at the end of October 1765 (paragraph 

63) and how overjoyed the Opposition was "by the unhappy issue of 
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their measures (paradox)." To add insult to injury, the Opposition 

"cried out that the {Rockingham] ministry, from envy to the glory of 

their predecessors, were prepared to repeal the Stamp Act." Burke 

now states that Cornwall wishes him to swear "whether the ministry 

had resolved on the repeal till a considerable time after the meeting 

of Parliament." Here Burke feigns ignorance about what Cornwall 

wishes to infer from Burke's admission or denial, but Burke assures 

him "that they did not come to a resolution directly to repeal": 

They weighed this matter as its difficulty and 
importance required. They considered maturely 
among themselves. They consulted with all who 
could give advice or information. 

In a series of short sentences beginning with "they" [acciraiulation], 

before the meeting of Parliament; but it was determined, and the main 

lines of their own plan marked out, before that meeting." Burke is 

probably alluding here to the widespread contention that it was Wil

liam Pitt who bullied Rockingham into repeal. Of course, Burke is 

for repeal of the tea tax and had been for repeal of the Stamp Act, 

and therefore wants Rockingham to receive proper credit for the Stamp 

Act repeal. Burke says two questions arose. Thus having piqued the 

interest of the House, Burke skillfully interjects in a parenthesis, 

"I hope I am not going into a narrative troublesome to the House." 

Within brackets in the text follows "A cry of 'Go on, go on!'" This 

tactic is particularly effective since Burke now has the Houses's 

* 
I 

Burke demonstrates that the Rockingham ministry gave weighty consid-

eration to repeal and that repeal "was not determined until a little » 
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approval to continue, and he has 53 paragraphs to go. In this manner 

he retains his ethos even though he plans to continue at length. 

At the beginning of paragraph 64, Burke clearly states the 

questions alluded to at the end of paragraph 63: "The first. . . was 

whether the repeal should be total, or . . . partial. . . . The other 

question was, on what principle the act should be repealed." Rock

ingham also was concerned with two principles in regard to the second 

question: one was that ". . . the legislative rights of this country 

with regard to America were not entire, but had certain restrictions 

and limitations. The other principle was, that taxes of this kind 

[the Stamp Act] were contrary to the fundamental principles of com-
§ 

merce on which the colonies were founded, and contrary to every idea 

of political equity . . . ." Thus Burke vouches for the fact that p 

the "option, both of the measure and of the principle of repeal, was • 

made before the session." Burke adds an appeal to enter into univer- . 9 
?M I 

sal knowledge by saying "I wonder how any one can read the king's ^ j 

speech at the opening of that session, without seeing in that speech 

both the repeal and the Declaratory Act very sufficiently crayoned 

out. Those who cannot see this can see nothing." 

In an ironic jibe at Cornwall (paragraph 65) , Burke hopes his 

adversary "will not think that a great deal less time than was then 

employed ought to have been spent in deliberation." He then reminds 

Cornwall and the House of the time factor: the news of disturbances 

arrived at the end of October, and Parliament filled vacancies on 

December 15 and opened for business on January 14. 
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Burke begins paragraph 66 with a satiric allusion to the North 

ministry and the tea tax: 

Sir, a partial repeal, or, as the bon-ton of 
the court then was, a modification, would 
have satisfied a timid, unsystematic, procrastinating 
ministry, as such a measure has since done such a 
ministry. 

By the common topic of comparison, Burke shows the Rockingham adminis

tration was not weak and inept as is the North administration. Burke 

then adds a maxim (a form of ethical proof): "A modification is the 

constant resource of weak, undeciding minds." He uses a parenthesis, 

a metaphor, and an allusion to describe vividly another alternative 

to total repeal: "To repeal by a denial of our right to tax in the 

ses the committee hearings, employing personification effectively: 

. . . this labor did a knight's service. It 
opened the eyes of several to the true state 
of the American affairs; it enlarged their ideas; 
it removed prejudices; and it conciliated the 
opinions and affections of men. 

The use of anaphora, asyndeton, and accumulation marks the rhythm, 

which becomes more rapid, and emphasizes the importance of the hear

ings. Wishing to preserve this good ethos, Burke does not hog all the 

credit, giving just praise to Mr. Dowdeswell and General Henry Conway, 

as well as to Lord Rockingham. Burke concludes the paragraph in a 

rapid combination of accumulation, metaphor, balance, amplification, 

anaphora, asyndeton, and parenthesis: 

I think the inquiry lasted in the committee for six weeks; 
and at its conclusion, this House, by an independent, noble, 
spirited, and unexpected majority, by a majority that will 

I 

preamble (and this, too, did not want advisers) would have cut, in • 
I 

the heroic style, the Gordian knot with a sword." Burke then discus- j 



129 

redeem all the acts ever done by majorities in Parliament, 
in the teeth of all the old mercenary Swiss of state, in 
despite of all the speculators and augurs of political 
events, in defiance of the whole embattled legion of veteran 
pensioners and practised instruments of a court, gave a 
total repeal to the Stamp Act, and (if it had been so per
mitted) a lasting peace to this whole empire. 

In this manner does Burke add emphasis and a rapid, emotional, and 

vivid conclusion to paragraph 66. 

Burke defends Rockingham against the charge that "this act of 

spirit and fortitude" (repeal of the Stamp Act) was motivated by 

timidity (paragraph 67). In a pose of reasonableness Burke concedes 

in a maxim that "interested timidity disgraces as much in the cabinet 

as personal timidity does in the field." However, "timidity with j 

regard to the well being of our country is heroic virtue." After J 

making an ironic jibe at the House for having brought distresses upon I 

themselves, Burke points up Rockingham's courage by mangifying in a * 

metaphor the inportance and glory of the formidable parliamentary 9 

Opposition, "that glaring and dazzling influence at which the eyes of j 

eagles have blenched." Burke heightens his praise of Rockingham by 

presenting him as courageously facing "one of the ablest, and let me 

say, not the most scrupulous oppositions, that perhaps ever was in 

this House; and withstood it, unaided by even one of the usual sup

ports of administration." To emphasize the point that Rockingham 

Indeed stood alone in adverse circumstances and pushed through the 

repeal without the aid or support, much less the bullying, of William 

Pitt, Burke recalls Rockingham's passage of the Declaratory Act, a 

measure Pitt did not want and railed against. In this manner Burke 

continues to heighten his praise of Rockingham. 

» 

fj 

a 
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Burke now meets directly the objection to which he has been 

indirectly alluding: "that Lord Rockingham did not consent to the 

repeal. . . until he was bullied into it by Lord Chatham William Pitt 

. . . " (paragraph 68). Burke also defends General Conway on the 

charge that he "had another set of resolutions in his pocket, directly 

the reverse of those he moved." 

Burke heightens his praise of Rockingham by arguing from the 

common topic of amplification and by thus magnifying his virtues 

(paragraph 69). First, Burke leaves it up to those in the House who 

know him to determine "whether the noble lord is of a complexion to 

be bullied by Lord Chatham, or by any man. . . . " Burke then magni

fies the adverse circumstances under which Rockingham secured repeal 

by means of hyperbolic metaphor, by dwelling on Rockingham's virtues 

in a series of short sentences of accumulation, and the use of 

anaphora: 

The question of the repeal was brought on by ministry in 
the committee of this House in the very instnat when it 
was known that more than one court negotiation was carry
ing on with the heads of the opposition. Everything, 
upon every side, was full of traps and mines. Earth 
beiow shook; heaven above menaced [two examples of anastro
phe for emphasis and attention]; all the elements of 
ministerial safety were dissolved. It was in the midst of 
this chaos of plots and counterplots, it was in the midst 
of this complicated warfare against public opposition and 
private treachery, that the firmness of that noble person 
was put to the proof. He never stirred from his ground: 
no, not an inch. He remained fixed and determined, in 
principle, in measure, and in conduct. He practised no 
managements. He secured no retreat. He sought no apology. 

Implicit in Burke's recounting of Rockingham's virtues is the suggest

ion that North does not possess these desirable traits. 
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Burke defends the conduct of General Conway in an extended 

metaphor with diction appropriate to the subject's profession, the 

military (paragraph 70): 

We all felt inspired by the example he gave us, down even 
to myself, the weakest in that phalanx [note the play for 
good ethos]. I declare for one, I knew well enough (it 
could not be concealed from anybody [appeal to enter into 
universal knowledge])the true state of things; but, in ray 
life, never came with so much spirits into this House. 
It was a time for a man [italics his] to act in. We had 
powerful enemies; but we had faithful and determined 
friends, and a glorious cause. We had a great battle to 
fight; but we had the means of fighting: not as now, 
when our arms are tied behind us. We did fight that day, 
and conquer. 

Paragraph 71 is an expansion and a refining of Burke's panegyric on 

General Conway. The whole passage is an example of representatio (a 

figure of thought and description which appeals to the imagination 

by presenting a vivid word picture of the thing being discxissed). 

"Daylight" is referred to as "a winter's return of light," a pleonasm 

(a figure of diction and inclusion which adds unnecessary words or 

phrases as tautological coordinates or as redundant modifiers for 

emphasis and to add weight and dignity to the prose). Two poor simi

les are the following: The waiting multitude "jumped upon him like 

children on a long absent father" and "They clung about him as cap

tives about their redeemer." Effective for emphasis is the hyperbolic 

synecdoche in "all England, all America, joined in his applause." 

Using a Biblical allusion to Saint Stephen, Burke says, "I stood near 

him; and his face, to use the expression of the Scripture of the first 

martyr, 'his face was as if it had been the face of an angel.'" Burke 

continues in the same vein with the hyperbolic, "I do not know how 

t.h^ . i^ ' I-
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others feel; but if I had stood in that situation, I never would have 

exchanged it for all that kings in their profusion could bestow." 

In an optatio Burke had hoped "that that day's danger and honor would 

have been a bond to hold us all together forever." Burke emotionally 

concludes the paragraph with an ecphonesis: "But, alas! that, with 

other pleasing visions, is long since vanished." The effect of this 

array of devices is not what Burke would have wished, particularly 

in modern times. Since Burke does not usually make such a blatant 

appeal for emotional response, this paragraph strikes one as precious. 

Burke then leaves his panegyric of Conway to defend the Rock

ingham administration against the charge that they had "no scheme of I 

» 
their own, took a middle line, pilfered a bit from one side and a bit , 

from the other" (paragraph 72). Burke himself vouches for the fact I 

that "they took no (italics his) middle lines." In the concluding 

sentences of the paragraph, Burke employs asyndeton for speed, ana

phora, epistrophe, and balance for emphasis and cadence (italics his, J 

paragraph 72): 

They differed fundamentally from the schemes of 
both. They preserved the authority of Great 
Britain; they preserved the equity of Great 
Britain [note the anaphora and epistrophe]. 
They made the Declaratory Act; they repealed 5 
the Stamp Act. They did both fully: because 
the Declaratory Act was without qualification; 
and the repeal of the Stamp Act total. This 
they did in the situation I have described. 

Other devices include the use of hysterologia (a figure of diction 

and syntactical license which reverses the natural order in recounting 

two events) in lines 5-6 and the anastrophe in lines 8-9, for dramatic 

effect. 
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To emphasize the difference between the steadfastness of 

Rockingham and the inconsistencies of North, Burke challenges Corn

wall: 

Now, Sir, what will the adversary say to both these 
acts [the Declaratory Act and the repeal of the Stamp 
Act]? If the principle of the Declaratory Act was not 
good, the principle we are contending for this day is 
monstrous. If the principle of the repeal was not good, 
why are we not at war for a real, substantial, effective 
revenue? If both were bad, why has this ministry 
incurred all the inconveniences of both and of all 
schemes? why have they enacted, repealed, enforced, 
yielded, and now attempt to enforce again? 

(paragraph 73) 

The fourth question is put to force Cornwall and the rest of the 

House to answer in favor of repeal. 

The Argument 

The argument is that section of a speech in which the speaker 

presents the reasons in proof of his position. The fifth major divis

ion of Burke's speech is the traditional argument. Composed of para

graphs 74-100, this division is concerned with refuting the charge 

that all the disturbances in America date from the repeal of the 

Stamp Act and are therefore the fault of the Rockingham administra

tion. While it is true that Burke wishes to vindicate Rockingham, 

he also wants the repeal of the tea tax and a return to "the system of 

1766" as a policy toward America. Because all the arguments pertinent 

to these ends are grouped in this section, it is clear that Burke 

deliberately chooses Aristotle's third division, the argument. 

Burke's overall strategy in the argument closely follows 

Aristotle's practice of offering proofs that the alleged act did not 
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occur. To prove that the disturbances in America did not arise 

subsequent to repeal of the Stamp Act, Burke demonstrates "the three 

states of America," i.e., the amount of violence in America (1) before 

repeal of the Stamp Act, paragraphs 75-84; (2) after repeal of the 

Stamp Act, paragraphs 85-88; and (3) since the renewal of American 

taxation for revenue (1767) , paragraphs 89-100. Thus Burke seeks to 

prove that there was violence in America before repeal, that the 

colonies were quiet after repeal, and that violence in America 

resumed after the Townshend Revenue Act was introduced in 1767. 

Proving these contentions necessitates Burke's discrediting Grenville 

and his Stamp Act for causing all the trouble in the first place. 

repeal of the Stamp Act as expeditious and as a positive good, and 

the Americans as grateful for repeal and as quiet. Burke also anti

cipates and answers collateral objections as they arise in his argu

ment. Following the same method he used in the refutation, Burke 

relies upon concrete evidence—Grenville's own words. General Gage's 

letter, quotations from House records, inconsistencies in dates of 

letters and alleged acts, a quotation from the Massachusetts Bay 

Assembly to Governor Bernard—refining and expansion, vituperation, 

and vivid illustration to make his points. 

Pitt's allowing Townshend a position of power, and Townshend's economic t 
I 

policy. At the same time, Burke must present Rockingham as honorable, I 

Aristotle Rhetoric 3. 17. 
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American Violence Before Repeal of the Stamp Act 

The first collateral charge that Burke refutes is "that the 

disturbances, if there were any before the repeal, were slight, and 

without difficulty or inconvenience might have been suppressed." 

While trying to maintain his ethos, Burke manages an ironic jibe at 

Grenville: "For an answer to this assertion I will send you to the 

great author and patron [italics mind] of the Stamp Act, who, cer

tainly meaning well to the authority of this country. . . made a 

motion which is on your journals. . . . " Arguing from the common 

topic of testimony, the sub-topic of law, Burke reads Grenville's own 

words, uttered 17 December 1765, clearly dated before repeal, and 

ironically turns them against the opposition (paragraph 76, italics 

his) : 

'To express our just resentment and indignation at , 
the outrageous tumults and insurrections which have been » 
excited and carried on in North America, and at the j 
resistance given, by open and rebellious force, to the i 
execution of the laws in that part of his Majesty's J 
dominions . . . [we] will firmly and effectually support 
his Majesty in all such measures as shall be necessary 
for preserving and securing the legal dependence of the 
colonies upon this their mother country. . . .' 

Italicized in the text and most certainly stressed for emphasis in 

Burke's delivery are the words "outrageous tumults and insurrections" 

and "open" and "rebellious" force. 

Burke next uses the topic of definition to get at Grenville's 

meaning of "Insurrection" and "rebellious" force, noting that the 

terms are "much stronger than any by which those who then supported 

his motion have ever since thought proper to distinguish the subse

quent disturbances in America." Burke states that the present 
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disturbances. North's pretenses for not repealing the tea tax, do not 

amount to "a tenth part" of those difficulties in America before 

repeal of the Stamp Act. 

Burke expands on his proof that there were great disturbances 

in America prior to repeal by quoting from General Gage's letter of 

4 Noveniber 1765, also clearly dated before repeal of the Stamp Act 

(paragraph 78, italics his): 

'It is difficult to say, from the highest to the lowest, 
who has not been accessory to this insurrection, either by 
writing, or mutual agreements to oppose the act, by what 
they are pleased to term all legal opposition to it. 
Nothing effectual has been proposed, either to prevent or 
quell the tumult. The rest of the provinces are in the 
same situation, as to a positive refusal to take the staiiq)s, 
and threatening those who shall take them ̂  plunder and 
murder them; and this affair stands in. all the provinces, 
that, unless the act from its own nature enforce itself, 
nothing but a very considerable military force can do it.' 

Burke cinches his argument with accumulation, repetition, and 

asyndeton to magnify the violent circumstances and to show that it is 

they who protested the loudest at that time who now wish to date all 

disturbances from repeal of the Stamp Act (paragraph 80): 

It is remarkable. Sir, that the persons who formerly 
trumpeted forth the most loudly the violent resolutions 
of assemblies, the universal insurrections, the seizing 
and burning the stamped papers, the forcing stamp 
officers to resign their commissions under the gallows, 
the rifling and pulling down of the houses of magistrates, 
and the expulsion from their country of all who dared to 
write or speak a single word in defence of the powers of 
Parliament,—these very trumpeters are now the men that 
represent the whole as a mere trifle, and choose to date 
all the disturbances from the repeal of the Stamp Act, 
which put an end to them. 

Burke points out that this is evidence from the House's own officers 

and that the House has other evidence in their archives, but adding 
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with sarcasm, ". . . if you are not so far lost to all Parliamentary 

ideas of information as rather to credit the lie of the day than the 

records of your own House." 

Burke next attacks the court reporters in a deprecatory meta

phor for circulating a second collateral charge: "that the opposi

tion made in Parliament to the Stamp Act, at the time of its passing, 

encouraged the Americans to their resistance (paragraph 81): 

Sir, this vermin of court reporters, when they are forced 
into day upon one point, are sure to burrow in another: 
but they shall have no refuge; I will make them bolt out 
of all their holes. 

Burke notes that even a clergyman, a Dr. Tucker, has made the same 

charge in print as the court reporters. With sarcasm Burke castigates 

Dr. Tucker and his charge in a Biblical echo: "This Dr. Tucker is 

already a dean, and his earnest labors in this vineyard will, I sup

pose, raise him to a bishopric." Thus does Burke attribute the 

motive of place-seeking to explain Dr. Tucker's charge. Burke himself 
1 

) 

t 

I 
vouches for the fact that the debate on the Stamp Act, with the excep- J 

tion of his allusion to the exchange between Charles Townshend and 

Colonel Issac Barre, was "languid." Burke states the third charge, 

"that the disturbances arose from the account which had been received 

in America of the change in the ministry [from Grenville to Rocking

ham]" (paragraph 82). This lie "(like the rest)' is refutable "by 

Indisputable dates and records." Still arguing from the common topic 

of testimony, Burke produces records whose dates confirm his conten

tion that the third charge is a lie. Burke shows that governors giv

ing accounts of the American disturbances were still writing to the 
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old ministry, particularly the Earl of Halifax, the Secretary of 

State. Burke stresses the fact that the ministry was not changed 

until 10 July 1765 and that Governor Fauquier of Virginia wrote to 

the Earl on June 14, 1765. Governor Bernard of Massachusetts Bay 

was still writing to the Earl as late as August 15 and September 7, 

1765. 

Burke introduces and closes the following metaphor with an 

epiphonema as a form of direct emotional appeal (paragraph 84): 

Thus are blown away the insect race of courtly falsehoods 
[anastrophe for emphasis]: Thus perish the miserable 
inventions of the wretched runners for a wretched cause 
[alliteration and repetition for emphasis], which they have 
fly-blown into every weak and rotten part of the country, 
in vain hopes, that, when their maggots had taken wing, 
their importunate buzzing [onomatopoeia] might sound some
thing [alliteration of ̂  reenforces the sound of buzz] 
like the public voice! 

In this rather indecorous metaphor, Burke is trying to arouse the 

passions of the House against these liars, but before he can incite 
I 

them, he must first feel the emotion himself, thus the lack of , 
I 

restraint. Also, this is a highly emotional ending to Burke's first 

part of his argument, the state of America before the repeal of the 

Stamp Act. 

American Violence After Repeal of the Stamp Act 

Paragraph 85 functions as a transition (metabasis) between 

the first and second sections of the argument. Burke directly answers 

Cornwall's challenge and the fourth charge "whether, after the repeal, 

the provinces were quiet." To show confidence in his position, Burke 

says he "answers most readily. They were quiet [italics his]." 
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Burke then challenges Cornwall "to prove when, and where, and by whom, 

and in what numbers, and with what violence [note the polysyndeton to 

produce special emphasis and to produce gravity of tone], the other 

laws of trade, as gentlemen assert [actually a fifth charge], were 

violated in consequence of your concession, or that even your other 

revenue laws were attacked." To show his confidence in his position, 

Burke employs an extended metaphor: 

But I quit the vantage-ground on which I stand, and where 
I might leave the burden of the proof upon him: I walk 
down upon the open plain, and undertake to show that they 
were not only quiet, but showed many unequivocal marks of 
acknowledgement and gratitude. And to give him [Cornwall] 
every advantage, I select the obnoxious colony of Massa
chusetts Bay, which at this time. . . is so heavily a 
culprit before Parliament: I will select their proceedings 
even under circumstances of no small irritation. 

To prove his contention that the colonies were indeed quiet and were 

grateful for repeal, Burke quotes the Massachusetts Bay Assembly to 

Governor Bernard, thus using the argument from the common topic of 

'If it is not now in our power. . . in so full a manner 
as will be expected, to show our respectful gratitude to 
the mother country, or to make a dutiful, affectionate 
return to the indulgence of the King and Parliament, it 
shall be no fault of ours; for this we intend, and hope 
shall be able fully to effect.' 

To emphasize the quotation, Burke uses an obestatio (a figure 

of thougjit and exclamation which expresses an urgent request or prayer), 

which also reenforces his appeal for emotional response from the House 

(paragraph 87): "Would to God that this temper had been cultivated, 

managed, and set in action!" Burke continues his quotations to show 

the House that if taxation had not been renewed the colonies would 

t 

testimony (paragraph 86) : i 
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still be quiet: "The recommendation enjoined by Mr. Secretary Con

way's letter [for compensation to those whose property was destroyed 

during the opposition to the Stamp Act], and in consequence thereof 

made to us, we shall embrace the first convenient opportunity to con

sider and act upon." Burke is again using the common topic of testi

mony to prove that the Americans did pay compensation, noting that 

the colony "did consider; they did act upon it. They obeyed the 

requisition." Here he uses anaphora and as3mdeton for emphasis. He 

adds the point that the other colonies also demonstrated their grati

tude. In the one sentence of paragraph 88, Burke says that he hopes 

Cornwall has "received a fair and full answer to his question (whether 

the colonies were quiet after repeal) ," the fourth charge in paragraph 

85. Paragraph 88 also functions as a transition for Burke is finished 

with the second state of America. 

American Violence Since Renewal of Taxation, 1767 

Composed of paragraphs 89-100, the third section—not the 

fourth according to Burke's count—is concerned with showing how the 

Townshend Revenue Act of 1767 came about. Burke needs to discredit 

Pitt and Townshend so that the House will feel no reticence about 

repealing the tea tax, the sixth and last Townshend duty. Further, 

Burke intends to use the discredited Pitt and Townshend and their 

policies as dramatic foils in his panegyric on Rockingham and the 

Stamp Act repeal. 

Burke opens this third section by noting that repeal brought 

"the return of your ancient system, and your ancient tranquillity and 
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concord," an appeal to authority and the sub-topic of precedent. 

The repetition of "ancient" also connects cause and effect: the 

ancient system is the cause of the ancient concord. He indicates 

that the peaceful post-Stamp Act repeal period was short-lived, the 

Townshend Act quickly coming upon the country, in the following meta

phor (paragraph 89): "Another scene was opened, and other actors 

appeared on the state" (an allusion to the Pitt ministry). 

Because Pitt is a highly respected old man, Burke cannot 

directly attack him without losing ethos. And yet Burke must dis

credit the Pitt administration which allowed Townshend's acts to be 

passed. If Burke can do the latter, the House will feel no remorse 

in repealing the tea tax. 

Burke accordingly touches Pitt very easily, with only a hint 

of irony (paragraph 90): 

. . . the venerable age of this great man, his merited 
rank, his superior eloquence, his splendid qualities, his 
eminent services, the vast space he fills in the eye of 
mankind, and, more than all the rest, his fall from power, 
which, like death, canonizes and sanctifies a great char
acter, will not suffer me to censure any part of his 
conduct. 

Burke is "afraid to flatter him" and certainly is "not disposed to 

blame him." Of course, Burke is doing exactly what he says he is not; 

he is flattering and blaming Pitt. Then Burke adds, "But what I do 

not presume to censure I may have leave to lament. For a wise man, he 

seemed to me at that time to be governed too much by general maxims. 

I speak with the freedom of history, and I hope without offence {a bid 

for ethos]." Burke then concludes the paragraph and the ironic thrusts 
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at Pitt and his administration with what is probably his most famous 

and most frequently quoted extended metaphor, inextricably interwoven 

with a dazzling array of devices: 

He made an administration so checkered and 
speckled, he put together a piece of joinery 
so crossly indented and whimsically dovetailed, 
a cabinet so variously inlaid, such a piece of 
diversified mosaic, such a tessellated pavement 5 
without cement,—here a bit of black stone and 
there a bit of white, patriots and courtiers, 
king's friends and republicans, Whigs and Tories, 
treacherous friends and open enemies,—that it 
was, indeed, a very curious show, but utterly 10 
unsure to stand on. The colleagues whom he had 
assorted at the same boards stared at each 
other, and were obliged to ask,—"Sir, your 
name?'—'Sir, you have the advantage of me.' 
—'Mr. Such-a-one.'—'I beg a thousand pardons.' 15 
— I venture to say, it did so happen that 
persons had a single office divided between 
them, who had never spoke to each other in 
their lives, until they found themselves, they 
knew not how, pigging together, heads and 20 
points, in the same truckle-bed. 

This extended metaphor or conceit is a catachresis, a far-fetched or 

incongrous metaphor, often used Quintilian says because "There is no 

13 
proper term available." Since there is a limit to what Burke can 

call Pitt's administration in the House, this catachresis is a good 

alternative. That the entire metaphor, actually a three-part metaphor, 

is hyperbolic is readily apparent. Burke wishes to heighten his 

deprecatory images by incredible analogue and overstatement. 

The first part of the metaphor is beautifully structured, 

employs an unusual implicit comparison—^Pitt's administration or 

13 
Quintilian Institutio Oratoria 8. 6. 34. 
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cabinet is as unstable and as unreliable as a mosaic cabinet made 

with no cement—, is subtle in its diction, and uses most of the 

rhetorical devices, admirable qualities sure to please the sharpest 

wits in the House. The basic structural devices are alternation and 

parallelism (balance), reenforced by repetition. For example, in 

line 1 Burke says, "He made an administration so checkered and speck

led (1. 2.)," not finishing the expected syntactical pattern. He 

then says in lines 2-3, "he put together a piece of joinery so crossly 

indented and whimsically dovetailed," again not finishing the expected 

syntactical pattern. In the second quotation, Burke uses the same 

basic sentence pattern except for the addition of the adjectival 

phrase "of joinery," which modifies the direct object "piece" and the 

two adverbs "crossly" and "whimsically," which modify the two adjec

tives (participles) "indented" and "dovetailed," respectively. Burke 

mentions the administration first, the piece of joinery second. "A 

cabinet so variously inlaid" in line 4 is an appositum to both "admin

istration" and "a piece of joinery" while "such a piece of diversified 

mosaic, such a tessellated pavement without cement" in lines 4-6 are 

two apposita referring to "cabinet." Again Burke refers first to the 

administration (tenor), to the piece of joinery (vehicle) second, but 

note the fact that the vehicle is longer than the tenor. In the 

interrupter which occurs in lines 6-9, Burke refers to the cabinet 

first in twelve words, each having a single stress for emphasis. The 

colors of the stones are antithetical, black and white. Continuing 

with the interrupter, Burke alludes to the administration in a series 

of antithetical members joined by "and," lines 7-9. The last two 
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menibers of the series are effective examples of oxymoron. The noun 

clause in lines 9-11 completes both sides of the alternation. What 

Burke has done, in effect, is to alternate the corresponding struc

tures of two sentences, which would read in the following manner if 

we put the various parts together: 

The first: He made an administration so checkered and speckled, a 

cabinet so variously inlaid—patriots and courtiers, king's friends 

and republicans, Whigs and Tories, treacherous friends and open ene

mies— that it was, indeed, a very curious show, but utterly unsure to 

stand on. 

The second: He put together a piece of joinery so crossly indented 

and whimsically dovetailed, a cabinet so variously inlaid, such a 

piece of diversified mosaic, such a tessellated pavement without 

cement—-here a bit of black stone and there a bit of white—that it 

was, indeed, a very curious show, but utterly unsure to stand on. 

Thus Burke is comparing "cabinet" in the administrative sense 

and also in the sense of a piece of furniture. The tessellated cab

inet, in the sense of a piece of furniture, is an amplification of 

the basic metaphor—Pitt's administration or cabinet is as unstable 

and as unreliable as a mosaic cabinet made with no cement—and reenfor

ces the idea of a hybrid metaphor. 

Keeping in mind that Burke's objective is to disparage Pitt's 

administration Prior to discrediting Townshend, one can see how Burke's 

subtle diction contributes to the effectiveness of the alternation 

and parallelism. "Checkered" and "speckled" each has a pejorative 
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connotation which could be applicable to the first part of the meta

phor, meaning "varied, as in a 'checkered career'" and "marked with 

spots ("a speck, a stain, a flaw, a fault, a blemish"), respectively. 

Since Pitt, the metaphorical carpenter, cannot "cut" wood "into tooth

like points on an edge or a border" (indenting) at the proper slant 

so that they can be "dovetailed" or formed into a joint, Burke is 

also pointing up his ineptitude in running the government. Nor can 

carpenter Pitt inlay the small black and white (evil? good?) stones 

any better than he can form a dovetail joint, for his frame is poorly 

constructed, and he is out of cement. More importantly, Pitt has no 

design or plan to run the government; thus the picture is "checkered" 

and "speckled." Watching Pitt work is great fun, for he puts "here a 

bit of black stone and there a bit of white." Since there is no cement 

to hold Pitt's creation together, the public may find his administra

tion and his cabinet a "curious" (strange, unusual) "show" (display, 

ejchibition). Whatever the thing is, one had better not stand on it. 

If it is a cabinet, a mere outline of the frame, each small stone 

perched precariously atop the other, one would surely fall, for the 

whimsey would not bear his weight. Because Pitt chose such "diversi

fied" cabinet members "whimsically," because he had no plan (cement) 

to hold the administration together, because of these "speckles," the 

Pitt administration was a curiosity and when the weight of great 

affairs of state came to bear, his government fell. 

In this first third of his metaphor, Burke has successfully 

presented the House a vivid word picture of the Pitt administration. 
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using irony since he cannot call people names without losing his ethos. 

Since we do not know exactly what Burke is comparing to the Pitt 

administration until we get to the end—hurried on by the use of 

asyndeton—the brilliant pun on "cabinet" is easily overlooked, most 

often missed entirely. Surely the House wits enjoyed themselves argu

ing about which sense of the word Burke intended. 

If the first part of the metaphor were calculated to appeal 

to the brightest of the House wits, the second part, lines 11-15, can 

be understood by the dullest inasmuch as the lines are straightfor

ward: "The colleagues whom he had assorted at the same boards (table 

in the cabinet room) stared at each other (they did not know each 

other), and were obliged to ask (a combination of impersonation and 

imitatio), — ; Sir, your name?'—'Sir, you have the advantage of me.' 

'—'Mr. Such-a-one.'—I beg a thousand pardons.' The use of imper

sonation and imitatio here strengthen Burke's assertion that the cab

inet members did not know each other personally, had no idea what 

policies the others held, or indeed if they could work together or 

could even agree on any given matter. Further, impersonation and 

imitatio appeal to the imagination of the listeners to give them a 

vivid mental picture of the confusion in the cabinet room. 

Burke expands and refines the idea of confusion in the third 

part of the metaphor, lines 16-21. Particularly deprecatory is the 

Image of the Right Honorable Lord North and George Cooke, Esq., joint 

paymasters in the summer of 1766 "who had never spoke to each other 

in their lives, until they found themselves, they knew not how, pigging 
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[anthimeria, a trope which substitutes one part of speech for another] 

together, heads and points {tails], in the same truckle-bed." The 

use of "it did so happen" lanastrophe] is an effective device for 

gaining attention so that the House would be sure to see the desired 

image that follows. 

After having presented three ludicrous images of Pitt's admin

istration, Burke in paragraphs 91-92 expands the idea that without 

Pitt the "motley crew" could do nothing right: "When his face was 

hid but for a moment, his whole system was on a wide sea without 

chart or compass." Burke expands this metaphor of a derelict ship: 

Deprived of his guiding influence, they were whirled about, 
the sport of every gust, and easily driven into any port; 
and as those who joined with them in manning the vessel 
were the most directly opposite to his opinions, measures, 
and character, and far the most artful and most powerful 
of the set, they easily prevailed, so as to seize upon the 
vacant, unoccupied, and derelict [accumulation and asynde
ton] minds of his friends, and instantly they turned the 
vessel wholly out of the course of his policy. 

With this metaphor, Burke, to some degree, excuses Pitt from the 

Townshend debacle. Burke expands on this idea and, at the same time. 

Introduces Charles Townshend in the following metaphor drawn from 

astronomy (paragraph 92): 

. . . even before this splendid orb [Pitt] was entirely 
set [incapacitated by mental illness], and while the 
western horizon was in a blaze with his descending glory, 
on the opposite quarter of the heavens arose another 
luminary [Townshend], and for his hour became lord of the 
ascendant. 

Burke refers to the fact that Townshend is dead (paragraph 

93): "This light, too, is passed and set forever." Burke admits he 

Is talking about Charles Townshend, "officially the reproducer of 
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this fatal scheme {the Townshend Acts] . . . ." Still concerned 

about retaining his ethos, Burke delivers a little verbal portrait 

(ethopoela or character sketch: a figure of thought and description. 

With irony and sarcasm Burke depicts Townshend as a self-server (para

graph 93) : 

And not being troubled with too anxious a zeal for any 
matter in question, he was never more tedious or more 
earnest than the preconceived opinions and present temper 
of his hearers required, to whom he was always in perfect 
unison. He conformed exactly to the temper of the House; 
and he seemed to guide because he was always sure to fol
low it [paradox for dramatic effect]. 

Burke expands and refines on the character of Townshend in 

paragraphs 94-98 as a method of telling how the Townshend Acts came 

into being. Of course, it is the tea tax, the only Townshend duty left 

which Burke wants repealed. To discredit the act, Burke is busily 

discrediting its author. Burke, however, is not digressing in his 

verbal portraits since the ethopoela is a classical rhetorical device. 

Further, Burke, in his attempt to retain ethos, admits: "I beg pardon. 

Sir, if, when I speak of this and of other great men, I appear [italics 

mine] to digress in saying something of their characters." Burke 

utilizes a maxim (ethical proof) to support his character sketches: 

"Great men are the guideposts and landmarks in the state. . . . The 

subject is Instructive to those who wish to form themselves on whatever 

of excellence has gone before them." Burke returns to the character of 

Townshend, delivered tongue-in-cheek in this delightful but devastlng 

Ironic metaphor (paragraph 94): 
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But he had no failings which were not owing to a noble 
cause,—to an ardent, generous, perhaps an immoderate 
passion for fame: a passion which is the instinct of all 
great souls. He worshipped that goddess, wheresoever she 
appeared; but he paid his particular devotions to her in 
her favorite habitation, in her chosen temple, the House 
of Commons [apposita for emphasisj. 

Besides being a self-serving seeker after fame, Townshend is 

depicted as inconsistent. Burke notes that Townshend had advocated 

and had voted for the Stamp Act in 1765. When it fell into disrepute, 

he voted for its repeal and "he would have spoken for it, too, if an 

Illness—(not, as was then given out, a political, but, to ray know

ledge, a very real illness) had not prevented it." 

Burke expands and refines on Townshend's inconsistencies in 

paragraphs 96-98. To show how foolish Townshend was, Burke presents 

him setting up the Townshend Acts in the following excerpt which 

employs parallel structure for clarity and emphasis (italics his, 

paragraph 97): 

To please universally was the object of his life; but to 
tax and to please, no more than to love and to be wise, 
is not given to men [maxim]. However, he attempted it. 
To render the tax palatable to the partisans of American 
revenue, he made a preamble stating the necessity of such 
a revenue. To close with the American distinction, this 
revenue was external or port-duty; but again to soften it 
to the other party, it was a duty of supply. To gratify 
the colonists, it was laid on British manufactures; to 
satisfy the merchants of Britain, the duty was trivial, 
and (except that on tea, which touched only the devoted 
East India Company) on none of the grand objects of com
merce. To counter-work the American contraband, the duty 
on tea was reduced from a shilling to three-pence; but to 
secure the favor of those who would tax America, the scene 
of collection was changed, and, with the rest, it was 
levied in the colonies. 

Again tongue-in-cheek, Burke defends Townshend with an ironic "excuse" 

(paragraph 97): 
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But the original plan of the duties, and the mode of 
executing that plan, both arose singly and solely from 
a love of our applause. He was truly a child of the House. 
He never thought, did, or said anything, but with a view 
to you. He every day adapted himself to your disposition, 
and adjusted himself before it as at a looking-glass 
[simile for dramatic effect]. 

After expanding the idea that Townshend loved applause and 

would do anything for it (paragraph 98) , and concluding his discussion 

on the evolution of the Townshend Acts (paragraph 99) , Burke vividly 

sums up the disastrous post-1767 policy and ends the argument, employ

ing balanced antitheses, anastrophe, polysyndeton, and aposiopesis 

(a figure of diction which is the deliberate failure to complete a 

sentence) (paragraph 100) : 

what woful [sic] variety of schemes have been 

adopted; what enforcing, and what repealing; 
what bullying, and what submitting; what 
doing, and undoing; what straining, and what 
relaxing; what assemblies dissolved for not 5 
obeying, and called again without obedience; 
what troops sent out to quell resistance, 
and, on meeting that resistance, recalled; 
what shiftings, and changes, and jumblings 
of all kinds of men at home, which left no 10 
possibility of order, consistency, vigor, 
or even so much as a decent unity of color, 
in any one public measure— 

The balanced antitheses produce an aphoristic neatness as Burke juxta

poses Parliament's inconsistencies in policy. The use of anastrophe 

secures emphasis while the polysyndeton slows the rhythm of the prose, 

producing an impressively solemn note. The aposiopesis indicates Burke 

is so overcome with emotion that he cannot continue the passage. 
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The Epilogue 

The sixth and last major division of the speech is the epi

logue (paragraphs 101-116). In classical rhetoric the epilogue is 

the section of the speech in which the speaker tries to render the 

audience well-disposed to himself and ill-disposed to his opponent, 

to refresh the memories of the audience, and to sum up his own argu

ments. Burke follows the traditional pattern closely. Wishing to 

render the House well-disposed to himself and ill-disposed to Lord 

North and the ministry's policies, Burke first refreshes the memories 

of the House on the matter before them, the repeal of the tea tax. 

He then gives his own advise and depreciates Lord North. Finally, 

Burke recapitulates his main points and commends himself to the House 

by stressing his sincerity and his disinterestedness. 

Burke immediately refreshes the memories of the House regard

ing the motion on which they are to vote, stating his own position and 

reasons (paragraph 101): 

On this state, which I take to be a fair one,— not being 
able to discern any grounds of honor, advantage, peace, 
or power, for adhering, either to the act or to the pre
amble, I shall vote for the question which leads to the 
repeal of both. 

Burke next advises the House in a series of "if" clauses for 

emphasis (paragraph 102) : If they will not vote with him, he urges 

that they "secure something to fight for, consistent in theory and 

valuable in practice. If they must resort to force, he insists that 

they use it "to uphold [themj in some honorable right or some profit

able wrong." If they are afraid to concede to America for fear she 
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will be unreasonable, he demands that they "then employ [their] 

force in supporting that reasonable concession against those unreason

able demands." If they are afraid of losing all their authority, 

Burke advises them in the following metaphor taken from military tac

tics and physics for vividness and emphasis: 

when you have recovered your old, your strong, 

your tenable position, then face about,—stop 
short,—do nothing more,—reason not at all,— 
oppose the ancient policy and practice of the 
empire as a rampart against the speculations 5 
of innovators on both sides of the question,— 
and you will stand on great, manly, and sure 
ground. On this solid basis fix your machines, 

and they will draw worlds towards you. 

In a quieter tone, Burke expands and refines his advice (para

graph 103). He hopes that repeal can be obtained without punitive 

riders; he is almost certain of its success alone, but using personi

fication for emphasis, he says, "I cannot be certain of its reception 

in the bad company it may keep." Burke then uses a maxim and a meta

phor to emphasize this poing: "In such heterogeneous assortments, the 

most innocent person will lose the effect of his innocency. Though 

you should send out this angel of peace, yet you are sending out a 

destroying angel too; and what would be the effect of the conflict of 

these two adverse spirits, . . .is what I dare not say." 

Burke becomes more emotional in paragraph 105, using hypophora, 

accumulation, asyndeton, auxesis, and obestatio for emphasis and drama

tic impact: First, he advises the House to 

"embrace some system or other before we end this session. 
Do you mean to tax America, and to draw a productive revenue 
from thence? Ihypophora] If you do, speak out: name, fix. 
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ascertain {asyndeton and accumulationj this revenue; settle 
its quantity; define its objects; provide for its collec
tion; and then fight, when you have something to fight for. 
If you murder, rob; if you kill, take possession [accumula
tion and auxesis]; and do not appear in the character of 
madmen as well as assassins {auxesis], violent, vindictive, 
bloody, and tyrannical, without an object. But may better 
counsels guide you! [obestatioJ 

Perfectly appropriate for the epilogue, such an outburst is designed 

to arouse the emotions of the audience. 

In a much calmer tone, Burke in paragraph 106 reiterates his 

appeal for a return to the system of 1766, advising the House to return 

to the policy of commercial monopoly, leaving America to tax herself. 

If the House will not heed his advice, evil consequences will occur 

(ominatio or threat). 

First Burke employs the maxim to point out a universal truth then the 

ominatio: 

When you drive him hard, the boar will surely turn upon the 
hunters. If that sovereignty and their freedom cannot 
be reconciled, which will they take? [hypophora] They 
will cast your sovereignty in your face. Nobody will 
be argued into slavery [maxim]. 

(paragraph 106) 

Burke then challenges the best of the opposition to tell him "what one 

character of liberty the Americans have, and what one brand of slavery 

they are free from, if they are bound in their property and industry 

by all the restraints you can imagine on commerce, and at the same 

time are made pack-horses {metaphor] of every tax you choose to impose, 

without the least share in granting them." Next Burke uses a hypophora, 

answering: The Englishman in America will feel that this is slavery: 

that It is legal slavery will be no compensation either to his feelings 

or his understanding. 
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In paragraph 107 Burke recalls the metaphor used by Lord 

Carmarthen, one that particularly pleased the House, referring to it 

in a hypophora. Burke answers with a maxim: "They {the colonies] 

are 'our children'; but when children ask for bread, we are not to 

give a stone." He extends this metaphor in a series of eroteses after 

a rhetorical question: 

When this child of ours wishes to assimilate to its parent, 
and to reflect with a true filial resemblance the beaute
ous countenance of British liberty, are we to turn to them 
the shameful parts of our constitution? are we to give 
them our weakness for their strength, our approbrium for 
their glory, and the slough of slavery, which we are not 
able to work off, to serve them for their freedom? 

(paragraph 107) 

Burke supposes in paragraph 108 that the House have answered 

his last series of eroteses in the negative and asks them another 

hypophora: "If this be the case, ask yourselves this question: Will 

they be content in such a state of slavery?" Here Burke is arguing 

antecedent-consequences: "If not, look to the consequences. Reflect 

how you are to govern a people who think they ought to be free, and 

think they are not." Burke follows with an ominatio, using anaphora, 

asyndeton, alliteration, hyperbole, and aposiopesis: 

Your scheme yields no revenue; it yields 
nothing but discontent, disorder, disobedience 
and such is the state of America, that, after 
wading up to your eyes in blood {hyperbolic 
metaphor], you could only end just where you 5 
begun,—that is, to tax where no revenue is to 
be found, to [aposiopesis] My voice fails 
me: my inclination, indeed, carries me no 
further; all is confusion beyond it. 

(italics mine, paragraph 108) 

Thus does Burke present an image of Parliament going around in a bloody 

circle—from no revenue to no revenue. The aposiopesis is effective. 
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for it implies great emotional tension at such a devastlng prospect. 

The ominatio is, of course, the consequence of such actions as those 

now embarked upon by the House. The alliteration, asyndeton, and 

hyperbolic metaphor work together to intensify Burke's image of doom. 

Paragraph 109 is transitional, for Burke says he has recovered 

"a little" before going into his final objection of the speech: "l^at 

is to become of the Declaratory Act, asserting the entireness of Brit

ish legislative authority, if we abandon the practice of taxation?" 

[hypophora]. 

Taking up this objection in paragraph 110, Burke goes into a 

lengthy discussion to reconcile the rights of America and the rights 

and power of the British empire. The language is straightforward, 

with few devices of interest. Burke does employ a simile to describe 

the imperial character of Parliament: "The other, and I think her 

nobler capacity, is what I call her imperial character; in which, as 

from the throne of heaven, she superintends all the several inferior 

legislatures. . . . " 

After using paragraph 111 to conclude the comments of paragraph 

110 (metabasis) , Burke in paragraph 112 reiterates his appeal for the 

return of post-1766 policy, ending with an enthymeme: "Tyranny is a 

poor provider. It knows neither how to accumulate nor how to extract." 

Then, after charging that the Townshend policy has nearly ruined Eng

land (paragraph 113) and recapitulating the major points he has made 

in this speech (paragraph 114) , Burke advises the House to "let these 

consideration, founded on facts, not one of which can be denied, bring 

us back to our reason by the road of our experience." 
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Burke reiterates the fact that he cannot promise the success 

of a repeal of the tea tax if punitive measures are attached (para

graph 115). He advises lenity, saying "Proceed in what you do, what

ever you do, from policy, and not from rancor. He concludes this 

paragraph with anaphora, alliteration, asyndeton, and advice: 

Let us act like men, let us act like statesmen. 
Let us hold some sort of consistent conduct. 
It is agreed that a revenue is not to be had 
in America. If we lose the profit, let us get 
rid of the odium. 

The anaphora gives the statement emphasis and a marked rhythm, the 

asyndeton and short clauses and sentences burring the section along 

toward the short concluding sentence. The alliteration gives euphony 

and emphasis to the prose. 

In the last paragraph of the speech, Burke makes one last 

attempt to render the House well-disposed toward him, to show good 

ethos. He admits he is "serious, even to sadness" on the "business 

of America." Pointing out his consistency in actions and deeds, he 

notes that he has had "but one opinion concerning it, since I sat, 

and before I sat in Parliament." To depreciate Lord North, Burke 

says that North "will, as usual, probably, attribute the part taken 

by me and my friends in this business to a desire of getting his 

places." After having attributed this low motive to North, Burke con

tinues, "Let him enjoy this happy and original [irony] idea. If I 

deprived him of it, I should take away most of his wit, and all his 

argument." This last statement implies that North has no argument. 

Burke then shifts from minifying North to commending himself by means 
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of an appeal to the emotions and by employing a metaphor of the road, 

which he mentioned at the end of the last sentence in paragraph 114. 

First, Burke says he "had rather bear the brunt of all his [North's] 

wit, and indeed blows much neavier, than stand answerable to God for 

embracing a system that tends to the destruction of some of the very 

best and fairest of His works." Here Burke is arguing from an ante

cedent-consequent topic: embracing such a system (antecedent) will 

destroy some of God's very best and fairest works (consequent). 

Explicit in the first part of the quotation is the idea that those 

who do this stand ansxrzerable, i.e., will be punished by God. Burke 

then says he knows his is not a popular position, a good bid for 

ethos because only those who curry favor, lL.ke Townshend, tend toward 

a popular position. Within the road of experience metaphor, Burke 

points out that his "excellent and friend {Mr. Dowdeswell]" "has trod 

that road with great toil for upwards of twenty years together" and 

has not reached "the noble lord's destination." Wishing to be iden

tified with such an honorable person, Burke declares: 

However, the tracks of my worthy friend are those I have 
ever wished to follow; because I know they lead to honor. 
Long may we tread the same road together, whoever may 
accompany us, or whoever may laugh at us on our journey! 
[optatio for emotional appeal] 

In case a member of the House still does not understand that Burke 

takes his position from the loftiest of motives, he spells it out: 

I honestly and solemnly declare, I have in all seasons 
adhered to the system of 1766 for no other reason than 
I think it laid deep in your truest interests,—and that, 
by limiting the exercise, it fixes on the firmest founda
tions a real, consistent, well-grounded {asyndeton] 
authority in Parliament. 
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Burke concludes the paragraph and the speech with a short, fourteen-

word sentence containing a hint of ominatio: "Until you come back to 

that system, there will be no peace for England." 

In conclusion, Burke's application of classical rhetoric in 

"Speech on American Taxation" for the most part is effective. In 

almost every passage, the classical rhetorical devices—the figures 

of thought, diction, structure, interrogation, and exclamation—are 

so integral to the subject matter that they could not be removed with

out destroying the thought. Moreover, Burke is master of the death

less phrase, the witty sentence, and the brilliant metaphor, his 

favorite device. While he follows a classical division closely, his 

arrangement of divisions and his proclivity for invective, sarcasm, 

and irony are Burkean. In his lines of argument and general strategy, 

he is Aristotelian. His rounded periods, his fondness for example 

and illustration, perspicuity, copious expansion of ideas, and digni

fied, graceful prose place his style in the Ciceronian tradition. 

Burke's piece is, however, flawed. In his desire to fully 

declare an idea, to exhaust every possible facet of it, he tends to 

lose his audience. For example, in the refutation he interweaves his 

answers to the objections; he returns to expound upon one previously 

covered; and he sometimes glosses over an objection without refuting 

it at all. Flaws notwithstanding, Burke's use of classical rhetoric 

in "Speech on American Taxation" is, on the whole, effective. 



CHAPTER IV 

CONCLUSION 

Although Burke's "Speech on American Taxation" was powerful 

and greatly admired as "one of the 'most extolled' [speeches] of the 

year," it failed to slow Britain's rush toward war with America. The 

North ministry remained resolute, and the House passed the Boston Port 

Bill, the Massachusetts Government Act, the Administration of Justice 

Act, the Quartering Act, and the Quebec Act in face of colonial oppo

sition. The Opposition, growing weaker, protested in vain the drift 

toward war. Meanwhile American resistance to the new repressive meas

ures stiffened, thereby making conciliation even more remote. While 

General Gage strengthened his military position in Massachusetts, the 

first Continental Congress met in Philadelphia. 

In October 1774 George III dissolved Parliament and ordered 

new elections. Burke's advocacy of American pacification, which was 

good for British merchants doing business with the colonies, led to 

his being asked to stand for election as a member of Parliament from 

the commercial city of Bristol. Arriving at Bristol on 13 October 

1774, Burke told his future constituents about his concept of imperial 

Carl B. Cone, Burke and the Nature of Politics (Lexington: 
University of Kentucky Press, 1957), p. 260; Russell Kirk, Edmund 
Burke: A Genius Reconsidered (New Rochelle, N.Y.: Arlington House, 
1967), p. 67. 
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unity: "I never mean to put any colonist, or any human creature, in 

a situation not becoming a free man. To reconcile British superiority 

with American liberty shall be my great object. . . . I am far from 

thinking that both, even yet, may not be preserved."^ 

It was toward these ends that on 22 March 1775 Burke delivered 

"Speech on Moving Resolutions for Conciliation with America." This 

speech was Burke's answer to Lord North's late February conciliatory 

proposal to the colonists. Burke knew that the Americans did not trust 

North in the first place and would never agree to making grants to the 

Crown—the frequency, amount, and the use of the grants to be decided 

3 
by Parliament. 

Again Burke's efforts were futile. By judicious use of brib

ery and double-dealing. North had increased his majority in Parliament, 

and this group of "King's Friends" would not be persuaded by Burke and 

the other Rockingham Whigs. Accordingly, the House voted down Burke's 

down Burke's resolution 270 to 78. It was, at any rate, too late. By 

19 April 1775 Paul Revere had warned the populace that the British were 

coming, and shots had been fired at Concord and Lexington. The war 

4 
that Burke had so valiantly tried to prevent had begun. 

2 
Edmund Burke, "Speech at His Arrival at Bristol" in The Works 

of the Right Honorable Edmund Burke (12 vols., 3d ed.; Boston: Little, 
Brown, and Company, 1869), II, 86-87. 

^Kirk, p. 69. 

Ibid.; Cone, p. 284; Edmund S. Morgan, The Birth of the 
Republic. 1763-89 (Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 1956), pp. 
68-69. 
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Fruitlessly Burke urged Rockingham and the minority in the 

House to action, but public opinion was for the war and against the 

Rockingham Whigs, who seemed "to spin out of [their] bowels, under the 

frowns of the Court, and the hisses of the people, the little slender 

thread of a peevish and captious opposition. . . ." Public sentiment 

being what it was, the Rockingham Whigs decided to secede from the 

House in protest. But instead of arousing public opinion against the 

policies of North, the secession evoked a storm of criticism. Dated 

April 3rd, 1774, the "Letter to John Farr and John Harris, Esqrs., 

Sheriffs of the City of Bristol, on the Affairs of America" is Burke's 

attempt to explain to his constituents why he had absented himself 

from the House. In this piece, which was published simultaneously 

in London and Bristol on May 16, Burke also "denounced the ministry's 

partial suspension of writs of habeas corpus, decried a war undertaken 

and conducted without regard for prudence, which with the wise states

man has precedence over right and power. He concluded with a passage 

on civil liberty . . . [stating that a] balance ought to be maintained 

between liberty and order." 

Edmund Burke's use of classical rhetoric in these three pieces 

is eclectic. Given his goals and his audience, he selects the struc

ture which will best achieve results. For example, in "Speech on 

American Taxation," Burke has several overall goals—to secure repeal 

^Cone, p. 286; Sir Philip Montefiore Magnus, Edmund Burke: 
A Life (London: J. Murray, 1939), p. 90. 

^Magnus, p. 91; Cone, p. 294; Kirk, p. 72. 

\irk, p. 72. 
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of the tea tax, to obtain a return to the "system of 1766," and to 

defend the Rockingham administration. Accordingly, he utilizes the 

most efficacious classical divisions for his complex structure: 

proem, partition, refutation, narration, argument, and epilogue. 

Since his goal in "Speech on Conciliation with America" is simple—to 

restore peace and tranquility between England and America through con

ciliatory measures—Burke chooses a simpler construction: proem, 

statement of facts, argument, and epilogue. This arrangement is also 

used in his "Letter to the Sheriffs of Bristol," the purpose being to 

explain the secession of the Rockingham Whigs from Parliament. 

Burke's techniques of persuasion and his use of rhetorical 

devices are also dependent upon his goals and audience. In both 

speeches and the letter, he uses the force of relentless logic as his 

principal method of persuasion. Since "Speech on American Taxation" 

is directed to a hostile audience, he applies Cicero's remedy of 

strong rebuke. Here Burke's manner is to state an idea, then repeat 

and expand upon it by means of vivid metaphor and vivid illustration 

(representatio). To discredit his opponents, Burke resorts to biting 

invective, scathing sarcasm, and taunting irony in his presentation of 

their inconsistencies and mismanagement of state affairs. Although 

his figures of diction appeal to the ear and serve to embellish the 

subject matter, they also bring key words into prominent position, 

regulate the tempo and the rhythm of the prose, and emphasize the idea. 

In "Speech on Conciliation with America" and "Letter to the 

Sheriffs of Bristol," Burke meets an even more hostile audience whose 



163 

minds are already made up. He uses a conciliating approach to the 

immediate problem, placing great emphasis on the common goal and mak

ing every possible concession and every possible excuse for his oppon

ents' mistakes. Utilizing the assumption of as many points of common 

agreement as he can, Burke persuades with the gentle pressure of facts 

and a searching^ analysis of the expediency of his plan. His general 

tone, therefore, is reasonable, quiet, and conciliatory. He conse

quently uses far fewer examples of vivid metaphor, vivid illustration, 

and irony and sarcasm. Instead he relies heavily upon maxims both to 

show the House and the public who read these works that his proposals 

are honorable and to give the works a moral tone. As in the first 

speech, Burke depends upon the statement of an idea, followed by repe

tition and expansion. 

In all three works, Burke's figures of thought—accumulation, 

comparison, and contrast—amplify his ideas to give them greater clar

ity and prominence. His figures of interrogation, exclamation, and 

exhortation are emphatic devices which enliven his discourse and 

quicken the interest of his audience. For example, he employs erote

sis (interrogation) to emphasize a point, to express a fact more vigor

ously than would a flat affirmation, to assert a contention, or to deny 

an allegation. He also uses hypophora (answering his own question) for 

transitional and emphatic purposes since this device calls attention 

to the next point to be discussed and thus arouses the audience's 

attention to the explanation or reply which follows. He includes fig

ures of exclamation and exhortation—ominatio (threat) , ecphonesis 

(exclamation), optatio (wish), and obtestatio or deesis (urgent request 
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or prayer)—to reprimand and censure, to advise and exhort, to appeal 

to the audience's emotions, or to bid for dramatic effect. Thus Burke's 

figures of thought supply the vividness necessary to keep the audience 

attentive and to secure their conviction and persuasion. The exclama

tory, interrogative, and hortatory devices by their natures help Burke 

to subdue the will of his audience. 

Inextricably interwoven with the subject matter and figures of 

thought, interrogation, exclamation, and exhortation are the figures 

of structure, diction, and repetition. Burke uses such figures of 

structure as anastrophe (inversion of natural word order), parenthesis, 

appositum, and balanced antithesis to bring key words into prominent 

positions for emphasis or for dramatic effect. By linking these fig

ures with sound repetition, he can embellish the rhythm and stress the 

idea. He also employs constructions which regulate the tempo of his 

prose. For instance, asyndeton (using no connectives) gives a passage 

velocity while pleonasm (using more words than are necessary) and 

polysyndeton (using many connectives) slow the prose to produce a more 

deliberately flowing rhythm. It is through the skillful use of these 

figures of structure, diction, and repetition that Burke achieves a 

liquid flow of prose which appeals to the ear by embellishing, adorn

ing, and beautifying the phrase and his total expression. 

Burke thus uses his classical rhetoric for traditionally clas

sical ends: to teach, to delight, and to persuade. Never losing sight 

of his goals and his audience, he arranges his material into selected 

classical divisions of a speech. The resultant Burkean arrangement is 



165 

designed to teach the audience what he knows so that they will see his 

points and will therefore vote with him. Burke employs various figures 

to obtain and to hold his audience's attention, to delight them with 

his wit, to appeal to their emotions, to appeal to their ears with his 

liquid flow of prose, to appeal to their imagination with his vivid 

illustrations, and to secure their belief and thus their votes. 

Securing the House's votes on the American question was not 

granted to Burke. After reading "Speech on American Taxation," 

"Speech on Conciliation with America," and "Letter to the Sheriffs of 

Bristol," most modern readers are convinced of his position and wonder 

why his contemporaries were not. Several factors may suffice for an 

ansv/er. One is simple prejudice. Dean Swift could have told Burke 

that Irishmen were not given much honor in England. Burke never over

came his Irish background and the subtle suspicion that he was some 

kind of Irish adventurer. Second is the fact, which seemed to support 

the first, that after being nearly penniless only ten years before 

Burke in 1768 suddenly purchased Gregories, an estate of nearly 600 

acres for o£20,000, about $500,000 in modern money. Of course, this 

purchase aroused much comment for people wondered where he had gotten 

the money. Third, Burke was serving as New York's colonial agent at 

a salary of «£500 per year at the same time he was opposing North's 

American policy. Undoubtedly Burke was thus more informed about the 

American situation than were many others, but the job weakened his 

contention of disinterestedness in "Speech on American Taxation." 

Fourth was public speculation about Burke's involvement in an East 
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India stock deal while he was opposing England's Indian policy. Fifth 

was his inability to see the dubious financial speculations of his 

kinsmen, William and Richard Burke. People wondered how involved 

o 

Edmund was in some of their unsavory dealings. These five factors 

weakened Burke's ethos since many of the House believed he was out to 

make his fortune any way he could. 

The sixth factor hampering Burke's success in the House was 

his delivery. So important a facet of oratory is delivery that Cicero 

wrote, "Delivery, I say, has the sole and supreme power in oratory; 

without it, a speaker of the highest mental capacity can be held in no 

esteem; while one of moderate abilities, with this qualification, may 
9 

surpass even those of the highest talent." Unfortunately, Burke 

spoke very rapidly with a thick Irish brogue. In fact, "one of his 

chief handicaps was [his] uncultivated, Irish pronunciation of his 

Latin quotations." Pro-Burke biographer Sir Philip Magnus notes 

that Burke's "gestures when he was on his feet were ungainly. He was 

violent and excitable, and when he was really roused he became capable 

of saying or doing almost anything; his friends more than once had to 

seize his coat-tails and haul him by main force into his place." 

Magnus, p. 54. 

9 
Cicero De Oratore 3. 56. 

•'"̂ Robert Tarbell Oliver, "A Re-Evaluation of the Oratory of 
Burke, Fox, Sheridan, and Pitt" (unpublished ph.D. dissertation. Uni
versity of Wisconsin, 1937), p. 553. 

Magnus, p. 77. 
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James Prior, another biographer, adds to the picture, "At times his 

gesticulation was violent, his tone harsh, and an habitual, undulating 

motion of the head. . . had the appearance of indicating something of 

a self-confident or intractable spirit; he seemed as if he would 

command, fully as much as he would persuade, the auditors of the oppo

site benches, and the effect proved occasionally disadvantageous to 

12 
his views." Considering the fact that his speeches were long— 

"Speech on American Taxation" took about two hours to deliver while 

"Speech on Conciliation with America" ran nearly three hours—one can 

understand that the House may have tired of his "odd" pronunciation 

and mannerisms. 

Perhaps even more important in explaining Burke's oratorical 

failures than his heritage or speculations about his business dealings 

or his problems with delivery is the seventh factor, flaws within 

Burke's oratory in relation to his notoriously difficult audience. 

Since Burke was an Opposition orator, he confronted a parliamentary 

majority of "King's Friends," bought and paid for, who knew exactly 

how they were going to vote before they entered the House, They and 

the "sleepy, boozy" country gentlemen who "were little conversant in 

the writings of the Augustan Age or familiar with [the ancients]" "had 

neither the desire nor the mental ability to follow the intricate 

12 
James Prior, Memoir of the Life and Character of the Right 

Hon. Edmund Burke with Specimens of His Poetry and Letters and an 
Estimate of His Genius and Talents, Compared with Those of His Great 
Contemporaries (2 vols., 5th ed. ; New York: Burt Franklin, 1968), II, 
427-428. 

1/ 
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13 
reasonings" of Burke. In his desire to omit nothing pertaining to 

the subject at hand, to exhaust his topic by statement and amplifica

tion, to appeal to his audience's judgment through the use of vivid 

metaphor and illustration, Burke is oftentimes difficult to follow in 

print. One can only imagine how much more difficult his speeches 

were to follow orally. Further, while the House probably enjoyed his 

attacks on others, they must have felt uncomfortable during his fre

quent onslaughts against them. 

Burke's flaws notwithstanding, he was recognized during his 

day as one of the principal orators of the House, and he is considered 

today a rhetorician in his own right. Although his use of classical 

rhetoric closely resembles that of the ancients, Burke does not slav

ishly copy one style or the other. He is eclectic in style. His 

proclivity for balanced antithesis, example and illustration, perspi

cuity, and copious expansion of ideas places his style in the Ciceronian 

tradition. In his lines of argument and general strategy, he is more 

Aristotelian. His arrangement of material is Burkean. James Prior 

observes that when Dr. Johnson was asked whether Mr. Burke resembled 

Tullius Cicero, Dr. Johnson replied, "No, Sir, he resembles Edmund 

Burke." From this analysis, Burke emerges as a rhetorician in his 

13 
Robert Hannah, "Burke's Audience," The Quarterly Journal of 

Speech. XI (April, 1925), 147-148; John Ehrman, The Younger Pitt: The 
Years of Acclaim (New York: E. P. Dutton & Co., Inc., 1969), note 2, 
p. 32, citing The Historical and the Posthumous Memoirs of Sir Nathan
iel William Wraxall. 1772-1784, ed. Henry B. Wheatley, III, 12. 

"""Srior, II, 417. 
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own right, skillfully utilizing the most efficacious classical elements 

of arrangement, strategy, technique, and style to fit his purpose, 

audience, and occasion. It is through his judicious, eclectic use of 

classical rhetoric that Burke achieves the rhetorical excellence which 

qualifies the best of his orations as literary masterpieces. 
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APPENDIX A: NAVIGATION ACT (1651) 

An act for increase of shipping and encouragement of the navi

gation of this nation. For the increase of the shipping and the 

encouragement of the navigation of this nation, which under the good 

providence and protection of God is so great a means of the welfare 

and safety of this commonwealth, be it enacted by this present parlia

ment and the authority thereof that, from and after the first day of 

December, 1651 . . . , no goods or commodities whatsoever of the growth, 

production, or manufacture of Asia, Africa, or America, or of any part 

thereof, or of any islands belonging to them . . . , as well of the 

English plantations as others, shall be imported or brought into the 

English plantations, or territories to this commonwealth belonging . . , 

in any other ship or ships . . . but only in such as do . . . belong 

only to the people of this commonwealth or the plantations thereof 

. . . , and whereof the master and mariners are also for the most part 

of them of the people of this commonwealth, under the penalty of the 

forfeiture and loss of all the goods that shall be imported contrary to 

this act, as also of the ship . . . in which the said goods or commodi

ties shall be so brought in and imported—the one moiety to the use of 

the commonwealth, and the other moiety to the use and behoof of any 

person or persons who shall seize the said goods or commodities and 

shall prosecute the same in any court of record within this commonwealth, 

171 
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And it is further enacted . . . that no goods or commodities of 

the growth, production, or manufacture of Europe, or of any part 

thereof, shall after the first day of December, 1651, be imported or 

brought into this commonwealth of England, or into Ireland, or any 

other lands, islands, plantations, or territories to this commonwealth 

belonging or in their possession, in any ship or ships, vessel or 

vessels whatsoever, but in such as do truly and without fraud belong 

only to the people of this commonwealth . . . ; and in no other, except 

only such foreign ships and vessels as do truly and properly belong to 

the people of that country or place of which the said goods are the 

growth, production, or manufacture, or to such ports where the said 

goods can only be or most usually are first shipped for transporta

tion . . . [The following articles provide that fish imported into 

English lands must have been caught from English-owned ships and cured 

by Englishmen; and that fish oil (including whale oil) thus imported 

must have been extracted by Englishmen from fish similarly caught. 

Furthermore, after 1 February 1653, no fish were to be exported from 

English lands except in English-owned ships.] 

Carl Stephenson and Frederick George Marcham, eds.. Sources of English 
Constitutional History: A Selection of Documents from A.D. 600 to the 
Present (New York: Harper & Row, Publishers, 1937), C. H. Firth and 
R. S. Rait, eds.. Acts and Ordinances of the Interregnum, 1642-1660 
(3 vols.; London, 1911), II, 559f. 



APPENDIX B: THE FUNDAMENTAL ACT OF NAVIGATION 

NAVIGATION ACT (1660) 

An act for the encouraging and increasing of shipping and 

navigation . . . . Be it enacted . . . that from and after the first 

day December, 1660 . . . , no goods or commodities whatsoever shall be 

imported into or exported out of any lands, islands, plantations, or 

territories to his majesty belonging . . . in Asia, Africa, or America 

in any other ship or ships, vessel or vessels, whatsoever but in such 

ships or vessels as do truly and without fraud belong only to the 

people of England or Ireland, dominion of Wales or town of Berwick-

upon-Tweed . . . and whereof the master and three-fourths of the mariners 

at least are English, under the penalty of the forfeiture and loss of 

all the goods and commodities . . . , as also of the ship or vessel . . 

And it is further enacted . . . that no goods or commodities 

whatsoever of the growth, production, or manufacture of Africa, Asia, 

or America . . . be imported into England [etc.] . . . in any other 

ship . . . [than as aforesaid]. 

And it is further enacted . . . that no goods or commodities 

that are of foreign growth, production, or manufacture, and which are 

to be brought into England [etc.] . . . in English-built shipping or 

other shipping belonging to some of the aforesaid places and navigated 
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by English mariners as abovesaid, shall be shipped or brought from any 

other place or places . . . but only from those of their said growth, 

production, or manufacture, or from those ports where the said goods 

and commodities can only [be] or are or usually have been first ship

ped for transportation . . . . [The following articles provide that 

fish and fish-products (including whale oil) not caught on English-

owned vessels or produced by English labour are to be charged double 

customs; that, with certain exceptions, vessels of aliens may not carry 

goods from one English port to another; and that various other imports 

must pay special duties.] 

Statutes of the Realm, V, 246 f. : 12 Charles II, c. 18.; quoted from 
Stephenson and Marcham, Sources of English Constitutional History, 
p. 538. 

This act was necessary because all acts of the Interregnum, 

Including the Navigation Act of 1651, had been declared null and void. 



APPENDIX C: THE SUGAR ACT, April 5, 1964 

Whereas it is expedient that new provisions and regulations 

should be established for improving the revenue of this kingdom, and 

for extending and securing the navigation and commerce between Great 

Britain and your Majesty's dominions in America, which, by the peace, 

have been so happily enlarged: and whereas it is just and necessary, 

that a revenue be raised, in your Majesty's said dominions in America, 

for defraying the expences of defending, protecting, and securing the 

same; we, your Majesty's most dutiful and loyal subjects, the commons 

of Great Britain, in parliament assembled, being desirous to make some 

provision, in this present session of parliament, towards raising the 

said revenue in America, have resolved to give and grant unto your 

Majesty the several rates and duties herein aftermentioned; . . . . 

[Here follows an elaborate schedule of duties on the following items: 

all white or clayed sugars, "indico," coffee, "wrought silks," "callico," 

"Cambrick," and "French Lawns," Madeiras wine, wine from Portugal, 

Spain, or any other country (except France), pimento, melasses [sic] 

or syrups.] . . . And it is hereby further enacted by the authority 

aforesaid, . . . that all sums of money granted and imposed by this 

act, . . . and also all sums of money Imposed as penalties or forfeit

ures, by this or any other act of parliament relating to the customs, 

which shall be paid, incurred, or recovered, in any of the British 

colonies or plantations in America; shall be deemed, and are hereby 
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declared to be sterling money of Great Britain, . . . and that all the 

forfeitures and penalties inflicted by this or any other act or acts 

of parliament relating to the trade and revenues of the said British 

colonies or plantations in America, which shall be incurred there, 

shall and may be prosecuted, sued for, and recovered in any court of 

record, or in any court of admiralty, in the said colonies or planta

tions where such offence shall be committed, or in any court of vice 

admiralty which may or shall be appointed over all America (which 

court of admiralty or vice admiralty are hereby respectively author

ized and required to proceed, hear, and determine the same) at the 

election of the informer or prosecutor. . . . And it is hereby further 

enacted by the authority aforesaid, that . . . if any ship or goods 

shall be seized for any cause of forfeiture, and any dispute shall 

arise whether the customs and duties . . . have been paid, or the same 

have been lawfully imported or exported, or concerning the growth, 

product, or manufacture, of such goods, or the place from whence such 

goods were brought, then, and in such cases, the proof thereof shall 

lie upon the owner or claimer of such ship or goods, and not upon the 

officer who shall seize or stop the same; any law, custom, or usage, 

to the contrary notwithstanding. And be it further enacted by the 

authority aforesaid, . . . that in case any information shall be com

menced and brought to trial in America, on account of any seizure of 

any ship or goods as forfeited by this or any other act of parliament 

relating to his Majesty's customs, wherein a verdict or sentence shall 

be given for the claimer thereof; and it shall appear to the judge or 
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court before whom the same shall be tried, that there was a probable 

cause of seizure, the judge or court before whom the same shall be 

tried shall certify on the record or other proceedings, that there was 

a probable cause for the prosecutors seizing the said ship or goods; 

and, in such case, the defendant shall not be intitled to any costs of 

suit whatsoever; nor shall the persons who seized the said ship or 

goods, be liable to any action, or other suit or prosecution, on 

account of such seizure: and in case any action, or other suit or 

prosecution, shall be commenced and brought to trial against any per

son or persons whatsoever, on account of the seizing any such ship or 

goods, where no information shall be commenced or brought to trial to 

condemn the same, and a verdict or sentence shall be given upon such 

action or prosecution against the defendant or defendants, if the court 

or judge before whom such action or prosecution, shall certify in like 

manner as aforesaid that there was a probable cause for such seizure, 

then the plaintiff, besides his ship or goods so seized, or the value 

thereof, shall not be intitled to above two pence damages, nor to any 

costs of suit; nor shall the defendant in such prosecution be fined 

above one shilling. 

Danby Pickering, ed., The Statutes at Large (Cambridge, 1762-1869), 
XXVI, 33-51: 4 George III, c. 15. from Edmund S. Morgan, ed., 
Prologue to Revolution: Sources and Documents on the Stamp Act Crisis, 
1764-1766 (New York: W. W. Norton & Company, Inc., 1973), pp. 4-8. 



APPENDIX D: THE VIRGINIA RESOLVES AS PRINTED IN 

THE JOURNAL OF THE HOUSE OF BURGESSES 

Resolved, That the first Adventurers and Settlers of this his 

Majesty's Colony and Dominion of Virginia brought with them, and trans

mitted to their Posterity, and all other his Majesty's Subjects since 

inhabiting in this his Majesty's said Colony, all the Liberties, Privi

leges, Franchises, and Immunities, that have at any Time been held, 

enjoyed, and possessed, by the people of Great Britain. 

Resolved, That by two royal Charters, granted by King James 

the First, the Colonists aforesaid are declared entitled to all Liber

ties, Privileges, and Immunities of Denizens and natural Subjects, to 

all Intents and Purposes, as if they had been abiding and born within 

the Realm of England. 

Resolved, That the Taxation of the People by themselves, or by 

Persons chosen by themselves to represent them, who can only know what 

Taxes the People are able to bear, or the easiest Method of raising 

them, and must themselves be affected by every Tax laid on the People, 

is the only Security against a burthensome Taxation, and the distinguish

ing Characteristick of British Freedom, without which the ancient Con

stitution cannot exist. 

Resolved, That his Majesty's liege People of this his most 

ancient and loyal Colony have without Interruption enjoyed the inestim

able Right of being governed by such Laws, respecting their internal 
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Polity and Taxation, as are derived from their own Consent, with the 

Approbation of their Sovereign, or his Substitute; and that the same 

hath never been forfeited or yielded up, but hath been constantly 

recognized by the Kings and People of Great Britain. 

Kennedy, ed., Journals of the House of Burgesses of Virginia, 1761-
1765, 360; cited in Morgan, Sources and Documents on the Stamp Act 
Crisis pp. 47-48. 

In Patrick Henry's original manuscript at Colonial Williams

burg, is an additional resolve, which follows: 

Resolved 

Therefore that the General Assembly of this Colony have the 

only and sole exclusive Right and Power to lay Taxes and Impositions 

upon the Inhabitants of the Colony and that every Attempt to vest such 

Power in any Person or Persons whatsoever other than the General Assem

bly aforesaid has a manifest Tendency to destroy British as well as 

American Freedom. 

The aforegiven resolve was interpreted, expanded upon, and 

printed in the following manner by the Newport Mercury, June 24, 1765: 

Resolved, That his Majesty's liege People, the Inhabitants of 

this Colony, are not bound to yield Obedience to any Law or Ordinance 

whatever, designed to impose any Taxation whatsoever upon them, other 

than the Laws or Ordinances of the General Assenibly aforesaid. 

Resolved, That any Person, who shall, by speaking or writing, 

assert or maintain, that any Person or Persons, other than the General 
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Assembly of this Colony, have any Right or Power to impose or lay any 

Taxation on the People here, shall be deemed an Enemy to this his 

Majesty's Colony. 

Morgan, Sources and Documents on the Stamp Act Crisis, pp. 48-49. 
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APPENDIX E: STAMP ACT (1765) 

An act for granting and applying certain stamp duties and 

other duties in the British colonies and plantations in America towards 

further defraying the expenses of defending, protecting, and securing 

the same, and for amending such parts of the several acts of parliament 

relating to the trade and revenues of the said colonies and plantations 

as direct the manner of determining and recovering the penalties and 

forfeitures therein mentioned. Whereas, by an act made in the last 

session of parliament, several duties were granted . . . towards defray

ing the expenses of defending . . . the British colonies and plantations 

in America; and whereas it is just and necessary that provision be made 

for raising a further revenue within your majesty's dominions in America 

towards defraying the said expenses: We . . . , the commons of Great 

Britain in parliament assembled, have therefore resolved to give . . . 

unto your majesty the several rates and duties hereinafter mentioned 

. . . ; and be it enacted . . . that . . . there shall be raised . . . 

and paid unto his majesty, his heirs, and successors throughout the 

colonies and plantations in America . . . , for every skin . . . of 

vellum . . . or sheet . . . of paper, on which shall be engrossed . . . 

any declaration . . . or other pleading, or any copy thereof, in any 

court of law within the British colonies and plantations in America, a 

stamp duty of 3^. . . . [Here follows an elaborate schedule of other 

stamp duties to be paid on legal documents, calendars, advertisements, 
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playing cards, etc.; together with provisions for enforcement of the 

act and penalties for its infringement.] 

And be it further enacted . . . that all the moneys which shall 

arise by the several rates and duties hereby granted, except the neces

sary charges of raising . . . and accounting for the same, and the neces

sary charges . . . in curred in relation to this act and the execution 

thereof, shall be paid into the receipt of his majesty's exchequer, and 

shall be entered separate and apart from all other moneys, and shall be 

there reserved to be from time to time disposed of by parliament towards 

further defraying the necessary expenses of defending, protecting, and 

securing the said colonies and plantations. . . . 

Stephenson and Marcham, Sources of English Constitutional History; cites 
Pickering, ed. , Statutes at Large, XXVI, 179 f. : 5 George III, c. 12. 



APPENDIX F: THE MARQUIS OF ROCKINGHAM TO 

TO THE HON. CHARLES YORKE 

Jan. 25, 1766, Saturday evening. 

GENERAL CONWAY having sent to me the proposed Resolutions with 

some alterations which you have made, I cannot help troubling you with 

my doubts upon some of them. The Resolutions in general exceed in 

spirit what the generality of our friends wish, but, in expectation 

that coming into them will pave the way for the actual repeal of the 

Stamp Act, I think they will be agreed to. In one of your alterations 

I dislike the expression of undoubted rights, and am sure, upon con

sideration how goading that word would be to a great person in the 

House of Commons, it cannot be advisable to put it in. 

The other alteration which I particularly object to, is the 

insertion of "taxation," and I think I may say that it is our firm 

resolution in the House of Lords (I mean among ourselves) that that 

word must not be inserted. I see more and more the difficulties that 

surround us, and therefore feel the necessity of not temporizing. 

Convinced as I am that the confusion at home will be much too great 

(if the repeal is not obtained) for us to have withstood, either as 

private or public men, my opinion being entirely for repeal, I shall 

certainly persist in that measure; and though many in the House of 

Commons may be against us, and particularly some who have lately called 

themselves under the denomination of Lord B.'s friends; yet I am 
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persuaded that the House will repeal the Stamp Act by a great majority. 

If it does, we shall then show how we stand as Administration. If it 

does not, I wish no man so great a curse as to desire him to be the 

person to take Administration, and be obliged to enforce the Act . . 

, . On all occasions ever your most affectionate friend, 

ROCKINGHAM. 

Ablemarle, ed. , Memoirs of Rockingham, I, 288; reproduced in Morgan, 
Sources and Documents on the Stamp Act Crisis, p. 142. 
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APPENDIX G: AN ENGLISH MERCHANT PREDICTS REPEAL 

The Stamp Act is not yet repeal'd, but it is as good as done, 

a Motion was made in the House of Commons for a Bill to be brought in 

for a Repeal and was carried by 275 against 167; the latter were only 

for a Modification of the Act. The Debates pro and con have been very 

warm and serious. . . . there is little doubt but the affairs will be 

finish'd in a few days and the Act repealed; You'll be informed that 

the Parliament have settled their Right of taxing you. when that was 

done they proceeded to the Expediency of repealing the Act, which never 

wou'd have come to pass had it not been for the Merchants and Manufac

turers of England. Tr-de here was totally stagnated, not one American 

Merchant [i.e., English merchant trading to America] give out a single 

order for Goods, on purpose to compell all Manufacturers to engage with 

us in petitioning Parliament for a Repeal of the Stamp Act, by which 

thousands were out of employ, and in a starving condition. You, Dear 

Sir, shared in the common calamity I hope and persuade myself you will 

not murmur at this Momentary Dlsapolntment when so much Good will come 

out of it. I hugg myself the Parliament will never trouble America 

again, . . . 

Henry Cruger, Jr., to Aaron Lopez, Bristol, March 1, 1766, Massachusetts 
Historical Society, Collections, 7th ser., 9 (1914), 145-146; cited in 
Morgan, ed. Sources and Documents on the Stamp Act Crisis, p. 154. 
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APPENDIX H: THE ACT REPEALING THE STAMP ACT, 

March 18, 1766 

WHEREAS an act was passed inthe last session of parliament, 

intituled. An act for granting and applying certain stamp duties, and 

other duties, in the British colonies and plantations in America, 

towards further defraying the expences of defending, protecting, and 

securing the same; and for amending such parts of the several acts of 

parliament relating to the trade and revenues of the said colonies and 

plantations, as direct the manner of determining and recovering the 

penalties and forfeitures therein mentioned: and whereas the contin

uance of the said act would be attended with many inconveniencies, and 

may be productive of consequences greatly detrimental to the commercial 

interests of these kingdoms; may it therefore please your most excel

lent Majesty, that it may be enacted; and be it enacted by the King's 

most excellent Majesty, by and with the advice and consent of the lords 

spiritual and temporal, and commons, in this present parliament assemb

led, and by the authority of the same, that from and after the first 

day of May, one thousand seven hundred and sixty six, the above-men

tioned act, and the several matters and things therein contained, shall 

be, and is and are hereby repealed and made void to all intents and 

purposes whatsoever. 

Pickering, ed. , Statutes at Large, XXVII, 19; 6 George III, c. 11; 
quoted from Morgan, Sources and Documents on the Stamp Act Crisis, 

1764-1766, p. 155. 
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APPENDIX I: ROCKINGHAM'S FORMULA FOR REPEAL 

THE PROPOSED RESOLUTIONS PRECEDING THE DECLARATORY ACT 

I. 

Resolved, That it appears to this Committee that the most 

dangerous tumults and insurrections have been raised and carried on 

in several of the North American colonies, in open defiance of the 

powers and dignity of his Majesty's government there, and in manifest 

violation of the laws and legislative authority of this kingdom. 

II. 

Resolved, That the said tumults have been greatly [unwarrant

ably] encouraged and inflamed by sundry [leave out] votes and resolu

tions passed in several assemblies of the said provinces [directly 

contrary to law, highly injurious to the honour of his Majesty and this 

House], greatly derogatory to the honour and dignity of his Majesty's 

Government, destructive of the legal and constitutional dependency of 

the said Colonies on the Imperial Crown and Parliament of Great Britain. 

III. 

Resolved, That an humble address be presented to his Majesty, 

to desire that his Majesty would be pleased to give directions to the 

Governors of the aforesaid North American provinces . . . [His Govern

ors in N. America,] to take the most effectual methods for discovering 

and bringing to deserved punishment the authors, abettors, and 
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perpetrators [and principal actors in] of the said riots and insurrec

tions . 

IV. 

Resolved, That a humble address be presented to his Majesty 

would be [graciously] pleased to give orders to the Governors of the 

several provinces where the above-mentioned [said] riots and insurrec

tions have happened, that they should apply and recommend to the 

assemblies of the said provinces to make proper recompense to those 

who have suffered in their persons or properties in consequence thereof, 

V. 

Resolved, That the Parliament of Great Britain had, hath, and 

of a right ought to have, full power and authority to make laws and 

statutes of sufficient force and validity to bind the Colonies and 

people of America ̂  all cases whatsoever [as well in cases of Taxa

tion, as in all other cases whatsoever.] 

The words in brackets are suggestions by Charles York, Rock
ingham's attorney general. 

George Thomas, Earl of Albemarle, ed. , Memoirs of the Marquis of 
Rockingham (London, 1852), I, 285-288; reproduced in Morgan, Sources 
and Dociments on the Stamp Act Crisis, pp. 141-142. 



APPENDIX J: DECLARATORY ACT (1766) 

Having repealed the Stamp Act, as being "attended with many 

Inconveniences" and likely to be "productive of consequences greatly 

detrimental to the commercial interests of these kingdoms," parliament 

then proceeded to make the following declaration: 

An act for the better securing the dependency of his majesty's 

dominions in America upon the crown and parliament of Great Britain. 

Whereas several of the houses of representatives in his majesty's 

colonies and plantations in America have of late against law claimed 

to themselves, or to the general assemblies of the same, the sole and 

exclusive right of imposing duties and taxes upon his majesty's sub

jects in the said colonies and plantations; and have in pursuance of 

such claim passed certain votes, resolutions, and orders derogatory to 

the legislative authority of parliament and inconsistent with the 

dependency of the said colonies and plantations upon the crown of 

Great Britain: . . . be it declared by the king's most excellent 

majesty, by and with the advice and consent of the lords spiritual and 

temporal and commons in this present parliament assembled . . . , that 

the said colonies in America have been, are, and of right ought to be 

subordinate unto and dependent upon the imperial crown and parliament 

of Great Britain; and that the king's majesty, by and with the advice 

and consent of the lords spiritual and temporal and commons of Great 
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Britain in parliament assembled, had, hath and of right ought to have 

full power and authority to make laws and statutes of sufficient force 

and validity to bind the colonies and people of America, subjects of 

the crown of Great Britain, in all cases whatsoever. And be it further 

declared and enacted by the authority aforesaid that all resolutions, 

votes, orders, and proceedings in any of the said colonies or planta

tions, whereby the power and authority of the parliament of Great 

Britain to make laws and statutes as aforesaid is denied or drawn into 

question, are and are hereby declared to be utterly null and void to 

all intents and purposes whatsoever. 

Pickering, ed. , Statutes at Large, XXVII, 19 f. : 6 George III, c. 12. 
cited in Stephenson and Marcham, Sources of English Constitutional 
History, pp. 659-600. 



APPENDIX K: A REACTION TO REPEAL OF THE STAMP ACT 

An English Ballad 

GOODY Bull and her Daughter together fell out, 
Both squabbled and wrangled, and made a damn'd rout; 
But the cause of their quarrel remains to be told; 
Then lend both your ears, and the tale I'll unfold. 

Derry down, &c. 

The old Lady, it seems, took a freak in her head. 
That her Daughter, grown woman, might earn her own bread: 
Self-applauding her scheme, she was ready to dance. 
But we're often too sanguine in what we advance. 

Derry down, &c. 

For mark the event: Thus by Fortune we're crost. 
Nor should any one reckon without their good host; 
The Daughter was sulky, and wou'dn't come to. 
And pray what in this case could the Old Woman do? 

Derry down, &c. 

In vain did the Matron hold forth in the cause. 
That the young one was able; her duty, the laws, 
Ingratitude vile, disobedience far worse; 
But she might e'en as well have sung psalms to a horse. 

Derry down, &c. 

Young, freward, and sullen, and vain of her beauty. 
She tartly reply'd, that she well knew her duty. 
That other folks children were kept by their friends. 
And that some folks lov'd but for their own ends. 

Derry down, &c. 

She sobbed and blubber'd, she bluster'd and swore. 
If her Mother persisted, she'd turn common whore. 
The Old Woman thus threaten'd fell down in a fit. 
And who in the nick should hop in but Will. P-tt. 

Derry down, &c. 

Zounds! Neighbour, quoth he, what the Devil's the matter; 
A man cannot rest in his house for your clatter: 
Alas! cries the Daughter, here's dainty fine work. 
The Old Woman's grown harder than Jew or than Turk. 

Derry down, &c. 
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She be d—nd, cries the Farmer, and to her he goes. 
First roars in her ears, and then tweaks her old nose 
Holla, Goody, what ails you? Wake woman, I say, 
I am come to make peace in this desperate fray.' 

Derry down. &c. 

Adsooks, ope thine eyes, what a pother is here. 
You've no right to compel her, you have not I swear: 
Be rul'd by your friends, kneel down and ask pardon; 
You'd be sorry, I'm sure, should she walk Covent Garden. 

Derry down^ &c. 

Alas! cries the Old Woman, and must I comply! 
But I'd rather submit than the Hussy should die; 
Pooh, prithee be quiet, be friends, and agree. 
You must surely be right, if you're guided by me. 

Derry down, &c. 

Unwillingly aukward, the Mother knelt down. 
While the absolute Farmer went on with a frown. 
Come, kiss the poor child, then, come kiss and be friends. 
There, kiss your poor Daughter, and make her amends. 

Derry down, &c. 

No thanks to you Mother; the Daughter replied; 
But thanks to my Friend here, I've humbled your pride: 
Then pray leave off this nonsense, 'tis all a meer farce, 
As I've carried my point, you may now kiss my . 

Derry down, &c. 

[The World turned upside down, or the Old Woman taught 
Wisdom, March 11, 1766, London Chronicle, 19 (1766), 236.] 

Morgan, Sources and Documents on the Stamp Act Crisis, pp. 156-157. 



APPENDIX L: TOWNSHEND'S REVENUE ACT (1767) 

An act for granting certain duties in the British colonies 

and plantations in America . . . and for more effectually preventing 

the clandestine running of goods in the said colonies and plantations. 

Whereas it is expedient that a revenue should be raised in your 

majesty's dominions in America for making a more certain and adequate 

provision for defraying the charge of the administration of justice 

and the support of civil government in such provinces where it shall 

be found necessary, and towards further defraying the expenses of 

defending, protecting, and securing the said dominions: we, your 

majesty's most dutiful and loyal subjects, the commons of Great Brit

ain in parliament assembled, have therefore resolved to give and grant 

unto your majesty the several rates and duties hereinafter mentioned. 

. . . [Here follows a schedule of duties to be levied on all sorts of 

glass, paint, painter's colors, paper, and tea.] 

And, for the more effectual preventing the clandestine running 

of goods in the British dominions in America, be it further enacted by 

the authority aforesaid that . . . the master or other person having 

. . . command of every ship . . . arriving in any British colony or 

plantation in America shall, before he proceeds with his vessel to the 

place of unlading, come directly to the custom-house for the port or 

district where he arrives and make a just and true entry upon oath 

. . . of the burden, contents, and lading of such ship . . . ; and 
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. . . shall likewise . . . answer upon oath to such questions as shall 

be demanded of him by the collector or comptroller or other principal 

officer of the customs . . . concerning such ship . . . or concerning 

any goods or merchandise that shall or may be laden on board her, upon 

forfeiture of o£lOO sterling. . . . 

And whereas, by an act of parliament made in the fourteenth 

year of the reign of Charles II . . . and several other acts now in 

force, it is lawful for any officer of his majesty's customs, author

ized by writ of assistance under the seal of his majesty's court of 

exchequer, to take a constable . . . or other public officer inhabit

ing near unto the place and in the daytime to enter . . . any house, 

shop, cellar, warehouse . . . » or other place and . . . to seize and 

from thence to bring any kind of goods or merchandise whatsoever pro

hibited . . . , and to put and secure the same in his majesty's store

house . . . : be it enacted . . . that . . . such writs of assistance 

. . . shall and may be granted by the . . . supreme court of justice 

. . . within such colony or plantation. . . . 

Pickering, ed. , Statutes at Large, XXVII, 505 f. : 7 George III, c. 46. 
cited in Stephenson and Marcham, Sources of English Constitutional 
History, pp. 660-661. 



APPENDIX M: CHRONOLOGICAL LIST OF MINISTRIES, 

EVENTS, LEGISLATION 

1733 Molasses Act, 6 pence/gallon duty on foreign molasses. 

1760 Accession of George III (1760-1820); only 22 years old. 

1763 End of Seven Years' War. 

Lord Bute's government (1762-1763) ended. 

April 1763—George Grenville is Prime Minister. 

His government ends July 10, 1765. 

October 7, 1763—Royal Proclamation; drew "Proclamation Line" 

along crest of Appalachians; is an official halt 

to westward expansion. 

1764 Grenville's Revenue Act of April 5, 1764 (called the Sugar Act). 

Currency Act, April 19, 1764—prohibited colonies' issuing their 

paper money. 

October 1764—Massachusettes sends mild petition protesting 

Revenue Act, the proposed stamp tax, the admirality 

courts. 

October 18, 1764—Strong petition of protest from New York 

Assembly to King, Lords, Commons. 

December 18, 1764—Virginia House of Burgesses sends memorials 

to King, Lords, Commons. 

1765 February 1765—Grenville preseiits stamp tax bill to Parliament. 
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March 22, 1765—Parliament passes Stamp Act of 1765, which is 

to go into effect November 1, 1765. 

Mid-April, 1765—News of passage of Stamp Act reaches America. 

May 15, 1765—Quartering Act passed by Parliament. 

May 29, 1765—Patrick Henry presents his Resolves to Virginia 

House of Burgesses. 

1765 July 10, 1765—George III dismisses George Grenville's ministry. 

July 13, 1765—The Marquis of Rockingham takes office; His 

government falls July 30, 1766. 

August 1765—News of American revolt against the Stamp Act 

reaches England. 

September 1765—Americans learn of the fall of Grenville's 

government. 

October 7, 1765—Stamp Act Congress meets in New York; twenty-

seven delegates from nine colonies. 

October 23-November 1, 1765—Mobs terrorize streets in New York. 

October 24, 1765—Stamp Act Congress adjourns after adopting an 

address to George III, a memorial and petition to 

the House of Lords, and a petition to the House of 

Commons. 

October 31, 1765—Two hundred New York merchants meet to adopt 

temporary non-importation agreements; merchants from 

other colonies quickly follow suit. 

November 1, 1765—Stamp Act supposed to go into effect. 
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1766 Parliament meets to consider the American situation. 

The following is a brief chronology of the debates: 

January 14, King's Speech, Pitt's speech. 

January 17, Burke's maiden speech. 

January 27, debate on petition from Stamp Act 

Congress; Burke speaks for accepting 

the petition. 

February 3, Grafton in Lords and Conway in Commons 

introduce resolutions, including the 

ones later enacted as the Declaratory 

Act and the Stamp Act repeal; Burke 

speaks for repeal. 

February 5, 7, debate continues and Burke speaks 

against Grenville on both days. 

February 21, debate on leave to move bill for Stamp 

Act repeal, and motion carries early in 

the morning, Feb. 22, after Jenkinson's 

amendment beaten 275-167. 

March 4, Stamp Act repeal and Declaratory Act pass 

Commons (debate ends early morning, 

March 5). 

March 5, first readings in Lords. 

March 17, final passage of Stamp Act repeal 

(Declaratory Act passed a week earlier). 

March 18, royal assent. 
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1766 May 1766—News of Stamp Act repeal begins to trickle into 

colonies. 

July 30, 1766—Rockingham ministry dismissed. 

July 1766—William Pitt, newly created Earl of Chatham, forms 

government. 

1767 June 26, 29, July 2, 1767—Townshend ACTS PASSED. 

November 5, 1767—Customs Commissioners arrive in Boston. 

1768 Duke of Grafton's government instituted (1768-1770). 

January 1768—George III creates the office of Secretary of 
State for the Colonies and appoints Lord Hillsborough 
(1768-1772). Other holders of this office include 
the following: 
2) the Earl of Dartmouth (1772-1775) 
3) Lord George Germain (1775-1782) 
4) Welbore Ellis (Feb.-March 1782, when the office 

is discontinued). 

February 11, 1768—Massachusetts Circular Letter appears. 

June 10, 1768—Riot over seizure of Hancock's sloop Liberty. 

September 22, 1768—Massachusetts Convention meets. 

September 29, 1768—British troops arrive at Boston. 

1769 February 9, 1769—Parliament revives the treason statute of 

Henry VIII (35 Henry VIII, c.2). 

1770 February 1770—Lord North forms government (1770-1782). 

March 5, 1770—Boston Massacre; on the same day Lord North moves 

to repeal the Townshend duties. 

March , 1770—Townshend duties repealed except the 3^/pound tax 

on tea. 

December 20, 1770—New York elects Burke as its Agent in London 

at a salary of ^500/year. 
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1111-nil Relatively calm period. 

1773 May 10, 1773—Tea Act passed. 

December 16, 1773—Boston Tea Party. 

1774 January 19, 1774—News about Boston Tea Party reaches England. 

March-June 1774—Coercive Acts passed as follows: 

1) March 31, 1774—Boston Port Act. 

April 3, 1774—Lord North's bill proposing reconstruction 
of the government of Massachusetts, contrary 
to the charter of 1691. 

April 19, 1774—Burke's "Speech on American Taxation." 

2) May 20, 1774—Massachusetts Government Act. 

3) May 20, 1774—Administration of Justice Act. 

4) June 2, 1774—Quartering Act. 

June 22, 1774—Quebec Act passed. 

September 5-October 27, 1774—First Continental Congress meets 
at Philadelphia in Carpenter's Hall. 

1775 January 20, 1775—Chatham makes motion to repeal the Coercive 
Acts and to withdraw British troops. 

January 23, 1775—Debate in House of Commons on a petition 
signed by hundreds of English merchants to repeal 
the Coercive Acts; Burke delivers the first of a 
series of speeches on reconciliation with America; 
motion lost 82-197. 

February 1, 1775—Chatham's bill conceding practically every 
point desired by the Americans roundly defeated. 

February 27, 1775—Passage of North's Conciliatory Resolve. 

March 22, 1775—Burke delivers "Speech on Conciliation with 
America"; motion lost 270 to 78. 

March 30, 1775—Parliament passed another Coercive Act, New 
England Restraining Act. 

sr^jt 
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1775 April 19, 1775~Govemor-General Gage receives orders from 
Secretary of State for the Colonies Lord Dartmouth 
to take the offensive against the rebels. 

Gage's troops clash with the Americans at Lexington 
and Concord. 

May 10, 1775—Second Continental Congress meets in Philadelphia. 

June 17, 1775—General William Howe clashes with the Americans 
at Breed's Hill, called the Battle of Bunker Hill. 

June 23, 1775—George Washington, having been appointed commander-
in-chief of the armed forces of the United Colonies, 
leaves Philadelphia to take charge of the army. 

July 8, 1775—Second Continental Congress adopts the Olive 
Branch Petition to George III. 

August 21, 1775—Olive Branch Petition arrives in England. 

August 23, 1775—George III issues a proclamation stating the 
colonies are in a general state of rebellion. 

October 1775—Second Continental Congress organizes a navy. 

November 10, 1775—Second Continental Congress organizes the 
Marine Corps. 

November 16, 1775—Burke again submits a proposal for reconcilia
tion to the House of Commons; proposal rejected by 
a vote of two to one. 

December 22, 1775—Parliament interdicts all trade and inter
course with the Thirteen Colonies. 

1776 January 1776—News of Parliament's interdiction reaches America. 

Thomas Paine's Common Sense is published. 

March-April 1776—Congress opens American ports to international 
commerce; sends Arthur Lee and Silas Deane to 
France for help. 

Early May 1776—News arrives in America that George III is send
ing over 12,000 German mercenaries to "dragoon" 
the colonists. 

July 4, 1776—Declaration of Independence adopted. 
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1776 August 12, 1776—General William Howe, commander of the British 
forces, and his brother. Admiral Richard Howe, 
arrive in York harbor with 32,000 troops and 10,000 
seamen aboard 400 transports and 30 warships. 

August 22, 1776—General Howe lands 20,000 troops on Long Island; 
Washington heavily defeated. 

September 1776—The British drive Washington off Manhattan 
Island. 

September 26, 1776—Congress sends Benjamin Franklin to France 
to get help. 

November 1776—Continental Array in full retreat across New 
Jersey. 

December 7, 1776—With fewer than 8,000 men, Washington crosses 
Delaware River into Pennsylvania. 

December 8, 1776—The British occupy Newport, Rhode Island. 

December 25, 1776—Washington wins victory at Trenton, losing 
only four Americans, capturing 900 prisoners. 

1777 January 3, 1777—Washington wins Battle of Princeton, winters at 
Morristown; British retire to New Brunswick for the 
winter. 

March 1777—War can continue; Americans much weaker; Washington 
has only 4,000 men. 

April 3, 1777—Feeling the American cause is almost lost, Burke 
writes "Letter to the Sheriffs at Bristol." 

«ai 
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HEADS OF CABINETS 

Lord Bute, 1762-1763 

George Grenville, 1763-1765 

Lord Rockingham, 1765-1766 

William Pitt, Lord Chatham, 1766-1768 

Duke of Grafton, 1768-1770 

Lord North, 1770-1782 



APPENDIX N: A PLAN FOR ARGUING 

BY EDMUND BURKE 

Arguments are used to convince us, (1) of some natural truth—(2) To 

establish some Matter of fact—or (3) to persuade us to do something. 

1. Arguments concerning the Nature of any being can only be 

taken from the Investigation of its Properties and the Analogy they 

bear to each other. 

2. The Credibility of Matter of fact is made out, 1st, by 

considering its Probability with Regard to General Experience. 

2ndly, by its Agreement with the particular circumstances of 

time, place, manners. Customs etc. 

3rdly, by the Credit of the Relator, which If founded 1st. on 

his Impartiality, 2nd. on his Consistency with himself, 3rd. with 

others, 4th. on his being a Competent Judge of the Matter of fact, 

5th. on his having sufficient means of being informed, 6th. on his 

being credulous or incredulous. If any of these, or many, are wanting, 

so Is the fact more or less credible. 

3. The arguments that persuade to any Resolution are taken 

either 1st. from Justice, 2nd. from Interest or 3rd. from Affection. 

1st. from Justice, that it suits 1st. the Law of God, 2nd. the 

general Notion of Virtue, 3rd. the Laws of the land or 4th. the Law of 

Opinion. 
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2nd. The Arguments to be drawn from Interest are very exten

sive as they consist in such different Relations and vary so much with 

Circumstances. However I shall venture to throw them under two heads, 

1st the present advantages, 2nd the Consequences. 

1. If any thing is to be deliberated, we ask is it necessary 

at all? Is it so at this time? In this Manner? What Mischief will 

it prevent, or what good will it produce? Will it not cause as great 

an Evil as is meant to be remedied? Is it the best? Will it give 

anybody offence? Will it advance our credit, our Strength, our Riches? 

Is it compatible with other Resolutions, or will it discompose the 

order and regularity of anything more Essential? How have others acted 

in the like Case? Will it be suitable to our Circumstances? Are we 

well able to do it? 

2. What will be the Consequences? Will our want of success 

involve us or our friends or partizans in any perplexity? Tho' it 

should serve in the present emergency, may it not hurt by being con

tinued, by being applied to what it was not originally intended for? 

Can it Introduce any bad habit, or be of ill Example, or e contra of 

all these? Or may our Enemies derive any immediate or any future 

advantage to their own profit or credit, or to our discredit? 

3rd. from Affection, all such arguments are drawn from the passions, 

or from Authority. To Invent Arguments without a thorough knowledge 

of the Subject is clearly Impossible. 
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But the Art of Invention does two things— 

1. It suggests to us more readily those Parts of our actual 

knowledge which may help towards illustrating the matter before us, and 

2. It suggests to us those heads of Examination which raay 

lead, if pursued with effect, into a knowledge of the Subject. 

So that the Art of Invention may properly be considered as the 

method of calling up what we do know and investigating that of which we 

are ignorant. 

Let us pass over whatever regards Speculation, and only consider 

this point in those things which belong to Civil Life; which chiefly 

resolve themselves into the Deliberative, whether certain things are 

fit to be done or forborne upon the Principles of Justice on the one 

hand—and of Convenience on the other. 

On the head of Justice it is fit to ask— 

Whether, the thing is capable of Right, viz Propriety. 

Who has the right? how it is capable of right? 

Whence has he it? 

What are its Limits? 

How long has it subsisted? 

What infringements have been made? 

What opinions have been formed on it? 

Are they weighty, numerous, popular? 

Is there any admittance of an Adversary? 

What is the name of the thing and the Right, and whence is 

that name derived? 
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What is it like—or unlike? 

In its substance 

In its reason 

In its use. 

Now as to Convenience— 

Is the thing necessary? 

Whence does the Necessity arise? 

How have we done before? 

Are there no other Expedients? 

Is it necessary at this time? 

In this manner? 

In this Extent? 

Is it expedient, near, remote, certain, or contingent? 

does it unsettle nothing else? 

does it introduce any Evil or Good? 

does it agree with other parts of a System? 

Will it offend or please? 

Will it fall in with, or contradict, opinion? 

the Consequence, if we omit it, simply, or drop, 
after having begun it? 

Is the thing difficult or easy—time. 
Manner, 
our strength, 
opposite. 

How may the Difficulty be overcome?— 
by Perseverance? 
calling help? what help? 
taking new method? 
persuing the former? 

•^ J 
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What is against us—is it so much as thought?•'" 

What ballances? 

What have others done in our Circumstances? 

What opinions have been about it? 

I think something in the way of Categories of great 

Use—They are, 1 Substantia, 2 Quantitas, 3 Qualitas, 

4 Relatlo, 5 Actio, 6 [sic] Passio, 7 Ubi, 8 Quando, 

9 Situs, 10 habitus—these serve to class our Ideas— 

Now as to the thing to be done—besides simple Justice and 

Convenience, there are several heads of Argument—^will it be [to] our 

Credit, will it slpew Courage, firmness. Wisdom—or the Contrary? Is 

it expected of us? Is it consistent or contrary to our Character? 

Will it serve to supply the want of something else? 

Is it likely to be forwarded or retarded by the persons ingaged? 

2 
Now all Personalities are Praise, Blame or Excuse. 

With regard to Praise^ Virtue, has a Correspondent Vice 

ê  contra. 

Capacity, one capacity implies or 

excludes another. 

fortune, to be relied upon e_ contra. 

I.e. as It is thought to be? 

2 
Or 'Pasonalties.' The word is scarcely legible, and certainly not 

intelligible. 

"V 



208 

This plan is taken from A Note-Book of Edmund Burke: Poems, Characters, 
Essays and Other Sketches in the Hands of Edmund and William Burke Now 
Printed for the First Time in their Entirety, ed. H. V. F. Somerset 
(Cambridge: University Press, 1957), pp. 45-49. 

Ik 
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GLOSSARY 

ABUSIO: a secondary trope. See CATACHRESIS. 

ACCUMULATION (COMBINATION): the heaping up of words, phrases, or 
sentences identical in meaning. Quintilian, 8. 4. 26.; 
Aristotle, 1. 7. 

ADJUNCTIO: a figure of diction and repetition. See EPIZEUXIX. 

ADNOMINATIO: a figure of diction and repetition. See PARONOMASIA. 

ALLEGORIA: a secondary trope. See ALLEGORY. 

ALLEGORY (ALLEGORIA, INVERSIO, PERMUTATIO); a secondary trope and a 
continued metaphor. Quintilian, 8. 6. 44-54, distinguishes 
between allegory that has a metaphorical basis and that which 
involves an element of IRONY. 

ALLITERATION: a figure of diction and repetition. See PAROMOEON. 

AMPLIFICATION: a figure of diction used to heighten the effect by 
using a word of stronger meaning than is necessary. Aristotle, 
3. 17.; Quintilian, 8. 4. 1. 

ANAPHORA (REPETITIO, ITERATIO, EPANAPHORA): a figure of diction and 
repetition which employs repetition of the same word or the 
same group of words at the beginnings of successive clauses. 
Quintilian, 9, 3. 30. 

ANASTROPHE (REDUPLICATIO, EPANADIPLOSIS, ANADIPLOSIS, EPANASTROPHE, 
REDOUBLING) : a figure of diction and repetition involving the 
inversion of the natural word order or use of unusual word 
order. Quintilian, 8. 6. 65.; J. Smith, p. 92; Peacham, p. 46; 
Puttenham, Bk. Ill, chap. xix. 

ANTANACLASIS: a kind of pun, repetition of a word in two different 
senses. Quintilian, 8. 5. 20. 

ANTHIMERIA: a trope which substitutes one part of speech for another. 

ANTICIPATIO: a figure of thought involving comparison. See CONCESSIO. 
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ANTICIPATION: a device by which one forestalls objection. The several 
kinds of anticipation are as follows: (1) defense by antici
pation; (2) form of confession; (3) prediction; (4) self-
correction; (5) preparation; (6) qualification; (7) hesitation; 
(8) communication; (9) suspension (paradox or surprise); and 
(10) concession. Quintilian, 9. 12. 16-25. 

ANTIMETABOLE (COMMUTATIO, INVERSIO): a figure of thought and contrast 
which repeats words, in successive clauses, in reverse gramma
tical order. Ad Herennium uses CONTRARIUM. 

ANTISTROPHE: a figure of diction and repetition. See EPISTROPHE. 

ANTITHESIS (OPPOSITIO, CONTRAPOSITUM, CONTENTIO): a figure of thought 
and dissimilarity which involves the juxtaposition of contrast
ing ideas, often in parallel structure. Quintilian, 9. 3. 81. 

ANTONOMASIA: a lesser trope. See PERIPHRASIS. 

APOSIOPESIS (OBTICENTIA, INTERRUPTIO, RETICENTIA): a figure of diction 
which is the deliberate failure to complete a sentence. Quin
tilian, 8. 3. 85; 9. 2. 54-55. 

APOSTROPHE (AVERSIO): a figure of thought and exclamation which 
expresses an idea as an invocation addressed directly to some
one or something either present or absent. Quintilian, 9. 2. 
38-39. 

APOTHEGM: a figure of thought and illustration. See MAXIM. 

APPOSITUM (PARATHESIS, APPOSITION): a figure of diction and structure 
which places two co-ordinate elements side by side, the second 
serving as an explanation or modification of the first. Aris
totle, Rhetoric, 3. 2. uses the term EPITHET; Quintilian uses 
EPITHET or SEQUENS, 8. 6. 40. 

ARGUMENT: To Aristotle, the third part of a speech in which the orator 
proves his case. Rhetoric, 3. 13. 

ARRANGEMENT (TAXIS): Aristotle uses TAXIS while Quintilian uses 
ARRANGEMENT to denote the parts of divisions of a speech. 
Aristotle, 3. 13.; Quintilian, 3. 9. 1. 

ASYNDETON (DIALYTON, DISSOLUTIO): figure of diction and exclusion 
which deliberately omits connecting particles between a series 
of related clauses. Aristotle, 3. 12. 

AUXESIS: a trope, the magnifying the importance or the gravity of 
something by referring to it with a disproportionate name. 
J. Smith, pp. 54-55. 
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AVERSIO: a figure of thought and exclamation. See APOSTROPHE. 

AXIOM: a figure of thought and illustration. See MAXIM. 

CALAPTEXIS (THREAT): a figure of thought or exhortation. See OMINATIO 
(THREAT). 

CATACHRESIS (ABUSIO): a secondary trope, a far-fetched or incongruous 
metaphor, often used because "there is no proper term avail
able." Quintilian, 8. 6. 34. Cicero, De Oratore, 3. 43.; 
refers to the "catachrestic substitution of words." 

CHARACTER SKETCH: a figure of thought and description. See ETHOPOEIA. 

CHIASMUS ("THE CRISS-CROSS"): a structural device which reverses the 
grammatical structures in successive phrases or clauses. 

CIRCUMLOCUTIO: a figure of thought and description. See PERIPHRASIS. 

CLIMAX (GRADATIO): a figure of diction and repetition which arranges 
words, phrases, or clauses in the order of increasing impor
tance. Aristotle, 1. 7.; Quintilian, 9. 3. 56. 

COMBINATION: See ACCUMULATION. 

COMMORATIO: a figure of diction and repetition. See EPIMONE. 

COMMUTATIO: a figure of thought and contrast. See ANTIMETABOLE. 

COMPAR: a figure of diction and repetition for balanced structure. 
See PARISON or ISOCOLON. 

COMPLEXIO: a figure of diction and repetition. See SYMPLOCE. 

COMPREHENSIO: a primary trope. See SYNECDOCHE. 

CONCESSIO (PARAMOLOGIA, ANTICIPATIO, OCCUPATIO): a figure of thought 
involving comparison in which the speaker gives climactic 
strength to a statement by first conceding a weak argument 
that might be advanced against it. Quintilian, 9. 2. 16f. 

CONTENTIO: a figure of thought and dissimilarity. See ANTITHESIS. 

CONTRAPOSITUM: a figure of thought and dissimilarity. See ANTITHESIS. 

CONTRARIUM: a figure of thought and contrast. See ANTIMETABOLE. 

CONVERSIO: a figure of diction and repetition. See EPISTROPHE. 

CORRECTIO: a figure of thought and amplification. See EPANORTHOSIS. 
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DEESIS: a figure of thought and exclamation. See OBTESTATIO. 

DIALYTON: a figure of diction and exclusion. See ASYNDETON. 

DIGRESSIO (PARACBASIS): a figure of thought and description that 
introduces a topic so related to the topic at hand that it 
seems to "form part of the texture" of the composition. 
Quintilian, 4. 3. 15.; in 9. 2. 55.; Quintilian doubts whether 
digression is a figure since some authorities regard it as 
forming one of the parts of a speech. Cicero, De Oratore, 2. 
78.; also cf. Quintilian, 4. 3. 8. 

DILEMMA: a fiture of thought and contrast based on logical reasoning 
whereby a speaker forces an opponent to choose between two 
contradictory alternatives, both of which lead to conclusions 
equally damaging to his position. Peacham, p. 127; J. Smith, 
p. 116. 

DISSIMILITUDO: a figure of thought and dissimilarity. See SYNCRISIS. 

DISSOLUTIO: a figure of diction and exclusion. See ASYNDETON. 

DISTINCTION: a figure of thought. See PARADIASTOLE. 

ECPHONESIS (EXCLAMATIO): a figure of thought and exclamation expressed 
by a brief outcry of joy, sorrow, fear, wonder, or some similar 
emotion. J. Smith, p. 140. 

ELLIPSIS; a figure of exclusion and diction employing the deliberate 
omission of a word or words which are readily implied by the 
context. Quintilian, 4. 1. 34. 

EMENDATIO: a figure of thought and amplification. See EPANORTHOSIS. 

ENTHYMEME: a figure of thought involving comparison. Although Aris
totle refers to it as a kind of syllogism, the enthymeme is 
easily recognizable as a maxim plus its cause or reason. 
Aristotle, 2. 21.; Quintilian, 8. 5. 9. 

EPANADIPLOSIS: a figure of diction and repetition. See ANADIPLOSIS. 

EPANALEPSIS (RESUMPTIO): a figure of diction and repetition which 
repeats at the end of a clause the word that occurred at the 
beginning of the clause. Quintilian, 8. 3. 51. 

EPANAPHORA: a figure of diction and repetition. See ANAPHORA. 

EPANASTROPHE: a figure of diction and repetion. See ANADIPLOSIS. 
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EPANODOS (REGRESSIO): a figure of diction and repetition which employs 
a double repetition, the two words of the first clause being 
reiterated in reverse order in the second clause. Quintilian, 
9. 2. 35-38, defines it as a figure of diction in which 
repetitions are used to draw distinctions between things 
already named. 

EPANORTHOSIS (CORRECTIO, EMENDATIO, AMENDING): a figure of thought and 
amplification which revokes the first statement so that a more 
fitting, credible, or emphatic statement may be substituted. 
Quintilian, 9. 1. 30.; prefixes a negative (not, not only) to 
the first statement or annuls the first statement with a 
revocatory particle (nay, rather, etc.), resuming it in 
stronger terms. 

EPITHETON (EPITHET): a figure of thought and description that joins 
an appropriate qualifying adjective to a noun. Aristotle, 3. 
2. 14.; Quintilian, 8. 7. 40-43. 

EPILOGUE: To Aristotle, the fourth and last part of a speech in which 
the speaker creates his last ethical impression, magnifies or 
minifies the facts, appeals to the emotions, reiterates his 
points, and closes his speech. 

EPIMONE (COMMORATIO) : a figure of diction and repetition which employs 
the recurrence of an impressive statement at intervals much 
like a refrain. Peacham, p. 71. 

EPIPHONEMA: an exclamation attached to the close of a statement or 
proof as a kind of climax. Quintilian, 8. 5. 11. 

EPIPHORA: a figure of diction and repetition. See EPISTROPHE. 

EPISTROPHE (CONVERSIO, EPIPHORA, ANTISTROPHE): a figure of diction and 
repetition which uses repetition of the same word or group of 
words at the ends of successive clauses. J. Smith, p. 98. 

EPITHET: as a lesser trope, see PERIPHRASIS. Aristotle uses the term 
"epithet," 3. 2. Quintilian also uses the term "epithet," but 
lists it under APPOSITUM. For EPITHET as a figure of thought 
and description, see EPITHETON. 

EPIZEUXIX (ADJUNCTIO): a figure of diction and repetition using the 
repetition of a word in the same sentence, immediately or as a 
return to the subject after a short parenthesis or digression. 

EROTEMA : a figure of thought and interrogation. See EROTESIS. 
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EROTESIS (EROTEMA, INTERROGATIO, RHETORICAL QUESTION); a figure of 
thought and interrogation which seeks emphasis by putting a 
statement in the form of a question. Quintilian 9 3 98 
and 9. 2. 7.; Aristotle, 3. 18. 1-4. One may also ask'a ques
tion for the purpose of asserting or denying something obliquely, 

ETHOPOEIA (CHARACTER SKETCH): figure of thought and description which 
appeals to the imagination so vividly that the person seems to 
be set before the eyes rather than portrayed in words. Quin-
tilTan Q 9 /.n_/.1 ^ 

ETHOS: 

tilian, 9. 2. 40-41. 

a speaker's habit of choice, his disposition to do good or evil, 
The ethos of the speaker should be good because the audience 
will not trust or believe him if they think him a bad person. 
Aristotle, 1. 2. 

EXCLAMATIO: a figure of thought and exclamation. See ECPHONESIS. 

EXEMPLUM (PARADIGMA) : a figure of thought and illustration which uses 
an historical or a literary parallel or a personal experience 
to prove or to give concreteness to the subject under discus
sion. Aristotle, 2. 20.; Quintilian, 5. 6. 6-7. 

EXORDIUM: According to Cicero and Quintilian, the introduction of a 
sppech. Quintilian notes that "the sole purpose of the exor
dium is to prepare the audience in such a way that they will 
be disposed to lend a ready ear to the rest of our speech." 
4. 1. 

HOMOEOPTOTON (SIMILITER CADENS): figure of diction and repetition and 
a device of end rhyme by which the same final letter or sylla
ble is repeated in two or more words of a sentence. Homoeopto-
ton is the classical figure of like cases, and according to 
Quintilian, 9. 3. 77, this figure requires that nouns be in the 
same case but not that they end in the same sound. 

HOMOEOTELENTON (SIMILITER DESINENS): a figure of diction and repeti
tion by which successive phrases and clauses end in verbs or 
adverbs which have the same termination; cf. Quintilian, 9. 3. 
77. 

HYPALLAGE: "A figure of speech in which an epithet is moved from the 
more natural to the less natural of one of a group of nouns." 
Handbook to Literature, p. 231. Cf. Quintilian, 8. 6. 62-64; 
Cicero, 3. 42. 

HYPERBATON (TRANSGRESS10, TRANSPOSED ORDER): a figure of diction and 
structure which transposes words from their usual order to give 
greater emphasis to the phrase or word or to give elegance to 
the style. Quintilian, 8. 6. 62-64. 
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HYPERBOLE (SUPERLATIO, SUPERIECTIO) : a secondary trope which uses an 
extravagant choice of words to exaggerate the quantity or to 
heighten or depreciate the quality by incredible analogue and 
overstatement. Aristotle, 3. 11.; Quintilian, 8. 6. 68-76. 

HYPOPHORA: a figure of thought and interrogation which asks a ques
tion and then immediately answers it. Quintilian uses hypophora 
but gives no specific name to it; see 9. 2. 14. Also see 
Peacham, pp. 107, 109; J. Smith, p. 127. 

HYPOTYPOSIS: a figure of thought and description. See REPRESENTATIO. 

HYPOZEUXIX (TAXIS): a figure of diction and inclusion which deliber
ately expresses the verb in each clause of a series of clauses. 
Peacham, pp. 59, 91. 

HYSTEROLOGIA (HYSTERON PROTERON): a figure of diction and syntactical 
license which reverses the natural order in recounting two 
events. J. Smith, p. 201. 

HYSTERON PROTERON; a figure of diction and syntactical license. See 
HYSTEROLOGIA. 

ILLUSIO: See IRONY. 

IMITATIO (MIMESIS): a figure of thought and description which consists 
of bringing into the speech a character to express the idea in 
his words. J. Smith, p. 247; Peacham, p. 138. 

IMPERSONATION (PROSOPOPOEIA, SERMOCINATIO, LOGISMUS): a figure of 
thought and description, very similar to IMITATIO, which 
expresses an idea in the form of a fictitious speech made by 
another being. Quintilian, 3. 8. 49, 51; 9. 2. 30-37.; 
Aristotle, 3. 7. 

INTELLECTIO: a primary trope. See SYNECDOCHE. 

ITERATIO: a figure of diction and repetition. See ANAPHORA. 

INTERCLUSIO: a figure of thought. See PARENTHESIS. 

INTERPOSITIO: a figure of thought. See PARENTHESIS. 

INTERROGATIO: a figure of thought and interrogation. See EROTESIS. 

INTERRUPTIO: a figure of thought. See APOSIOPESIS. 

INVERSIO: a secondary trope. See ALLEGORY. As a figure of thought 
and contrast, see ANTIMETABOLE. 
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IRONY (IRONIA): a primary trope in which the opposite is meant. 
Quintilian, 9. 2. 44-66; 8. 6. 54. 

ISOCOLON: a figure of diction and repetition which secures balanced 
structure, the same number of words, or even the same number 
of syllables. 

ITERATIO: a figure of diction and repetition. See ANAPHORA. 

LEXIS: Aristotle's term for "style." 3. 6. 

LITOTES: a secondary trope, a form of MEIOSIS (a lessening), the 
deliberate use of understatement. 

LOGISMUS: a figure of thought and description. See IMPERSONATION. 

MACROLOGIA: a figure of diction and inclusion. See PLEONASM. 

MAXIM (SENTENTIA, AXIOM, ADAGE, APHORISM, GNOME, PROVERB, APOTHEGM): 
a figure of thought and illustration which expresses an idea 
pithily or illustrates it with a moral precept or a general 
truth. Quintilian, 8. 5. 27., calls it a "reflection; 8. 5. 
3; Aristotle, 1. 15. 17.; 1. 9. 40; 2. 21. Aristotle uses 
the term "apothegm," 3. 11. 

MEIOSIS: a trope, a lessening, used to minimize or to lessen the 
effect, for if a thing is referred to by a name not too dis
proportionate, perhaps the thing may lose some of its heinous-
ness. Aristotle, 3. 2. 

METABASIS (TRANSITIO) : a figure of thought which functions as a trans
itional device for maintaining continuity of thought by showing 
the relationship between what has already been said and what 
remains to be said. The ancients use this device, but they 
do not give it a name. Peacham, p. 175; J. Smith, pp. 237-239. 

METAPHOR (TRANSLATIO) : a trope which is an implicit comparison between 
two apparently unlike things. Quintilian, 8. 6. 6.; 8. 6. 10; 
Aristotle, 3. 2.; Cicero, 3. 39; 3. 41. Note: The mixing of 
metaphors is called "wrenching of words" or CATACHRESIS. 

METONYMY (TRANSNOMINATIO, TRANSMUTATION): a primary trope which sub
stitutes a closely associated thing for the thing itself. 
Cicero, 27. 93; 3. 42; Quintilian, 8. 6. 23. 

MIMESIS: a figure of thought and description. See IMITATIO. 

^»«r ril 
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NARRATION (of the facts): To Cicero and Quintilian, the second of the 
five parts of a speech. The facts of the case are stated or 
"narrated" in this division. Cicero, 2. 80-81.; Quintilian 
usually employs the term "statement of facts," 3. 9. 1. • 4 2 
126. ' * 

NOMINATIO: a lesser trope. See ONOMATOPOEIA. 

NOMINIS FICTIO: a lesser trope. See ONOMATOPOEIA. 

OBTESTATIO (DEESIS) : a figure of thought and exclamation which 
expresses an urgent request or a prayer. Peacham, p. 71. 

OBTICENTIA: a figure of thought. See APOSIOPESIS. 

OCULAR DEMONSTRATION: a figure of thought and description. See 
REPRESENTATIO (HYPOTYPOSIS). 

OCCUPATIO; a figure of thought involving comparison. See CONCESSIO. 

OMINATIO (THREAT): a figure of thought or exhortation used to reprove 
or to urge a change by foretelling the evil consequences which 
will follow the present course of action. Cf. Quintilian, 9. 
2. 102-103: "CALAPTEXIS." 

ONOMATOPOEIA (NOMINATIO, NOMINIS FICTIO); a lesser trope using words 
whose sound echo the sense. Quintilian, 8. 6. 31-32, says that 
although the Greeks highly regarded this trope, the use of it 
is "scarcely permissible to a Roman." 

OPPOSITIO: a figure of thought and dissimilarity. See ANTHITHESIS. 

OPTATIO (WISH): a figure of thought and exclamation, one of the milder 
forms of exclamation which expresses an ardent desire. Although 
the wish may be made to God or to man or to almost anything 
else, the figure is not an ECPHONESIS or an APOSTROPHE. 
Quintilian, 9. 2. 3. 

ORATORY, KINDS OF; (1) deliberative oratory: one of the three kinds 
of speeches, a political speech of advice or counsel; (2) epi-
deictic oratory, a ceremonial, panegyrical, or declamatory 
speech of praise or blame; and (3) forensic oratory, for judi
cial speeches used in prosecution and defence. Aristotle, 1. 
3. 

OXYMORON (SYNOECIOSIS): a figure of thought and contrast which asserts 
that one contrary is in another, thus often joining contraries 
with an epithet which means the opposite of the noun it modi
fies. J. Smith, p. 122; Peacham, p. 170. 
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PARABLE (PARABOLA): a figure of thought, involving comparison which 
seeks to show a moral truth by placing it side by side with a 
concrete example. Quintilian, 8. 3. 79. 

PARABOLA: a figure of thought involving comparison. See PARABLE. 

PARADIASTOLE (RESTRICTIO, DISTINCTION): a figure of thought which adds 
a limiting contrary to the end of a statement to give that 
statement greater vividness and force. Quintilian, 9. 3. 65. 

PARADIGMA: a figure of thought and illustration. See EXEMPLUM. 

PARADOX: a trope which is an apparently contradictory statement which, 
upon closer examination, contains a measure of truth. 

PARALIPSIS (PRAETERITIO, PRAETERMISSION): a figure of thought which 
permits an idea to be discussed despite the assertion that it 
is not to be discussed. Quintilian considers this figure a 
kind of figurative irony, deriving "its name from negation," 
9. 2. 47. 

PARAMOLOGIA: a figure of thought involving comparison. See CONCESSIO. 

PARATHESIS: a figure of diction and structure. See APPOSITUM. 

PARECBASIS: a figure of thought and description. See DIGRESSIO. 

PAREMPTOSIS: a figure of thought. See PARENTHESIS. 

PARENTHESIS (PAREMPTOSIS, INTERPOSITIO, INTERCLUSIO): a figure of 
thought that inserts a unit in the sentence interrupting the 
normal syntactical flow of the sentence. Quintilian, 8. 2. 
14; 9. 3. 23-24. 

PARISON: a figure of diction and repetition. See COMPAR. 

PARISOSIS: a type of (?) parallel structure; i.e.; having the two 
members of a period equal in length. Aristotle, 3. 9. 

PAROMOEON (ALLITERATION): a figure of diction and repetition, initial 
or medial alliteration. For Aristotle's use, see PAROMOEOSIS. 

PAROMOEOSIS: parallelism of sound, i.e., having similar words at the 
extremes of the members of a period. Aristotle, 3. 9. 

PARONOMASIA (AGNOMINATIO, ADNOMINATIO, PUNNING): a figure of diction 
and repetition which uses words close in sound but different 
in meaning. Aristotle, 3. 11.; Quintilian frowns on the use 
of puns, 8. 5. 20; 9. 3. 66-68. 
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PARTITION: To Quintilian, an optional division of a speech inserted 
after the statement of facts and the proposition (also optional), 
4. 4. 1. He defines partition "as the enumeration in order of 
our own propositions, those of our adversary or both," 4. 5. 1. 

PERIPHRASIS (ANTONOMASIA) : a lesser trope in which common and proper 
names are interchanged. The substitution of a man's dignity, 
his profession, work, nationality, or notable trait may be made 
for his name. Quintilian uses the term "antonomasia," 8. 6. 
29-30; he also adds that we may "substitute an epithet as 
equivalent to the name it replaces or we may indicate the most 
striking characteristic of an individual." As a figure of 
thought and description, PERIPHRASIS (CIRCUMLOCUTIO) uses many 
words to describe something for which one or a few words would 
suffice. Quintilian, 8. 6. 59. He also warns that 
PERIPHRASIS carried to excess becomes PERISSOLOGIA, 8. 6. 61. 

PERISSOLOGIA; a figure of diction and inclusion. See PLEONASM. 

PERMUTATIO: a secondary trope. See ALLEGORY. 

PERORATION: To Cicero and Quintilian, the conclusion of a speech. 
Quintilian, 3. 9. 1.; Cicero, 2. 81. 

PERSONIFICATION: The ancients did not use our figure of personifica
tion. To them, the attribution of life to an inanimate object 
was a prosopopoeia, a metaphor of the highest order. Aris
totle, 3. 11. 1-5, says, "A metaphor must set things before 
the eyes by words that signify actuality," and that Homer owes 
his popularity to the fact that in his metaphors he often 
"speaks of inanimate things as if they were animate." Quin
tilian, 8. 6. 9-13, says, "Above all, effects of extraordinary 
sublimity are produced when . . . inanimate objects are given 
life and action." 

PLEONASM (MACROLOGIA, PERISSOLOGIA, TAUTOLOGIA); a figure of diction 
and inclusion which adds unnecessary words or phrases as 
tautological coordinates or as redundant modifiers for empha
sis. Quintilian, 9. 3. 46-47. 

POLYPTOTON (TRADUCTIO, REGRESSIO, TRANLACER): a figure of diction and 
repetition which repeats words derived from the same root but 
differing in part of speech. J. Smith, p. 110. 

POLYSYNDETON: a figure of diction and inclusion which deliberately 
uses many conjucntions. Quintilian, 9. 3. 50-51. 

PRAETERITIO: a figure of thought. See PARALIPSIS. 

PRAETERMISSION: a figure of thought. See PARALIPSIS. 
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PROEM: To Aristotle, the introduction of a speech. Aristotle, 3. 
14-15. 

PROOF: To Cicero and Quintilian, the third of the five divisions of a 
speech. In this section, the speaker presents the arguments 
which prove his case. Cicero, 2. 77; 2. 81.; Quintilian, 5. 
10. 11. 

PROPOSITION: To Quintilian, an optional division of a speech inserted 
after the statement of facts. 4. 4. 2. 

PROSOPOPOEIA: See PERSONIFICATION. For PROSOPOPOEIA as a figure of 
thought and description, see IMPERSONATION. 

PROVERB: Aristotle considers proverbs "metaphors; they are metaphors 
from one species to another." 3. 11. 

PUNNING: a figure of diction and repetition. See PARONOMASIA. 

QUESTIONS: See EROTESIS, HYPOPHORA, and SUGGESTION. 

REDOUBLING: a figure of diction and repetition. See ANADIPLOSIS. 

REDUPLICATIO: a figure of diction and repetition. See ANADIPLOSIS. 

REFUTATION: To Cicero and Quintilian, the fourth of the five divis
ions. In this section the speaker refutes his adversary's 
arguments. Cicero, 2. 81.; Quintilian, 3. 9. 1. 

REGRESSIO; a figure of diction and repetition. See EPANODOS and 
POLYPTOTON. 

REPETITIO: a figure of diction and repetition. See ANAPHORA. 

REPETITION, OF WORDS; figures of diction and repetition used to 
enhance and to vary the compar and to mark the rhythm of the 
prose. The following are nine variants: (1) anaphora, (2) 
epistrophe, (3) symploce, (4) epanalepsis, (5) anadiplosis, 
(6) epanodos, (7) climax, (8) epizeuxis, and (9) epimone. 
Cf. Quintilian, 9. 3. 30. 

REPETITION, OF SOUNDS: figures of diction and repetition which stress 
the important words in a phrase and accentuate the rhythm of 
the structural pattern. The following are five sound schemes: 
(1) paromoeon, (2) homoeoteleuton, (3) homoeoptoton, (4) 
polyptoton, and (5) paronomasia. 
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REPRESENTATIO (HYPOTYPOSIS) : a figure of thought and description which 
appeals to the imagination by presenting a vivid word picture 
of the thing being discussed. Cicero, 3. 53., uses the term 
"ocular demonstration"; Quintilian, 8. 3. 61. and 9. 2. 40-41., 
uses the term "vivid illustration." 

RESTRICTIO: a figure of thought. See PARADIASTOLE. 

RESUMPTIO: a figure of diction and repetition. See EPANALEPSIS. 

RETICENTIA: a figure of diction. See APOSIOPESIS. 

RHETORICAL QUESTION; a trope. See EROTESIS, HYPOPHORA, and SUGGESTION, 

RIDDLE; According to Quintilian, 8. 6. 52., when allegory becomes too 
obscure, it is then called a "riddle" and is considered a 
blemish. 

SENTENTIA: a figure of thought and illustration. See MAXIM. 

SERMOCINATIO: a figure of thought and description. See IMPERSONATION. 

SEQUENS: See APPOSITUM. 

SIMILE (SIMILITUDO) : a figure of thought and similarity/dissimilarity 
which is an explicit comparison between two seemingly unlike 
things, the words like or as_ being used. The imagination 
enjoys the apt analogy and the vivid picture. Aristotle, 3. 
4.; Quintilian, 8. 3. 72-73, 81. 

SIMILITER CADENS: a figure of diction and repetition. See 
HOMOEOPTOTON. 

SIMILITER DESINENS: a figure of diction and repetition. See 
HOMOEOTELEUTON. 

SIMULATION; a figure of thought. See ECPHONESIS. Cf. Quintilian 9. 

2. 26-27. 

SPEECHES, KINDS OF: (1) ceremonial (epideictic), (2) deliberative, 
and (3) forensic. See ORATORY. 

STATEMENT: In Aristotle's arrangement, the second of the four divis
ions of a speech. The speaker "narrates" or "states the 
facts of the case. Aristotle, 3. 13-16. 

STATEMENT OF FACTS: According to Quintilian's arrangement, the second 
of the five divisions of a speech. In this section, the facts 
of the case are stated. Quintilian, 3. 9. 1. 
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SUGGESTION; The speaker asks a question but quickly answers it before 
the other person can. Quintilian, 9. 2. 15. 

SUPERIECTIO: a secondary trope. See HYPERBOLE. 

SUPERLATIO: a secondary trope. See HYPERBOLE. 

SYLLEPSIS: a trope which employs the use of a word understood differ
ently in relation to the two or more other words which it 
modifies or governs. Aristotle, 3. 11. 

SYMPLOCE (COMPLEXIO): a figure of diction and repetition which repeats 
both the first and the last word in successive sentences or 
clauses. J. Smith, p. 100; Peacham, p. 43. 

SYNECDOCHE (COMPREHENSIO, INTELLECTIO); a primary trope in which the 
part stands for the whole or the whole stands for the part. 
Cicero, 3. 42.; Quintilian, 8. 6. 19. 

SYNOECIOSIS: a figure of thought and contrast. See OXYMORON. 

SYNONYMY (DISJUNCTION): a form of repetition (addition) which makes 
the beginnings and conclusions of sentences to correspond by 
using other words with the same meaning. Quintilian, 9. 3. 
45-46. 

TAUTOLOGIA: a figure of diction and inclusion. See PLEONASM. 

TAXIS (ARRANGEMENT): Aristotle's term for the arranging of the essen
tial parts of a speech. Aristotle, 3. 13. For TAXIS as a 
figure of diction and inclusion, see HYPOZEUXIS. 

TRADUCTIO: a figure of diction and repetition. See POLYPTOTON. 

TRANGRESSIO: a figure of diction and structure. See HYPERBATON. 

TRANLACER: a figure of diction and repetition. See POLYPTOTON. 

TRANSITIO: a figure of thought. See METABASIS. 

TRANSNOMINATIO: a primary trope. See METONYMY. 

TRANSMUTATION: a primary trope. See METONYMY. 

TROPES: rhetorical ornaments which are based on the substitution of 
one word for another. Quintilian, 9. 1. 4. and 8. 6. 1-2. 

TROPES, PRIMARY: those in which one word is directly substituted for 
another. The four primary tropes are as follows: (1) metaphor, 
(2) metonymy, (3) synecdoche, and (4) irony. 
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TROPES SECONDARY: Involving more than mere substitution of a word, 
the secondary tropes are variations of the four primary tropes. 
The six secondary tropes are as follows: (1) anthropopathia, 
(2) allegory, (3) catachresis, (4) hyperbole, (5) litotes, and 
(6) metalepsis. 

UNDERSTATEMENT: a secondary trope. See LITOTES. 

VIVID ILLUSTRATION: See REPRESENTATIO (HYPOTYPOSIS). 

WISH: a figure of thought and exclamation. See OPTATIO. 

ZEUGMA: a figure of diction and exclusion which uses a word understood 
differently in relation to two or more words which it seemingly 
modifies or governs. Unlike syllepsis, zeugma does not have 
the compatibility of grammar and idiom. Aristotle, 3. 11.; 
Quintilian, 9. 3. 62-64: "EPEZEUGMENON." 


