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CHAPTER I 

INTRODUCTION 

Justification for the Study 

Over two thousand years ago, Plato used a form of rhetorical 

criticism In order to reveal the questionable techniques used by the 

rhetoricians In their attempt to bring about persuasion. He labeled 

rhetoric as "a producer of persuasion."^ The twentieth century finds 

Plato*8 criticism and his definition equally applicable. Rhetoric 

continues to be an integral part of our modem society and Its pur

pose Is often persuasion. Although the ends of this persuasion are 

generally worthy, many people become so Inflamed and consumed with a 

particular cause that they will use questionable techniques by which 

to attain their ends. This shortcoming, while not uncommon. Is per

haps most often observed In the fanatic or extremist. Because the 

fanatic relies hiuivlly upon rhetoric as the primary means by which to 

advance his cause, a study of his methods and techniques would seem 

warranted. A review of rhetorical criticism reveals, however, that the 

rhetoric of fanaticism has largely been neglected, and yet, the fanatic 

often has a tremendous and lasting Intact upon our society largely as 

a result of his rhetoric. 

Recognizing the Influence of the fanatic In twentieth-century 

America, this writer seeks to analyze the rhetoric of political, 

Ipiato Lysis, SyBq>08lum, Gorglas, trans, by W. R. M. Lamb 
(Cambridge, Massachusetts: Harvard University Press, 1953), p. 279. 
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religious, and racial fanaticism. It Is hoped that such a study will 

(1) aid In the future Identification of the fanatic and his methods of 

' persuasion; (2) bring about an Increased awareness and understanding of 

the role of the fanatic and his Influence In our society; (3) develop a 

set of criteria by which other speeches of the same genre may be judged; 

^ "ttiî  and (4) provide a foundation from which others might Initiate further 

"̂̂̂  111 iViynv,. studies Into the rhetoric of fanaticism. 

' ^' "^fiishoji 
Tools for the Study 

This study will utilize a critical apparatus based upon the five 

classical rhetorical canons: Invention, arrangement, style, memory, and 

delivery. Application of the apparatus will be made to three selected 

î̂ '- 0̂  examples of fanatical oratory. The study will necessarily be limited 

• '̂̂  if to a fifteen year period, 1952-1967, In the United States. In addition 

to the normal research techniques, the writer will also examine records 

and tape recordings of speeches delivered by Joseph McCarthy,^ Billy 

James Hargls,^ and Malcolm X^ In order to provide a more accurate anal

ysis of the delivery employed by these speakers. 

It.ij ;.U;,i-

^Joseph McCarthy, "The Red-Tinted Washington Crowd," tape re-
f-- cording of the speech delivered In Appleton, Wisconsin, November 3, 1952. 

^^^^ %llly James Hargls, "I Walked Today where Jesus Walked," long-
-«- playing record album (Tulsa, Oklahoma: Christian Crusade Recordings, n.d. 

* ^Malcolm X, "Ballots or Bullets," long-playing record album 
^(Philadelphia, Pennsylvania: First Amendment Records, n.d.). 

Methods for the Study 

In order to fully examine the rhetoric of fanaticism and to 

arrive at valid conclusions, this author feels that every aspect of fa

naticism should be explored. Donald C. Bryant considers these aspects 
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when he discusses the fourfold status of rhetoric: 

^ So far as It Is concerned with the management of discourse In speci
fic situations for practical purposes, It Is an Instrumental disci
pline. It Is a literary study. Involving linguistics, critical 
theory, and semantics as it touches the art of informing ideas, and 
the functioning of language. It is a philosophical study so far as 
it is concerned with a method of investigation or inquiry. And 
finally, as it is akin to politics, drawing upon psychology and 
sociology, rhetoric is a social study, the study of a major force 
in the behavior of men in society.^ 

The incorporation of these aspects into rhetorical criticism is 

best accon^lished through the 'judicial" method of criticism which, ac-
v. 

cording to Thonssen and Baird, is both historical and descriptive in 

nature. This method utilizes the aims of the analytic and synthetic 

methods but extends the process of inquiry to its logical conclusion 

^ by evaluating and interpreting the results. 

Thus it [judicial criticism] reconstructs a speech situation with 
fidelity to fact; it examines this situation carefully in the light 
of the interaction of speaker, audience, subject, and occasion; it 
Interprets the data with an eye to determining the effect of the 
speech; it formulates a judgement in the light of the philosophi
cal-historical-logical constituents of the inquiry; and it appraises 
the entire event by assigning it comparative rank in the total en
terprise of speaking.^ 

This study will be conducted through the judicial method. 

Chapter II will, therefore, contain a discussion of fanaticism and its 

place in our society. Chapter III will attempt to place the selected 

speeches in the proper historical perspective by providing an overview 

of the political, economic, social and religious settings. Presenta

tion and justification of the critical apparatus as well as a discus

sion of the classical rhetorical canons and their significance in the 

^Donald C. Bryant, "Rhetoric: Its Functions and Its Scope," 
The Quarterly Journal of Speech, XXXIX (December, 1953), 424. 

^Lester Thonssen and A. Craig Baird, Speech Criticism (New 
York: The Ronald Press Company, 1948), p. 18. 
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period under consideration will comprise Chapter IV. The critical ap

paratus will be applied to the speeches in Chapter V, and they will be 

evaluated accordingly. The final chapter will summarize the findings, 

compare the types of fanatical rhetoric, advance conclusions concerning 

the general nature of the rhetoric of fanaticism, and suggest certain 

recommendations for further studies in the area. 

. • % • . , 
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CHAPTER II 

OVERVIEW OF FANATICISM 

• • • in those years I stepped in front of an assembly of people 
who believed in the contrary of what I Intended to say, and who de
sired the contrary of what I believed in. Then it was the task 
of two hours to lift two or three thousand people out of their 
previous convictions, to smash blow by blow the foundation of 
their previous opinions and finally to lead them over to the 
soil of our convictions and of our view of llfe.^ 

These were the words of a fanatic named Adolf Hitler. Few 

people would dispute such a claim and yet the question remains, what 

is a fanatic? Today we have a tendency to label as a fanatic anyone 

who does not remain in the mainstream of popular opinion, anyone whose 

beliefs differ from our own. Perhaps the error lies in a confusion 

between fanaticism and radicalism. Although each nay contain elements 

of the other, the two concepts are not synonymous. Since an under

standing of the concept of fanaticism is basic to this study, the fol

lowing discussion shall be a clarification and explanation of fanati

cism as seen by this writer and as used in this study. 

Definition 

Webster*8 New Collegiate Dictionary defines fanaticism as "ex

cessive enthusiasm or unreasoning zeal on any subject."^ It is derived 

from the Latin word fanaticus, meaning to be Inspired by divinity. 

lAdolf Hitler, Meln Kampf (New York: Reynal & Hitchcock, 
1939), p. 701. 

2webster*s New Collegiate Dictionary, 2nd ed., 1959, p. 299. 



enthusiastic, frantic. Such a definition could therefore indicate that 

a person might be a fanatic on several subjects at the same time with 

varying degrees of enthusiasm. For the purposes of this study, fanat

icism will be limited to what this writer considers the "extreme fa

natic"; that is, one who is consumed by his unreasoning zeal and en-

th\islasm for one particular subject. Hitler was the prime example of 

the "extreme fanatic." 

Characteris tics 

Certain characteristics seem to be common to most fanatics. 

Although few authors have explored these characteristics, Eric Hoffer 

in The True Believer and Philip Schug in an article entitled "Fanat

icism: A Practical Critique" have devoted their energies to such a 

task. It is their ideas which form the foundation for the following 

characteristics of the fanatic. 

The first obvious characteristic of fanaticism is a fierce 

rejection of the past and the present. "You would never know that 

there were improvements of lasting significance during the past cen

turies or decades in race relations, in business standards, in govern

mental standards, in religious practices, or in any other field to 

listen to the fanatic."^ Hoffer mentions contempt rather than outright 

rejection, however, the point remains that the fanatic belittles all 

except his cause, his ideals for the future.^ 

Another trait suggested by Schug is the fanatic's certainty 

Philip Schug, "Fanaticism: A Practical Critique," Today's 
Speech, VI (January, 1958), 26. 

^Eric Hoffer, The True Believer (New York: Time Incorporated, 
1963), p. 118. 



eeacamlag the infallibility of his answers, his cure-all. "He sees 

*clearly* where others see but through a glass darkly."^ The fanatic 

bclleYtts that his cause is holy and divinely Inspired. According to 

Hoffer, he has ' * . • • « fanatical conviction that he Is in possession 

of the one mtd only truth . . . , Hitler, the master fanatic, ae-

knewXedged that he was a fanatical anti-Semite and stated: " . • • I 

believe that I am acting in the sense of the almighty Creator: By 

warding off the Jews I am fighting for the Lord's work."^ 

The fanatic inspires loyalty from his followers; and accord

ing to Boffer, he has the ability to evoke fervent devotion from a 

group of .bl. U.«t.n«.t..8 Ih. .1.. of th. group of foUo,.r. «i4 

the nunber of lieutenants depends upon the "charisma," the personality 

and magnetism of the fanatic. 

The "extreme fanatic" often becomes an agitator through the 

methods used to further his cause; and by the same token, he often be-

eoBMis a demagogue in his attempt to build a mass movement. His fer

vent belief leads him to openly advocate his cause seeking to convert 

others. This practice is defined by Charles Lomas as agitation: 

** • • • a persistent and uncompromising statement and restatement of 

grievances through all available comaninication channels, with the aim of 

creating public opinion favorable to a change in some condition."^ The 

-iwr#iw^^*»,-JW***!-^ -.•«»e»««r>fl»* 

^Sehug, '^Fanaticism: A Practical Critiqtie," p. 26. 

^Hoffer, The True Believer, p. 118. 

^Hitler, Main Kaapf, p. 82. 

%offer. The True Believer, p. 119. 

1. '4^ .-^im'fimr v.;̂--*-. 

^Charles Lomas, The Agitator in American Society (Englevood 
Cliffs, N«tf Jersey: Prentice-Hall, Inc., 1968), p. 2. 
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"extreme fanatic" becomes increasingly enthusiastic concerning his cause 

and Is virtually compelled to become an agitator. Although the two words 

Atii not necessarily synonymous, such is generally the case when observing 

the "extreme fanatic." With agitation often comes the support of the 

masses, or at least a noticeable following, and hence the sub-title of 

demagogue, or leader of the people. "The most powerful modem demagogues 

are sincere and fanatic believers In their mission as 'saviours* of 

their people."^° 

*ia <lt Thus the "extreme fanatic" generally rejects the past and pre

sent, holds a firm belief in the holiness of his cause, inspires loyalty 

in his followers, and often resorts to agitation and demagoguery. While 

such traits in themselves are not wholly undesirable, the combination 

often leads the possessor to resort to questionable means by which to 

attain his ends. These methods lead some observers to believe that the 

fanatic is a detriment to society and should be eliminated completely. 

On the contrary, he is an essential part of our society and is only harm

ful when the people allow him to gain an excess of power or when they ig-

nore him completely. 

i«-n-i» €>H^yx The Role of the Fanatic 

i%im- Almost ninety years ago Wendell Phillips recognized the necessity 

for everyone, even the fanatic, to express his opinions: 

Hen are educated and the State uplifted by allowing all—everyone— 
to broach all their mistakes and advocate all their errors. The 
community that will not protect its most ignorant and unpopular 
member in the free utterance of his opinicm, no matter how false 

,i-v •': . ^,. S „ ^..- . -^ tl,-!,- .,».4.. 

^^Sigmund Neumann, "The Rule of the Demagogue," American Socio
logical Review, III (August, 1938), 487. 



or hateful, is only a gang of slaves I ̂ ^ 

Later in his address he returned to the idea: "In all modem and consti

tutional governments, agitation is the only peaceful method of progress."^^ 

This concept was carried too far by Adolf Hitler, and he gained control 

of the minds as well as the bodies of millions of people. With this ex

ample for America to observe it has become apparent that the fanatic can, 

if given full rein, destroy our democratic values. The tendency has 

been, however, to consider the fanatic and his followers as lunatic fringe 

and disregard them accordingly. Lowenthal and Guterman suggest that the 

agitator should not be dismissed lightly, but rather he deserves close 

attention as a symptom of social disorganization.-^^ Schug further 

elaborates upon the vital function of the fanatic in social revolutions: 

He is the uncompromising catalyst \iho clarifies the vision, in
tensifies dissatisfaction with the past and present, and points to 
an impossibly perfect new heaven and new earth which has motivating 
power sufficient to move people to action. Under the influence of 
a fanatic, people will destroy the present and gladly sacrifice 
their lives for things which are not but which they hope are yet 
to be. Because of his function it is best that the fanatic does 
not outlive his usefulness.^^ 

Thus the fanatic identifies maladies in the social order. He 

calls for remedies, and although his proposed solutions are seldom put 

into effect, they may become stepping stones to the discovery of more 

feasible solutions. Lomas suggests that it is the discussion and debate 

^%endell Phillips, "The Scholar in a Republic," in Wendell 
Phillips: The Agitator by Carlos Martyn (New York: Funk and Wagnalls 
Company, 1890), p. 580. 

^^Ibid.. p. 584. 

^^Leo Lowenthal and Norbert Guterman, "Portrait of the American 
Agitator." Public Opinion Quarterly, XII (Fall, 1948), 429. 

l^Schug, "Fanaticism: A Practical Critique," p. 27. 
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initiated through agitation and brings forth alternative solutions, and 

finally aBaliorative measures are adopted. Fanaticism serves as a 

pressure gauge for society, enabling necessary changes to be made, there

by avoiding the possibility of mass revolutions and governmental coups 

so prevalent in the Latin American countries. Hoffer not only sees 

fanaticism as a saving grace but also as an Instrument of resurrection: 

"And it is strange to think that in receiving this malady of the soul 

[fanaticism] the world also received a miraculous instniment for rais

ing societies and nations from the dead—an instrument of resurrection."^^ 

The fanatic then is vital to our society; he serves in a con

structive capacity, and only when he is ignored or when society is 

blindly submissive to his will is he a destructive force. With this 

general overview of fanaticism in mind, attention shall now be focused 

upon the role of fanaticism in each of the primary areas under considera

tion—politics, religion, and race and the speakers chosen by this 

author as representative of "extreme fanaticism." 

Politics 

Politicians have attempted to utilize the rhetorical powers of 

persuasion for centuries. Our Aasrican system of government, however, 

has prevented this country from succumbing to our fanatical politicians, 

and we have thereby escaped the fate of Europe under such fanatics as 

Hitler and Mussolini. Events in Aanrican politics have bred fanatical 

politicians; however, the opposite is also true. Such events as the 

conflict between North and South, the free and the slave states, the 

***̂  ^^Loaas, The Agitator in American Society, p. 4. 

^^Hoffer, The True Believer, p. 177. 
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industrial and agrarian interests, and the black and the white people 

have spawned fanatical politicians. Often these fanatics attempt to 

create their own events, their own movements. Some of the outstanding 

American political fanatics Include Huey Long, Vito Marcantonio, Lester 

Maddox, Theodore Bilbo, Gerald L. K. Smith, William "Alfalfa Bill" 

Hurray, Barry Goldwater, George Wallace, Robert Welch, and others who 

have been less well known but equally fanatical. These fanatics have 

won varying degrees of support for their causes, but none have come 

so frighteningly close to capturing the whole nation as did the late 

Senator Joseph R. McCarthy and his fanatical exploitation of the threat 

of internal Coimaunist subversion in our government. 

>̂ ;f̂  McCarthy was the epitome of the fanatic, providing excellent 

examples of the characteristics previously established. During the 

major phase of his career, from 1950 to 1954, he was literally con-

sumed by the idea of Communist infiltration and subversion in the 

national governmental structure. Through his rhetorical agitation he 

rapidly gained a loyal following and attained the status of a demagogtie. 

: 'fii. ^ McCarthy drew into his following most of the zanies and zombies 
and compulsive haters who had followed earlier and lesser demagogues 
in the fascist and semifasclst movements of the thirties and forties. 
. . . into it came large nusibers of regular Republicans who had 

F̂ ' coolly decided that there was no longer any respectable way of un
horsing the Democrats. . . ."^7 

He merely inspired his followers with his belief that his was the only 

truth—a holy cause that would save the nation from destruction. In spite 

of his appeal to the people, McCarthy mobilized no cohesive, organized 

l^Richard H. Rovere, Senator Joe McCarthy (New York: Harcourt, 
Brace and Company, 1959), pp. 20-21. 

S' -. •* * 
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popular following. He was unable to establish a mass movement.^" 

McCarthy denied that any anti-Communist progress had been made 

in either the past or the present; however, he managed skillfully to 

utilize episodes in the past to justify his condemnation of various 

people as Communists. In fact, according to McCarthy, the events of 

the past ignored and often even encouraged this infiltration of Commu

nists into the government. 

Thus Joseph McCarthy was a fanatical demagogue. His belief 

that his ends justified the use of any means indeed resulted in his 

use of certain questionable rhetorical techniques which will be examined 

in detail in Chapter V of this study. Regardless of the means used to 

obtain his ends, McCarthy had an impact on society that can hardly be 

minimized. 

He held two Presidents captive—or as nearly captive as any Presi
dents of the United States have ever been held; in the conduct of 
the nations affairs, Harry S. Truman and Dwlght D. Elsenhower, from 
early 1950 through late 1954, could never act without weighing the 
effect of their plans upon McCarthy and the forces he led. . . . He 
had enormous impact on American foreign policy at a time when that 
policy bore heavily on the course of world history. . . .̂ ^ 

Rorty and Decter elaborate upon the most valuable aspect of McCarthy's 

impact indicating that "The subsequent tightening of government security 

procedures stemmed, at least in part, from the Senator's charges in piib-

lie forums and during the Tydings committee hearings."20 

l^ichael Paul Rogln, The Intellectuals and McCarthy: The Radical 
Specter (Cambridge, Massachusetts: The M.I.T. Press, 1967), p. 217. 

l^Rovere, Senator Joe McCarthy, p. 5. 

2®James Rorty and Moshe Decter, McCarthy and the Communists 
(Boston: The Beacon Press, 1954), pp. 16-17. 
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Religion f ui J ' 

^•^mA^. Like its political counterpart, religious fanaticism is not a 

new concept. J. B, S. Haldane suggests that religious Intolerance, a 

form of religious fanaticism, was one of the four great inventions be

tween 3000 B.C. and 1400 A.D.21 America was colonized in part as a 

result of the religious Intolerance in England; however, one type of 

fanaticism was exchanged for another as the strict theocracy was set 

up in colonies based upon the fanatical Puritan beliefs. In the fol

lowing years new religions appeared to challenge the Puritans' monopoly 

on fanaticism; and since that time such fanatical ministers and revival

ists as George Whltefield, Cotton Mather, Charles G. Finney, D. L. Moody, 

Billy Sunday, Oral Roberts, Carl Mclntlre, Frederick C. Schwarz, Billy 

Graham, and Billy James Hargls have shouted their messages from pulpits 

across the country. Other fanatical movements have been directed against 

religious denominations such as Judaism and Catholicism. 

Billy Hargls, the founder of an organization called the Cliristlan 

Crusade, is obviously the best current exao^le of religious fanaticism, 
•••' 'i f •-••" > 

and yet Hargls comes very close to political fanaticism for the sake of 

religion. He says, " . . . I consider it my Christian responsibility to 

fight godless, atheistic commiuiism because I want to save this nation and 

this world in freedom for God."^^ Hargls takes a fundamentalist approach 

to religion and to the Bible which serves him as the only source of truth. 

He is consimied by his crusade which, according to Hargls, cannot fall be-

21j, B. S. Haldane, "Is History a Fraud?" The Inequality of Man 
and Other Essays (London: Qiatto & Windus, 1932), p. 49. 

22Harry Overstreet and Bonaro Overstreet. The Strange Tactics of 
Extremism (New York: W. W. Norton & Company, Inc., 1964), p. 200. 



u 
cause it is of God. ̂ 3 L^I^Q McCarthy, Hargls is also an agitator and a 

demagogue. Using all of the available channels of communication, he 

presents his messages through newsletters, books, public appearances, 

radio, tape recordings, and even record albums. His success is evi

denced through the response that he generates and the donations that 

pour in from all parts of the country for the support of the Christian 

Crusade. Unlike McCarthy, Hargls has established an organized, effec

tive mass movement, although on a somewhat limited scale. 

The role of Hargls and his crusade has been one of enlighten

ment as to the weaknesses in the spiritual realm; however, Hargls does 

not stop at that point, he continues to expose the weaknesses in the 

political system as well as in society as a whole. Conservatism in all 

things would seem to be an appropriate motto for Hargls, the fanatic. 

Race 

Racial fanaticism is certainly not a new concept, although the 

Negro civil rights aspect has been relatively recent. Earlier fanatics 

have directed their hatred toward such ethnic groups as the Chinese, 
.-•'- ; . A , ^ t ; • • • • ' - ' • • ' • • " • 

Japanese, Irish, Italians, and Poles. These groups did, however, through 

the process of acculturation succeed in erasing the stigma attached to 

them and gradually became integrated into American society. Such has not 

been the case with the Negro whose color Immediately distinguishes him 

from the light-skinned Americans. The past two decades have been domi-

nated by the struggle of the Negro and the often fanatical resistance of 

the white man through his Ku Klux Klan and white Citizens' Councils. 

Other more subtle methods have also been used in an effort to keep the 

2%arold H. Martin, "Doomsday Merchant on the Far, Far Right," 
The Saturday Evening Post, ^ril 28, 1962, p. 20. 
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Negro "in his place." It is, however, the fanaticism of the Negro in 

his attea^t to secure equality with which this section shall primarily 

be concerned.., . 
Si 

1̂̂ .,̂  ̂  ̂  As early as 1852, the Negro began to make public his grievances 

against the white society by means of rhetoric: 

< O! had I the ability, and could I reach the nation's ear, I would, 
today, pour out a fiery stream of biting ridicule, blasting reproach, 

„̂  , withering sarcasm, and stem rebuke. • . . The feeling of the nation 
must be quickened; the conscience of the nation must be roused; the 
propriety of the nation must be startled; the hypocrisy of the nation 
must be exposed: and its crimes against God and man must be proclaimed 
and denounced.2^ 

SS1'# 

These were the words of Frederick Douglass as he addressed a white 

audience. While he cannot properly be called the first Negro racial 

fanatic, he was possibly the first one of whom society became at least 

partially aware* He was the first of an ever increasing number of fa

natics who have been significant in the black revolution. The Negro 

technically became free with the signing of the Emancipation Proclama

tion; however, over a hundred years later, true freedom and equality re

mains out of the reach of many Negroes. The nature of the movement com

bining political and religious elements with sociological factors explains 

the emergence of numerous fanatical leaders. Some have advocated peace

ful policies and the virtues of patience as did the late Dr. Martin Luther 

King, Jr.; but an increasing number have begun to preach forms of violence 

as EldinLge Cleaver, Stokely Carmichael, H. Rap Brown, and the late 

Malcolm X. "Perceiving the same society, these black rhetors see similar 

obstacles to black liberation and sanction almost identical action for 

^^Frederick Douglass, "The Fourth of July," Rhetoric of Black Revo
lution, ed. by Arthur L« Smith (Boston: Allyn and Bacon, Inc., 1969), 
p. 138, — 
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the removal of these obstacles." ̂ ^ 

Due to this mixture of religion, secular tradition, and black 

nationalism, Malcolm X demonstrated the characteristics highly representa

tive of the black fanatic. ">Ialcolm X was the great evangelist of black 

unity, especially as he saw it manifested in black nationalism. . . . 

Black Nationalism was more essential to survival than the sect of a man's 

church."2^ This then was Malcolm X's holy cause, and he finally gave 

his life for it. His rejection of the past and the present were ex

pressed in one sentence at the Harvard Law School Forum in 1964: "The 

war is not won nor has any battle been won."27 He was, of course, re

ferring to the war againist the white society in an effort to win equal

ity. l̂ Ialcolm X was both an agitator and a demagogue; however, like 

McCarthy, his lack of a definite, concise plan for action hindered his 

success as a leader of more than a relatively small group of loyal Negro 

followers. 

This fanatical rhetoric of black revolution fulfills several of 

society's needs. "The rhetoric reflects the contemporary situation as 

the black man perceives it, and the black man*s actions, like the be

haviors of us all, are decisively Influenced by his perceptions."28 

^^Arthur L. Smith, Rhetoric of Black Revolution (Boston: Allyn 
and Bacon, Inc., 1969), p. 51. 

26lbld., p. 60. 

^^Malcolm X, "The Harvard Law School Forum of December 16, 1964," 
*̂* The Speeches of I'lalcolm X at Harvard, ed. by Archie Epps (New York: 
William Ilorrow & Company, Inc., 1968), p. 181. 

28Richard B. Gregg, Jackson A. McCormack, and Douglas J. 
Pedersen, "The Rhetoric of Black Power: A Street-Level Interpretation," 
The Quarterly Journal of Speech, LV (/xpril, 1969), 151. 
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legislation."2^ Focusing attention on the problems and shortcomings of 

society has gradually awakened the white citizens as well as the black 

citizens, although the demands and threats of violence were a necessary 

catalyst in the process. To the black audiences, however, the message 

of Malcolm X was one of restoration, unity, and hope for a better to

morrow. 

General Comments 

Fanaticism, in evidence throughout the history of the United 

States, is not unique to this country; however, the frequency with which 

it occurs and the diversity of types are products of our democracy. A 

manifestation of our democratic freedom of speech, fanaticism with its 

catalytic qualities has become virtually a societal necessity. It is 

shaped and determined by society; a society which is consequently shaped, 

at least in part, by the fanaticism it produces. 

29 Smith, Rhetoric of Black Revolution, p. 11. 
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CHAPTER III 

OVERVIEW OF THE PERIOD 

,,,.^,^^ The conditions must be right for the emergence of the fanatic. 

Social, political, and economic factors must combine in such a manner 

as to present a cause for the fanatic to champion. These factors cannot 

be separated as they are enmeshed to form a complex setting; however, 

different combinations of the factors provide slightly different condi

tions precipitating the rise of the fanatic in the political, religious, 

and racial areas. It is of importance then to examine the existing con

ditions which have given impetus to the rise of fanaticism from 1952 

through 1967. This chapter shall, therefore, contain a detailed dis

cussion of these conditions. 

Setting for Political Fanaticism 

An analysis of the national political climate Involves several 

significant factors, among them the national character or cultural set

ting, geographical considerations, the economic system, and social im

plications. There have also been certain features such as political 

extremism which, having grown out of the above factors, in turn influence 

those factors. The result has been a complex setting with ntmerous 

variables which have led to a constantly changing political scene. 

Cultural Setting ^^., ,̂^̂,...̂  ̂  ^ 

The cultural setting for American politics has been complex. The 

traits of the human beings involved tend to be important aspects for the 

18 
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understanding of the constantly changing political structure. As the 

desires, needs, and ambitions of the American people change, politics 

must adjust in order to serve the demands of these people. Certain 

trends have been apparent in the past two decades. 

y4. Religious organizations and ethnic minority groups have become 

increasingly involved in various political activities. Excellent 

examples may be seen in the enlarged political roles of women and Negroes 

from the grassroots to the national level. In spite of this fact, the 

white male has continued to dominate the area. 

The individualistic and freedom-loving nature of the American 

citizen has made him reluctant to accept and trust a strong government 

and many of the politicians who compose it. In an effort to counter-

act this tendency, many politicians have endeavored to present them-

selves as typical, hard-forking citizens who have risen from htnable be

ginnings. The image of the wealthy politician has generally been 

avoided with a few notable exceptions such as the late President John 

F. Kennedy. An interesting paradox is seen in the clamor for increased 

social benefits and welfare, while at the same time decrying the in-

creasing strength and power of the federal government. Federal spend

ing for domestic purposes and federal grants-in-aid to state and local 

governments steadily increased from 1952 through 1967. The trend toward 

increasing protection of the consimer was apparent with the passage of 

the Drug Regulation Act of 1962 and the formation of the Consumers' Ad-

vlsory Council. Another paradox may be seen in the tendency of the "in

dividualistic" public toward conformity, a tendency to "get on the band

wagon." 
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Geographical Influences 

Charles Adrian and Charles Press discuss the influence of region

alism in their book The American Political Process: 

a Some economic interests and corresponding political attitudes 
coincide generally with regional boundaries. The South has for 
years sought to attract industry, using its low wage rates as a 
particular Incentive for corporations to locate there. . . . Most 
of the West is short on water and power. Its spokesmen have long 
favored governmental assistance through public dams and hydro-

J-' electric plants. . . . New England, faced with industry's movement 
away toward the nation's population centers and lower-labor-cost 
areas, seeks government support to shore up its slimtping economic 
base and governmental policies designed to equalize the economic 
positions of various regions and thus reduce competitive advan
tages . ̂  

Obviously these differences stem in part from economic necessity and in 

part from tradition. Another ii2q)ortant factor has been the trend toward 

urbanization. The 1960 census revealed that approximately 70 percent of 

the population of the United States was concentrated in urban and par

ticularly metropolitan areas; and from all indications this percentage 

2 
has continued to clind). The implications of such an urban society are 

numerous: 

Urban society is characterized by close physical proximity, which 
makes conflict between social groups more likely; by an inter
dependent and Impersonal economic system, which produces many in
securities; and by demands for complex and expensive governmental 
services in health, education, welfare, highways, and other areas. 
Urbanization has somewhat blurred regional differences and helped 
to establish a set of widely shared life experiences. Hence ur
banization has produced vast changes in the fimctlons of government 
and in the style and content of political campaigns.^ 

•Jftf.v'-

Carles Adrian and Charles Press, The American Political Pro
cess (New York: McGraw-Hill Book Company, 1965), pp. 48-49. 
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The Role of Minorities 

iMm- Class differences, religious differences, and occupational dif

ferences have become increasingly influential in the political structure 

as interest groups and lobbies have been formed. Perhaps the greatest 

impact has been felt as a result of the Negro civil-rights movement; 

however, other ethnic and religious minorities and various organized 

interest groups have increasingly made their presence felt in the past 

two decades. The Negro began to make his most significant political 

moves in the early 1950's. As in the case of the Negro, minority 

groups often became impatient with the slow and often frustrating rate 

of progress through normal political channels. In other cases, although 

the particular group was well-organized, it was not powerful enough to 

accomplish Its goals through the established channels. Under such cir

cumstances the only recourse was to put forth a concentrated effort to 

persuade a significant number of the public to accept the ideas espoused 

by the organization, thus resulting in the political extremists. 

Political Extremism 

Proshansky and Evans describe the mark of political extremism 

as an "explicit or implicit intent to discard the democratic process 

and its inherent requirement of the political morality, in favor of 

practices which deny to other groups their constitutional rights, e.g., 

freedom of speech, assembly, etc."^ From Father Coughlin's National 

Union for Social Justice to McCarthyism to the John Birch Society; from 

the Christian Anti-Communist Crusade to the Black Power advocates. 

^Harold M. Proshansky and Richard I. Evans, "The 'Radical 
Right,'" Journal of Social Issues. XIX (April, 1963), 87. 
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extremism in politics has been a continuing force. Extremists fall 

into two major categories: the right-wing and the left-wing. Right-

wing extremism generally dominated the period of 1952-1967: 

. . . . a resurgent right-wing extremism almost immediately fol
lowed on the decline of McCarthyism, the dominant radical-right 
protest during the early 1950s. Suddenly projected into prominence 
at the beginning of the 1960s were the John Birch Society, the 
Christian Anti-Communist Crusade, The Conservative Society, and 
other organizations which typify this newest radical right move
ment. ̂  

Schmuck and Chesler suggest that a special type of right-wing extrem-

1st is the Super-Patriot with one group directing their energies on 

several fronts at the same time as the John Birch Society, Christian 

Anti-Communism Crusade, Christian Crusade, and We, The People; another 

group emphasizes only one area concerned with the changing of American 

culture such as the Liberty Lobby, Committee to Warn of the Arrival of 

Communist Merchandise on the Local Business Scene, and the National 

Health Federation. Criteria for determining Super-Patriotism include 

(1) most of its members see internal subversion occurring in numerous 

areas, and (2) its leadership or members believe that political liber

als are consciously or unconsciously helping the Communists to take 

over the country.* 

The primary left-wing organization was the Communist Party of 

the United States; however, its strength has waned. 

Russia's conversion from a wartime ally to a cold war foe helped 
reduce the appeal of the Party. So did the rise of McCarthyism, 
the Berlin airlift, the fall of China and the Korean War. Numer
ous convictions of the Party's leaders under the Smith Act of 

•»•.;•• 

^Edgar Schein and Harold Proshansky, "Introduction," Journal of 
Social Issues, XIX (April, 1963), 1. 

^Richard Schmuck and Mark Chesler, "On Super-Patriotism: A 
Definition and Analysis," Journal of Social Issues, XIX (April, 1963), 
37. 
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^f 1940 and the McCarran Act of 1950 physically removed the more 
active Communists from the scene for a stretch. . . . Today 
the Party is a blind and toothless tiger, despite the fears of 
the Fundamentalist right. ̂  

The Fundamentalist right has seen the Black Power movement as being 

Communist inspired and Communist led in some instances. More properly, 

the movement might be considered "middle-of-the-road" extremism or 

perhaps "Super-Black-Nationalism" rather than left or right-wing. 

With the end of McCarthyism and the rebirth of dissent was bom 

the New Left, a composite of several overlapping groups with the largest 

and most infltiential being the Students for a Democratic Society.^ One 

of the primary influences on the New Left has been the civil rights 

movement and the Viet Nam conflict. The mid and late 1960's have seen 

the growth of the New Left resulting in rioting at universities and 

colleges, anti-war protests, draft card burnings, and similar activi

ties. George Thayer suggests that the New Left movement could only 

have arisen in a time of prosperity because only at that time " . . . 

could the youths who populate the New Left afford the luxury of re

flection."^ 

Political Results 

>k w T' Between 1940 and 1950 the United States did a complete about-

face, no longer avoiding "entangling alliances." Since the end of World 

Wkr II, American foreign policy has been characterized by support of 

^George Thayer, The Farther Shores of Politics (New York: Simon 
and Schuster, 1967), pp. 360-361. 

'•mXUl .^Ibld.. pp. 401-402. 

^Ibid., p. 539. -&* Ji^%y:j,2-*f' -; - .- . •'.:%• ^, 
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the United Nations and by a policy of containment of the Conntunist 

nations, in spite of the opposition to United Nations involvement ex

pressed by the radical right. ̂ ^ From 1950 through 1953 the Americans 

fought in the Korean conflict providing a great proportion of the 

United Nations troops involved. Korea was followed by still another 

war, this time an unpopular war in the Republic of Viet Nam. Aware

ness of the threat of Communism increased and was dealt with by the 

Supreme Court through the "clear and present danger" doctrine and the 

"dangerous tendency" or "gravity of evil" doctrine. The latter was 

designed especially to deal with the political problems presented by 

the American Commtmist Party. This doctrine was applied in the Dennis 

case in 1951 when the conviction of Communist leaders was tq>held.^^ 

Congress also took steps to control the activities of the Com

munist Party. The Smith Act of 1940, or the Alien Registration Act, 

had made it unlawful to advocate the overthrow of the government. Dur

ing the next decade, the McCarran Act, or the Internal Security Act of 

1950, established the Subversive Activities Control Board, while the 

Communist Control Act of 1954 specifically denied certain rights and 

privileges to the Communist Party.^^ Congressional investigating com

mittees also played a significant role in the political structure by 

uncovering certain unsavory elements as Alger Hiss, while at the same 

time adding to the popularity of the committee members if the subject 

under consideration happened to catch the public eye* 

10 'J. R, Pole, "Forward from McCarthyism," The Political Quarterly. 
XXXIII (April-June, 1962), 200. 

JUtUL ^̂  ^^Adrlan and Press, American Political Process, p. 587. 

^^Ibid., pp. 587-590. 
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These then were some of the major factors which spawned polit

ical fanaticism from 1952 through 1967. These were the conditions under 

which Senator Joseph McCarthy operated and under which McCarthyism 

flourished. The climate was aptly summarized by Adrian and Press: 

tmtl All of these attitudes and events added to the stew of American 
politics, a politics in which the ordinary citizen has traditionally 
expected simple solutions to problems, in which America is expected 

r.r^r to win over all adversaries because she stands for what is right, 
in which righteousness, prodded sometimes by the use of force, is 
seen as the answer to sticky international situations. ̂ ^ 

Setting for Religious Fanaticism 

Religion has been a significant and essential element of Ameri

can culture since the founding of this country. Glenn M. Vemon sug

gests an inseparable relationship between religion and culture: 

. . . we can classify religion as a part of man's culture . . . 
'^j'religion is culture. . . • However, it is important to remember 

that religion does not exist by itself, but is, rather, an inter
acting segment of a larger sodocultural entity—influencing and 
being influenced by the other component parts •''-̂  

As a part of the social order, religion may help to promote the stabil

ity of that order, or on the contrary it may initiate social change and 

thereby become a disruptive force. It is in an atteiiq)t to achieve the 

latter goal that the religious fanatic makes his appearance. If religion 

is to floiurish it must continue to change with society, it must remain 

"in tune" with contemporary life. Vemon sees religion as concerning 

itself with the frustrations, the stresses, the strains, and the crises 

which man faces.^ This concept would accentuate the interaction be-

X>M*.f, ^^bid., p. 703. 

l^Glenn M. Vemon, Sociology of Religion (New York: McGraw-
Hill Book Company, Inc., 1962), p. 39. 

^Ibid., p. 157. *̂*̂  «tt t^^ i--- ni'r-'»*n.-i-,, :̂.> ••--
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tween security, and the political processes affecting these factors. 

Each of the major religions—Protestantism, Catholicism, and Judaism— 

hanre interacted in different ways and each has produced fanatics; however, 

the fanatic has been most prevalent in the various factions of Protes

tantism. 

Revivalism 

Mass revivalism, an historically important aspect in American 

Protestantism, began to lose its appeal in the past two decades. 

Studies of the 1957 Billy Graham Crusade in New York supported the hy

pothesis that the "converts" were of a rather doiibtful nature. Some 

were caught in the emoticmalism of the service, while others merely 

re-affirmed the faith that they previously held. In any case the 

majority of the conversions were of a temporary nature.^^ William 

HcLoughlin sees this decline in revivalism as a major factor contrib

uting to the secularization which steadily increased during the period. ̂ ^ 

In contrast to the decline of mass revivalism was the so-called 

"religious revival" which swept the country in the late 1950s. Con

siderable disagreement exists concerning the validity and even the 

existence of such a revival.^° 

Secularization 

Regardless of the revival or its nature, it came to an end and 
a i • » • • ^ • i . ' . . .- •/• • • • . • • 

^AM€i r 16oiiver R. Whitley, Religious Behavior; Where Sociology and 
Religion Meet (Englewood Cliffs, New Jersey: Prentice-Hall, Inc., 
1964), p. 70. . . 

^^WilliflD 6. HcLoughlin, Jr., Modem Revivalism (New York: 
The Ronald Press Company, 1959), p. 524. 

ISpor further discussion of the issues surrounding the religious 
revival see Chapter IV of the above mentioned book by Oliver Whitley. 
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the trend toward secularization of the churches continued to dominate 

the 1960s. Secularization would seem to be a necessity if the churches 

are to keep pace with society; and it could possibly be justified as a 

further development and refinement of religion. Oliver Whitley elab

orated upon this concept in Religious Behavior: Where Sociology and 

Religion Meet: 

Religion may appear to have lost much, but the losses it has 
sustained are incident to processes of structural differentiation 
in society. The nature of religious orientation has changed, but 
this does not mean necessarily that there has been a diminution of 
the strength of religious values themselves. In fact, the main 

' trend in American religion is toward a greater integration of its 
elements . . • .^^ 

Secularization has brought about a change in the dress of the 

clergy, in the overall rules governing religion, and even in the role of 

the minister. No longer is the clergy hesitant to speak out against con

cepts about which he feels very strongly, even when they pertain to the 

church hierarchy. The minister has changed from a general practitioner 

to a specialist in order to fulfill the demands and expectations of his 

congregation. 

"; •V'- S V " • - • 

Suburbanization 

v'i? Although urbanization was taking place in the past two decades, 

a somewhat related trek was occurring from the cities to the suburbs. 

This trend which began in the early 1950s carried with it a special 

problem for religion since, along with the congregations, the churches 

also became "suburbanized." At a time when the problems of the cities 

were growing in importance, the churches becan» disengaged from the 

center of the metropolitan areas through their removal to the fringe 

^^Whitley, Religious Behavior, p. 76. 
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areas and the suburbs. Whitley suggests, "The major Protestant denomina

tions are becoming alienated from both the people and the problems of 

the central cities and are increasingly aligning themselves with the 

middle classes in suburbia."^0 xhe cities were then left open, vulnerable 

and susceptible to the lure of the fanatic. 

• * 

Fringe Groups 

Fringe groups and hate groups, all claiming religious motivation, 

attempted to solicit followers from the discontented populace. Racists, 
-.n , "> •, -.••'.' 

right-ving extremists, anti-Semitlsts, and Communists were characteristic 

of these groups. By the end of the 1950s, Communists had Infiltrated a 

nuober of Protestant churches. Such organizations as the National Council 

of Churches, the National Association of Evangelicals, and the World Council 

of Churches were formed to help coordinate the efforts of the chiirches and 

combat the fanatidsm of the fringe groups.^I 

Religion in Politics 

f I In welcoming the Word of God in the world—and hence, in partici
pating in the controversy and conflict of society—perhaps the first 

',«, thing for both clergy and laity to keep in mind is that in this world 
there is no such thing as neutrality about any public issue. . • . 
Those ̂ o suppose they can withdraw only deceive themselves, becatise 
deliberate abstinence or asserted neutrality are themselves forms of 
involvement in politics.^^ 

Thus according to William Stringfallow, politics cannot be divorced from 

religion. For exaB9>le, extreme right-wing politics and extreme right-wing 

^Qlbid.. p. 92. I/-' 

^^Ralph Lord Roy, Apostles of Discord (Boston: The Beacon Press, 
1953), p. 368. 

22william Stringfallow. Dissenter in a Great Society (New York: 
Holt, Rinehart and Winston, 1966), pp. 156-157. 
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religion have found much in common: "Both are often associated with anti-

Negro and ant1-Jewish manifestations as well as highly restricted views 

of the role of government in the economy."^^ Less obvious was the wide

spread white Protestant radsm which remained virtually unchallenged until 

the Negro civil rights movement of the late 1950s.24 

-V « ) Obviously the influence of religion on politics was generally 

indirect due in part to the diversity of religious groups. Except for 

an occasional issue on which there was agreement, there was not concen

trated political action at the national level in the form of a single, 

continuing, across-the-board religious lobby.25 Law did not prohibit 

religious leaders from becoming politically active; however, public 

opinion successfully controlled the clergy's political impulses in most 

instances. The American public still held a strong belief in the separa

tion of church and state. 

:x : The various religious groups did form interest groups; however, 

only small amounts of their money were devoted directly toward influenc

ing pending legislation. In this manner the groups avoided the registra

tion requirements of the lobby laws while remaining free to lobby when 

the occasion presented itself.2^ 

.'4:'fmm Religious tdealB of the country played an Impressive role in the 

selection and election of candidates for office. Atte«q>ts were made to 

balance the national tickets on a religious basis as well as on a polit-

23Murray S. Stedman, Jr., Religion and Politics in America (New 
York: Harcourt, Brace, & World, Inc., 1964), p. 13. 

2Axbid. 

25 Ibid., p. 48. 

26ibid.. p. 85. 
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leal basis; and once elected, the officeholders generally attempted to 

maintain a semblance of religious balance in their appointments and 

advisors. Such occurrences as the election of a Roman Catholic, John F. 

Kennedy, to the Presidency in 1960 and the announcement of the divorce 

and remarriage of Nelson Rockefeller in 1963 point up the involvement 

of religious issues in the political picture. Murray Stedman has pointed 

out the generd preference of the electorate concerning a candidate's 

religious affiliation: 

ŝerf'. . . the electorate usually insists that a candidate for public 
office be openly and clearly identified with a specific religious 

q^^t faith. Church membership, too, must be more than nominal: there 
must be public evidence that the candidates take their membership 
seriously.2' 

The majority of the active political participation undertaken by 

religious groups in the past two decades has taken the form of civil 

disobedience, passive resistance, and peaceful demonstration. These 

techniques have been most evident in the Negro civil rights movement and 

in anti-war demonstrations. Another area in which the churches have 

shown an inclination toward political activity has been in locd qxies-

tions involving the schools, both public and parochid. Perhaps the 

closest tie between religion and politics has involved the civil rights 

movement in which socid aspects, religion and the issue at hand have 

been almost inseparably linked. Such leaders as Martin Luther King, Jr., 

Adam Clayton Powell, Mdcolm X, Elijah Muhammad, and numerous others 

succeeded in consolidating the politicd gods and necessities with the 

preaching of the Word of God. ..̂.̂  --i.̂:- :?„<. cv.̂  -^ .,;..«,, ->- , 

'Ibid., p. 114. 

mmj^^m'M %...̂::":' M-:>Mt'.^mt €rv*-^«, -"̂  *t'-
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Mass Media %i^^- '•^^-'• 

Possibly the most sigdficant factor to consider in the examina

tion of the conditions conducive to the rise of religious fanaticism is 

the relativdy recent discovery of the effectiveness of the use of the 

mass media through which to spread ideas. In the past two decades the 

number of radios in the country has virtually reached the saturation 

point while the demand for television sets has made the cost less pro

hibitive. In addition to radio and television, such devices as tape re-

cordings, newsletters, newspapers, and records have been used, often 

quite successfully, in order to get the "message" to the public. 

All principal American churches in America now have public in

formation or news offices, the d m of which is to provide press, radio, 

and television coverage of denominational activities. The two most ef-

fectlve of these agencies have undoubtedly been those maintained by the 

Nationd Catholic Welfare Conference and the National Council of Churches. 

In addition, many of the leading church bodies have obtained broadcasting 

units, the chief purpose of which is "to provide a channel for pladng 

religious fare on the airwaves, but some programs may also have a public-

interpretation function."^^ Each of the major denominations sponsors 

programs concerned with the current problems of society; some are in 

story form, others are discussion oriented. 

civil The major denominations do not have a monopoly on the mass 

media; it is as easily accessible to the religious fanatic, the right-

wing extremists. Billy Graham and Oral Roberts have been seen period

ically on television; however, the radio waves have been most useful to 

such men as Billy James Hargls and his Christian Crusade, Dr. Carl 

28 Ibid., p. 87. 
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McXntire and his 20th Century Reformation Hour, and Dr. Frederick Charles 

Schwarz and the Christian Anti-Commudsm Crusade. 

With the avdlibility of the media, the 'Vorthy" cause, and the 

potential audience, there is little wonder that the religious fanatic had 

taken advantage of d l of the facilities at his disposd in order to es

pouse his cause. 

Setting for Ilacld Fanaticism 

Racism may be classified, during the period imder consideration, 

in two broad categories: white supremacy and black revolution. White 

supremacy has been characterized by the Ku Klux Klan, the white Citizens' 

Councils, and other similar orgadzations whose primary purpose was 

directed toward elevating the ^ite man while degrading the Negro. On 

the whole these orgadzations have been somewhat secret in nature since 

their philosophy has tended to become increasingly unhealthy both polit

ically and socially. It is, therefore, the black revolution, the Negro 

dvil rights movement, with which this writer shdl be concerned. 

Sequence of Events 

>%i ..* From 1896 to 1954 the "separate but equal doctrine" prevdled 

conceming facilities for Negroes; however, in 1954 the Supreme Court 

overturned the doctrine conceming educationd fadlities and Negro 

dvil rights took a giant step forward. Unfortunately dê  facto segrega

tion continued; and dthough great strides have been made, it is still 

evident today. The year 1957 brought the riots in Little Rock, Arkansas, 

as the Negro attempted to end segregation in the Southern schools. 

Federal troops were finally dispatched in an attempt to quell the dis

order. The same type of incidents were numerous throughout the South, 
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and climaxed in 1962 with the rioting and bloodshed surrounding the ad

mission of James Meredith to the University of Mississippi. 

^x-^i-m The actud Negro revolution, at least the mass action aspect, is 

sdd to have begun on December 1, 1955 when Mrs. Rosa Parks, a Negro, 

refused the demand of a bus driver that she give her seat to a white 

20 man.^' Her action prompted a full-scale Negro boycott of the bus lines 

in Montgomery, Alabama which was duplicated in other major cities in the 

South. As a resdt, the majority of the bus lines ceased segregation 

of their facilities rather than suffer economically. 

Negro demonstrations began in earnest in 1960 with the lunch 

counter sit-ins which rapidly gdned popularity. The idea soon was ex

panded to include wade-ins at beaches, swim-ins at pools, kneel-ins at 

churches, and lie-ins at construction projects and were followed in 1961 

by the CORE sponsored Freedom Rides. Blood agdn flowed, and in the final 

count, the Rides involved over a thousand people representing four major 

organizations.^ 

The pace qdckened, and in 1963 nonviolence was often replaced 

by violence as in the Bimingham demonstrations. In the stmmier that 

followed, the Udted States Justice Department counted 1,412 separate 

demonstrations which were climaxed by the massive march on Washington.^^ 

The 1965 Selma movement helped to bring about the enactment of the Vot

ing Rights Act after a lengthy struggle in Congress. 

>i^-^«i>;..» 

^^Lods E. Lomax, The Negro Revolt (New York: Harper & Row, 
Publishers, 1962), p. 81. 

^Ibid.. p. 144. .. ^ 

^^William Brink and Lods Harris, The Negro Revolution in America 
(New York: Simon and Schuster, 1964), p. 46. 
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The violence which occurred in the South might be considered 

mild in con^arison to the riots which followed in the major metropolitan 

areas outside the South, In Watts, Trenton, Springfield, Chicago, New 

York, Detroit, Philadelphia, and other major cities comparatively minor 

and trivial events sparked major violence. 

€5a la other words, these Northern city riots are a most radical 
form of violence, perhaps the most volatile there can be: impre-

^ meditated, unpredictable, without focus or defidte purpose, a 
spontaneous comb\istion of fury.32 

As of 1967, the Udted States had experienced the fourth consecutive 

summer of violent explosions in the ghettos, and the end was not yet 

in sight. 

Sodo-Econodc Setting 

The importance of the socid climate in i^ich the Negro lived 

in the 1950s, and in which he still lives, cannot be ddmized. Arthur 

Smith suggests that, "In the volatile context of socid relationships, 

changing mores, interrelated and unrelated life patterns, the stage is 

prepared for the black revolutionist who exploits the inadequades of 

the s o d d system."^^ Inadequate and inferior housing and schools, un-

employment, and poverty were but a few of the problems faced by a 

majority of the Negroes. Discrimination, especially in the areas of 

trddng and employment, has had a detrimental effect on the basic life 

patterns as indcated by Lods Lomax: 

This economic strdtjacket has everything to do with the breakdown 
of family life and generd mordlty in the Negro commudty; it is 

32stringfellow, Dissenter in a Great Society, p. 97. 

33siiiith, Rhetoric of Black Revolution, p. 22. 
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the basic explanation for the inordinate Negro crime rate; it is the 
fundamentd cause of our high welfare rolls and abundant relief 

^ chisding; this is why we live in slums, and this is precisely why 
^^ we have to gang up—brothers, sisters, coiisins, aunts, every family 

member we can gather—to buy homes outside the Negro ghetto; and as 
'̂  a resdt of ganging up we bring social and economic deterioration to 

the once all-white commudties. ^ 

These problems have been aggravated by the Negro popdatlon shifts from 

the South to the North, and from rural areas to the cities. Mechadza-

tion of agriculture in the South has forced the Negro sharecropper to 

seek better opporttmity in the city, even when the city offers none. Be-

tween 1940 and 1960 the Negro population outside the South nearly tripled. 3^ 

As a resdt these people have crowded into the already overcrowded 

ghettos in the major cities. In d l probability that is where they will 

stay because they cannot afford to go elsewhere. The average wage for 

a Negro family in 1960 was $3,075 as compared to $5,137 for whites.3^ 

It is not dfficult to understand why the Negro has revolted; he had 

little or nothing to lose and everything to gdn. 

Orgadzations 

Coordinated group action has not been a reality in the black 

revolt; on the contrary, numerotis competing orgadzations appeared: 

The proliferation of Negro leadership orgadzations points up 
a sigdficant fact of the Negro's revolution: that it has lacked 
any clear-cut, centralized direction. Although Martin Luther King, 
Jr., has come closest to being the Negro's synibollc leader, no one 
indvidud or orgadzation has been able to presume to speak for 
d l negroes, nor, dways, to control their triumphant surge into 

mh'.mmP m»mt\' III 

t'tdf'^'f'm-tMf^-i' 
3^Lomax, The Negro Revolt, p. 69. 

35charles Silberman, "Crisis in Black and Wdte," in Analyses of 
Contemporary Society, ed. by Bernard Rosenberg (New York: Thomas Y. 
Crowell Company, 1966), p. 275. 

36j^yian aad Press, American Politicd Process, p. 595. 
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the streets. The same proliferation has, despite official d s -
claimers, undoubtedly led to some rlvdry among the groups. . . .3' 

Probably the best known and earliest of these groups has been the 

National Association for the Advancement of Colored People which was 

formed in 1909. It was followed by the Congress of Racial Equality in 

1942, Martin Luther King, Jr. and his Southern Christian Leadership Con-

ference in 1956, the Student Non-violent Coordinating Committee in 1960, 

and the National Economic Growth and Reconstruction Organization in 1964. 

These organizations and other smdler groups have attempted to aid the 

Negro politically, economically, and socially by providing a sense of 

unity, a type of black natlondlsm. Madana Ron Karenga typified this 

attempt by suggesting, "The Seven-fold path of Blackness is to Think 

Black, Talk Black, Act Black, Create Black, Buy Black, Vote Black, and 

Live Black." and "Nationalism is a belief that Black people in this 

country make up a culturd nation."38 The goals of all of the organiza

tions are essentially the same; however, few are able to agree i^on the 

appropriate means through which to attain these goals, and thereby are 

unable to present a unified movement. 

Religion 

Religion, a potential source of unification, faces the same prob-

lems with diversity among the denominations. Religious belief has been 

closely associated with the civil rights movement; it is actually a part 

of the movement: 

^ ^ " " "̂  37Brlnk and Harris, The Negro Revolution, p. 43. 

38Maulana Ron Karenga, "The Quotable Karenga," in The Black Power 
Revolt, ed. by Floyd B. Barbour (Boston: Porter Sargent Publisher, 1968), 
p. 165. 



37 

But from the standpoint of the present revolution, the Negro's 
religious bent is far less important than the Intensity of his devo
tion to Christian ideals. Long dependent on the word of God because 
he had nothing else, the Negro is today utterly convinced that his 
cause is just because it is just before God, and that he must d t i -
mately win because that is God's word and will. In a literal sense, 

#i-.,his revolution is thus a holy war. 39 

Church membership has gro^^m steadily from its very beginning, 
j , 

and the church has been invaluable as the "Negro's sanctuary, his tactl-

cal headquarters and a crucial means of commudcation between Negro 

leaders and the masses."^" As a result a new breed of m i d s t e r s has e-

volved: the p o l i t i c d as well as the spi r l t u d leader who "tells it like 

it is." Some of the more notable examples have included Rev. Martin 

Luther King, Jr., Rev. R d p h A b e m a t h y , Rev. James L. Bevel, Rev. E. W. 

Jarrett, Rev. Fred Shuttlesworth, Rev. James M. Lawson, and numerous 

others. Other Negro m i d s t e r s have disclaimed the tactics of the more 

active leaders who defend their positions by explaldng, " . . . the 

Negro church has not lost its Christianity; rather it has adapted 
"'"K... 

Christianity to serve the Negro's most pressing earthly needs."^1 

Politics ^ i *̂---̂  ̂  -'̂ '̂- •: ̂ 't^^ r •• ''' 

Politically the Negro has represented a potential source of 

power; however, his participation in politics has been traditionally 

m i dmd. This condtion was due in part to apathy and in part to extreme 

dfficdties in voter registration, especially in the South. The dvil 

rights movement and the Voter Rights Act of 1965 have been instnmiental 

in attempting to overcome both problems. In the Presidential elections 

39Brlnk and Harris, The Negro Revolution, p. 100. 

AOlbid.. pp. 102-103. 

*llbld., p. 110. -i Porter i 
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of 1952, 1956, and 1960, the Negro vote was no less than two to one for 

the Democratic Party. Likewise, Democratic presidents have been very 

popular with the Negro voter while Republican admldstrations have re

ceived the opposite response. . 

irl"* "' The key point, of course, is that if the Negroes are wholly and 
irrevocably committed to the Democratic Party—even if they do help 
win close elections—they will have pitifully little bargaldng 
strength to enforce their demands on Democratic leadership. In-
tdtively—and quite sensibly—^Negro leadership feels that any party 
in power tends to pay more attention to the votes of blocs they may 
not have than to those they feel they dready have locked up.^2 

The Negro has obviously begun to realize the Importance of politics and 

the power that may be wielded by a udfied group. Success has been grad-

ud, but Negroes have succeeded in capturing various elective positions 

on the nationd as well as the state and local levels. Perhaps Robert 

Williams summarized the political opidon of many of his race when he 

wrote in 1962: *?;- v..̂ "̂>!-- ^v--

m^ ' As an individual, I am not inclined toward "politics." The 
ody thing I care about is justice and liberation. I don't belong 

St to any politicd party. But I think that as long as the present 
politics prevails the Negro is not going to be integrated into 

1^ American society. There d l l have to be great political changes be
fore that can come about.^3 

Nonviolence versus Violence 

Im^^mmxi Nonviolence and passive resistance characterized the early period 

of the dvil rights movement* Under the leadership of Martin Luther King, 

Jr., the nonviolent tactics did accomplish certain objectives. The 

relative success of the sit-ins and boycotts cannot be deded; however, 

* the impatience of the Negroes and the apathy of the whites brought about 

^2ibid.. p. 87. 
• * j , , . ;" ,- *,.!. .,..i .. 

^3Robert F. Williams, "Negroes with Guns," in The Black Power 
Revolt, ed. by Floyd B. Barbour (Boston: Porter Sargent Publisher, 
1968), p. 161. 



J9 

the realization that nonviolence was not producing the desired results 

and the only recourse to many was the adoption of a policy of violence. 

Hdcolm X, Stokley Carmichael, Eldridge Cleaver, H. Rap Brown, and numer-

ous other militant Negro leaders began a campaign to fight white power 

with Black Power. ^ ntv 

^-..ji ....... .... 

Black Power 
«* i; t 

.5̂ -f*- . 

"Black Power" has displaced "Freedom Now" as the most sigdfi
cant symbol in the civil rights movement. "Freedom Now" was a 
challenge drected primarily at the South; "Black Power" challenges 
the culture at large, more particularly in the North.^* 

The degree to which Black Power has been responsible for the violence 

in the dties has yet to be deterdned. It has, however, operated on the 

predse that any means are justified in an effort to gdn the basic rights 

normally accorded to citizens of the Udted States. Robert Scott and 

Wayne Brockriede suggest that Black Power basically implies three ideas: 

an emphasis on the Negro's right to deterdne the terms in which the 

struggle for equality is to be waged and on black pride; a re-interpreta

tion of integration to assidlate whole groups rather than taking the 

able black people one by one; and a dlitant insistence on the Immediate 

improvement of ghetto conditions, with the insistence backed by a will-

Ingness to cross the line between nonviolence and violence.^-^ 

On Jdy 20, 1967, the Black Power movement was formalized by the 

Nationd Conference on Black Power in Newark, New Jersey. Only one resolu-

don was passed by the conference, the "Black Power Manifesto," which read 

^^Parke 6. Burgess, "The Rhetoric of Black Power: A Moral Demand?" 
The Quarterly Journal of Speech, LIV (April, 1968), 122. 

^^Robert L. Scott and Wayne Brockriede, The Rhetoric of Black 
Power (New York: Harper & Row, Publishers, 1969), p. 195. 
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in part: ^ «mi.**.*-

^^^^ people have consistently expended a large part of our energy 
and resources reacting to white defldtlon. It is imperative that 
we begin to develop the organizational and technical competence to 
idtlate and enact our own programs. . . . Control of African commun
ities in America and other black commudties throughout the world 
still remdns in the hands of white supremacist oppressors. . . . 
It is, therefore, resolved that the National Conference on Black Power 
sponsor the creation of an International Black Congress, to be organ
ized out of the sodful roots of our peoples and to reflect the new 
sense of power and revolution now blossodng in hlack communities in 
America and black nations throughout the world. 

k ^ . V kb «» 'if • 

Black Muslims 

Possibly the most extreme form of Negro revolt and black power 

was seen in the rise of Elijah Muhammad and the Nation of Islam or the 

Black Muslims. In this movement Negro separatism has been seen which is 

equal if not surpassing that of many white Southerners. Their wlthdrawd 

from American society has been amazingly complete. They do not vote or 

participate in politics and own their own supermarkets, stores, barber

shops, and other necessary businesses. Pointing out the failure of the 

Christian religion, the Miislim ddsters have preached a new type of re

ligion which is contradctory to the views of Christiadty. Arthur Sdth 

describes this religion as a type of "oythication" in which the Black 

^Muslims " . . . appeal to history for support of their concept of race 

.superiority seeks to provide the oppressed masses with reason to fight."^^ 

They try to make the Negro proud of bdng a Negro and herein lies the 

*^Chuck Stone, "The National Conference on Black Power" in The 
Black Power Revolt, ed. by Floyd B. Barbour (Boston: Porter Sargent 
Publisher, 1968), p. 195. 

^'Sdth defines mythlcation as the use of religious syiid>ollsm 
in such a manner as to imply the sanction of supra-rational forces and 
to demonstrate the righteousness of a cause. 

'»°Sdth, Rhetoric of Black Revolution, p. 39. 
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mdn apped. Midster Mdcolm X was exceptiondly Influentid in swell

ing the ranks of the Black Muslims until his split with the orgadzation. 

After that time he remdned a significant Black Power leader until his 

assassination in 1967. 

Mass Media 

As in the politicd and religious settings, the conditions sur

rounding the rise of racial fanaticism have been greatly influenced in 

the past twenty years by the mass media, and television in particular. 

Pictures, news filxas and an occasional documentary depict the agitation, 

the bloody rioting, the dscrldnation, and the poverty surrounding the 

Negro dvil rights struggle. These scenes have influenced public opidon 

in dverse ways. Whether these events have generdly helped or hindered 

the movement is open to debate; however, regardless of the effects, the 

movement continued and will continue until the Negro citizen becomes in 

fact a citizen and equdity becomes a reality. 

General Comments 

No one can say what makes a fanatic. There are factors in his 

psychological make-up that motivate him to act when the right socid or 

historicd elements present themselves. The number of combinations of 

events that codd possibly affect his decision are infldte, as well as 

the variances in human nature of which no person can be certain. With 

these facts in dnd, this writer endeavored to present a survey of the 

socio-economic conditions along with the political climate and other ob

vious factors which wodd have affected the politicd, religious, and 

racid atmosphere during the period under consideration. Certddy no 

valid conclusions could be drawn conceming the rhetoric of the various 
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fanatics without first galdng an understanding of the times in which 

they lived and the numerous forces affecting them and their society. 

h^.trf 
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CHAPTER IV 

isKg t« Ariito CRITICAL APPARATUS 

iMitmf Rhetoric, the theory of oral dscourse, played a significant role 

in the lives of the ancients. George Kennedy suggests that, indeed, it 

was at the core of classical leardng. ̂  The theories and precepts ad

vanced by the classical rhetoricians have withstood the test of time, for 

they are at the heart of contemporary rhetorical practice. The writings 

of the ancients, Plato, Aristotle, Cicero, and Qdntilian in particdar, 

are equally applicable in twentieth-century America, thus providing an 

excellent basis for modem rhetorical criticism. For the purpose of this 

study, therefore, this writer shall exadne the principal rhetorical 

theories of the andents as they apply to the classical rhetorical 

canons—Invention, Arrangement, Style, Memory, and Delivery—and as they 

apply to the twentieth-century fanatic. 
m.'- 'ty %M the- •••;r̂ -i:*4r- »i ... . ' ^ 

of zhM t̂ fit?'U. :iî -̂..*. o:-... Invention 

cfe#t Inventio, or the dscovery of what to say, received much atten

tion from the classicd rhetoricians. Large proportions of the slgni-

ficant wridngs were devoted to the treatment of content. Such dscus-

sions generdly included the deterdnation of the m d n purpose of the 

speech, selection of material, the composition of arguments, the use of 

reasodng, and use of the various other tools of persuasion. "Invention," 

^<^orge Kennedy, The Art of Persuasion in Greece (Princeton, New 
Jersey: Princeton Udversity Press, 1963), p. 7. 
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accordng to Cicero, "is the discovery of valid or seedngly vdid argu

ments to render one's cause plausible."2 

In the Rhetoric Aristotle distingdshes among three types of 

Speeches: deliberative, forensic, and epldeictlc. Deliberation, accord

ing to Aristotle, concerns exhortation and dissuasion with advantage and 

injury as its ends. The elements of forensic speaking Include accusa

tion and defense with dms of justice and injustice. Prdse and blame 

are the elements of epldeictlc speaking, while honor and dishonor are 

the principal ends. Although each type of speaking is considered by 

Aristotle, his primary emphasis is upon the deliberative which he con

siders to be "nobler and more statesmadike" than the forensic which 

tends to afford more opportudty for "trickery."^ These types of speeches 

as designated by Aristotle were generdly accepted by the majority of 

the dasslcal rhetoricians. 

Status 

Regardless of the type of speaking to be imdertaken, the first 

necessity in the process of invention is the deterdnation and location 

of the central issue. This concept, stasis or status, deterdnes the 

character of the case. 

Cicero, whose primary emphasis is upon forensic or judicial 

speaking, delineates four causes that may be faced in the courtroom: 

%mt Every subject which contdns in Itself a controversy to be re-

2cicero De Inventlone. De Optimo Genere Oratortm, Toplea, trans, 
by H. M. Hubbell (Cambridge, Massachusetts: Harvard University Press, 
1949), p. 19. 

3Aristotle The Rhetoric of Aristotle, trans, by Lane Cooper 
(New York: Appleton-Century-Crofts, Inc., 1932), pp. 17-18. 

^Ibid., p. 4. 
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solved by speech and debate involves a question about a fact, or 
about a defldtlon, or about the nature of an act, or about legal 
processes. . . . When the dispute is about a fact, the issue is said 
to be conjectural, because the plea is supported by conjectures or 

®* inferences. When the issue 1^ about a defldtlon, it is called the 
defidtional issue, because the force of the term must be defined in 

tt words. When, however, the nature of the act is exadned, the issue 
is said to be qualitative, because the controversy concerns the vdue 
of the act and its class or quality. But when the case depends on 
the circumstance that it appears that the right person does not bring 
the suit, or that he brings it against the wrong person, or before 
the wrong tribunal, or at a wrong time, under the wrong statute or 
the wrong charge, or with a wrong penalty, the issue is called trans
lative because the action seems to reqdre a transfer to another 
court or alteration in the form of pleading.^ 

*« a Quintlllan, while agreeing with Cicero as to the types of status, 

points out in his Institutes of Oratory that they are applicable in d l 

deputes, not solely in the law courts. 

. . . we ask whether a thing is, vahat it is, and of what kind it 
is. . . . These three points once ascertdned, there is no further 
question to ask. These heads cover both definite and indefinite 
questions. One or more of them is discussed in every demonstrative, 
deliberative or forensic theme.^ 

Proofs 

Having once deterdned the status of a case, the next inventive 

necessity involves " . . . discovering in the particdar case what are 

the avdlable means of persuasion."^ Aristotle in his Rhetoric con

siders two kinds of persuasions or proofs—non-artistic and artistic. 

Of the non-artistic proofs Aristotle states only that they existed 

beforehand and were not supplied by the efforts of the speaker. They con

sist of the testimony of witnesses, addsslons under torture, written con-
a*,,. r.!»«lt,«>.•.. 

^Cicero De Inventione, pp. 21, 23. 

^Qdntilian The Inst i tutio Oratoria of Qdnti l ian, trans, by H. E. 
Butler, I (London: William Heinemann, 1921), 451. 

7Aristotle Rhetoric, p. 7. 
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tracts, and other sidlar "uncreative" devices.^ In De Oratore Cicero 

d s o indudes deeds, evidences, bargains, conventions, trials, laws, acts 

of the senate, precedents, decrees, and opidons.^ Qdntilian adds to 

the list by including decisions of previous courts, rtmiors, documents, 

and oaths. He then suggests that, "Though in themselves they [inert1-

f i d d proofs] involve no art, all the powers of eloquence are as a rde 

reqdred to disparage or refute them."!^ 

Artistic proofs, a part of the creative art of speaking, are 

somewhat more complex in nature. Aristotle sees the artistic proofs as 

persuasions produced by the speech itself. There are three kinds: ethos, 

pathos, and logos. 

The first kind reside in the character [ethos] of the speaker; 
the second consist in producing a certain attitude [pathos]; the 
third appertdn to the argument prooer [ logos ]. insofar as it 
actudly or seedngly demonstrates.^^ 

The importance, therefore, of these persuasions to the ancients and to 

contemporary American society warrants a closer exadnation of each. 

Ethical Persuasion 

Although A d s to tie was the first to give the concept of ethos a 

defidte formulation, references to this persuasion exerted by the speaker 

as a person appear in the earliest rhetorical writings. Corax and Tisias, 

^Ibid., p. 8. 

'cicero The Three Dialogues of M. T. Cicero on the Orator, trans. 
by W. Guthrie (New York: Harper & Brothers, Publishers, 1857), p. 157. 

^^Qdntilian Institutio Oratoria. II, 157. 

^Aristotle Rhetoric., p. 8. 

kly 
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for example, imply the concept of ethos in the "principle of proba-

12 
blllty.""*-* Plato's attacks on the hypocrisy of sophistic rhetoric and 

his insistence that the speaker must have a knowledge of the truth sug

gest his concern with ethical persuasion. In the Phaedrus, for example, 

Plato suggests that the speaker must not ody know the truth, but also 

adapt to the audience, taking into account the various natures of the 

hearers. ^-^ 

I J. Aristotle indicates the importance of ethos in the Rhetoric 

when he states that the speaker must give the "right impression" of 

himself because of the effect that his image may have upon the judg

ment of his rhetoric.^^ Intelligence, character, and good d l l must 

necessarily be exhibited by the speaker if he is to give this right im

pression. Virtue is the key, the component parts of which are: justice, 

courage, temperance, magnificence, magnanidty, liberality, gentleness, 

prudence, and wisdom.•*'̂  Aristotle goes on to list the causes of un-

trustworthiness in speakers. 

speakers are untrustworthy in what they say or advise from one 
ejv: or more of the following causes. Either through want of intelli

gence they form wrong opldons; or, while they form correct opinions, 
their rascality leads them to say what they do not think; or, while 
intelligent and honest enough, they are not wdl-disposed, and so 
perchance will fdl to advise the best course, though they see it.^^ 

^2william M. Sattler, "Conceptions of Ethos in Ancient Rhetoric," 
speech Monographs, XIV (1947), 56. 

•̂ 3piato Phaedrus, in The Works of Plato, ed. by Irdn Edman (New 
York: The Modem Library, 1928), p. 321. 

y-y.r <S' 

9 ' -

^^Arlstotle Rhetoric, p. 91. 

Ibid., p. 47. 
. • < ^ * ji. 

^^Ibid.. p. 92. 
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Cicero considers the vdue of ethos in De Oratore; however, he 

does not develop the concept as fully as does Aristotle. He gives a more 

practical application in contrast to Aristotle's more philosophical or 

theoretical approacli. Cicero suggests that the dsclosure of one's vir

tues and those of his client may be as beneficial to the case as the ex

posure of the shortcomings of one's adversary. 

A favorable opidon again is gained by the digdty of person, by the 

it;! actions he has performed, by his reputation . . . . Again, an orator 
is much aided by the softness of the voice, his look, his apparent 
bashfulness, the gracefdness of his expression. . . . It is more
over very useful to disclose the instances of gentleness, generosity, 

f affability, piety, gratitude, moderation, and disinterestedness; all 
that marks the worthy, and the meek, the gentle, the yielding, the 

t:' ' peaceable, the relenting; are d l extremely engaging, both in favor 
of the speaker and the person for whose Interest he pleads; and they 

I ,̂v. prepossess the dnd agdnst those who want these qualities. . . .17 

ia imr Qdntilian, on the other hand, suggests that ethos, like pathos, 

concerns the emotions. In the Institutio Oratoria he states that ethos 

concerns the calm and gentle emotions which persuade and induce a feel

ing of good will. "Ethos is generally employed to calm the storm aroused 

by pathos."IQ Qdntilian is dso in agreement dth the Aristotelian con

cept of ethos: ; 

Finally ethos in all its forms reqdres the speaker to be a man 
of good character and courtesy. For it is moat Important that he 

m^^w.shodd himself possess those virtues for the possession of which it 
is d s duty, if possible to commend his client as well, while the 

l>«,̂  excellence of his own character d l l make his pleading d l the more 
convincing and will be of the utmost service to the cases which he 

th* ^undertakes.l^ *̂̂»*wAfc. t •; - •. 'ŵ i-i —-

Thus, the ancients' concept of ethos embraces the character of 

the speaker and its influence upon his audience. All agree \xpon the 
____________^_^_^_^_^_,^__^_^__^_^___^_______ jjp *, -*•«'<» • 

l^cicero On the Orator, pp. 181-182. 

ISQuintilian Institutio Oratoria. II, 423 

l^ibid., II, 427. 

file:///xpon
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significance of such ethicd persuasion in the speaking situation. 

Pathstlcal Persuasion 

^ f?̂! Pathetical persuasion or pathos is effected by arousing the 

emotions of the audience. Although Plato did not deal directly with the 

concept of pathos. in the Gorglas he suggests its dsuse by the sophists. 

He refers to rhetoric as a kind of knack which produces "gratification 

and pleasure."20 

« As dth ethos, Aristotle develops the concept of pathos, more 

fully than d d the remdnder of the classical rhetoricians. In the 

Rhetoric he defines the emotions as " . . . those states which are at

tended |;>y pdn and pleasure, and which, as they change, make a difference 

in our jtidgments. . . ."21 in respect to the emotions, three points 

must be considered: (1) the mentd state of the emotion, (2) at whom 

the emotion is directed, and (3) the things which commonly arouse the 

emotion.^^ He lists the emotions as follows: anger and dldness, friend

ship and hatred, fear and boldness, shame and shamelessness, kindness and 

unkindness, pity and Indignation, envy, emulation and contempt.23 

The concept of pathos, according to Aristotle, also Involves an 

analysis of the audience in relation to the emotions. His consideration 

begins with the type of emotion and the moral state. He then moves to 

the periods of life: youth, prime of life, and old age. The final con-

sideration is the condition of life, i.e. good birth, wealth, power, good 

20piato Gorglas, p. 311. 

^^Adstotle Rhetoric, p. 92 

22ibid. 

23ibid., pp. 93-131. 
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fortune and their opposites.2^ 

Agdn it is Cicero who, in De Oratore, considers the practical 
1 A.. ' -. • 

application of these concepts. He considers the advantage to be gdned 

by stirring the emotions: "Notliing, Catdus, is of greater importance 

to an orator, than to prepossess his hearer in his favor, so that his 

emodon may proceed from the impdse of the dnd or excited feelings, 

rather than from the resdt of his cooler judgement."23 Cicero dso 

warns: "For as nothing is so combustible as to kindle dthout the appli-

cation of fire, so no dnd is so susceptible of the power of eloquence, 

as to catch its blaze, udess the speaker is all on fire himself.26 

Qdntilian, while contributing little of an original nature to 

the concept of pathetical proof, elaborates upon its usefulness. 

Proofs, it is true, mAy induce the judges to regard our case as 
superior to that of our opponent, but the appeal to the emotions 
will do more, for it will make them dsh our case to be the better. 
And what they wisn, they will also believe. For as soon as they 
begin to be angry, to feel favorably disposed, to hate or pity, 
they begin to take a personal Interest in the case, . . . because 

^̂ .r passion forestalls the sense of sight, so the judge, when overcome 
by d s emotions, abandons all attempt to enqdre into the truth of 

^f «. ̂ e arguments, is swept along by the tide of passion, and yields 
himself unquestlodng to the torrent.27 

According to the ancient rhetoricians, therefore, appeals to the 

emotions of the audience in addition to a knowledge of the various d s -

tlngdshing characteristics common to the audience are necessary, if not 

indispensable, tools of the orator. 

2^Ibid., pp. 131-140. 

25cicero On the Orator, p. 180. 

2^Ibid., p. 185. 

^^Qdntllian Inst i tut io Oratoria, I I , 419-421. 



51 

Logicd Persuasion v*' < * 

Aristotle defines logical persuasion or logos as persuasion ef-
§ar^ix%i siit̂ -v- .-...-,' 

fected by arguments, " . . . when we demonstrate the truth, r e d or ap-

parent, by such means as Inhere in particular cases."28 He discusses 

two modes of logicd persuasion: inductive, or proof by example, and 

deductive, or proof by enthymeme. Example is defined as "rhetodcal 

induction" and enthymeme as a "rhetorical syllogism." He adds that 

"Arguments through examples are not less perstiasive, yet argiments in 

the form of enthymemes are most aplauded.29 

/ c iS Aristotle cites two types of argument from example: (1) hdlstori-

cal pardlel and (2) invented parallel. 30 ge suggests the m e d t of using 

the example following the enthymeme rather than preceding it. 

'̂' When they follow the Enthymemes, Examples function like d t n e s s e s — 
and there is always a tendency to believe a witness. Accordingly, 

ym ^ e n the speaker puts the Examples before, he must use a good many 
of them; if he puts them after, one may suffice. . • .31 

In regard to the enthymeme, one of Aristotle's most vduable con-

tdbutions to classicd rhetorical theory, he suggests that the matedals 

of enthymemes are probabilities and signs. Probabilities correspond to 
ItPv..:- v4 :yy%U--- ••:•• 

propositions which are generally true. Signs may be classified either 

BB particdar (inductive) or general (deductive). 32 Enthymemes may be 

drawn from four sources: probabilities, examples, infdlible signs, and 

ordinary or fallible signs. 

28Aristotle Rhetoric, p. 9. 

29ibid.. pp. 10-11. 

30ibid., pp. 147-149. 

3^Ibid., p. 149, 

32Ibid., p. 13. 
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Enthymemes taken for Probabilities are those which argue from 
what as a rule is or is thought to be true. Enthymemes taken from 
Examples are those which proceed by induction from one or more 
pardlel cases until the speaker abstracts a generd rule, from 
which he then argues to the case in point. Enthymemes taken from 
Infallible Signs are those which proceed from what is necessarily 
and invariably true. Enthymemes taken from Fallible Signs are 
those which proceed from what is generally or partly true—possibly 
so, possibly not.33 

Maxims, generd statements concerdng human action or conduct, 

are classified by Aristotle under the headng of the enthymeme. The 

maxim may be sufficient in itself, that is, clear and acceptable; it may 

be part of an enthymeme; or it may have the nature of an enthymeme dth

out actudly being a part of an enthymeme. He considers the latter type 

to be the best.3^ 

The places where enthymemes may be found are numerous. A d s tot le 

first considers the commonplaces, or generd topics, contddng arguments 

ccNBoon to all branches of knowledge. These are the topics of more or 

less, magnifying and ddfying, past and future, and possible and impos

sible. 35 xn addition, there may be specid topics derived from the sub

ject matter in vadous fields. He then lists twenty-eight topd, or 

lines of argument from which to draw enthymemes: 

(1) Opposites 
(2) Inflections 

ŝ.v (3) Correlative terms 
(4) More and l e s s 
(5) Time 
(6) Tiurdng the tables 
(7) D e f i d d o n 
(8) Ambiguity 
(9) Divis ion , 

.f*»;-

33ib id . , pp. 178-179. 

3^Ibid. . pp. 149-151. 

33 ib id . . p. 155. 
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^ ptu-. (10 
(11 

imjs, && (12 
(13 
(14 
(15 

v.....̂/'- (16 
(17 

'-t*«lf. (18 
(19 
(20 
(21 
(22 
(23 
(24 
(25 
(26 
(27 
(28 

'%-Iui^t 

...H.'»-

Induction 
Eds ting decision 
Parts of a whole 
Consequences 
Contrary dtematlves 
Inner thoughts versus outward behavior 
Proportion 
Identical resdts or identical antecedents 
Altered choices 
Attributed motives 
Incentive and deterrents 
Incredble occurrences 
Conflicting facts 
Meeting slander 
Cause to effect 
Alternative course of action 
Comparison of actions 
Previous d s takes 
Headng of names 

i: . In addtion to the gendne enthjnnemes, Aristotle dso recognizes 

the existence of sham enthymemes and lists their topd. 

(1) Diction: its structure and homonyms 

(2) Fdlacious combination and separation 
(3) Indgnation 
(4) A single sign 
(5) The accidental 
(6) Cons equence 
(7) F d s e cause; post hoc for propter hoc 
(8) O d t t i n g time and manner 

t (9) Substituting the absolute for the particdar37 

Enthymemes, both gendne and apparent, may be refuted by attack-

ing your opponent's predse, or by adducing a like predse, a contrary 
predse, or predous decisions 38 

In De Inventione, Cicero's most comprehensive treatment of inven-

don, he dscusses argumentation as an essentid part of the speech. Sug

gesting that propositions are supported in arguments either by attributes 

3^Ibid., pp. 159-171. 

37ibid., pp. 172-176. 

38lbid., p. 177. 

Ul. 
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of persons or of actions, he elaborates upon each. "We hold the follow

ing to be attributes of persons: name, nature, manner of life, fortime, 

habit, feeling, interests, purposes, achievements, accidents, speeches 

made."39 "The attributes of actions are partly coherent with the action 

itself, partly considered in connection dth the performance of it, partly 

adjunct to it and partly consequent upon its performance."40 He goes on 

to say that argiiments drawn from these areas dll be either probable or 

irrefutable. Probability is didded into sign, something credble, judg

ment, and comparison. Irrefutability takes the form of a dilemma, an 

enumeration, or a simple Inference.41 All argtments are carried on by 

induction, or analogy as it is used by Cicero, and deduction, or syllogis-

d c reasodng from a rhetoricd standpoint. ̂ 2 

ase?̂i Cicero d d d e s syllogistic reasoning into five parts: 

. '5>v-.i There are, then, five parts of an argimient by deductive or syllo
gistic reasodng: major predse which sets forth briefly the princi
ple from which springs the whole force and meadng of the syllogism; 
proof by which the brief statement of the major predse is supported 
by reasons and made plainer and more plausible; the dnor predse in 
which is predsed the point which on the basis of the major predse 
is pertinent to prodng the case; the proof of the dnor predse, 
by which what has been predsed is established by reasons; the con-

'^i- elusion in which there is stated briefly what is proved in the 
whole deduction.43 

He concedes that the syllogism may have fewer than five parts; however, 

the five-part method seems to be the most sdtable. 

Cicero emphasizes the necessity for vadety in argtimentatlon and 

39Cicero De Inventione, p. 71. 

^Olbid., p. 75. 

^4bid., pp. 83-89. 

^2ibid., p. 93n. 

^3ibid., p. i n . 
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suggests some ways in which it may be achieved. 

Vadety can be secured if we do not always approach the argument in 
the same way. For first of all it is desirable to produce diversity 
merely by using different dnds of arguments, that is, to use induc
tion at one time and deduction at another; and again, in the deduc-

'•^n tive argument not to begin in every case dth the major predse nor 
always employ all five possible parts nor embellish the parts in the 

t€ same fashion, but sometimes to begin dth the dnor predse, some
times use one of the two proofs, sometimes both, and finally, use now 
this and now that form of conclusion.^ 

Findly, regarding the refutation of argtiments, Cicero suggests 

four alternatives: (1) refusal to grant one or more assumptions, (2) 

dedal of the conclusion if the assimiptions are granted, (3) showing that 

the form of argisnentation is fdlacious, and (4) meeting arguments dth 

those of equal or greater strength.45 on the other hand, the whole argu

ment may be shown to be faulty if it is " • . . wholly fdse, general, 

common, trifling, far-fetched, a bad defldtlon, controvertible, self 

eddent, disputable, dscredltable, offensive, 'contrary'. Inconsistent, 

or adverse."^^ 

Qdntilian offers some practical addce on the use of argimients 

in his Institutio Oratoria. In regard to the argument by example, or 

sidlitude, he suggests: "We must therefore consider whether the parallel 

is complete or only partial, that we may know whether to use it in its 

entirety or merely select those portions which are serviceable."47 The 

strongest arguments shodd be taken singly; the weaker shodd necessarily 

be massed together.^^ The same principle also applies to refutation: 
{..«•..-

«WC||]»Hi l l lHli | l l lWI» 

44 ib id . , p. 121. 

^^ibid. , p. 125. 

^^Ibid.. p . 137. 
•' " " " ' b 

^^Qdntl l ian I n s t i t u t i o Oratoria, I I , 275 

^^ibid. , I I , 299. 
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. . . we shodd attack our opponent's arguments en masse . . . if the 
arguments are so weak that they can be overthrown simultaneously, 

©it or so embarrassing that it would be Inexpedient to grapple dth 
^ them indddually. . . . On the other hand, those arguments which 
*" rely on the cumulative force must be analyzed indiddually. ̂ 9 

He dso warns the speaker not to become overzedous in such a manner as 

to refute his opponent to the exclusion of the case Itself. 

^ Invention, then, includes the deterdnation of the type of case, 

^̂ the issue involved, proofs—ethical, patheticd, logical, and the means by 

which these argiiments may be refuted. Cicero includes the parts of the 

speech and their fiinctions under the heading of invention; however, this 

writer feels that such a dscussion is more appropriate under the heading 

of arrangement. 

Arrangement 

The second rhetorical canon, arrangement or dsposltlo, concerns 

the manner in which the speaker shodd organize his discourse. Plato sug-

gests the importance of arrangement in the Phaedrus; "At any rate, you 

will dlow that every discourse ought to be a living creature, having a 

body of its own and a head and feet; there shodd be a dddle, beginning, 

and end, adapted to one another and to the whole."^0 Many of his succes

sors shared his concern for organization and devoted substantial portions 

of their writings to the subject. 

In the Rhetoric, Aristotle delineates two essential elements of a 

speech: statement and argument. He concedes that, aside from these indis-

pensable elements, there may be no more than four parts; proem, statement, 

argument, and epilogue. Refutation is classified under the argument. He 

^^Ibid., II, 319. * . 

5^1ato Phaedrus, p. 309. 
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suggests that, while the proem and epilogue may be classified as parts 

of the speech, they actudly have no function except as dds to memory. 

The proem may arouse or dlay prejudice, secure the attention and good 

dll of the audience, and catch or divert their attention. The epilogue 

renders the audence well-disposed, puts them in the right state of 

emotion, refreshes their memory, and magnifies the speaker's case.^^ 

The statement and the argument contain the "meat" of the case. They 

dll not be further cladfied at this point as Cicero proddes an ex

cellent discussion of the statement and argument as well as other parts 

of the speech. 

»4̂ $ i* The author of Rhetorica Ad Herendum sets forth two dnds of 

arrangement: one arising from rhetodcal pdnciples and the other 

adapted to particdar circimistances.52 Conceming the order of argu-

ments, especially in the proof and the refutation, he establishes the 

follodng guidelines: 

• . . (1) the strongest arguments shodd be placed at the begin-
dng and at the end of the pleadng; (2) those of n^dium force, and 
also those that are neither useless to the discourse nor essentid 
to the proof, which are weak if presented separately and inddd-
udly, but become strong and plausible when conjoined dth others, 
should be placed in the dddle. . . . (3) And for the rest, since 
what has been sdd last is easily comdtted to memory, it is usefd, 
when ceasing to speak^^to leave some very strong argument fresh 

f i in the hearer's dnd.^-^ 

Cicero supplies the most detdled treatment of arrangement in 

De Inventione as he considers six parts of a speech: exordium, narra-

tive, partition, confirmation, refutation, and peroration. 

'\. * 

5 lAdsto t l e Rhetoric, pp. 220-224, 240. 

52Ad C. Herendum, trans, by Harry Cap Ian (Cambridge, Massachu
s e t t s : Harvard Udversity Press, 1954), p. 185. 

53ibid. , p. 189. 
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"An exordum is a passage which brings the dnd of the auditor 

into a proper condition to receive the rest of the speech."54 with 

this defldtlon in dnd, Cicero gives certain rules concerdng the use 

of the exordium. 

The exordium ought to be sententious to a marked degree and of 
a high seriousness, and, to put it generally, should contain every-

: thing which contributes to dignity, because the best thing to do is 
that which especially commends the speaker to his audience. It 

i: « shodd contain very little brilliance, dvaclty, or finish of style, 
because these give rise to a suspicion of preparation and excessive 

v«ingendty.55 ^ 

...,̂. i The narrative, according to Cicero, is an exposition of events 

which have taken place or are supposed to have taken place. It is very 

sidlar in nature to Aristotle's statement. There are three kinds of 

narrative: 

*. . . . . one which contdns just the case and the whole reason for the 
depute; a second in which a digression is made beyond the strict 

t lidts of the case for the purpose of attacking somebody, or of 
making a comparison, or of amusing the audience in a way not in
congruous with the business in hand, or for amplification. The 
third kind is wholly unconnected with public issues, which is re
cited or written solely for amusement but at the same time pro
ddes valuable training. It is subdivided into two classes: one 
concerned dth events, the other principally dth persons. That 
which consists of an exposition of events has three forms: fabda, 
historia, argumentum.^o 

Finally, concerdng the first kind of narrative, it should be brief, 

dear, and plausible.^' 

m i ' The partition, if it is correctly made, renders the entire speech 

clear and perspicuoiis. It takes two forms: 

54cicero De Inventione, p. 41. 

55ibid.. p. 51,53. 

^^Ibid., p. 55. 

57ibid.. p. 57 

^ . ...«, p. M7i, 
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One form shows in what we agree d t h our opponents and what is left 
|. In the dispute; as a resdt of this some defidte problem is set 

for the auditor on which he ought to have his attention fixed. In 
wmwi'^^ 8«co^<i form the matters which we intend to discuss are briefly 

^set forth in a methodical way. This leads the audtor to hold de-
«*4*^^^^® points in d s dnd, and to understand that when these have 
•**^been discussed the oration d l l be over. ̂ ^ 

The confirmation or proof is the next dldsion of the speech. 

Since Cicero's concept of proof has predously been discussed, his de

fldtlon of the confirmation shodd suffice at this point. "Confirma-

don or proof is that part of the oration which by marshalling argu

ments lends credit, authority, and support to our case."^^ 

^<^a Next, Cicero considers the refutation, " . . . that part of the 

oration in wdch arguments are used to impdr, disprove, or weaken the 

confirmation or proof in our opponents' speech."^0 The refutation has 

been predously discussed under the heading of invention. A brief dis

cussion of dgression follows the refutation; however, Cicero does not 

consider It to be a regular part of the speech. 

The conclusion of the speech, or peroration, has three parts: 

" . . . the sumdng-up, the indignatio or exciting of indgnation or 111-
•; >••'•!- ^ IS'- -• y - f ' - \ ^ •:} 

d l l agdnst the opponent, and the conquestio or the arousing of pity 

and syn^athy."^^ 

Thus, Cicero considers six parts of an oration: exordiimi, nar-

rative, partition, confirmation, refutation, and peroration. These 

ddsions also form the basis of Quintlllan's consideration of arrange-

BMnt. 

# 58lbid., p. 63. ^ **' 

^^Ibid.. p. 69. 

^Qlbid.. p. 123. 

^^Ibid., p. 147. 
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$,,k^iM^ Qdntilian, while adhering to the generd patterns and concepts 

of arrangement espoused by Aristotle and Cicero, elaborates upon the 

various parts of the speech and considers certain tests of their practi-

edity in his Institutio Oratoria. 

w U I t' Concerdng the exordum, Qdntilian suggests that it shodd 

"propound rather than expound," that is, it shodd simply indicate the 

points on wdch the orator plana to speak rather than describing and 

explddng each point. The indiddud nature of the case shodd deter

d n e the content of the exordium; however, he generdly addses the 

avoidance of points which "tell agdnst us," and concentration on those 

i^ich are likdy to be "of serdce."^2 xf the proper considerations 

have been made, the exordtmi shodd prove simple to construct. 

• • • he i^o has a speech to make shodd consider what he has to say; 
before whom, in whose defense, agdnst whom, at what time and place, 
under what circumstances he has to speak; what is the popdar opin
ion on the subject, and what the prepossessions of the judge are 
likely to be; and finally of what we shodd express our deprecation 

'' or desire. Nature herself d l l give him the knowledge of what he 
ought to say first. ... A most attractive form of exordium is 
that which draws its materid from the speech of our opponent, if 
ody for the reason that the fact of its not hadng been composed at 

« home, but hadng been improdsed on the spot. ... It shodd 
rather seem simple and unpremeditated, while neither our words nor our 

^ looks shodd prodse too much.^3 

^ Finally, he points out the need for a transition between the exordum 

and the statement of fact. 

^ The statement of facts shodd be clear, plausible, and brief, 

^ adopting the order of presentation most sdtable to the case. Emotions 

( shodd not necessarily be avoided, as suggested by many other rhetori-

dans, but rather lid ted in thdr use and adapted to the particular case. 
•! -vadtJr' « 

^2Quintili«n Institutio Oratoria. II, 25. 

^3ibid.. II, 35-39. 
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A brief digression may separate the statement of facts and the proof or 

verification if it is warranted by the circumstances.^4 

Qdntilian stiggests that each proof begins with a proposition. 

"If propositions are put forward singly d t h the proofs appended, they 

d l l form severd dstinct propositions: If they are combined, they 

fdl under the head of partition. "^5 He warns that the orator must take 

care to present his points in the same order that has been assigned to 

them in the proposition. Qdntilian's treatment of proofs has been in-

eluded predously in this chapter under the canon of invention. 

Two types of conclusions, or perorations, are delineated by 

Qdntilian: those conceming facts and those concerdng the emotiond 

aspects of the case. 

The repetition and grouping of the facts . . • serves both to re-
*a fresh the memory of the judge and to place the whole of the case 

before his eyes, and, even dthough the facts may have made little 
impression on him in detdl, thdr cumdative effect is considerable< 
. . . But the most effective form of peroration is that which we may 

•^^^ use when we have an opportunity of drawing some argument from our 
opponent's speech. . . . 

It is therefore the duty of both parties to seek to d n the 
judge's goodwill and to divert it from their opponent, as dso to 

.^ exdte or assuage his emotions. And the following brief rule may 
be Idd down for the observation of both parties, that the orator 

1̂  shodd display the full strength of his case before the eyes of 
the judge, and, when he has made up his dnd what points in his 
case actually deserve or may seem to deserve to excite envy, good
will, dslike or pity, should dwell on those points by which he 
himself wodd be most moved were he trying the case.^^ 

#1 #1 Generdly, Qdntilian takes a somewhat pracdcd and utili

tarian approach to arrangement. He entmerates the various parts of the 

oration to be utilized; however, he considers few to be indispensable. 

6^Ibld., II, 67-127. 

^^Ibid., II, 135. -'« **- -mm-im^ 

6^Ibld., II, 383-389. 
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He suggests that the arrangement should be sdted to the case and certain 

parts may be odtted as the case demands. 

Although the ancients often disagreed as to the exact parts 

which should be included in a speech, they were all in agreement concern

ing the necessity for some type of arrangement or logical order of pre

sentation. 

' ' style 

The third rhetorical canon, style or elocutlo, received con

siderable attention from the classical rhetoricians. The task of cloth

ing the speech in appropriate language assumes a position of importance 

in the overdi speaking situation. After discovering what to say and 

the proper order to be used, it then becomes necessary to deterdne how 

to say it. 

Aristotle devotes the better part of Book III in the Rhetoric 

to a discussion of style. Good style, according to Aristotle, is clear, 

appropriate, and impressive. Clarity or purity depends primarily upon 

the correct use of connectives, specific words, gender, and nuoaber plus 

the avoidance of ambiguity. Propriety of language is indicated if it 
• • • ' • • — - ' • -f • ' • 

expresses emotion and character and if it is in proportion dth the sub

ject. Aristotle's rules for impressiveness include: (1) description 

of objects rather than merely nadng them, (2) tise of metaphors and epi

thets, (3) tise of the plural rather than the singular, (4) avoidance of 

linking two words dth one article, (5) use of connecting particles, 

and (6) description in terras of what a thing is not.^' 

67Aristotle Rhetoric, pp. 194-198. 
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Aristotle places considerable emphasis on the metaphor as a 

stylistic dedce. 

It is the metaphor above all else that gives clearness, charm, 
e and distinction to the style. . . . Our metaphors must be drawn 

from the province of things that are beautiful in sound, or in 
1,^ effect, or to sight, or some other of the senses.^^ 

He dso mentions the usefdness of epithets, didnutives, and sidles. 

ittg ri. He then dfferentiates between the types of style: 

By a "running" style I mean one that has no stopping-places in 
it before the subject under discussion comes itself to an end. It 
fdls to satisfy us, because it has no lidt; every one likes to 
have the end of a thing within dew. . . . The compact is that 
style which is in periods; and by a period I mean a sentence that 
has in itself a beginning and an end, and can be taken in as a 
whole at a glance. Such a style is pleasing, and easy to follow.^9 

The periodic style is either simple or antithetical. 

Cicero's most complete treatment of style is foimd in Orator. 

He emphasizes the necessity for propriety of style, not only among 

speeches but dso within the various divisions of the speech. The types 

of style are pldn, moderate, and grand. He describes each: 

v" Consequently the orator of the plain style, provided he is ele
gant and finished, d l l not be bold in coining words, and In metaphor 

t d l l be modest, sparing in the use of archdsms, and somewhat sub
dued in using the other embellishments of language and of thought. 

The second style is fdler and somewhat more robust than the 
simple style • . . but pldner than the grandest style. . . . In 
this style there is perhaps a dnimimi of vigour, and a madmum of 
charm. All of the ornaments are appropriate to this type of ora
tion, and it possesses charm to a high degree. . . . It is, as a 
matter of fact, a brilliant and florid, highly coloured and polished 
style in which d l the charms of language and thought are intertwined. 

The orator of the third style is magnificent, opulent, stately 
and ornate; he undoubtedy has the greatest power. . . . I mean the 

» •'̂"'* 

P^Ibid., pp. 187, 189. in. *3 

6^Ibid., p. 202. 
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kind of eloqu^ce which rushes dong with the roar of a dghty 
stream. . . . ^0 

He concludes by stating that a trdy eloquent person can dscuss " . . . 

conmonplace matters simply, lofty subjects effectively, and topics rang-

ing between In a tempered style."^^ 

Cicero then synthesizes the elements of style with the remdn-

ing rhetoricd canons. 

. . • the art of delivering a beautiful oration in effective oratori-
c d style is nothing else, . . . than presenting the best thoughts in 
the choicest language. Furthermore, there is no thought which can 
bring credt to an orator unless it is fitly and perfectly expressed, 
nor is any brilliance of style revealed unless the words are care-
fdly arranged. And both thought and dctlon are embellished by 
rhythm. '^ 

He adds in De Optimo Genere Oratonm: 

. . . we must manage while keeping our diction fadtless and pure 

. . . to achieve a choice of words both "proper" and figurative. Of 
"proper" words we shodd choose the most elegant, and in the case 
of figurative language we shodd be modest in our use of metaphors 
and careful to avoid far-fetched comparisons.'3 

One of Cicero's greatest contributions to the concept of style 

was d s development of the use of wit and humor. In De Oratore we find 

the following discussion: 

. . . it is eddently the orator's business to rdse a laugh, both, 
because the good-humor he puts into the audience, procures him 
favor; and the smartness that is often contained in one word is 
udversdly addred; • . . and because it lessens, confounds, hampers, 
frightens, and confutes the opponent; and as it shows the orator 
himsdf to be a man of politeness, learning, and good-breeding; 
but above all, because it softens or unbends sorrow and severity, 
and very often by a joke or a laugh it disposes of very ugly mat-

^Ocicero Brutus, Orator, trans, by G. L. Hendrickson and H. M. 
Hubbell (Cambridge, Massachusetts: Harvard Udversity Press, 1952), 
pp. 369-377. ̂<»«. 

^^Ibid., p. 379. • -1> ^s* 

72ibld., 499 

^3cicero De Optimo Genere Oratorum, p. 357. 
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ters, which d l l not bear to be cleared up by proofs. . . . 
Moderation, therefore, is chiefly to be observed in matters of 

wit. . . . Here we must take it as a rde to do nothing insipidly, 
nor act like a buffoon. An orator must avoid both extremes, he 
must not make his jests too abusive nor too buffoonish; . . . . 

There are two kinds of himior; one arising from the subject, the 
other from the expression.^^ 

a^?f*?v Qtxintilian's Institutio Oratoria warns of the dangers of over-

attention to stylistic perfection, a practice which was becodng increas

ingly popular with many of his contemporaries. He suggests that the 

orator shodd " . . . form a true conception of the principles of elo

quence, accumulate a copious supply of words by wide and sdtable reading, 

apply the art of arrangement to the words thus acqdred, and findly, by 

continud exercise, develop strength to use his acquisitions."^5 

Embellishment and the means by which it may be achieved are 

treated in detdl by Qdntilian. He identifies tropes, figures of 

thought, and figures of language. 

The trope indicates the alteration of a word or phrase from 

one meaning to another. The most common are metaphor, sidle, synec

doche, metonymy, and onomatopoeia. He also discusses the antonomasla, 

wdch substitutes something else for a proper name; the catachresis, 

or using a closely related term to describe something for which no des

criptive term edsts; and the metalepsis, a transition from one trope 

to another. Other tropes are siaq>ly omamentd: epithet, dlegory. 
jnŝ  ii^ m:^» 

periphrasis or drcumlocution, hyperbaton or transposition of words, 

and hyperbole or exaggeration.'^ 

^^Cicero On the Orator, pp. 204-205. 

^^Qdntilian Institutio Oratoria, III, 193. 

^^ibid.. Ill, 301-345. 
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"A figure, on the other hand, . . . is the term employed when we 

give our language a conformation other than the obdous and ordnary."^^ 

The figures of thought include: rhetorical question, antidpation, 

hesitation, paradox, simulation of emotion, impersonation, ellipse, 

apostrophe, d d d illustration, irony, confession, concession, agree

ment, aposiop<ssis or feigned reticence, midcry, feigned repentance, 

and intimation. '^ Conceming the figures of language, Qdntilian 

states: ''y^x'^ji ^C-A 
sjl^vsT -.y ^'- -•:.. ..- .^ V , • 

4 • • words may be repeated and reiterated or reproduced dth some 
slight change. Sentences may repeatedy commence or end dth 
the same word or may begin and end dth the same phrase. The 
same word may be reiterated either at the begindng or at the 

r̂̂  conclusion, or may be repeated in a different sense. Words may 
have the same inflexion or termination or be placed in various 

K^< antitheses, our language may rise by gradations to a climax, or 
a number of words may be placed together in asyndeton dthout 
connecting particles. Or we may omit something, tdiile making 
clear the reason for such odsslon, or correct ourselves dth 

xr apparent censure of our carelessness, may utter exclamations of 
admiration or grief, or introduce the same word repeatedy in 

f<^i dfferent cases.'9 

¥>oty 111 Style, then, was a major consideration of the classical rhetori

cians. The preceding discussion has merely touched upoa a few of the 

major concepts governing language and its usage. 

Memory 

Memorla, the fourth rhetorical canon, is touched upon by severd 

of the ancients; however, few consider it in depth. It is, perhaps, the 

least tangible of the canons. Memory concerns the orator's powers of 

retention and his ability to master his subject matter. 
V'-^'*'^'^ '*'*-̂ '̂'" *%'» 

^^Ibid . , I I I , 351. 

7®Ibld., I l l , 377-415. 

79Ibid. . I l l , 369-371 
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i Plato makes one significant reference to memory in the Phaedrus. 

He suggests that things shodd be comdtted to memory rather than being 

written, for we have a tendency to rely upon the written word if it is 

available, to the exclusion of the cultivation of memory.®^ 

im iM The Rhetorica Ad Herendimi proddes the earliest extant discus

sion of memory, the guardian of d l parts of rhetoric. The author con

siders two types: 

t' '; There are, then two kinds of memory: one naturd, and the other 
the product of art. The natural memory is that memory which is im-

Uf bedded in our dnds, bom simultaneously d t h thought. The artifi-
d d memory is that memory which is strengthened by a kind of trdn-

* ing and system of discipline.®! 

Artifidd memory includes images which are iB5>rinted upon various back

grounds, ^biemodcs, or memory dedces, may prove usefd to the orator. 

Cicero's discussions of the necessity for a llberd education 

indirectly apply to the concept of memory by indicating the necessity 

for a large and diverse fund of knowledge to be retained by the orator. 

More drectly, in De Oratore he speaks of the retention of words. "The 

memory ought likewise to be employed in leardng a good many words of 

our own and of foreign literature; and, besides this, I do not think it 

wodd be adss if you shodd adopt the rules which relate to the method 

of Imprinting on your memory your subject, by certain hints taken from 

places and resemblances."®2 He, like the author of Ad Herennium. advo

cates the use of artificial memory through images and localities, and 

points out the necessity for practice. Speaking of the importance of 

memory, Cicero states: "The memory of things is the business of the 

^ l a t o Phaedrus, p. 323. ̂^ 

8lAd Herennium, p. 207. 

82cicero On the Orator, p. 67. 
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pleader; and that may be informed by well placed images of objects, 

that we may retain the sentiments by means of these Images, and the 

order by means of the places."®3 

p^-gf- Qdntilian, in beginning his discussion of memory, states that 

he is not opposed to using notes during a speech. He goes on to say 

that he never writes down anything that he does not plan to comdt to 

memory.^ He is in agreement with the majority of the ancients in 

d d d l n g his discussion of memory into the natural and the artifidd. 

Although he advocates reliance on natural memory, he recognizes the 

assistance of the artificial. Writing, proper dldsion, and artistic 

structure are excellent gddes for memory; however, the supreme 

method of memory is encompassed by practice and industry. This reten

tion is tisefd to the orator: 

. . . a good memory will give us credit for quickness of wit as well, 
by creating the impression that our words have not been prepared 

,.̂  in the seclusion of the study, but are due to the inspiration of 
the moment, an impression which is of the utmost assistance both 

jtĵp to the orator and to his cause.®5 

He condtides by mentioning that if a person is not endowed d t h a good 

naturd memory or if time is pressing, it is far safer " . . . to secure 

a good grasp of the facts themselves and to leave ourselves free to 

speak as we will.""" 

Memory, therefore, while not given detailed or lengthy treat

ment by the ancients, is recognized by most as a dtal element in the 

speaking situation. It Is, indeed, a necessity for the effective orator. 

83ibid., p. 255. . , v̂ ^ 

84Quintilian Institutio Oratoria, IV, 151, 

Q^Ibid., IV, 239. 

®^Ibid., IV, 241. 
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' Utet ••̂ î tif';̂ ,, ' -f, h. ^ Delivery 

The find rhetoricd canon is delivery, also referred to as 

pronuntiatio and actio, depending \ipon irfilch aspect of delivery the 

particular author considered to be more important. Although certainly 

concerned d t h this canon and cognizant of its importance, the ancients 

generdly devoted ody a smdl proportion of their writings to the dis

cussion of the delivery of the oration. 

wiu Aristotle suggests in his Rhetoric that delivery largely de

terdnes the effect of the speech. He explains his concept of delivery: 

^ The art of delivery has to do with the voice: dth the right 
management of it to express each several emotion—as when to use 
a loud voice, when a soft, and when the intermediate; dth the mode 
of using pitch—high, low, and Intermedate; and dth the rhythms 
to be used in each particular case. These are, in fact, the three 
tdngs tUat receive action: volume, modulation of pitch, and 
rhythm. °' 

S4; > The author of Rhetorica Ad Herennium proddes a somewhat more 

detdled discussion of delivery, induding both vocal and physical 

aspects. Vocd quality is didded into three parts: volume, stabil

ity, and flexibility. Volume is highly dependent upon nature, while 

stability is gained through cultivation. Flexibility depends upon 

exerdse and is primarily governed by rhetorical rules. 

The aspects of Fledbility are Conversational Tone, Tone of De
bate, and Tone of Amplification. The Tone of Conversation is 
relaxed, and is closest to daily speech. The Tone of Debate is 
energetic, and is suited to both proof and refutation. The Tone 
of Amplification either rouses the hearer to wrath or moves him 

to pity. -'^ '*• ̂  •**>«>;?•' • • ^ . : \ i . \ 

Each of these tones are further didded: 

is I The Conversational Tone comprises four kinds: the Dignified, 

67Ari8totle Rhetoric, p. 183. 

^^Ad Herendum, p. 197. 
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the Explicative, the Narrative, and the Facetious. The Dignified, or 
Serious, Tone of Conversation is marked by some degree of impressive
ness and by vocal restraint. The Explicative in a calm voice ex-
pldns how something could or could not have been brought to pass. 

ctt vThe Narrative sets forth events that have occurred or dght have 
occurred. The Facetious can on the basis of some clrcimistance 

Ot elicit a laugh which is modest and refined. 
In the Tone of Debate are distinguishable the Sustained and 

^P*the Broken. The Sustained is full-voiced and accelerated delivery. 
The Broken Tone of Debate is punctured repeatedly with short, Inter-
dttent pauses, and is vociferated sharply. 

The Tone of Amplification Includes the Hortatory and the Pa
thetic. The Hortatory, by amplifying some fault, incites the 
hearer to indignation. The Pathetic, by amplifying dsfortunes, 
wins the hearer over to pity.®9 

Physical movement, the second aspect of delivery, is treated 

by the author in a sidlar manner. 

Physical movement consists in a certain control of gesture and den 
which renders what is delivered more plausible. Accordingly the 

^ f a d d expression shodd show modesty and animation, and the 
gestures shodd not be conspicuous for either elegance or gross-
ness, lest we give the impression that we are either actors or day 
labourers. It seems, then, that the rdes regulating bodily move
ment ought to correspond to the several divisions of tone com
prising voice.^0 

The author then concludes his discussion by describing the proper ges

tures for each of the severd vocal tones. 

Cicero includes a more detailed discussion of delivery than did 

Aristotle; however, it remains rather superficial in nature. In Orator, 

Cicero describes the delivery of the superior orator: 

The superior orator will therefore vary and moddate his voice; 

i^f^"^ . . . He will also use gesture in such a way as to avoid excess: 
he will mdntain an erect and lofty carriage, with but little pac-

<^ ing to and fro, and never for a long distance. As for darting for
ward, he will keep it under control and employ it but seldom. There 

t̂  should be no effednate bending of the neck, no twiddling of the fin
gers, no marking rhythm with the finger-joint. . . . After assuring 

*̂  that the expression shall not be silly or grimacing, the next point 
is the careful control of the eyes. For as the face is the image of 

89. ^Ibid., pp. 197, 199. 

^^Ibid., pp. 201, 203. 
;^j . 
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the soul, so are the eyes its interpreters, . . . .91 

In De Oratore. Cicero compares the variations and responsiveness 

of delivery to the dverslty of a musical instrument and to the artistry 

of a pdnter. He emphasizes the importance of facial expression and 

appropriate physicd action. 

,1; But d l depends upon the face, and all the power of the face is 
centered in the eyes. . . • All action depends upon the passions, of 
which the face is the picture, and the eyes the interpreters. Ac
tion is, . . . the language of the body, and therefore ought to 
correspond to the thought.^2 

Finally, Qdntilian proddes a detailed discussion of delivery 

in his Insdtutio Oratoria. He subscribes to many of the precepts es

poused by Cicero; however, he further includes practicd rdes for 

their application. The voice mechadsm is given a detdled treatment. 

He then moves to rdes for good vocal delivery. 

The rdes for delivery are identicd dth those for the language 
of oratory itself. For, as our language must be correct, clear, 
ornate and appropriate, so dth our delivery; it dll be correct, 
that is free from fadt, if our utterance be fluent, clear, pleas
ant and "urbane," that Is to say, free from all traces of a rustic 
or a foreign accent. . . .̂ 3 

The first essentid of good delivery is evenness. The voice 
must not run joltingly, with irregdarity of rhythm and sound, 

. nidng long and short syllables, grave accents and acute, tones 
loud and low, dthout discridnation, the resdt being that this 

^ udversd unevenness produces the impression of a limping gait. 
The second essential is variety of tone, and it is in this alone 
that delivery redly consists.^^ 

Qdndlian's primary emphasis centers around appropriateness in vocd 

delivery, not only for the speaker, but also for the subject, the emo

don, and the speech structure. 

91cicero Orator, pp. 349, 351. 

^2cicero On the Orator, pp. 342-343. 

^3QuintUian Institutio Oratoria. IV, 259. 

^^Ibid., IV, 265, 267. 
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Gesture is treated in great detdl in the Institutio Oratoria. 

Qdntilian considers the movements of the entire body from the head 

down, adapting his comments to the appropriate dress of the day. Again, 

appropriateness is the key. He concludes his discussion of delivery on 

a note of practicdity: " . . . every man must get to know his own pecul

iarities and must consdt not merely the generd rdes of techdque, 

but his own nature as wdl dth a y±e» to fordng his delivery."^^ 

This, then, has been a brief overdew of the dassicd rhetori

cal precepts. Perhaps Cicero best summarizes such a dscussion of the 

canons when he states in De Oratore: 

The whole science of eloquence is divided into these five parts: 
an orator must find out what he has to say; he must then distribute 
and range it, not only in order, but also dth reference to its 
importance; he is next to clothe and embellish it by d s expres
sion; he is then to imprint it in the memory, and lastly to de
liver it with gracefulness and dgdty.9o 

Contemporary Application 

The five rhetorical canons have surdved the test of time and 

proved to be as relevant in the second hdf of the twentieth century 

as they were in ancient Greece and Rome. Through the years, emphasis 

has changed somewhat; however, the basic concepts remdn. 

Invendon still includes the factors mentioned above; however, 

advanced leardng, especially concerdng psychologicd principles, has 

m^Ack the concept more conq>lex. In the area of audience analysis and 

adaptation the fanatical speaker must consider a dde range of dews— 

politicd, religious, radd—as well as the dverse socid and econodc 

'fn ^ 

95ibid., IV, 347. 

96Q£^3rp On the Orator, pp. 62-63. 
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posidons of d s listeners. He may be speaking to over a dllion people 

at one time because of our advanced technology. These factors deterdne 

the use of ethicd, pathetical, and logical appeals which obdously 

vary d t h the audience on a somewhat larger scde than during the classi' 

c d period. Ethos is deterdned more by the speaker's past actions 

than through the speech itself. 

Few, if any, changes are noticeable in the area of arrangement. 

The introduction, body, and conclusion are employed as a rde; however, 

the arrangement of arguments follows any number of appropriate patterns. 

While orgadzation is stressed, style seems to have lost status. 

The pldn style is most often employed, dthough examples of the mod

erate and grand styles may still be found. Appropriateness is the key, 

as it was d t h the ancients. 

Perhaps the greatest change has occurred in the concept of 

memory. Seldom are speeches memorized, rather enq>hasis is given to 

ideas, concepts, and a somewhat conversatlond extemporaneous delivery. 

If a more precise and formal presentation is demanded, a manuscript is 

used. Emphasis, however, is upon outlidng and a general fund of knowl

edge. 

The importance of delivery is still recognized, although more 

generd in nature. Diction, pronunciation, pause, rate, emphasis, and 

the like take precedence over specific tond qudities and correspond

ing gestures. Gestures are naturd and spontaneous as a rule. Over

d i , the key is again appropriateness. 

In conclusion, it wodd seem to this writer that the effects of 

increased knowledge and particdarly the mass media have exerted the 

greatest influence iq>on contemporary rhetorical practices. As a mani-
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festadon of this idea, Wayne Brockriede suggests that the emphasis 

appears to center upon the interaction between speaker and audience.97 

It would seem appropriate, therefore, to include relevant background 

conceming the speaker, the situation, the audence, and the ultimate 

influence of the speech as well as an exadnation of the speech itself 

in the follcwing andyses of fanatical oratory. 

97wayne Brockriede, "Toward a Contemporary Aristotelian Theory 
of Rhetoric," The Quarterly Journal of Speech, LII (February, 1966), 36, 
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CHAPTER V 

n : ^ ANALYSIS OF SPEECHES 

With the historical perspective and the basis for rhetoricd 

andysis in d n d we may now proceed to the andysis of the speeches. 

One significant and representative speech from each of the selected 

fanatics—Joseph McCarthy, Billy James Hargls, and Mdcolm X—shall be 

exadned in detail d t h the d m of obtaidng a better understanding of 

this powerful tool of the fanatic. The text of each of the speeches 

may be found in Appendix B of this study. 

Joseph R. McCarthy 

The Speaker 

Although Joseph Raymond McCarthy was fond of speaking of him

self, he sddom mentioned his early life and, therefore, relatively 

little is known about it. He was bom November 14, 1908, in Grand 

Chute Township, Wisconsin. He was the fifth of dne children b o m to 

his poor Irish parents. It is sdd that he was a shy, awkward, un

appealing child who was often teased by the other children.^ 

HaCarthy attended Underdll Country School but qdt at the 
lifi f* «'.%.&;?;•'*.!. 

end of granmar school to become a chicken farmer. When dsease dped 

out d s business, he moved to Manawa, Wisconsin, where be became the 

manager of a grocery store. At this point, he resumed his education. 

^Rovere, Senator Joe McCarthy, p. 80. 

» 
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completing a four-year high school program in the space of one year. 

Upon graduation he entered Marquette Udversity as an engineering stu

dent but changed to law after two years. 

I He supported himself and pdd his tdtion by working as a dsh-
washer and pie-baker in the Pflater Hotel, a gas-station attend-

]« ^it, a pick-and-shovel man on a road-construction gang. His 
acadedc record seems to have been average. He was president of 

ii^h ̂ ® dass, though, and a varsity boxer, and when he was in law 
school, he was college bodng coach. 2 

The next few years found Joe McCarthy supplementing his meager 

lawyer's earnings dth poker dndngs. At an undeterdned point during 

this period of time, his politicd affiliation was reversed. From 

leader of the Young Democratic cltib in 1935, he campaigned for and 

von a term as drcdt judge on the Republican ticket in 1939. 

As a judge, he had only one claim to distinction, and its 
^̂ ^ validity was questionable. The court cdendar was choked dth 

untried cases—approdmately two hundred and fifty of than, ac-
, cording to him—and he undertook to put an end to the law's de
lay. In one period of six weeks, he kept his court in session 
until ddnight a dozen times. Within a few months, he had cleared 
the cdendar, and never again fell behind. Justice, though, may 

-̂.,. not have been advanced by his efforts to accelerate it. He be
came noted for five-dnute divorce judgements .3 

kt\m ^- • • 
In 1942 McCarthy became a first lieutenant in the Marine Corps 

«'iS*J,"ia.. •.•."'4..,' \:-jm: 

while retaidng his judgeship. He served until 1944, and in later 

years capitalized upon his dlltary serdce. 

Rundng for the Senate in 1944, he sdd he had been on fourteen 
^̂ 4 dssions. In the Senate, in 1948, he dalmed seventeen. In 1951, 

he made it thirty. In 1951 he asked for and in 1952 was given the 
^^ Distingdshed Flying Cross, which is awarded for twenty-five combat 

dssions. According to the Washington Evedng Star for November 
^ 14, 1951, his Marine Corps serdce record "shows no notation of 

his hadng qualified for an aerid gtmner's wings or being credited 
., dth combat dssions."^ ̂^ ,̂ ,5, , 

f-****. 

^Ibid., p. 84. 

•^bid., p. 91. 

*Ibid., p. 95. 
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t Completely disregarding the policies banning dlltary 

personnel from speaking on political issues, McCarthy entered the 

Wisconsin primary while he was still in the South Pacific. He lost 

his bid for the senatorial nomination, but he was re-elected circdt 

judge in 1945. The following year he was elected to the senate seat 

held for twenty years by Robert M. LaFollette, Jr. Conceming his 

early career as a senator, Rovere states: 

^.Mmm.i In McCarthy's first three years in the Senate, there was little 
to suggest that he would be—or even aspired to be—anything more 

' * than a competent boodler and a publicity-hungry politician of a 
qdte ordinary sort. He was on the make with all the devices of 

'̂'* ambition, and he was unencimibered by any sort of nwrallty.^ 

If tf Ui The major phase in the career of Senator Joseph McCarthy be

gan in 1950 with his speech in Wheeling, West Virglda, in which he 

asserted that the State Department was infiltrated with Communists. 

Suddedy g d d n g the ear of the public, he was qdck to take advantage 

of his popdarity. In the four years that followed, he had numerous 

opportunities to face the public, and as a result, McCarthyism spread. 

After his re-election in 1952, he became the Chairman of the Senate 

Permanent Sub-Comdttee on Investigations. The major events in which 

he was Involved included the Investigation of the International Infor-

matlon Admidstration and his testimony before the Tydings Comdt tee 

and during the Army-McCarthy hearings. At various times he lashed 

out agdnst Dean Acheson and ntmierous State Department employees. 

Success prompted him to seek more dctims such as Generals George C. 

Marshall and Ralph Zdcker, Presidents Harry Trimian and Ddght 

Eisenhower, Edward R. Murrow and Adld Stevenson, to name only a few. 

The Army-McCarthy hearings in the late spring of 1954 marked 

^Ibid., pp. 104-105. 
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the final turning point in McCarthy's career. These teledsed hearings 

evolved into a major defeat for McCarthy: 

In the first place, McCarthy was stopped from further acts of 
destruction during the hearings. In the second place, the fact 
that he was a seditionlst was made manifest to the entire country, 
80 that only those tolerant of sedition (a very considerable number 
of Americans) codd remain tolerant toward him. In the third place, 
a Senate opposition was forged; three Democrats and one Republican 
on the Sub-comdttee had no choice but to appear as antagonists.^ 

In December of the same year, the Senate passed a resolution 

censuring McCarthy, thus marking the end of his significance in Ameri

can politics. Although he retained his position, his sedority, and 

his comdt tee chdrmanship, he lost his power to control and manipu

late the political structure. As a resdt he began to drink more 

heavily and was often ill. Joe McCarthy died on May 2, 1957. His 

funeral was hdd in the Senate chaaî er. 

McCarthy's primary and overriding belief was that the country 

was in danger of destruction due to internal Communist subversion. 

Such a belief coupled with his intense ambition made him a dangerous 

adversary. Rorty and Decter elaborate upon his character. 

Senator McCarthy is endowed dth many talents, . . . a 
native shrewdness, and a sure instinct that enables him to probe 
and exploit an opponent's weakness. He is a brilliant tactician, 
a highly skilled maneuverer and in-flghter, an astonishingly 

I able parliamentarian on the Senate floor and in comdttee, and— 
despite his lack of polish and finesse—an effective figure on 
the public platform. He is clearly slngle-dnded of purpose and 
to many people a man of considerable personal charm.' 

The influence of McCarthyism was widespread during his four-

year reign. Some of the results are envmierated by Rorty and Decter: 

(I) He has serioxisly in^aired the operation of Fort Monmouth, 

6lbid., p. 213. 

^Rorty and Decter, McCarthy and the Communists, p. 109. 
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the nation's Nimber One research laboratory for defense eigdnst 
atodc attack. 
(II) He has grievously dsrupted the effectiveness of the Voice 
of America. . . . 
(III) He has gravely threatened the integrity and usefulness of 
the Foreign Serdce. . . . 
(IV) He has wantonly injured the processes of constitutiond 
government by stimulating and exploiting a network of private in
formers throughout the government. 
(V) He has spread disudty at home. . . . 
(VI) He has spread disunity in the free world by symbolizing 
fanadcal forces of mireason which free men abroad fear may be 
taking over America.^ 

Besides its politicd implications, McCarthyism was also felt in non-

politicd areas. 

The world of mass entertainment—Hollywood, teledsion, and much 
of the press cracked badly. Motion-picture and teledsion scripts 
were often studied by learned men to make certdn they contdned 
nothing offensive to McCarthyism. . . . The World of advertis
ing. • . was sidlarly asthedc, and it often spread the afflic-
don. Vice-presidents in charge of "internal security," common
place in Rockefeller Center and Hollywood, turned up in brew
eries, brokerage houses, and casket factories.9 

Destructive as McCarthyism proved to be, it did serve to a-

waken the American people. McCarthy amassed a huge popular following 

which decreased somewhat d t h his dedse; however, thousands remdned 

faithful to him and to his cause. 

«;i ...v̂ --!" 

The Speech 

Occasion 

"The Red-Tinted Washington Crowd" was delivered by Senator 

McCarthy at a Republican campaign meeting in Appleton, Wisconsin, on 

November 3, 1952, the evening before the national election. It was 

the last in a series of verbal exchanges between McCarthy and the 

®Ibid., pp. 86-87. 

^Rovere, Senator Joe McCarthy, p. 268. 
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Stevenson camp. The setting was sigdficant since McCarthy claimed 

Appleton as d s hometown. Although the speech was designed to glorify 

Eisenhower and the Repiiblican party at Stevenson's expense, it also 

served as a campdgn speech for McCarthy in Wisconsin. He had recently 

won a primary dctory in his bid for re-election as senator from that 

state. His opponent was Thomas E. Fdrchild. 

y-H ^ McCarthy was the prlndpd speaker and tms introduced by 

Steve J. Miller, State Chdrman of the McCarthy for Senator Club. The 

speech was broadcast to a nationd radio audience, and due to the time 

factor, Stevenson would have drtudly no opportunity to answer 

McCarthy's latest charges. 

The text of the speech was taken from The Agitator in American 

Society edted by Charles W. I«omaa,10 which was based on a recording 

of the radio broadcast and was transcribed exactly as delivered. 

Audence 

The live audience of 1,800 to which McCarthy spoke was ob

dously composed primarily of addt members of the Wisconsin Republi

can party. On a larger scde, however, the national radio audience 

was of a highly heterogeneous nature. McCarthy adapted to both situa

tions by carefully including direct references to both groups. He 

also took the opportunity to direct portions of his speech toward the 

Democrats as well as toward the loyd Republicans. The audence re

sponded d t h enthusiastic applause and cheering. 

10 Lomas, The Agitator In American Society, pp. 155-162. 

•'>>^, 
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Invention yi 'm^sy^ ' • •-

The purpose of McCarthy's speech was obdously to dscredit 

Stevenson further while aiding the Republican cause. He wanted to 

capture any undecided votes before the day of the election. It wodd 

properly be classified as deliberative speech dth both advantage and 

injury as its ends. Obdously conjectural in nature, the speech 

probes the reasons for the rejection of Stevenson. 

McCarthy used an abundance of non-artistic proofs, especially 

those in the form of documents, magazine articles, and letters. These 

proofs were combined dth numerous examples of artistic proofs. 

Ethicd Persuasion 

McCarthy's ethos was the resdt of both indirect and direct 

methods. Indirectly, his prestige as a senator and reputation as a 

Communist scourge enhanced his ethos. His cause was considered to be 

dghly commendable. He was certainly not famous for his gentle quall-

des; on the contrary, he enjoyed an image of the tough, uncouth poli

tician, just the man for such a dirty job. Several instances dthin 

the speech were designed to enhance McCarthy's ethos directly. He 

attempted to establish an atmosphere of friendliness and good d l l and 

to establish common ties with the audience. He rednded them of his 

industry on their behdf. "So I have been fighting night and day, 

for months and years, to expose and get Communists, and Communist-line 

thinkers out of positions of power in Washington."^^ He also attempted 

•̂4liis quotation is taken from the text of "The Red-Tinted 
Washington Crowd" which may be found in Appendix B of this study. 
Quotations from HcCarthy which will appear in the remainder of this 
andysis d l l be taken from the same source unless otherdse indicated. 
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to Strengthen his ethos by reputing the Ed Morgan broadcast. 

Pathetical Persuasion 

Joe McCarthy was masterful in his use of emotiond appeals 

which are liberally sprinkled throughout the speech. His appeals in

clude fear, indignation, hatred, love, pity, and patriotism. Perhaps 

one of his strongest appeds is found near the conclusion of the 
'lî msr vl'?-:.,: W^E'y 

Speech. 

And when the Commudsts accepted the indtatlon as they were 
W.C boxind to do, and moved into South Korea, then we landed our 

fighting men in Korea and have sent them engaging in a war in 
«K one of the most unfavorable spots on Earth, most unfavorable from 

the standpoint of d n d n g a decisive dctory. . . . over 120,000 
m American boys have consecrated the hills and valleys of Korea 

dth their blood. Now An^rican mothers—^American mothers—the 
r« mothers of the boys who died in Korea, must wonder . . . . 

The choice of words and ideas are often obdously drected toward the 

emotions. 

Logical Persuasion ŵ* 

1 ici% V McCarthy was dso masterful in his tise of seedngly logical 

persuasion. His arguments generally concerned the attributes of per

sons and of their actions. He used both probable and seedngly ir-

refutable arguments. The probable arguments Invariably took the form 

of reasoning from sign. For example, McCarthy stated: 

I do not tell you that Schlesinger, Stevenson's number one man, 
«5fc number one bralntrust, I don't tell you that he's a Commudst. 

I have no information on that point. But I do know if he were 
a Communist he wodd ridicde religion. He would also addse 
that Communists be allowed to teach your children. 

at'. vf ."WW •c»«i«..>«"•.—• 

He continued to use the same type of argumentation conceming DeVoto 

and Wechsler. This excerpt dso proddes an excellent example of 

McCarthy's use of insinuation and innuendo. 

? .••''.>*! 
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The irrefutable argument is characterized by McCarthy's use of 

the dilemma. In several instances he suggests that the election pro

ddes two dtematlves: get rid of the Communists or get more of them. 

In the one example of reasoning by example found in the speech, 

HcCarthy made a totally unsupported leap in his reasoning. After read

ing a quotation concerning the rise in unemployment he concluded, 

"Now d t h unemployment increasing at the rate of one dllion a year 

accordng to one of our great labor orgadzations, this meant of 

course that we were heading right smack into a depression." It dght be 

worth noting that the next sentence dter the quotation cited by McCarthy 

explicitly stated that such a conclusion was not to be implied. Ob-

dously that sentence from the original source was odtted by McCarthy. 
.'hVi^''^ I,.,'?. .;.ki'>,;. 'y't:.-y- . .̂;.' • . 

^)i^^-iar.7 ". y y ' . i ' i . ^-r- *.^-^--'--/y" •-• • 

Arrangement .^i . ? '.'yy.,- ^-^ 

The speech is didded into the exordium, a combination narra

tive and refutation, and the peroration. Such a pattern of orgadza

tion was well sdted to the subject under consideration. Actually 

much of the speech is a gigantic refutation and counter-argimient. 

Exordium 

The introductory remarks are quite lengthy, comprising almost 

a third of the entire speech. He begins by establishing rapport d t h 

d s Wisconsin constitiients and attempting to gdn their good will through 

an expression of gratitude for their support. Still addressing his live 

audience, he refutes the Ed Morgan broadcast of the predous dght. 

With this task accomplished, he shifts his attention to the entire au

dence and moves into the body of the speech by explddng his purpose, 

that is, to refute Stevenson's answers to his predous charges. 
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Narrative and Refutation 

The body of the speech exadnes Stevenson's "brdntrust" and 

his campdgn slogan. HcCarthy used a brief narrative to expldn the 

status of each argument and then proceeds with the refutation. The re

futation generally takes the form of statement, attack, and counter

argument. HcCarthy's most frequent methods of refutation include ig

noring the question and begging the question, as illustrated in the 

following examples: 

« . . . they say, "Oh, HcCarthy took this out of context." Now of 
course I didn't quote the entire article. But if any of you care 
to read it before you vote tomorrow, go to your public library 
. . . . and see whether this was taken out of context. 

He said, "He left out this phrase." Listen to the phrase that 
was left out. "So long as they do not disqudify themselves by 
Intellectual distortions in the classroom." Do you know what that 
means? I don't. As anyone knows, a Communist teacher must be 
intellectually distorted, or he wouldn't be a Commudst. 

The counter-eddence is generally a continuation of the pre

dous charges. In itself it is vdid; however, taken out of context as 

it often is, all validity is lost. McCarthy used an interesting tech

dque which is based upon the belief that when given specific sources 

of eddence, the audience will not investigate them. This is espe

cially the case concerning McCarthy's "evidence" agdnst De Voto and 

Schlesinger. The DeVoto article is highly anti-Communist in nature, 

despite its criticism of some of the techdques used by the FBI. ̂ 2 

Sidlarly, the body of Schlesinger's book redew pointed out the fal

lacies and excesses of the Commudsts as seen in Chambers' book.^3 

•̂ 2Bernijr̂ l DeVoto, "Due Notice to the FBI," Harper's Magazine. 
October, 1949, p. 65-68. 

^3^rthur Schlesinger, Jr., "Whittaker Chambers and His 'Wit-
• ness,'" Saturday Redew, May 24, 1952, p. 8-10, 39-41. 
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McCarthy's charges against Wechsler come under the headng of 

untruth. Addttedly a Commudst as a youth, Wechsler had fought Com

munism since leadng the Young Communist League in 1937.^4 i^ this 

connection, Robert and Dale Newman consider McCarthy to be a pathologi

cal liar.^^ Rorty and Decter use a dlder term for this method of ly

ing, "multiple untruth," that is, a combination of truth and half-truth 

closely interwoven and frequently repeated.^^ Both defidtions are 

characterized in McCarthy's speech. Rogln suggests that he would have 

been far less effective if he had not "capitalized on America's weak

ness in the face of the practical and concrete."-^7 

Two chains of reasoning are contained in the speech: one dis

crediting Stevenson's addsors, the other dscredltlng his campaign 

slogan. The pattern is simple in both instances. 

Peroration '-'̂^ in»*%'v. ---H r.̂ -̂ v • *" y-t:-.. 

^f '& i The brief peroration consists of four sentences; however, 

HcCarthy accomplished several tasks in the small space. It was a sum

mary, a dilemma, and a did challenge couched in colorful, emotion-

packed language. McCarthy painted a dvld picture as he reiterated the 

avdlable alternatives, v̂ - ̂ sr t .^ 

Style 

McCarthy used a plain and somewhat loose style which was highly 

^^Rorty and Decter, McCarthy and the Communists, pp. 34-35, 

^Robert P. Newman and Dale R. Newman, Eddence (Boston: i^mt^% 
Houghton Mifflin Company, 1969), p. 67. 

l^Rorty and Decter, McCarthy and the Commudsts, p. 56. 

17Rogin, The Intellectuals and McCarthy, p. 229. ^.4 
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appropriate to his character. He presented the image of the pldn man 

talking to pldn people. Emotion was easily aroused through his simple, 

yet d d d , colloquial language. Many of the words are rich in connota

tion, such as, "raw, harsh facts," "whitewash report," "cold, printed 

record," and "cheap little politician." Although his adjectives and 

adverbs are quite colorfd, McCarthy used a d d m u m of tropes. Fig-

ures of thought are considerably more abundant. He included numerous 

rhetorical questions and occasionally inserted personification as seen 

in the following examples. 

Now w^ good friends, what will his job be if a calamity does occur 
tomorrow and if Stevenson were elected? What job wodd be have? 
Wodd he perhaps have the job as the head of the FBI? Who knows? 

>r . . . Acheson says to the Communists, come on boys, take over 
South Korea. We won't interfere. 

Some form of repetition or reiteration is found in almost every sen

tence. In some instances one word is repeated, in others it is a phrase 

or a recurring idea. Wit and humor are interspersed throughout the 

first half of the speech. 

McCarthy's sentence structure is somewhat unique. Although 

variation is apparent, the sentences are generally lacking in granmat-

icd structure. Connectives are frequent and tend to connect things 

which would best be separated. Interruptions and interjections are 

also numerous. The follodng sentences are typical of the "McCarthy 

Style." :'"j'i w^-M'f^ 

Here you have a man who picks as his top addsors the type of men 
whom I have named—men my good friends, were the left—if that 
were possible—who were at the left of the Achesons, the Lattlmores, 
and the rest of that red-tinted crowd in Washington. 

But I call upon them to realize at long last that they have no 
party in Washington, and that the only way that they can regdn 
control of that once great political party, and then scrub and 



87 

flush and wash clean the fod mess that is Washington, is to elect 
General Eisenhower and give him a Senate and a House that will 
work d t h him. *̂ '«̂ «f «--.wi...-

Memory 

*ijk 
McCarthy generally spoke extemporaneoiisly from notes. Ob

d o u s l y he went to the lectern well-armed with visible documentation. 

Rorty and Decter suggest that he had a remarkably retentive memory, 

expecially for small detail., .^^ 

Delivery ' «*;..;; ̂  .̂^̂  , :uf. - ••". 

mimm McCarthy's delivery, both vocal and physical, can best be 

described as excessive. He generally ranted, raved, screeched, threw 

things, d l d l y waved his arms, and waved his "docun^ntation" for all 

*i V 

to see. In the next instant, he d g h t be s d l i n g and joking, al

though the first type of b e h a d o r was most prevalent. McCarthy's 

trademark was his briefcase b d g i n g d t h "documents." Often he w o d d 

simply pat the briefcase, thus indicating that the proof was contained 

within. 

Philip Hamburger studied McCarthy during his prime which in
to 'bi?' ;• 

eluded the 1952 Presidential campaign. He simmiarizes the aspects of 

McCarthy's delivery as follows: ffi *_5:. +V .1. ̂ ';j»fc»»«. ' A 

To begin with, he's a big man, d t h big hands and a large head. 
Host of the time he has a pet d a n t , droop-jaw expression, as 
though, at the very instant he was all set to challenge everyone 

il in the place to step outside . . . . He has a soft, almost silky, 
d r o d n g voice, which he tries somewhat too obdously to control. 
His laugh is frightedng. He uses his hands a great deal for 

__ emphasis. While interrogating a witness, he gives the impression 
that all light, all truth, and all honesty belong at the moment to 

^^Rorty and Decter, HcCarthy and the Communists, p. 109. 
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him done ^̂  ^. ^^. ,,̂  

In the particular speech under consideration this writer noted 

that HcCarthy utilized a somewhat "ddsterlal" tone. His speaking 

was highly patterned, beginning on a relatively high pitch and ending 

phrases or sentences with a downward inflection. Emphasis was achieved 

by changing the pattern to an upward inflection while at the same time 

increasing the volume. A deep, throaty dbratlon was noticeable in 

instances of especidly strong emphasis. HcCarthy used a dd-West 

variety of diction and had a deep, clear, resonant voice. He utilized 

sound by elongating and drawing out many of the words. Occasionally 

his swallowing was noticeable in the recording. 

Generd Comments 

The speech was well-received by McCarthy's audience. As for 

the results, Eisenhower and McCarthy won their respective positions. 

It cannot be said that they won on the strength of this particular 

speech; however, it surely played at least a small role in the vie-

tory. As the last broadcast in the series of exchanges, McCarthy, 

to be sure, left some seeds of doubt in the dnds of many of the voters 

concerdng Stevenson, his advisors, and his potential policies. 

Eisenhower won by a decisive margin in Wisconsin; however, the vic

tory for McCarthy was somewhat less impressive. After becodng dls-

illusloned d t h Eisenhower in later months, McCarthy apologized to the 

people for hadng campaigned for him. 

19phillp Hamburger, "Man from Wisconsin," The New Yorker, 
March 20, 1954, p. 71. 
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* i. 5" Billy James Hargls 

this period ii# m£ri •••:''.-,••'. The Sp€taker 

Billy James Hargls was b o m in Texarkana, Texas, in 1925. 

He was the only child of devout christian parents and was raised in a 

religiotis atmosphere. At the age of nine years, Billy James was bap

tized in the Christian Church. He worked as a soda-jerk in order to 

continue his rather uneventfd public school career. Upon graduation 

at the age of sixteen, he became an architect's assistant and soon 

was promoted to inspector.20 

V As a hobby, Hargls began to record sermons in the privacy 

of his home for his own entertainment. He greatly addred William 

Jendngs Bryan and memorized numerous passages spoken by him. Like-

wise, whenever Hargls heard a preacher whom he addred as an orator, 

he would approach the man repeatedly until granted an interdew. As 

a result of the interdews, Hargls was able to gain an Insight into 

the manner in which these men were able to ̂ v e their audiences. 

After the death of Billy Sunday, another of Hargls' models, Hargls 

obtained Sunday's speech outlines and studied them dillgently.2^ 

Soon Hargls made his decision to become a dnister. After 

being denied addssion to Texas Christian University, he entered Ozark 

Bible College in Bentondlle, Arkansas on March 15, 1943. Less than 

fifteen months later, at the age of eighteen, he was orddned a d d s -

ter in the Christian church. He then held successive pastorates at 
i ^ y . : y •• «-. •• ••;..;/». 

20Femando Penabaz, Crusading Preacher from the West (Tdsa, 
Oklahoma: Christian Crusade, 1965), pp. 39-47. 

•.!,,. »> : , n 

2lHary Lou Betts, "Billy James Hargls: Orator in the Anti-
Commudst Movement" (unpublished M.A. thesis, Cdiforda State College 
at Long Beach, 1964), p. 30. 
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Granby, Missouri, Sdllsaw, Oklahoma, and Sapdpa, Oklahoma. During 

this period he married, and he and his wife, Betty, now have four 

children. * ,-

By 1950, Hargls had become concerned about the threat of Com

munism. He resigned his pastorate and soon founded the Christian 

Echoes Midstry, Inc., later to become better known as the Christian 

Crusade. Of this dssion, Hargls says: 

•. Of this I am sure, I was called of God to launch a mass movement 
of resistance to the trend in American life to world government, 

, apostate religion, and appeasement dth satanic "isms" such as 
communism. Again, I am the first to addt I am not qualified, 

^ but no logician or materialist can ever conduce me that I am 
not in God's Will. It has been proven again and again . . . 

^ God needed a man to tell the truth to an Ignorant and apathetic 
church.22 

Two years later, in 1953, Hargls received his first national publicity 

when he launched his "Bible Balloon Project." The project was de

signed to deliver Bibles behind the Iron Curtdn by means of balloons. 

Christian Crusade continued to grow, and Hargls traveled to the 

Holy Land on several occasions, as well as taking a trip around the 

world. He became fadliar with many of the world leaders. 

In 1954, Hargls received an honorary Doctor of Dlddty de

gree from Defender Sednary in Puerto Rico. Two years later he re

ceived his Bachelor of Arts from Burton College and Sednary in 

Hadtou Springs, Colorado; and in 1958, he received a Bachelor of 

Theology degree from the same institution. In 1957, Belin University 

in Missouri awarded Hargls an honorary doctorate; and in the same 

year, he received his most prized honorary degree, a Doctorate of 

22penabaz, Crusading,Preacher, pp. 63-64. 
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Law from Bob Jones University in South Carolina.^3 

*«' Christian Crusade has flourished. Its gross receipts in 1964 

were over $834,000, up 1440 percent from 1956. The news magazine, 

Christlan Crusade, reaches over 110,000 people, while Hargls' voice 
i(»w*^'iW".'* ,.-.. ^ m • '."v 

reaches thousands by radio. Over a dllion pieces of literature are 

mailed out by the organization each month, as well as numerous record

ings, films, record albums, and books.24 Xn 1965, the magdficent 

Christian Crusade Cathedral was erected in Tulsa, the Crusade head

quarters. The organization also sponsors the Anti-Commimist Youth 

University and Anti-Communist Leadership Schools. The success of 

the Crusade is eddent in this continued growth. 

;«fcrkj Fernando Penabaz, Hargls' biographer, discusses the fundamen

tal beliefs held by the crusader: 

i< He considers himself a fundamentalist Christian. He harbors ab
solutely no doubt concerning the veracity and authenticity of the 
Word of God and the precepts of Christ as contained in the Bible. 
Therefore, it is natural for him to conclude that any attack or 
any act underddng belief in God and the Didne Nature of the 
Bible not only must be refuted but must also be combatted.25 

The Crusade is not affiliated dth any religious denodnation, d -

though it is Protestant in nature. Hargls' political beliefs differ 

only slightly from those of other right-wing groups. 

He favors reduced taxes, a greatly reduced bureaucracy, a sound 
dollar, the elidnatlon of foreign aid, the dthdrawal of govern
ment from business, a return of states' rights, no dilution of 
America's sovereignty, the severance of diplomatic relations 
d t h Commudst countries, the fostering of patriotism, sound 

i&K,r-̂ .- ^hhld., pp. 59-61. ' ' ' '̂ «̂*̂ ' ̂*-̂ ^̂ -- -' •-• •'••• ••̂ ^ ••̂u-.-;.%r>--

^^George Thayer, The Farther Shores of Politics (New York: 
Simon and Schuster, 1967), pp. 217-218. 

25panabaz, Crusading Preacher, p. 173. i* ^̂ ' ii» -*'^ 
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econodcs and "time-honored drtues." He opposes inflation, 
"legislation by the Judiciary," socidism and federal involvement 
in schooling, housing and voting. He also believes that segrega
tion was ordained by God.26 

Hargls firdy believes that the country has been betrayed by the liberals 

and that they and the Communists are intent upon using every possible 

means to smear loyal patriots like himself. 

.yy. i ..̂̂ -̂

The Speech 
t y y .y-... •••. 

Occasion 

"Christ Was a Reactionary" was delivered by Billy James Hargls 

on Sunday afternoon, Febrimry 12, 1967. It was presented at the Munlci-

p d Audtorium in Long Beach, California, as a part of a West Coast 

speaking tour. The only significance of the location wodd be the fact 

that an audence would feel much more comfortable and free to express 
• , " * ' * » ' » • • 

its approval or disapproval in a public bdlding than in a church. In 

the speech Hargls indicates that he d l l speak in Pomona that evedng. 

As a rule Hargls' speeches are prefaced by singing such patri-

otic songs as "America" and by the "Pledge of Allegiance." Althotigh 

no Information is available conceming such a preface to the speech 

under consideration, it is highly probable that a sidlar format was 

followed. -̂•̂'- • '•" • ••'•*̂''̂>̂s 

$y The text of the speech was taken from The Agitator in American 

Society edited by Charles W. Lomas.27 xt was transcribed from a tape 

recordng exactly as It was delivered. Highly informal portions of the 

introduction and conclusion have been odtted; however, the substance 

g#^i«ip. Thayer, Farther Shores, p. 226. 

^^Lomas, The Agitator in American Society, pp. 164-178. 
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of the speech remdns Intact. ^ 

: rji,srtd.©,. «l.f?i*»ai,*^ •'•• <-.••: .. ̂  ,• 
Audience 

.^41 : i ^ t..- -'•:-'' . - t M l ^ ' . ; • • — . < . . 

Information concerdng the composition of the audience is un-

avdlable; however, certain generalizations may be made on the basis 

of sidlar speaking situations. Three years earlier, Hargls spoke in 

the identicd location, also during the month of February. On that 

occasion the audience was composed primarily of dddle-aged couples 

and elderly people. There were approdmately eleven hundred people in 

the audence. 2° xt wodd be safe to assimie that a sidlar audience 

attended the 1967 speech. 

I;tt4̂ ?4il Hargis generdly feels a deep sense of responsibility for in-

fordng and educating the audence which he feels is "uninformed and 

ignorant."^^ Before each engagement he endeavors to analyze his audi

ence on the basis of information supplied by the ushers. Hargls 

states: y^^'^y.r It > i 
hi I can tell dthin two or three dnutes if they are a religious 

audience or whether they are there to agitate or make troiible. 
a^ Generally, your trouble-makers consist of the college students 

who have been Influenced by some llberd professor. Their attire 
^t generdly betrays th&n as well as their attitude during spiritud 

moments of the serdce such as prayer. I always get inner con
fidence from an audience consisting of older people. . . . I 
redly think that the real young and the real old inspire me 

^ more than anyone else. However, dddle-aged couples are my 
greatest challenge.30 

px.. •^--- • 

Invention 

This speech is deliberative in nature, however some epideic-
^ St:. ifitS) r 

^^John Kay Adams, "Sadng America, Inc.," The Nation. 
September 30, 1961, p. 191. 

^^Ibid.. p. 192. 

30 Betts, "Billy James Hargls," p. 18. 
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tic characteristics are also utilized. Its end is advantage, al

though certdn elements of praise and blame are sought. Hargls' 

purpose is to educate, inform, and inspire his audience. The speech is 

dso conjecturd insofar as Hargls bases his remarks on what he con

siders to be the reasons for fighting the liberal trend. 

'̂' - Hargls utilized a variety of non-artistic proofs including 

Bib lied scripture, Matthew 16:1-3 and I Timothy 4:1-2; a teledsion 

program, the Joe Pyne Show; political voting records; laws; and the 

decision of the Internal Revenue Serdce. Artistic proofs in the form 

of ethical, pathetical, and logical persuasion are also abundant. 

Ethical Persuasion 

Hargls used both indrect and direct methods to enhance his 

ethos. His reputation, his imposing appearance, and his cause enhanced 

his indirect ethos, while the drect ethos was suggested by Hargls In the 

speech itself. It is especially strong in the section where he speaks of 

his hard work, long hours, and deterdnation to continue the fight 

agdnst the Internal Revenue Service. This method parallels a sidlar 

statement in the McCarthy speech. His friendliness and good will are 

apparent throixghout the speech, dth special emphasis on the informal 

introduction and conclusion. Throughout the speech he utilized such 

phrases as "my beloved friends.' 

Patheticd Persuasion % »' 

i Pathos is very strong in the speech. Hargls primarily ap-

peded to those emotions relating to pride, courage, patriotism, and in

dignation. He challenges his audience: "You shodd be proud of your 
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affiliation. You shodd be proud of your fundamental concepts."^^ 

He also commands his audience for standing up for their condctions 

against "the enemy." Appeals to indignation are especidly strong 

when Hargls speaks of the loss of the tax-exempt status and of the 

voting record of the various senators. 

Now iny beloved friends, only three Republicans, twenty, thirty 
Democrats, Teddy Kennedy voted against it, Bobby Kennedy voted 
against it, J. William Fdbright voted agdnst it. They all, 
d l these liberals, the liberal spokesmen who d d m to believe 
in democracy, but they voted against something the people 
wanted—prayer and Bible reading on a voluntary basis in pub
lic schools. 

This particular quotation also Illustrates the manner in which the 

ideas and the language in which they are couched heighten the effec

tiveness of the eiootlonal appeds. 

<'4 
VS 

Logicd Persuasion '̂  

•\dilkt. The arguments used by Hargls generally concern the attrlb- > 

utes of actions: actions of the liberals, actions of the Communists, ^ 

actions of the Internal Revenue Serdce, actions of Billy James j 

Hargis, They are primarily carried on through inductive reasoning. 

Biblicd and historical parallels are abundant. Hargls used an in

teresting technique as he avoided direct statements but rather ad

vanced the reasodng by means of questions which suggest his in

tended conclusion. *•* 

**̂  Why do the liberals have such short memories? They d d d l y 
remember the atrocities under Hitler, but they are blinded to 

a%4 ^be massacre of the dllions of human beings by these godess 
Communists. Could it be that they have a certain affinity with 

3^This quotation is taken from the text of "Christ Was a 
Reactionary" which may be found in Appendix B of this study. Quota
tions by Hargis which d l l appear in the remdnder of this analysis 
are taken from the same source unless otherwise indicated. 

file://�/dilkt
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_ Commudsm, a certain sympathy for Commudsm, and that therefore 
they pursue their blindness? They refuse to face realities that 
Commudsm has dlled more people than Hitler ever dreamed of? 
. . . How is it that they are so blind? 

i- .a, l,b:̂..? 'yy'^.mr,.. ^-? . y^r 
It w o d d seem that Hargis has taken a page from McCarthy's book of 

insinuations and innuendos. In this manner Hargis can avoid making 

a possibly libelous statement while the listener is led to form the 

conclusion for himself. 

Deductive reasodng was used by Hargis in much the same man

ner. Although his major predse was accepted by him, closer observa

tion often proves it to be faulty, or at least lacking sufficient 

eddence to make it acceptable. For example, he stated that, "The 

liberals have lost their d l l to win." Contindng, he suggested that 

because of that fact, the war is continuing. He then concluded that 

fear and godlessness are the reasons why the liberals have lost this 

d l l . v̂ ., .,,.-,.̂-. .. •... 

The above example d s o points to another frequent error in 

Harms' argumentation: ascribing false motives or causes to cer-

tain resdts. He assumed that because, in his opidon, the llberds 

are afrdd and godless, the obdous effect is the prolongation of 

the war. In another predously cited example, Hargls suggested that 

the liberals d d not vote for prayer and Bible reading because they 

do not believe in democracy. These are obdously fallacious argu-

ments; however, to those who believe that the liberals are godless 

and undemocratic, these arguments are certaidy logical and valid. 

Sidlar arguments may be found throughout the speech. 

Arrangement ***̂ ||#, dsisa a4<|l3|.H*»«̂ t M.%m*^%M& %:.m<m fttt-* '̂4','::t '" ••> r-, 

»t..^^ k^y^^%^ used no clear-cut pattern of orgadzation. The exor-
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dum and the peroration are clearly distingdshable due to their in-

formdity. The body of the speech, however, has little defidte organ

ization. This pattern of organization, or lack of pattern, is in keep

ing dth Hargis' manner of delivery and the variety of topics under 

consideration. .̂  tyyl'^^^^•.&y\y.• . 

Exordium 

The exordium or introduction attempts to establish good dll 

and rapport with the audience. Its source is primarily in the audl-
©«r'imlfE wwt:i\y.- •fyy:.i.'j- . -. 

ence; however, Hargls included references to his appearance on the Joe 

Pyne Show the predous night. He attempted to arouse laughter and to 

establish an atmosphere of friendliness. The transition into the body 

of the speech takes the form of one sentence which retains the d r of 

informdlty. He dnted that the presentation wodd not be a "pat speech" 

but rather an informal chat conceming some important issues. 

Narrative and Confirmation 

pl«t<iXr Essentially the narrative takes the form of Biblicd scripture; 

however, it is didded into several parts with arguments follodng each. 

The first general point concerns the need for the churches to be more 

reactionary in nature. He then pointed out the need for the church and 

its fdthful to take the offensive, to be leaders. At this point a di

gression is Inserted concerdng Hargis' deterdnation to defeat the 

liberals. He returned to his text with a lengthy narrative conceming 

the circumstances surrounding the death of Christ. The remdnder of the 

Speech is an indictment of the liberals and a defense of the actions of 

gflly James Hargls. One addtlonal dgression takes the form of a story 

about Adolf Hitler. The first dgression is for the purpose of ampli-
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fication, the second for comparison. >̂rr? -

*̂  Hargls primarily used inductive argumentation; however, an 

adequate variety of types is eddent. The strongest argtiments are at 

the end of the speech, that is, the argument that the llberds are re

sponsible for the continuation of the war. There are severd short, 

simple pieces of reasoning all leading to sidlar conclusions. 

An adequate amount of evidence is included in the speech. 
&f. ma 

Hargls cited the Constitution of the Udted States, the newspapers, 

certdn voting records, and statistics conceming his tax burden. The 

eddence itself appears to be reasonably vdid, with the possible ex

ception of the tax figures, although the actual argimients are often 

weak or fallacious. He had a tendency to generalize using such phrases 

1 
as "some people" and "the majority" as well as making broad, unsup- a 
ported generdizations which he offers as facts. For example: "Today I 

• 

the llberd church, the Nationd Council of Churches' affiliated de- ' 
* 

nodnations have l e t the world influence them. They are being com- ( 
r 

pletely influenced by the world, by the politicd system especially." 

Refutation , 

A dnimum of specific refutation is found in the speech; how-

ever the entire speech dght be considered a refutation of the con

cepts of liberal politics. Near the end of the speech, Hargis refuted 

the charges leveled by the Internal Revenue Serdce, showing the 

charges to be based upon insufficient eddence, a mere techdcality. 

Ha then attempts to establish the unfair and discrldnatory nature of 

these actions. There are also several instances where Hargls Ignored 

the^question, as illustrated by the following excerpt: 1̂*»**«'?- -^* 
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These liberal friends in this country—they wodd have you to 
believe that Naziism was like the conservative movement in America 
today, that it was anti-Communist, free enterprise, and Christian. 
I ask that man one question: Are you saying that Christ is re
sponsible for Adolf Hitler? 

Peroration 

The conclusion utilizes emotional appeals to patriotism and 

religious responsibility. Hargis' attempt to arouse a d g h degree 
^jAsrsi' ^ - y y . y • ••-,.• .••._, ^ • 

of emotion was climaxed by a prayer which was inmedlately followed by 

the taking of the offering. He continued to talk informdly d t h the 

audience during the offering, rednding them of their responsibility 

and obligation. 

Style 

Hargis utilized a plain style d t h little figurative language 

but an abundance of common colloqdalisms, such as "in cahoots" and I 

I 
> 

"taking the bull by the horns." Generdly the language tends to be • 

rather emotionally charged. The stylistic dedces used most fre- i 

quently are the rhetoricd question and repetition or reiteration. 

The following excerpt Illustrates both dedces: 

How is it that they're so blind? 
f^a Ladies and gentlemen, the scripture has an answer. The scrip

ture says that in the latter times (if you haven't read this scrip-
h^ ture lately, you shodd)—1st Timothy, chapter four, verses one 

and two—"Now the spirit speaketh expressly that in the latter 
dTi times . . . . 

Very few tropes are used by Hargis. The most obdous is an extended 

metaphor, " . . . that little remnant of conservatives in America is 

God's leaven that leaveneth the lump." One illusion to scripture is 

eddent when Hargis speaks of those who have not "bowed the knee to 

Baal." Although few examples of obdous antithesis are apparent, the 

generd nature of severd of the arguments tends to be antithetlcd. 
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T d s usually occurs when he attempts to compare his conservative ac-

dons d t h those of the liberals. -

tiian«un. On two separate occasions humor is inserted into the speech. 

The first occurs when Hargls mentioned that he was already campaigning 

agdnst Johnson. The second involves his suggestion that Mussolid's 

system dght have been called the Great Society. 

:̂ .̂ srtt Sentences are generally short and simple d t h occasional in

terjections for emphasis. "So we read here where . . . oh, this is 

interesting." The sentences are primarily developed through assertion 

and either repetition or explanation. 

Memory 

Hargis delivered the speech exten^oraneously. His preparation .̂  

generdly included extensive reading. As of 1964, he subscribed to sf 

forty publications, including many of the liberal and C o m m u d s t maga- S 

zines plus s e v e r d foreign p e r i o d i c d s . He subscribed to Nation, New 

Republic, New Yorker, and the conservative National R e d e w , as well as 

reading Time and Newsweek from cover-to-cover each week.32 

His specific preparation includes choosing clippings and ex-

cerpts appropriate to the topic and arranging them in the manner which 

best proves his point. He takes no notes to the lectern, only the 

33 
chosen clippings. .i»c''<.VA, #4,^ m i.-• y. :• 

*y\Q •i5/.m'^ l:ylk^.. -:?««• ^tln i'.-'' •• '' • ^ 

Delivery 
**iiM*. "la* ilk'** m wm^^ Uii^ fr-' -i .1 y "• 
Even before he begins to speak, the audience w o d d be struck by 

''^Betts, "Billy James Hargis," p. 38. 
M» 

^^Ibld. 
^ * l W H y J*w-«.w ^^.gi**" 'p. % 4 . 
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Hargis' imposing physical appearance. He is six feet tall, weighs ap

prodmately 270 pounds, and has a pleasant, somewhat "youthfd" counte

nance. He has been described as a "bawl-and-jump" evangelist whose de-

livery somewhat resembles the eruption of a volcano. 34 

Hargls has a deep, resonant voice through which he demonstrates 

considerable variety. His vocal delivery ranges from the calm and de

liberate to the machine-gxin rate and Intense volume of impassioned 

emotiondism. The rate of utterance increases d t h the intensity of 

the emotion. Patise is used by Hargis d t h great effectiveness. A 

slight Southern accent is perceptible at times, but generally his dic

tion is qdte unobtrtxsive. Except for the Instances of intense emotion, 

Hargis strives for an informal, highly personal delivery. It dght be 

classified as a hortatory tone of amplification. The delivery seems jf 

quite appropriate for the subjects which he considers. f 
» 

Garve} Hargis has a tendency to use excessive physical movement, and it ] 
I 

is reasonable to assume that the same tendency was eddent in the speech ' 

under consideration. The excessive oiovement of the entire body wodd 

be appropriate for his style of vocd delivery. Miss Betts comments on 

his physicd movement during the 1964 speech: 

^1 Also Hargis often put his hands in his pockets and wodd frequently 
move away from the lectern. Actually, his hands were seldom quiet. 
He would be either dping his brow, putting his hands in his pockets, I 
poundng on the lectern, wadng his arms in the air, holding material 

^»- from which he was quoting, or elevating a book or an article for the 
audence to see his source.35 | 

Martin writes, "He likes to wave his arms and shout, and his dolent ex-
. > 1 

ertlons on the platform sometimes leave him so weak and spent that he is 'k 

:.^xi^^ yy 

34Martin, "Doomsday Merchant," p. 19. '»w ^P**. 

35 Betts, "Billy James Hargis," p. 44. 
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hardly able to call for the collection. ̂ ^ 

General Comments 

This speech is highly typical of those delivered by Billy James 

Hargls. Its success and the success of his other speaking endeavors 

are eddenced in the continued growth of the Christian Crusade. The 

speech was obdously wdl-received by the audience, judging by the 

frequency of applause. If audience response is used as a criteria for 

effectiveness, Hargls may certdnly be considered a successful speaker. 
ii^-.' ;,£•: 

"'i4claAfe'' »f;,vvt r̂:.,-...f ,.:,.,. - Mslcolm X 

m&M %'^ ^h% jîi lmv;̂,.V: . ••.'̂.̂•* The Speaker37 

'̂ " * Malcolm X was bom Malcolm Little on May 19, 1925, in Omaha, 

Nebraska. He was the seventh of nine children bom to the Reverend 

Earl Little, a Baptist dnister and dedicated organizer for Marcus 

Garvey's Udversal Negro Improvement Association. Pressure from white 

organizations, especially the Ku Klux Klan and the Black Legion, forced 

the fadly to move to Wisconsin and tlien to Lansing, Michigan, where 

Earl Little was brutally murdered. It was coimaon knowledge that he was 

killed by either the Klan or the Legion, but the Insurance company 

claimed that he committed sdclde and refused to pay any claims. Grad

ually weakened by the pressure of keeping her fadly together, Malcolm's 

mother suffered a complete breakdown and was committed to a mental in

stitution. The children were distributed to foster homes. 

36Martin, "Doomsday Merchant," p. 19. 

37The information for this section was taken from Malcolm X's 
The Autobiography of Mdcolm X, (New York: Grove Press, Inc., 1964), 
unless otherwise indicated. 

It w«« m ^y%n -'y**^ -ih^i M 

m 
9 
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Mdcolm was expelled from school at the age of thirteen and put 

in a detention home awdting transfer to a reform school. His behador 

saved him from the reformatory and instead he entered a primarily white 

school where he soon rose to the top of his class. He was, in fact, 

elected class president in the seventh grade. An unpleasant Incident 

involdng a white teacher ended Malcolm's formal education the following 

year. He withdrew from school and moved to Boston to live d t h an older 

s i s t e r . ,, ^% •• . , 

ti'AAi;*' ^ ^^^ city, Malcolm, or "Red" as he came to be known, lost his 

"hickish" appearance and his naivete. He qdckly learned the "ropes"; 

and in the follodng years perfected the arts of hustling, dope addic-

don, pimping, and finally armed robbery* He was attracted to New York 

and the glamor of Harlem, spending most of his time operating between 

there and Boston. In February, 1946, Mdcolm was sentenced to prison 

for armed robbery. He was given a particdarly long sentence because 

he had two white women as accomplices. 

• Prison eventually changed the entire course of Malcolm's life. 

It was there that he became acquainted with the Nation of Islam and 

Elijah Muhammad. Malcolm began to read addly and took a correspond-

ence course in English. He even copied pages out of the dctionary to 

increase his vocabulary. It was in prison that his public speaking 

career began. He started by telling the black inmates about the history 

of tbe black man, and then he began recrdting for Elijah Muhammad. 

There were weekly debates at the prison and Malcolm was an enthusiastic 

participant. He usudly won. ^̂ ^̂  ̂  ^̂ ^̂  ^ ^ ^ ^̂ ^ 

—*-'-——* Malcolm was released from prison in 1952 and became a true Muslim 

• and a devout d s d p l e of Elijah Muhamoad. It was at this time that he 

0 
9 
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received his "X" and became Malcolm X. He soon became a Muslim dnister, 

second only to Hiihammad himself. He far surpassed Muhammad in recrdting 

for he had many old acqudntances in Roxbury and Harlem and he knew how 

to appeal to the people of the ghetto. In 1958, Mdcolm X married 

Sister Betty X and four children were bom to them. 

Huh^»&t Mdcolm X became the national spokesman for the Muslims, often 

defending the fdth on rado and teledsion and making numerous ap

pearances at colleges and universities. His popularity and power in

creased until, in 1963, he broke d t h Elijah Muhammad concerdng Mdcolm's 

Statements following the death of President Kennedy. Constantly in dan-

ger of losing his life, Malcolm X continued preaching. He formed the 

Muslim Mosque, Inc., in an effort to divorce religion and political . 

philosophy and to include black people of all faiths. After a pilgrim- • 

age to Mecca, Mdcolm X's attitude toward whites, his intense hatred of I 
I ' m y ' \ ; :=•••- -• -'-'' •• ' ' '•̂- I 

them, was considerably modified. He wrote: 

You may be shocked by these words codng from me. But on this 
pilgrimage, what I have seen, and experienced, has forced me to 
re-arrange much of my thought-patterns predously held, and to 
toss aside some of my predous condctions. This was not too dif
ficult for me. Despite my firm condctions, I have always been a 
fimn who tries to face facts, and to accept the redlty of life as 
new experience and new knowledge unfolds it. I have always kept 
an open dnd, which is necessary to the fledbility that must go 
hand in hand d t h every form of intelligent search for truth.3° ,̂  

In addition to the Muslim Mosque, Inc., he formed the OAAU, Orgadzation 

of Afro-American Udty. ' «*^^^ ^* ' "**̂  ̂  

.̂ —-~̂ . Ou February 21, 1965, Mdcolm X had walked out iq>on the stage of 

the Audubon Bdlroom in New York City to deliver an address when severd 

men on the front row stood and opened fire on him. He was dead on ar-

38 Ibid., p. 345. 
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rivd at a nearby hospital. Several of Elijah Muhammad's followers were 

identified as the assassins. t>!'^-*-t r̂ iv* >-•*>' i ^-^'^ 'y - ^ 

As a Muslim, Mdcolm X believed devoutly in the strict moral code 

dctated by the religion. In addition, pork, alcohol, tobacco, narcotics, 

and other impure substances were forbidden. Until his break with Elijah 

Muhammad, Halcolm X was primarily a mouthpiece and defender of the Muslim 

leader. After the break, his dews were best expressed through his own 

words: 

"f>c* ,*;r& ..,nv a x :„r;.2 yi^.y:.yy. ;•.-, ̂. •• . .. •• ,. ; .̂...,, . . . 

I said that both races, as himian beings, had the obligation, the 
responsibility, of helping to correct America's human problem. The 
well-meadng white people, I said, had to combat, actively and 
drectly, the racism in other %^ite people. And the black people 
had to bdld dthin themselves much greater awareness that along witih 
equal rights there had to be the bearing of equal responsibilities.^ 

Ti. 

Yes, I'm an extredst. The black race here in North America is in 
extremely bad condition. You show me a black man who isn't an 

*̂ extredst and I'll show you one who needs psychiatric attention 140 

^ I'm not a racist. I'm not condemning whites for being whites, but 
for their deeds. I condemn what whites collectively have done to 

.!»? our people collectively< 

crf*̂ ' Yes, I have cherished my "demagogue" role. I know that societies 
often have killed the people who have helped to change those socie
ties. And if I can die hadng brought any light, having exposed any 
meaningful truth that d l l help to destroy the racist cancer that 

}.s. ±B malignant in the body of America—then, all of the credit is due 
to Allah. Only the d s takes have been dne. 42 

Today much of the pride that the black man has in his back

ground and his race, the use of the word Afro-American, and the trend 

toward naturd African hdr styles has come about as a resdt of the 

39ib id . , p. 382.^ ^^ 

[bid.Tp. 399. 

^^Ibid.. p . 415. 

^^Ibid. . p . 388. 

%.%. ,•*•.,•. -^ntklk. 

^ ^ . ., #4>p %f Si i#rf t l^wiMttmy ^ y^y '-lar-

• 

I 
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seeds planted by Mdcolm X. After his death, Ossie Dads wrote of him: 

Protocol and common sense reqdre that Negroes stand back and 
let the white man speak up for us, defend us, and lead us from be
hind the scene in our fight. . . . But Mdcolm said to hell dth 

/ that I Get up off your knees and fight your own battles. That's 
the way to d n sdf-respect. That's the way to make the white man 
respect you. And if he won't let you live like a man, he certdnly 
can't keep you from dying like one'.*3 

ruh ••• '• 

with tl\« '':^y- 'iiy^yyy:. v.-* The Speech 

Occasion yjyy^ 1^-,., •>.*-, .;i.. \\.., . •'*; 

%ltt4-.vjt "The Bdlot or the Bullet" is perhaps the best known speech de

livered by Mdcolm X. It was delivered in Cleveland at the Cory Method

ist Church on April 3, 1964, as a part of a syiiq>oslum sponsored by CORE. 

The symposium was entitled "The Negro Revolution—What comes Next?" 

The particular time is significant in that the Muslim Mosque, Inc. had 

been established only a few days before the speech was delivered. Lods 

E. Lomax, noted Negro author and advocate of nondolence, was the speaker • 

immediately preceding Malcolm X. He spoke in support of the CORE doc

trine and was enthusiastically received. 

The text of the speech was taken from Malcolm X Speaks, a col-
>«i«k.«k *•»!*' V'h.t'* y.«ty"-.. ii>K •'. i "j 4?'ilti .. ,'',5.*. ~ > ~.Ji '•'"'• -• 

lection of selected speeches and statements by Malcolm X, edited by 

wtmai tii^ ^."K^y , , i - * '̂^ ' -''̂  

George Brletman.^^ It was published as delivered dth dnor editing 

changes when necessary to correct inadvertent grammatical errors or 

slips of the tongue. I 
• .Mt'i^nMa. J/iki 

t ik »' 

43ibid. . p. 453. 
*ci4 b i t . , 

**Malcolm X, Malcolm X Speaks, ed. by George Brietman (New York: 
Grove Press, Inc., 1965), pp. 23-44. 

1 

-t 
The speech is significant because it presents many of the new | 

themes that Malcolm X had been developing in his Harlem rallies. It 
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is highly representative of his changing philosophy and his somewhat 

softened policy toward the whites. -̂ vv v̂ 

•' # ® d . ^ttiki ^•'i.i y-^fml^., i 4j?.mi yiyy >-y^ '.•• •-yy 

Audience 

. ... '^^ audience, predodnantly black, was headly weighted d t h 

CORE members and supporters. Although his concepts were not in line 

d t h the CORE doctrine, the audience received the speech with consider-

able enthusiasm. In fact, hardy three or four sentences were uttered 

without applause. In addition to the applause and occasiond laughter, 

the remdnder of the speech was punctuated by "amen," "that's right," 

and sidlar phrases. 

Mdcolm X obdously adapted his language to suit the audience. 

The idiom of the ghetto, qdte frequent in the speech, is almost non- | 

exdLstent in the Harvard speeches and in his speeches to predominantly » 

white audiences. '^^^^ yy^y^..^^^ rtŝ ^̂ .. ̂ -̂y-.f y , , . . .y^yyy v. ^ I 
I 

.i... V-.;-?. ^y.-: «.. «,r%i:u. \-i.u.A^*-' 1 •.-..•, . . y- vi-; . •••.-.. . •••••••• 

Invention 

This speech by Malcolm X is deliberative in nature d t h advan-

tage for the Negro as its end. His primary purpose was to explain and 

urge the acceptance of the concepts of black nationalism. The status 

is conjectural. Few non-artistic proofs are used; however, an occa

sional law, statistic, or universally accepted fact is included. Ar

tistic proofs in the form of ethos. pathos, and logos are abundant. 

Ethical Persuasion 

^^. Malcolm X had strong indirect ethos by drtue of his reputation 

and his well-known background. His imposing appearance was also quite 

j[iiipressive. Directly, he exhibited good will and friendliness even to

ward those whom he acknowledged as his enedes. He atteiq)ted to estab-
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lish himself as a common man, poor, like those in his audence. He 

said: "I don't usually deal d t h those big words because I don't 

usually deal d t h big people. I deal d t h small people."*5 xhis strong 

ethog an<i rapport with his audience enabled Malcolm X to satirize and 

ridicule them in order to get across his points. He cdled them "hand-

ker-chief-heads" and "Uncle Toms." He suggested that if they are afraid 
i w t.li4f y.€%. 

of such phrases as the ballot or the bdlet then they shodd " . . . get 

on out of the country, you shodd get back in the cotton patch, you 

shodd get back in the dley." A white man codd hardly suggest such 

a thing in any context; Mdcolm X received enthusiastic applause after 

these words. 

Pathetical Persuasion 

,̂r< s: Pathos is eddent in the choice of words and ideas through the 

speech. The appeals include pride, shame, anger, and indgnation. For 

example, "If you don't take this kind of stand, your little children 

d l l grow up and look at you and think 'shame,'" and " . . . any time 

you and I sit around and read x^ere they bomb a church and murder in 

cold blood, not some grownups, but four little girls while they are 

praying . . . . 

Logicd Persuasion 

The arguments used in the speech concern the attributes of 

persons and of actions. The arguments are primarily from example, as 
^•}.y:CXlf B • ̂•-̂•--' 

i l lustrated by the following excerpti 

^^This quotation i s taken from the text of "The Bd lo t or the 
B d l e t " vrtiich may be found in Appendix B of t h i s study. Quotations by 
Kdcolm X which wi l l appear in the remdnder of this andys is are taken 

* from the same source unless otherwise indcated. 
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These 22 dllion dctims are waking up. Their eyes are codng 
open. . . . As they see these new political trends, it's possible 
for them to see that every time there's an election the races are 
so close that they have to have a recount. They had to recount in 

It Massachusetts to see who was going to be governor, it was so close. 
It was the same way in Rhode Island, in Minnesota, and in many 
other parts of the country. And the same d t h Kennedy and Nixon 
when they ran for president. . . . Well, what does this mean? It 

i;f means that when white people are evenly didded, the black people 
have a bloc of votes of their own, it is left up to them to deter-

ci d n e who's going to sit in the White House and who's going to be 
in the dog hoiise. 

Although the separate arguments are generally from example, the over

d i pattern of reasoning running through the speech is cause and ef

fect. He indicated that the white politicians are the cause of many 

of the Negro's problems and, therefore, a policy of black nationalism 

shodd be adopted in order to h d p alledate the problems. Rather than 

relying upon structured arguments, Malcolm X tended to argue through | 

narration or demonstration, making frequent use of examples and anal- i 

ogles. He seemed to prefer elucidation of the situation to structured 

logicd reasodng. His method was perhaps best sdted to his audience. 

Arrangement 
fi« j»n... ;i, »;', "••^.», i ; | t . y • y., ft- % 

Mdcolm X used a very loose, unstructured pattern of organize-

tion. The Introduction and conclusion are hardly distinguishable from 

the body of the speech which is highly unstructured in itself. 

Exordum t̂ evte*:. fi .̂ ĥ or'̂  tv , a'jrw *̂ ii*<.-. •:- ̂ -̂u 

klgi^iy ^^® exordum was an attempt by Malcolm X to gain good d l l , to 

c^riiy his religious status, and to g d n the attention of the aud-

T^tQtmi.mii 

ience. The last objective is accomplished through his use of a unique, 

slightly shocking, introductory statement. "Mr. Moderator, Brother 

Lomax, brothers and sisters, friends and enedes: I just can't believe 

,,jiicisj.*.~. -- f ,.,.̂ ^ futi',,r« A%mm:>.m i^ml 
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everyone in here is a friend and I don't want to leave anyone out." 

Th« i r o d c humor of the statement is effective in establishing rapport. 

He immediately established himself as a straightforward, realistic 

person. His religious explanation, which d g h t be classified as a di

gression, blends into the body of the speech; there is no clear transi

tion or dldsion. 

Narrative '••''"'••'̂• 

l*spTffm- rpijg remdnder of the speech c o d d properly be classified under 

this heading. Mdcolm X simply elucidated upon the Negro's plight, its 

causes, and the alternatives. The majority of the reasoning, argumenta

tion, and refutation are accomplished through the narration, or descrip

tion. The m d n points, arranged in a problemrsolution pattern, are f 
« 

liberally sprinkled d t h dgressions. The entire speech is a single ' 

chain of reasodng. 

Th« *%i jt^j^colm X Included a large amount of eddence. He merely stated 

it as fact and, unlike McCarthy, did not specify his sources. Much of 

this eddence came as a resdt of his personal experience and is, there

fore, q d t e strong. Although the eddence is generdly based upon fact, 

Malcolm X tended toward exaggeration. He may, for instance, include all 

^ I t e Southerners in his accusations, when in reality perhaps only a 

majority, or even a dnority, are actually guilty. This technique is 

highly usefd in increasing his emotiond appeals. 

Peroration ^ î ,. , 

As is the case d t h the exordium, the peroration is not clearly 

separated from the body of the speech. It is actually a continuation of 

the narradve. Hdcolm X predicted future demonstrations imless President 
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Johnson declared himself for cidl rights and piished through the needed 

legislation. The remarks are filled with a sense of urgency and emotion

dism wdch codd be interpreted as a did threat. He magnified, in

spired, and threatened then closed dth his theme, "In 1964, its the 

ballot or the bullet." 

Style 

Hdcolm X used a loose, pldn style which is highly appropriate. 

Impressive, and clear. Subtle d t and humor are sprinkled throughout 

the speech. The humor is directed toward the Negro audience and wodd 

possibly be ineffective for an audience dth a dfferent composition. 

For example he says, " . . . they lynch you in Texas dth a Texas 
•m * • ?•» -v 

accent and they lynch you in Hississippi d t h a Hississippi accent." I 
- tiiyTitlliydL'.yy <•'.. • y.r ^- -y • * 

He used numerous adjectives and adverbs, often in a series * 
f«! my..:. , - ' 

auch as the "dillyddlying, pussyfooting, comprodsing approach." 

The idiom of the ghetto was utilized to hdp his audience identify dth 

his ideas and concepts. In other instances he used the idiom primarily 

for its colorfd connotation. For example he spoke of Northern and 

Southern "crackers," "handkerchief-heads," "con games," "jidng" the 

pS;;f^:Vlltlel-ns "in cahoot.." .nd working from "c«.'t ..." In th. 

mordng to "can't see" at night. Words and ideas are often described 

in terms of what they are not or through numerous examples of what they 

are, as illustrated by the follodng: 
HI-, MMut nt'Xt^Ui *r» & ' I - . - . •• *< •' • ' 

I'm not a politician, not even a student of politics; in fact, I'm 
If not a student of much of anything. I'm not a Democrat. I'm not a 

Republican, and I don't even consider myself an American. 
Now in speaking like this, it doesn't mean that we're anti-

white, but it does mean that we're anti-exploitation, we're anti-
degradation, we're anti-oppression. 
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A variety of tropes are found in the speech: metaphor, sidle, 

metonymy, synecdoche, and hyperbole. Perhaps the most d d d of these is 

seen in the following sentence: "Uncle Sam's hands are dripping d t h 

blood, dripping d t h the blood of the black man in this country." Nu

merous historical allusions and occasional scripturd allusions are 

d s o apparent. 
'y.\yy . 

'̂  Likewise, various figures of thought are employed throughout 
'*y. *: ;,, \,-''yy • 

the speech. As is the case d t h both HcCarthy and Hargis, Mdcolm X 
th^ iy4-,' •• Qi : • ,,..u -• . • 

used the rhetorical question to lead his audience to the desired con

clusion, as illustrated in the following excerpt: "How can you thank 

a man for gidng you what is already yours? How then can you thank 

him for gidng you ody part of what's already yours?" Examples of 

persodficatlon, d d d illustration, irony, and antithesis are also 

found. While all of the figures are effective, the antithesis per

haps has the greatest overall effect on the speech. The entire speech 

is, in fact, antithetical in nature: black versus wdte and all of 

the contrasts implicit in the comparison. Specific examples of anti-

thesis are contained through the speech, for example, "Whether you are 

educated or illiterate, whether you live on a boulevard or in the alley, 

you're going to catch hell just like I am." 

Iil#i sr Repetition and reiteration are also effective and frequent. The 

thoae, "the ballot or the bdlet," recurs periodically throughout the 

speech. Often the points are amplified and the emotiond content re

inforced through repetition. For example, he says, "Your vote, your 

dumb vote, yoiir ignorant vote, your wasted vote . • . ." This type of 

repetition tends to have a ^vradatlve effect, heightedng the impact of 

the point. 

f 
I 
I 
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The sentences are generdly short and simple d t h frequent in

terjections. Parallel structure is occasionally eddent. As a rde, 

the sentences are developed through statement and amplification: "We 

need to expand the cidl rights struggle to a higher level—to the 

level of human ri^its." 

Memory ... %mi.'\4 tyy'/r, ••-, 
t.-»# •*•».¥* 

Little information is available concerdng Malcolm X's use of 

the canon of memory. He generally spoke extemporaneously, using few, 
' .1 •:?.;""?.}"<?..„ ''••'>»...'y.^!^.. ... ..•.,̂.... r . :' 

if any, notes. This could account for the extremely loose, unstructured 

orgadzational pattern. He was obviously quite fadliar d t h the sub

ject matter since much was a resdt of his own experience. The record

ing of the speech revealed a tendency to begin a statement, stop, and 
» ' • 5i ryyy y,, 

begin an entirely different statement. In other instances within the 

speech he would begin to simmiarize or make a concluding generalization 

when he would suddedy stop and add more examples. In this writer's 

opidon, these factors actually had little or no negative influence on 

the overdi effectiveness of the speech. 
- . * • • . . . . . . . 

Delivery 

Hdcolm x's delivery defidtely added to the effectiveness of 

his speeches. His physical appearance must certddy be taken into 

consideration as he was an iiiq;>osing figure. He was over six feet tdl, 

relatively light-skinned, to his dismay, and his hair had a reddish cast. 

He dressed In a conservative dignified manner. In keeping with his 

appearance, he was rather conservative in his use of gesture. He wodd 

often lean over the podium toward the audience when making an especially 

strong point. 
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Hdcolm X's deep baritone voice demonstrated excellent variety 

vdch was con^lemented by his effective use of pause and emphasis. His 

voice portrayed deep emotion and sincerity. Irdng Rein dscusses his 

"acrobatic" vocal delivery: 

He had a tremendous range of emotion and a seedngly infldte num
ber of ways to express it. On occasion he let that deep, boodng 
voice explode off the walls until the listeners thought their ear
drums would burst, and in the next breath, he captured something 
sad d t h a whisper. ̂ ^ 

Huch of the humor in the speech was intensified through his vocal in

flection. Halcolm X demonstrated good diction dth hardly a trace of 

the typicd "Negro dialect." Ody when he became highly emotional and 

increased his rate of utterance d d any pecdiarities in diction be

come apparent. Occasional slips of the tongue necessitated rephrasing. 

The delivery tended to be slightly choppy, due in part to the 

enthusiasm of the audience. The frequency of applause, 150 times to 

be exact, dndered the flow of language, allowing very few sentences 

to be confined. 

Generd Comments 

This speech represents a somewhat softer attitude toward whites 

than is found in his earlier speeches. The later speeches further 

develop this new attitude. 

The speech was certaidy a success if measured by audience re

action. It is significant to note the enthusiasm of the CORE audience 

for concepts wdch were considerably more dolent in nature than any 

predotisly considered by the orgadzation. It Is indicative of the 

46irdng J. Rein, The Relevant Rhetoric (New York: The Free 
Press, 1969), p. 75. 
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changing nature of the major cidl rights orgadzations, and can be 

attributed at least in part to the awareness brought about through the 

speeches of Malcolm X. 

Halcolm X's rhetoric had a profound Influence on the changing 

character of the Negro cidl rights movement. Epps characterizes the 

feelings of many conceming this influential rhetoric when he states: 

It was unexpected that the speadng should be done dth such power 
and precision by a russet-hdred field Negro translated from a 

'fii:ij:i conventional thief to zealot and at the end nearly to Hardst and 
humanist.^' 

rhjî t 47gppg^ Speeches of Hdcolm X, p. 62. 

"•5 i •^;f''"i-i, yy 
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CHAPTER VI 

It; my y- yy.y.^ :. . CONCLUSION 

or: m-xp. Hadng exadned the selected speeches and the situations sur

rounding each, the final responsibility in the judicid method of and

ysis concerns the evduation and interpretation of the resdts. This 

chapter shall, therefore, summarize the findings of the preceding 

chapter comparing the types of fanatical rhetoric, advance conclu

sions concerdng the nature of this rhetoric, and finally, suggest 

further studies that dght be made in this area. 

tyy...., .• ••• . ,•,, ^ ' . ' . ' • 

Summary and Comparison 

It has been established that there must be some flaw in 

society which causes discontent in order for the fanatic to reved 

himself and champion the cause. His primary tool for the persuasion 

of others is the spoken word. An andysis of this speaking based upon 

the five ancient rhetoricd canons has reveded numerous sldlaritles 

among the three types of fanatical oratory under consideration: 

politicd, religious, and racid. 

The canon of invention was skillfully employed by the three 

speakers. Although thdr subject matter and specific purposes differ. 
•t s . * ., ; ' •. • .M.-1.-.' ' •;'"- »:• 

they all advocated a change in the present system. McCarthy advocated a 

change from Democratic Party control in government to Republican Party 
•* i&. h 

control; Hargis wanted conservatives to replace the liberals; Malcolm 

X wanted black instead of white. Audience adaptation was attempted on 

^ 116 
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« relatively smdl scde with the exception of Malcolm X who modified 

his entire pattern of language for his black audience. The three fa

natics enjoyed a high degree of ethos and did not hesitate to include 

drect ethical appeals, often in the form of a defense of their actions. 

It may be noted that both HcCarthy and Malcolm X included this defense 

or explanation in the exordium before advancing to the body of the 

speech. Eddence of pathetical persuasion is apparent throughout the 

three speeches. Appeds to those emotions grodng out of fear and 

hatred are by far the most numerous. Indignation seems to be the 

primary goal of the appeals. Logical persuasion generally takes the 

form of inductive reasoning. Few examples of deduction are found. The 

predodnance of inductive reasoning codd be due to the fact that ex

aggeration and insinuation are more easily accomplished through this 

type of reasoning. It especially lends itself to the use of colorfd, 

emotionally charged examples and signs. The validty of the reason

ing varies from the mdtiple untruths of McCarthy to the exaggeration 

of actual facts by Mdcolm X. A single chain of reasoning was utilized 

by Mdcolm X, while McCarthy used two separate pieces and Hargls used 

severd pieces. 

Arrangement varies among the three speeches; however, each 

contdns an exordum, a narrative and/or refutation, and a peroration. 

Each of the fanatics realized the need for the good d l l of the audience 

and especially relied upon the exordium for that purpose. McCarthy's 

narrative includes a madmum of refutation, while both Hargis and 

Mdcolm X include very little. A considerable amount of eddence is 

found. Generally it is either in the form of persond experience or is 

dstorted by exaggeration or by being taken out of context. The perora-
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tion, in d l three cases. Includes emotionally charged final statements. 

Hargis reaches the high point and then immediately leads into a prayer. 

None of the speeches have a highly stnictured pattern of organization. 

The elements of style are very sidlar in the speeches. All 

include antithetical overtones along d t h a considerable use of rhetori

cal question, repetition, and reiteration. Figurative language is not 

abundant; however, colorful, highly connotative descriptive words are 

frequently utilized. Sentences are generally short and simple d t h 

frequent interjections. They are developed through statement and ampli

fication or explanation. 

thim p- Although certdn variations exist among the types of delivery, 

each type was appropriate to the speaker and consistent d t h the subject 

and the occasion. All of the speakers used a highly persond, and yet 

emotional, delivery d t h considerable vocal variety. The speeches 

were delivered extemporaneously d t h the aid of either notes or pieces 

of specific eddence. 

tH« ,..t,̂ -c: ,• General Characteristics 

^f i Generdly it dght be said of the rhetoric of fanaticism that 

although the topics dffer, the methods are essentially the same. De

votion to a worthy cause is cited as justification for the use of 

questionable rhetoricd techniques. Exaggeration, fdlacious logic, 

and fadty evidence are often the tools of the fanatic in his attempt 

to move his audience. He is highly conscious of his image, whether it 

is holy as d t h Hargis or tough and coarse as d t h McCarthy, and seeks 

to defend it. His speeches are filled d t h emotional appeals, espe- % 

clAlly indignation and hatred. He presents his audience d t h a dlemma; 

it is his way or dsaster. He d l l use an abundance of eddence and 
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will be eager to exhibit his specific documentation. The speech Itself 

is informal and unstructured. He uses numerous rhetorical questions, 

thereby avoidng potentially libelous statement, while at the same time 

making his intended point. He d l l be skillful in his use of insinua

tion and innuendo. Vldd, highly suggestive language d l l be coupled 

d t h an abundance of repetition and reiteration. His extemporaneous 

delivery d l l be highly personal and emotionally charged. He d l l be 

eager to identify d t h d s audience. 

These then are some of the characteristics which may dstlnguish 

the rhetoric of the fanatic. It is important that he be recognized, 

thus preventing the blind acceptance of his doctrine dthout first 

analyzing his techdques and his underlying purposes. Although the 

fanatic's role in our society is important, it is perhaps of greater 

importance that the people recognize him for what he is and not blindly 

accept all that he advocates. 

Recommendations for Further Study 

The superficial nature of this study precludes the formation 

of final conclusions; therefore, the above conclusions must neces

sarily be considered tentative. Numerous areas of further study, how

ever, are inherent dthin this topic. This writer recommends that 

further studies be conducted concerdng the nature of political, reli

gious, and racid fanaticism. An in-depth study of each area wodd seem 

warranted. The rhetorical canons, especially invention and style, wodd 

also bear doser study because of their Importance to the rhetoric of 

the fanatic. His speaking dght dso be exadned d t h emphasis upon its 

effect on society. Any area of socid, political, econodc, or reli-

8 8 
E E 
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gious unrest is a potential source of fanaticism, and this writer would 

recommend the observation of such situations in order to possibly detect 

and trace the rise of the fanatic, thus providing the basis for a deeper 

insight into the causes of fanaticism. The area of Medcan-American 

recognition and cidl rights dght bear consideration in this context. 

Finally, further study is recommended concerdng the effects of the 

mass meda upon the fanatic and his rhetoric. 

t'. 
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.1 .III 
^PENDIX A: A CRITICAL APPARATUS FOR RHETORICAL ANALYSIS 

'• t-^m'-'. % \ 

2, ' -.''t>r ..' 

:> The Speaker 

I. Background 

A. Early life 
B. Education and speech trddng 
C. Major events of his career 
D. Principal ideas and beliefs 
E. Influence on contemporaries and on history 
F. Principal speeches 

The Speech 

The Occasion 

A. Time 
1. Year and date 
2. Significance of the time 
3. Events in connection d t h the occasion 

B. Place 
1. Geographicd location 
2. Significance of the location 

C. Situation 
1. Type of occasion 
2. Other speakers 
3. Specid effects 

a) Music 
b) Singing 
c) Others 

4. Relationship to the mass media 
a) Is the speech being broadcast on radio? 
b) Is the speech being taped for teledsion? 
c) Is the speech being broadcast to a live audience? 

II. The Audience 
'..••..• :i^,t.'-^yy •* . „ 

A. What are the generd characteristics of the audience? 
1. Size -
2. Sex 
3 . Age 
4. Educational background 
5 . P o l i t i c d , re l ig ious , and rac ia l d s p o s l t i o n 
6. General interests 

III a^mmm.i * 25< 
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•• 

B« 

What is the purpose of the speech? 
1. Generd purpose? 
2. Specific purpose? 

What type of speech is it? 
1. Is it Deliberative? If so, is its end 

a) Advantage? 
b) Injury? 

2. Is is Forensic? If so, is its end 
a) Accusation? 
b) Defense? 

3. Is it Epldeictlc? If so, is its end 
a) Honor? 
b) Dishonor? 

€• What is the status of the cause? 
1. Is it factual? 
2. Is it conjecturd? 
3. Is it definitive? 
4. Is it legal? 

D« Is the question defidte or indefldte? 

E« What type of proofs are employed? 
1. Are the proofs non-artistic? 

Testimony of dtnesses? 
Rumors? 
Documents? 
Precedents? 
Deeds? 
Laws? 
Decrees? 
Opldons? 
Other types? 

2. Are the proofs artistic? 
Is there evidence of ethicd persuasion? 
(1) Is the ethos drect or Indirect? 

(a) 

3. 

a 
b 
c 
d 
e 
f 
8 
h 
1 

a) 

Through liberdity? 
(b) Through justice? 
(c) Through courage? 
(d) Through temperance? 
(e) Through magnanidty? 
(f) Through magnificence? 

I,' (g) Through prudence? 
(h) Through gentleness? 
(1) Through dsdom? 
(J) Through dignity? '- -

(5) M Through reputation? 
(1) Through appearance? 

Is good d l l exhibited? t%Mt-
a) Toward the listeners? 
b) Through a friendy disposition? 

•J i? •f'M'. 
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(4) Is untrustworthiness exhibited? 
(a) Through lack of intelligence? 
(b) Through rascality? 
(c) Through an ill disposition toward the 

audience? 
b) Is there eddence of pathetical persuasion? 

(1) To what emotions does the speaker appeal? 
(a) Anger or dldness? 
(b) Friendship or hatred? 
(c) Fear or boldness? 
(d) Shame or shamelessness? 
(e) Kindness or unkindness? 
(f) Pity or indignation? 
(g) Emulation or contempt? 
(h) Envy? 

(2) What eddence of pathos is found in the choice 
of words and ideas? i 

c) Is there eddence of logical persuasion? 
(1) Are the arguments concerned with attributes of 

persons? If so, do they concern 
(a) Name? 
(b) Nature? 
(c) Manner of life? 
(d) Fortune? 
(e) Habit? 
(f) Feeling? 
(g) Interests? 
(h) Purposes? 
(1) Achievements? 
(j) Accidents? 
(k) Speeches made? 

(2) Are the arguments concerned dth attributes of 
actions? 
(a) Are they coherent with the action? 
(b) Are they in connection with the performance 

of the action? 
(c) Are they adjunct to the action? 
(d) Are they consequent upon the performance | 

of the action? i | 
(3) Are the arguments probable? If so, are they by | 

,* means of 
(a) Sign? 
(b) Something credible? 
(c) Judgment? 
(d) Comparison? 

(4) Are the arguments irrefutable? 
(a) Are they in the form of a dllenma? 
(b) Are they in the form of enumeration? 
(c) Are they in the form of simple inference? 

(5) Are the arguments carried on by induction or 
example? 
(a) Are they historicd parallels? v<i. ^ 
(b) Are they invented parallels? 

1̂ U ^ '̂icy t w 
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h) 

(6) 

.*%, 

(c) Are they fables? 
(d) Are they analogies? 
Are the arguments carried on by deduction? 
(«) Are they maxims? 
(b) Are they demonstrative enthymemes? 
(e) Are they refute tive enthymemes? 
(d) Are they sham enthymemes? If so, do they 

concern 

' mr% 
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Diction? 
Fallacious combination and separation? 
Indignation? 
A single sign? 
The accidental? 
Consequence? 
False cause? 
Odsslon of time and manner? 
Substitution of absolute for particular? 

IV. Arrangement 

*t 

A. Exorditmi or proem 
1. Is the source sigdficant? 

a) Is it in the speaker? 
b) Is it in the audience? 
c) Is it in the subject? 

> ' d) Is it in the opposition? 
2. What function does it perform? 

a) Does the speaker attempt to gain attention and good 
dll? 

b) Does he attempt to show the importance of the subject? 
e) Does he attempt to pacify the audience? 
d) Does he attempt to arouse laughter? 
e) Does he attempt to establish a serious atmosphere? 
f) Does he attempt to expldn or clarify the issue? 
g) Does he attempt to allay prejudice? 
h) Does he attempt to divert the attention of the 

audience? 
i) How does the speaker move into the narrative? 

7. 

B. Narrative or statement 
1. What type of exposition is used? 

a) Hie case at law or reason for the dispute 
i (1) Is it brief? i^«rr 
#> #>* (a) Does it state the substance of the story? 

(b) Are there superfluous facts and words? 
(c) Is it repetitious? 

(2) Is it plausible? 
(a) Are the characteristics realistic? 

«| 'M» (b) Does the story apply to the characters and 
the beliefs of the audience? 

g^ (3) Is it clear? 
(a) Are the events presented in correct order? 
(b) Is excessive length avoided? 
(c) Is obscurity avoided? 

'ii&'i'-

«-^ 
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b) Digression 
(1) Is it in the form of attack? 

' (2) Is it a comparison? 
•' (3) Is it for amusement? 

(4) Is it for amplification? 
c) Amusement or trddng 

(1) Does it deal dth persons? 
(a) Does it concern the fluctuation of fortune, a 

contrast of character, hope, fear, desire, | | 
etc. 

(b) Does it possess great dvaclty? 
(2) Does it deal with events? 

(a) False? (fabula) | | 
(b) Historical? (historia) I I 
(c) Fictitious but plausible? (argumentum) 

C. Partition 
1. How are the arguments didded? 

a) Are the areas of agreement and disagreement designated? 
b) Is the area of controversy set forth? 
c) Are the matters for discussion set forth? 

(1) Briefly? 
(2) Concisely? 
(3) Completely? 

D. Confirmation or argument 
1. Are the arguments primarily inductive? 
2. Are the arguments primarily deductive? 

a) Is the five-part method used? (Major predse, proof, 
dnor predse, proof, conclusion) 

b) Are one or more of the parts excluded? If so, which 
ones? 

3. Is there variety in the argumentation? 
4. In what order are the arguments arranged? 

a) Are the strongest argtiments at the beginning and/or 
at the end? 

b) Are those of medimi strength grouped together? 
c) Are insignificant arguments odtted? j 

5. How is the logical structure of the reasoning presented? | 
a) Is the speech a single piece or a chain of reasoning? 
b) Were there separate pieces of reasoning? 
c) Was the reasoning pattern simple or complex? | | 
d) Was the reasoning pattern long or short? 
e) Was there a fixed pattern of reasoning? I | 

B^ 6. How much evidence is presented? 
7. What type of evidence is used? 

a) Is i t vdid? 
b) Is i t consistent? 
c) Is i t acceptable? 

B. Refutation 
1. Are the arguments attacked singly or en masse? 

! ! 
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F. 

6. 

2. 
3. 
4. 
5. 
6. 

iit^,--^ 

7. 

Are the assumptions found to be unacceptable? 
Is the conclusion deded? 
Are coiinter-arguments presented? 
Is the form of argument shown to be fallacious? 
Is the whole argument shown to be faulty? If so, why? 
a) Is it general? 
b) Is it disputable? 
c) Is it dscredltable? 
d) Is it trifling? 
e) Is it far-fetched? 
f) Is it common? 
g) Is it a bad definition? 
h) Is it controvertible? 
1) Is it self-eddent? 
j) Is it offensive? 
k) Is it inconsistent? 
1) Is it adverse? 
Are special or unusual methods used? 

i i 
1 1 I I 

Peroration or epilogue 
1. Does it concern facts? 

a) Does the speaker summarize? 
b) Does he magnify his own case? 
c) Does he refresh the memory of the audience? 

2. Does it concern emotion? 
a) Does he incite indignation or ill-dll against his 

opponent? 
b) Does he put the audience into the right state of 

emotion? 
3. Does it contdn a coiid>ination of both facts and emotion? 

Does the pattern of orgadzation sdt the topic under ds
cussion? 
1. Are any of the parts odtted by the speaker? 
2. Is an alternate pattern of organization used? 

• •••k 

i if 

V. style 

A. What type of style is used? 
1. Is it loose or periodic? 
2. Is it grand? 
3. Is it moderate? 
4. Is it plain? • V. / ,;# 

B. Is the style clear? 
1. Are correct connectives used? 
2. Are specific words used? 
3. Is ambiguity avoided? 
4. Is gender used correctly? i. 
5. Is number used correctly? 

C. Is the language appropriate? 
Does it express emotion? î  ̂  ^>^ 

*y. 

! ! 
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2. Does it express character? 
3. Is it in proportion to the subject? 

B« Is the language impressive? 
1. Are objects described rather than named? 
2» Are metaphors and epithets used? 
3. Are plurals used rather than singular words? 
4. Are connecting particles used? 
5. Are descriptions in terms of what is not? 

B« Are d t and humor used in the proper context? 

f« Are proper embellishments of language used? 
1. What tropes are used? 

a) Metaphor 
b) Sidle 
c) Synecdoche 
d) Metonymy 
e) Onomatopoeia 

^ f) Antonomasla (substitution for a proper name) 
g) Catachresis (using related terms to describe things 

for which no descriptive term exists) 
h) Metalepsis (transition between tropes) 

-I'H:; i) Epithet 
j) Allegory 
k) Periphrasis (circimilocutlon) 
1) Hyperbaton (word transposition) 
m) Hyperbole 

2. What figures of thought are employed? 
a) Rhetoricd question 
b) Anticipation 
c) Hesitation 
d) Communication 
e) Simulation of emotion 
f) Impersonation 
g) Ellipse 
h) Apostrophe 
1) Vivid illustration 
j) Irony 
k) Confession 
1) Concession 
n) Agreement *̂ = 
n) Feigned reticence (aposiopesls) 
o) Midcry 

>, ! p) Feigned repentance 
*̂ q) Intimation 
^ r) Antithesis 
9, What figures of language are employed? 

^ a) Repetition and reiteration 
' b) Inflection 
c) Intentional odsslon 
d) Self-correction and apparent censure 

S« Iftmt ^̂  Exclamations of addration or grief 
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G. What eddence of style is found in the use of sentences? 
1. Are they simple or complex? . 
2. Are they long or short? 
3. Do they contain one or more ideas? 
4. What method of sentence development predominates? 

a) Assertion and repetition? 
b) Assertion and explanation? 

7 c) Assertion and illustration? 
d) Assertion and contrast or comparison? 

VI. Memory 

A. What use was made of natural memory? 
1. Was the speech memorized? 
2. Did the speaker have a good grasp of the facts? 
3. Did he speak from a manuscript? 
4. Did he speak from notes or an outline? 
5. Was the speech impromptu? 

B. What use was made of artificial memory? 
1. What methods were used in the preparation of the speech? 
2. Is there evidence that the speaker used mnemonic dedces? 

VII. Delivery 

A. What elements of vocal delivery were evident? 
1. What was the nature of the speaker's voice quality? 
2. Did he demonstrate vocal variety? 

a) In volume? 
b) In pitch? 
c) In rhythm? 

3. Did his voice adequately express emotions? 
4. What aspects of flexibility were eddent? 

a) Was a tone of conversation used? If so, was it 
(1) Dignified? 
(2) Explicative? 
(3) Narrative? 
(4) Facetious? 

b) Was a tone of debate used? If so, was it 
(1) Sustained? 
(2) Broken? 

c) Was a tono of amplification used? If so, was it 
(1) Hortatory? 
(2) Pathetic? 

5. What rate of speaking was used by the speaker? 
6. Did he malce effective use of pause? 
7. Was his vocal delivery appropriate? 

a) For the spealcer? 
b) For the audience? 
e) For the Intended emotion? 
d) For the speech structure? 

B. What use of physical movement was eddent? 
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1. Was bodily movement controlled? 
a) Were there any distracting mannerisms? 

2. What type of movements were used? 
a) Head? 
b) Facial expression? 
c) Shoulders? 
d) Arms and hands? 

3. Was his bodily action co-ordinated? 
a) Were his gestures graceful? 

ro«;i<?s; m-:i J j,) yj^^^ ĵ ĝ gestures impulsive? 
til* dlli: Q) y^yg ĵ Q̂ gestures appropriate? 

' -^ YA-^^y :y jj) D̂ ĵ ̂-î ^ gesturcs call attention to themselves or 
were they unobtrusive? 

•rîc >̂ '̂ What other factors in delivery were evident? 
TMci . V ! 2., What personal characteristics affected his delivery? 
Uiy.i:^ , ;« ^ 2. What personal mannerisms affected his delivery? 

VIII. Generd Comments 

What may be said of this speech by way of comparison dth 
^ other of his speeches? 

'y:,mt vt»(...\/* .' ^ 

'•y%yj "in, k Did the speech accomplish its purpose? 
1. Was it effective or Ineffective? 

• 2. Was it well received by the audience? 
;©T , ^' u 3, Did It Influence future actions or courses of events? 

C. What other observations may be made, not specifically 
indicated elsewhere in this analysis? 

• V : ? 

tozyy^.y 
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>^4 . ' u JOSEPH R. MCCARTHY 

.,£̂.1 ..s ̂ ^n? i THE RED-TINTED WASHINGTON CROWD 

Thank you very much, Steve Miller, and good evedng to my 
friends and neighbors in my home town of Appleton, Wisconsin, and 
to the dllions of Americans across the land who are listedng to 
this rado broadcast. 

jrxr %jv0 ffh''. ...,•••. ' • : 
First from the bottom of my heart, let me thank my people of 

Wisconsin who gave me such a fine go-ahead vote on September 9th. Es
pecidly do I thank the tens of thousands of Democrats who crossed 
into the Republican colimm and gave me tiieir support. Now they were 
not voting for McCarthy as an indiddud; they were voting against 
the e d l which besets this nation. They were voting against the 
e d l of wars that we're afrdd to d n , corruption and Communism in 
Washington. Now those Democrats have proved what I have long main
tained, and that is, that the dllions of loyal Americans who have 
long voted the Democratic ticket, that they are not Democrats first. 
They are Americans first, and Democrats and Republicans second. 

Now I know, I know that those Democrats tomorrow d l l vote 
for America if the raw, harsh facts are laid bare before them. Now 
the duty, the duty to give the American people the facts, regardless 
of how unpleasant those facts may be—it is the duty of those of us 
who knew the people of i^m&rlca sent them to Washington to stand 
guard on the watch towers of this nation. 

ty^i. Over the past months and years, I have been devoting every 
effort of d n d and body to pdnt the picture as it is so that an in
formed people can take action, as I am sure they d l l take action 
tomorrow when you elect General Eisenliower and give him Republican 
senators and hoxise members. 

This task, this task has taken me far from Wisconsin. It's 
been a long, long rough road. And it's good my friends, very good, 
very good to be back here with you tonight at home. Thank you. 

i *, Tonight I also want to tell you, the people of Wisconsin, 
how grateful I am that you were so patient with me in dlowing me 
to spend so much time outside of the State of Wisconsin, in other 
states. I have been absent so much relying upon the fact that you 
the people here in Viscous in know where I stand, and how I stand, 
despite the greatest smear in the history of the state. I shall be 
very, very thankful, not only for your votes tomorrow, but dso for 
anything you can do to get out and make sure that we have the largest 
vote we've ever had in the State of Wisconsin. 

^, ji4'.. _ 1 3 5 •* ̂'•-- ' -̂̂  ̂ - '-• 
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And just one more, one more brief message particdarly to lay 
Wisconsin audience. Last dght, last night Wisconsin saw and heard 
a n€W low in campdgn degeneracy and dishonesty. A man named Ed 
Morgan appeared dth the Democrat candidate over state teledsion and 
radio hookups. He fdsely posed as a spokesman for the FBI. He is 
doing the same tonight, and here's the ad, my good friends, which ap
peared in your local paper. "FBI—(where is it now? Here we are.) 
"FBI man answers Joe McCarthy." Well I knew something about this man; 
so I dred J. Edgar Hoover, and said. "Mr. Hoover, is this an FBI 
man, or is he a faker?" And I got a wire back about an hour ago, and 
he says that this man has had no connection wliatsoever with the FBI— 
for over five years, and that he has no authority whatsoever to speak 
for the FBI, and I hand this dre to the press so they may see it. 

Who is this—who is this carpetbagger who's out here trying 
to tell you how to vote? He is a lawyer, he is a lawyer for the 
notoriously inefficient OPS. He was the assistant chief counsel for 
the Pearl Harbor investigation. He wrote the infamous Pearl Harbor 
report. He also headed the staff of the unlamented Tydings Com
dttee, and wrote the whitewash report clearing all those I named be
fore that comdttee. And as you luiow, fifteen of those who were 
cleared by that report have since been removed from government be
cause of dther disloyalty or security reasons, and last dght, last 
night he told the American people and again tonight—he sdd 
HcCarthy just testified as a character witness for Earl Browder. 
Let's qdckly exadne this deliberate falsehood. Earl Browder was 
charged d t h hadng been in contempt of the Tydings Comdttee, for 
hadng fdled to cooperate with them. I was called to testify and 
under oath gave the court the complete story of how Browder, the top 
Communist, under Horgan's and Tydings' coaching, cooperated whole
heartedly d t h them in whitewashing Browder's Communist friends. The 
court agreed with me and sdd he cooperated so fully he could not aave 
been in contempt of that comdttee, although I said of coxirse I have 
nothing but complete contempt for it myself. 

•*-• :^-yyj ,'• y..^ <...jr" 

-̂i But here in Wisconsin, but here in Wisconsin you see this 
last dnute attempt to dredge up Tydings' right-hand man and bring 
him into this state, and falsely pose as an FBI man. You wonder hew 
low, how low they can conceivably get. 

Now a week ago tonight in Chicago on a nationdde television 
and radio broadcast I attempted to pull together all the loose ends in 
the history of a man who wants to be President on the Democrat ticket. 
Yesterday, the Stevenson camp made what they cdled an answer to that 
history. A fantastic lying spree if I ever heard one. Now Stevenson 
has predously asked—asked the American people to judge him by the 
addsors that he personally selected. To that 1 said okay Adlai, 
let's do that, and I gave the history of those addsors. They made 
answer to that; let's look at their answers briefly tonight if we 
may. 

Now one of the addsors selected by the Democrat candidate 
to hdp him to do his thinking and writing is Bernard De Voto. In 
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Chicaso I read sooe of De Voto's writings in whicli he ridicded the FBI 
•• a bunch of "eollege trained flatfeet." In the same article, which I 
hold in «y hand, nothing secret about it, he urges that no one give the 
FBI idfoxnation on Conuudsts in government. Now, after I exposed him 
hore is i^at he sdd. He said 'Anyone who has read oy writings," De 
Veto's, '̂ Iwotfs that X sn one of the most anti-Coamudst writers." I am 
not going to answer him. X am going to edl u^on a great dtness to 
answer hln. One of the greatest Aaarieans I know next to Doug MacArthur 
and Kiaanhowar, J. Edgar Hoover, head of the FBI. I hold in my hand a 
latter which Hoover wrote. Kaep in dnd he wrote this before this cam
pdgn started. J. Edgar lk>over was not taking part in the campaign. 
Bare*a what ha aaid. Ha sdd, "I hava Mr., X*ve read Mr. Barnard De 
Voto's article, 'Due Notice to the FBI,' which appears in the October 
1949 laaua of Harper's Magaiiaa. I do not care to dignify Mr. De Voto's 
eooq̂ ilatimi of hdf-truths, inaccuracies, die tortious, and dsrepresenta-
dona dth even a 4anial or an explanation." Than J. Edgar Hoover goes 
on In this article to point out that "if Da Voto's addce," his addce 
to dthhold information from the FBI, information about Consimista, if 
that **itmf followed it would be a great serdce to the Conondst Party, 
and a grave threat to the security of this nation." Now there is nothing 
aaerat about this ay friends. It's a H down here in black and white. 
Xt la a cold, printed record and It cannot be erased by their shouting. 
And if anyone in my audence tonight, my rado audience tonight, ques
tions Che accuracy of tds, I suggest that before you vote tomorrow you 
(o to the public library, pick iq» Harper's, which normdly I woddn't 
raeomaad for reading, pick tQ> Harper's for October 1949. Turn to the 
ardela "Due Notice to the FBI," by Stevenson's addsor, and then get 
thm following issue which contdns the letter from J. Edgar Hoover. 
?o Hoover—• Nov I ask the American people, especidly the good loyd 
Danocrata, when you go to the polls t norrow remember that Stevenson 
add, "Judge me by the advisors whom I select." Then keep in dnd that 
hm selected as a top advisor a man who says, "If you know about Commu
nists, don't tell the FBI." Now n^ good friends, what dll hia job be 
if a calWBlty does occur tomorrow and if Stevenson were elected? What 
Job would he have? WOdd he perhaps have the job as head of the FBI? 
Vho knows? 

ta Chicago I also cdled attention to the fact that another of 
fha three men whom Stevenson selected ma his addsors and speech writers, 
had urged that Conmudsts be dlowed to teach your children. His 
aaawar was—(Listen to this. Hare is the nuabar one man of the caiiq>.) 
Vhan X said he urged that Conmunists be dlowed to teach your children, 
his answer was, he sdd, "McCarthy was correct in quoting me about the 
fact that X felt that Communists have the right to teach in the Ud«-
varsides." But he said that 'McCarthy took it out of context." Ha 
add, '*Ha left out this phrase." Listen to the phrase that was left 
out. ''So long as they do not disqudify theasalves by intellectud 
distortions in the dassrooa." Do you know iiihat that means? I don't. 
AM anyone knows, a Coonudst teacher must ba intellectually distorted, 
or he wouldn't be a CoBOBudst. W<e dso know, we also know that a 
CuiwiinTfsf teacher cannot know freedom of thought, nor freedom of ex
pression. Unless ha follows the CoaoRidst Party Una laid down in 
{loacov* ha is kicked out of the Party. Now in dew of the fact—in 
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d a w of tha fact that we are a nation of God-fearing people, regardless 
of whether we are Jewish, Catholic, or Protestant, I also quoted Steven-
eon 'a top addsor's statement about religion. Here is the exact quote 
taken from the Saturday Revlei^, the date May 24 of this year. The whole, 
let ma quote It.''The whole record of history gives proof that a belief 
in God," here's a quote from Stevenson's man. "The whole record of his
tory gives proof that a belief in God has created human vanity as over-
weedng and human arrogance as Intolerable as the vanity and the arro
gance of the Communists." This was taken from a redew of Whitaker 
Chambers' book cdled Witness. Now some of you may have read it. You 
d l l recall that the theme of that book was that belief in God is the 
hope of our ddlization. This idea was then ridiculed by Stevenson's 
addsor. And what answer do they give to this? The answer which they 
gave was, they say "Oh, McCarthy took this out of context." Now of course 
I ddn't quote the entire article. But if any of you care to read it 
before you vote tomorrow, go to your public library. Get the librarian. 
You can do it, it's there. Get the librarian to give you the Saturday 
Itadaw of May 24, and then turn to page 40 and see whether this was taken 
out of context. But Stevenson says, "Judge me by the advisors whom I 
select." I fervently hope—I fervently hope and pray that the American 
people take his advice and do that tomorrow. 

Now let's move on rapidly to the third of the three speech 
writers, an addsor picked by the Democrat candidate himself. They 
weren't foisted upon him. He said those are my men, those are the men 
I want as my brdntrust. The third man, James Wechsler. When Wechsler 
was confronted with the cold proof which I gave in Chicago, that he and 
his d f e were members of the Communist League, what was his answer? He 
couldn't deny it. But he said, "Oh yes, but," he said, "I have reformed 
since then." Now my good friends, in that answer he doesn't state when, 
where, why, or how he refonoed. He now edits a New York paper, which 
edtorially in many respects follows the Communist Party line right down 
to the last period. 

^y,, There you have the picture my good friends. There you have the 
picture of the brdntrust that will be rundng Washington if the American 
people make a dstake tomorrow. And it isn't a pleasant picture—a 
picture of a man who says I want to be a President on the Democrat Ticket, 
a Iff*" who says, "Judge me by the advisors whom I select'.' And we find 
that one of the advisors says 'don't tell the FBI about Communists. Keep 
that information from the FBI." The second mriter addses letting 
Communists teach your children—pervert and twist and distort their 
dnds—ridicules the American belief in religion. And the third man. 
Third m̂ »" Wechsler says, "Oh yes I belonged to the Communist League but 
I have reformed." ^.^^-^p-*-*, • -mm•'*•••- •> ^ ip«:«-vv 

qr#̂  »A Now my good friends I do not tell you todght, I do not tell 
you that Schlesinger, Stevenson's number one man, number one bralntrust, 
X don't tell you he's a Commudst. I have no Information on that point. 
But I do know that if he were a Communist he would also ridicde reli
gion. He wodd also advise that Communists be allowed to teach your 
children. Ha didn't make any Communists unhappy when he d d that. '-^ 
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«c.̂ î , I do not tell you that De Voto, the number two man in the 
Stevenson brdntrust is a Communist. But I do know that if he were a 
Comnudst, he would also addse the American people not to give the in
formation about his fellow Commudsts to the FBI. 

I don't know; I don't know whether Wechsler, the nimober three 
man in the Stevenson bralntrust is a Communist. We do know, however, 
that he has publicly addtted that both he and his dfe belonged to the 
Conmnmist League. We know of course that he claims that he dropped out 
but dth no outward sign, no outward sign of any change in the path he 
has followed. We of course also know that Communists don't dnd lying, 
and if a Communist were caught red-handed as a member of the Communist 
League, he would naturally do as Wechsler does—claim that he had 
reformed. 

The Communists, Commimists you know don't wear, they don't wear 
their party membership on their coatsleeves. They work, the only time 
they can work, effectively, is secretly in the dark recesses. 

And there my good friends you have the picture of his three-man 
brdntrust. There you have the answers he gave. If we, the American 
people, make the ghastly dstake of selecting this man as President, 
they dll still be his brdntrust. As I have often said to my good 
friends who have said that Stevenson is Truman's puppet. I say that 
is not true. That is not true. Tnmnan, I think, essentially, while a 
cheap little politician, is a loyal American. It took Tnmian—I 
shouldn't say it took Trtmian—it took the Acheson, Lattimore crowd a 
long time to surround Truman with a type of people who codd control 
his thinking and pull the strings. But dth Stevenson you have an in
finitely more dangerous picture. Here you have a man, who picks as 
his top addsors the type of men whom I have named—men my good friends, 
were the left—if that were possible—who were at the left of the 
Achesons, the Lattlmores, and the rest of that red-tinted crowd in 
Wasdngton. They say vote for Stevenson—you'll get a change. You'll 
get a change my friends, but a change for the worse, infldtely for the 
worse. 

.i ?-i y .. • 

Now in Chicago, in Chicago two dghts ago, the Democrat candi
date made this statement, and I quote his exact words. He said, "We 
are far from where we seek to go." A revealing and shocdng statement. 
We are still far from where we seek to go. Now where do we want to go? 
Not where the American people want to go my friends. We don't want 
to be led by a bralntrust that says, "Communists shodd teach your 
children"—a bralntrust that ridicules religion—that says to the 
American people, "Don't tell the great FBI about Communists"—a brdn
trust, one third of which says, "Yes, I was caught red-handed as a mem
ber of the Communist League." 

So I have been fighting dght and day, for months and years, to 
expose and get Communists, and Communist-line thinkers out of positions 
of power in Washington. Tomorrow, you the American people dll either 
get rid of the Comnudsts and fellow travelers, or you dll vote more 
of them into power. There's no d d d e ground tomorrow my good friends. 
Either you get more of it, or you get less of it. Now if you want a 
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red change. If you want to get rid of the Commudsts and the corrupt 
mess in Washington, your task is to work all day tomorrow to make sure 
that we elect Eisenhower and a Republican Senate and a Republican Con
gress. That you can do."*' ̂  " -̂?? 

-'«.«-̂  

'11^. 1 especially call upon the loyal—I especially call upon the 
loyal Democrats of this nation. I don't call upon them to desert their 
party. But I e d l upon them to realize at long last that they have no 
party in Washington, and that the only way that they can regdn control 
of that once great political party, and then scrub and flush and wash 
clean the foul mess that is Washington, is to elect Generd Eisenhower 
and give him a Senate and a House that d l l work d t h him. 
a-'- »4.«i«i5S;« 

*̂'"* I think my good Democrat friends codd pay a great serdce to 
the nation if tomorrow they wodd all be guests of the Republican 
Party. The way some of them do. 

Over the past weeks you have heard over and over like a broken 
record, the admonition of the Acheson, Truman, Stevenson team. You've 
all heard it. "Vote for us because you dn't ever had it so good." 
And when General Eisenhower exposed the fact that the Stevenson team 
were asking for votes on the basis of war prosperity, the usual answer-
Stevenson bled and screamed that Eisenhower was helping Moscow. Just 
how telling the truth and giving the American people the facts helps 
Moscow I still don't know. 
•flir'-aB ^f^'^e ' 

i^^t jjQuy let's, let's exadne this campaign slogan of the Truman-
Acheson-Stevenson camp. The slogan, "Vote for us because you dn't 
ever had it so good." I hold in my hand an issue of the CIO news, and 
no one has ever claimed that this is a Republican propaganda sheet, I 
don't believe. The date is significant, April 17, 1950. That's just 
two months and one week before the Korean War. Let me quote from this 
CIO report. They say "more than four dllion persons are totally un
employed, and an additional six to eight dllion are working only part 
time. The unemployment figure is about a dllion higher than it was a 
year ago, and about two dllion higher than two years ago. And there 
is nothing at present to indicate that the situation d l l improve 
noticeably in the future." End of quote. Now d t h unemployment in
creasing at the rate of one dllion a year according to one of our great 
labor orgadzations, this meant of course that we were heading right 
smAck into a depression. Well then what happened? About that time— 
about that time Acheson made his famous, or perhaps I shodd say in
famous, public statement that South Korea lies outside of our line of 
defense, that we would not fight if the Commudsts decided to take 
over South Korea. Now this was a most fantastic, a most unbelievable 
indtatlon for the Communists to take over South Korea. And when the 
Communists accepted the invitation, as they were bound to do, and 
iQOved into South Korea, then we landed our fighting men in Korea and 
have sent them engaging in a war in one of the most unfavorable spots 
on Earth, most unfavorable from the standpoint of d n d n g a decisive 
dctory. Now add those three things together, my good friends, tomorrow 
when you go to the polls. Add those three things together. They are 
not accidental. Number one: 10 to 12 dllion, fully or partidly un
employed. Number two: Acheson says to the Commudsts, come on boys. 
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take over South Korea. We won't interfere. And number three: the 
Communists accept the indtatlon and we move in. And since then, over 
a million Koreans and over 120,000 American boys have consecrated the 
hills and vdleys of Korea with their blood. Now American mothers-
American mothers—the mothers of the boys who died in Korea, must wonder 
why Acheson issued the public indtatlon for the Communist to take over— 
the indtatlon which brought on that war. There are only two alterna
tives. Either he as he said then believed that we wodd not interfere 
if the Communists took over. And if that's true this poses another 
question. What caused him and Truman to change their dnds, if you call 
them that? And above all. And above all, why shodd we notify the 
Communists that they would have free wheeling in South Korea? The 
second alternative is that he knew the plan all along. The plan was to 
put American boys into Korea if the Communists accepted the indtatlon. 
If so, then why indte the Communists in? But what does, what does the 
Democrat canddate say about this? He says, "Oh it's a thrilling pro-
groa, a thrilling program." Certaidy, certaidy Adld it is not thril
ling to the mothers and wives of the young men who have died in this 
war—a war which according to the adddstration we dare not d n for 
fear of making the Communist Russia mad. Thrilling? Thrilling perhaps 
to red Russia who without losing one drop of blood has watched the 
destruction of the cream of our armed forces, the decimation of our 
d r force, and the squandering of billions and billions of dollars. 

-<-i..^m.*M '*''-̂  -y ^^yi-r . 

Wiell, if you the American people agree d t h the Democrat can
didate that it's a "thrilling program" you can decide to have more of 
it tomorrow. If, however, you are sick way down deep inside at the 
deliberate sell-out of America, a sell-out according to the plans, to 
the carefd plans of the red-printed-tinted crowd who have been so bad 
for America and so good for Commudst Russia—if you believe that, then 
you the American people can edl for a new day of decency and honesty, 
a day of bright sudight where there has been hopdessness and dark
ness. You can do it tomorrow by voting for Eisenhower and a Republican 
Senate and Congress. You can say to all of Hiss's friends in Washing
ton and in Springfield, we are at long last through d t h you gentlemen, 
wa are through d t h you forever, lock, stock, and barrel. 

• , * 
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™̂  ^«ai.»^ .̂  CHRIST WAS A REACTIONARY 

[Portions of the Introduction and conclusion of the speech 
have been odtted due to their highly informal nature. The content 
of the odtted portions will be indicated in the text. The first 
twenty-three dnutes of the speech was a low keyed warm-up of his 
audience. He Included greetings to members of his audience, person-
dlzed versions of stock stories, a reference to his appearance the 
night before on the Joe Pyne Show, notice of radio stations where 
his regular broadcasts are carried, and other matters of Interest 
to his highly partisan audience. Following this Informal introduc
tion, the body of tne speech was presented. The text begins at the 
end of the Informal section.] 

-"' • Now this afternoon rather than delivering you some sort of 
pat speech, I'm just going to talk about several issues that I feel 
are very interesting and issues that I think you'd like to think 
along and about. 

The sixteenth chapter of Matthew, the first three verses. 
"The Pharisees also with the Sadducees came, and tempting, desired 
Jesiis that he would show them a sign from Heaven." Of course they 
were always trying to trap him too. They were always trying to dis
credit him. You know, ny friends, Christ was a reactionary, and all 
the apostles were reactionaries. The church has always been a reac
tionary institution. God help the church when it goes to sleep in 
society and no longer reacts to edl. That's what's happedng. 

« Today's modernistic, liberal church is wedding the state; 
it's marrying the state. Consequently it's no longer a reactionary 
institution. It doesn't stand for any convictions; it has no con
dctions. Why the majority of our churches have even comprodsed on 
the moral restraints. There are no moral guidelines. There are no 
Bible teachings on mordlty according to these liberal clergymen. 
They say that anything is mord until it hurts somebody. If it 
doesn't hurt anyone, it's not immoral, or amord. Well of course 
the church is not resisting; the church is not reacting. It's com
prodsed on even moral condctions. It's comprodsed dth atheism 
even on its supernatural beliefs. Atheism says that the virgin birth 
of Christ was impossible. The majority of your clergymen today go 
along with the atheists and the agnostics and say that Christ was not 
drgin-bom. And now there are some among the churchmen who are say
ing that God is dead. This is complete comprodse. 

ii* 

« - * • 
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''* I still contend that all the problems we have in America today 
codd be solved if every preacher in the United States wodd preach the 
Bible that he on his knees at ordination swore that he wodd uphold. If 
they were merely preaching the Bible, we'd have no difflcdty at all. 
The reason we have Communism internally, the reason you have Berkeleys, 
the reason you have demonstrations such as you had on Simset Strip last 
night is because of a moral breakdown in the land, a lessedng of con-
dction, a lessedng of moral conviction, especially. This is due to 
the preachers who have made peace with the world. They've comprodsed 
with the world; they've appeased the world. They no longer stand. 

M«*i«. That's the reason that I said on the Pyne program, and I say 
it agdn here tonight, that one of my mdn goals in life is to get you 
out of these denodnations that are in the National Council of Churches, 
that have comprodsed the faith, deded the God of our fathers, and get 
you into Bible believing churches. Why shodd you as a political con
servative attend a liberal church? It's most inconsistent. I don't 
know of any political liberals that Inconsistent. Show me a political 
liberal, one that supports Hubert Horatio and mop-headed Bobby, and I 
guarantee you that he'll go to a llberd church. A man that's a liberal 
politically woddn't think of attending a theologically orthodox church. 
At least they're more consistent than we are. But how many conserva
tives today are financing and underwriting liberal churches. It 
doesn't make sexise. You should put your money and your influence in 
a church where the preacher d l l take a stand for Christ agdnst Commu
nism. And if you can't find a church like that in your neighborhood, 
keep looking until you find one. And if you can't find one dtlmately, 
start one. Your siq>port and your idluence shodd be in a church that 
takes a stand for Christ and agdnst Uocjmunism. Your support and your 
influence shoda be in a church that has nothing to do d t h the National 
Council of Churches. 

You talk about redval, and these preachers are saying we need 
redval, and what we've got to have is revivd. How in the world can 
you have revival until you convert your preachers? What if you do re-
d v e the lajnnen? What are they going to be fed? They'll be starved to 
death the first Sunday they're in church. The first Sunday they go to 
church and the preacher preaches on the gospel according to Martin 
Luther King, you've destroyed it all. That's our problem; they're 
preaching the gospel accordng to Martin Luther King, instead of the 
gospel accordng to Matthew, Mark, Luke, and John. They've comprodsed 
d t h the world; they're at peace d t h the world. They don't want to 
disturb their relationship d t h the world, and especidly d t h the or
ganized society. ̂' y-*.y:^i:y '-y • ^̂•••̂  

«$.»<. ̂  And 80 my friends, the church of Jesus Christ had better be re
actionary. I don't really get mad if they edl me a reactionary. They 
cdled Christ a rabble rouser. Did you know that? On the night of his 
betrayal the only charge they brought against Jesus that was accurate 
was when they sdd he stirs up the people, and thank God he did that. 
He stirred up the people agdnst tne corrupt state and agdnst the cor
rupt religious system of d s day. ue wodd not cooq>rodse with Rome and 
he wodd not comprodse with the apostate cnurch of his time. Jesus 
stood out as a sore thumb. He woddn't join the Pharisee camp; he 
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wouldn't join the Sadducee camp. He stood alone but he stood d t h God. 
And he taught us that alone d t h God we are a majority. Do you believe 
that? Do you b d i e v e that? 
WO«l* 'laift m^n jtn mt^M:). ••-:.•• ,, ... -•:-% .,, ,,» • 
\ So we read where . . .oh, this is interesting. Here was the 
first ecumedcd move. The Pharisees were extreme radicals. They believed 
that unless you went to their church, that unless you agreed with their 
theological interpretations, you were absolutely lost. Unless you ob
served their ritud, unless you toed their line, unless you accepted 
their dictates, theological dictates, you were absolutely done in. The 
Sadducees on the other hand were liberals. They didn't 1 ̂ 11 eve in res
urrection after death. They didn't believe in any of the orthodox 
teachings of Juddsm. 

;t These people hated each other, but they hated Christ more than 
they hated each other. Isn't this interesting? They hated each other. 
They coddn't cooperate with each other but they came together in some 
sort of a temporary ecumenical movement in their deterdnation to de
stroy Christ. Because Christ opposed both-both alternatives or both 
extremes. Christ opposed this false Phariseeism, but he also opposed 
this liberal Sadduceeism. And so Christ came among them; they joined 
together; they sought to destroy him; they tempted him, desiring him 
to perform a dracle so they codd repudate him, casdgate him. 
tQu i.,A:.k<i.y i>^::ii^m y :••• ^ -. ... 

lit Verse 2, he answered and said; he didn't do what they said. Why 
shodd I? Why shodd you? Last dght if I had just answered yes or 
no they wodd have torn me apart on that program. I decided in the 
first two dnutes that that program—that they—that its intent was to 
destroy me in this commudty. So I took the bull by the horns. I 
grabbed the idtiative. I got off the defensive and got on the of
fensive. And that's what the church of Jesus Christ ought to do. 

tyf. it. So you're a member of a conservative organization. Why shodd 
you apologize for it? I guarantee you I d l l not be a member of any 
orgadzation that I have to apologize for bdng a member of that organ
ization. You shodd be proud of your affiliation. You shodd be 
proud of your fundamental concepts. You shodd be proud of your or
thodox beliefs. You shodd be proud of your stand for Christ agdnst 
Commudsm. You shodd get on the offensive and let the world know 
that God's on the throne. He's not dead, and that you're God's repre
sented ve, and you are absolutely on the forefront in the fight for 
Christ against Communism. -̂-̂  
; i ^ i , L i * :^ i;>trf:#4!*'̂ ... •-- -̂ if- V ^: • y -- . i---.-
iti th% That's the reason we talk about leadership. We don't want 
people in the ranks; we want people in the leadership position. We 
want you to influence your community. Don't let your commudty in
fluence you. You influence the commudty! Today the llberd church, 
the Nationd Council of Churches' affiliated denodnations have let the 
^^rld influence them. They are bdng completely influenced by the 
world, by the political system especially. I don't Intend to let the 
,^rld influence ma. I intend to influence the world. I'm a leader, 
not a follower. Christians should be leaders, not followers. I am 
Biore than a conqueror through Jesus Christ who strengthens me, the a~̂  
scripture says. You are a leader in Christ; you're not a follower. ̂  
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There's ody one person above you and that is the person of Jestis Christ 
himself. The apostle Pad says in the scriptures, my friends, that 
you're a priest in the sight of God. You're a priest in the sight of 
God. You can go drectly to God in prayer. You can get your orders 
through your understanding of the scriptures, your disceming of the 
scriptures and the leadership of the Holy Spirit. So, therefore, take 
a place of leadership. 

There are two ways to betray your country. One way is by ac
tually joining in dth the conspirators, to destroy it, like the Commu
dst or the extreme left liberals. You can participate li a conspiracy 
designed to destroy your country. That's one way to destroy it. But 
there's a second way. The second way is called silence. When in your 
heart you know that you shodd be shouting from the rooftops, "RepentI" 
when you shodd be exposing the enedes of God's church, when you shodd 
be defendng God's truth and you refuse to do it because of cowardice or 
tiddity or any other reason—that, my friends, is just as bad as the 
man who actudly participates knowingly in a conspiracy. You destroy 
the work of Christ by a conspiracy of silence. 

Thanks be to God that you people here this afternoon, that most 
of you, at least those of you who are supporters of Christian Crusade, 
you dstlnguish yourself by standing out in your commudties as leaders. 
You talked when you should tdk. You have been dlling to bare your 
breasts to the bullets of the enemy, to stand up for Christ and against 
Communism. You've stood for your condctions. It's hurt you flnancidly, 
Some of you have lost positions as did Bill Manahan. Some of you have 
suffered socidly. Some of you have been looked down upon and been re
ferred to as extredsts and kooks and everything else. But you stood. 
Having done d l , stand, the scripture says. And hadng done all, stand! 
I dll never apologize that I believe Jesus Christ is the hope of the 
world, and that I believe that America is God's greatest nation under 
the lidng sun. I don't apologize for that. 

/>**t 
^ We can win if we make up our dnds to victory. If we want dc

tory, we can have dctory. People went around with their faces down 
saying we lost in 1964. You remember what I said, and I say it agdn; 
we d d not lose. It was the first time in my life that 27,000,000 
Americans stood up and were counted for conservative canddates. That 
was the greatest dctory I ever saw for conservatives. If we could just 
have encouraged those people to reach one more person, to go on out and 
d n one more person, we wodd have had a greater dctory than we had in 
1966. Listen my friends, we won a dctory in November, 1966. We have 
in the House of Representatives today in Washington, D.C., a conserva
tive, a conservative coalition made up of conservative Democrats and 
conservative Republicans. This is the first time this has happened for 
years. You have a conservative coalition in the House of Representa
tives today. And you have a conservative coditlon in the Senate if you 
go out and whip these llberd Senators when they coma up for re-election 
in 1968. 

Now look, they have taken away my tax exempt status because I 
backed prayer and Bible readng on a voluntary basis in public schools; 
ao they've taken the muzzle off of me. I can now say whatever I want 
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to say, so I'm serving notice this afternoon. I am glad I'm lidng in 
1967, and I'm going to do everything in my power to defeat Lyndon B. 
Johnson and Hubert Horatio Humphrey in 1968. So L.B.J, had better start 
campaigning; I am. The campaign has already started. I haven't got 
money enotigh for buttons but I'm dready campdgning. Ladies and gentle
men, I am out to defeat every candidate that runs for office from state 
to national. Republican or Democrat. I'm after these llberds who are 
soft on Communism, these liberals who preach the welfare state instead 
of the free enterprise concept, these liberals who contend God is dead. 
I say that it's high time that we wrestle control of our state govern
ments and nationd government from these llberds that are destroying 
us from dthin and put it in the hands of men like Ronald Reagan who 
love their country and will stand up for their country. 

Now we've got to get back to this text. So Christ was the re
actionary spiritual influence of his time. He didn't toe the mark. He 
ddn't accept the jurisdiction of the llberds or the extreme Pharisees 
who felt they done had the keys to the Kingdom. Christ stood up; he 
opposed. His whole d d s try was one of opposition. Christ opposed. 
Christ stood upon his condctions. And it was because he was a reac
tionary they rdlroaded him to the cross. You and I know that God willed 
the death of Christ because without the shedding of blood there is no 
redssion of sin. God looked down through the centuries, saw the sin of 
man, and He knew the only way that man codd ever be saved was for Christ 
to d e for us. So God perdtted, God allowed this horrible crudfidon 
of His only begotten son. 

•.- -i 

The people who were responsible were those, especially, apostate 
religious leaders of his time. Remember it wasn't the Romans that rail
roaded Him to the cross. Oh, they drove the ndls in His hands. And 
it was a Roman citizen that thrust the spear in His side. But He was 
brought to Golgotha Summit and bound to the cross by an apostate clergy, 
a clergy who had made its peace with the world, a clergy who had wedded 
the Roman Eiiq>ire, and a clergy that didn't want a disturbing influence 
in its ddst, raising up the people, rousing up the people in protest 
to its fdse leadership. So the clergy saw to it that the crowd that 
said, "Hosanna, blessed by the name of God," on Sunday, the next Friday 
the same throats, the same hypocriticd throats cried, "Cmdfyl" Who 
did it? Who manipulated this fickle crowd, caused them to crucify the 
Lord of glory? The apostate clergy of his day. It was the chief priests, 
the clergy, the priests who railroaded and madpdated Him to the cross, 
thinking that the grave, the Tomb of Joseph of Arimathea wodd hold 
Him. But thanks be to God, there has never been a tomb dug that codd 
hold the Son of God. He came forth from the grave. And He triumphed 
and in time those chief priests were forgotten. The names of the priests 
who caused the crowd to say, "Crucify Him," have been buried in the 
sands of time. Today we only remember the reactionary. We only remem
ber the one who was opposed, the one who was killed because of His opposi-
don to an apostate religious system of His time, the name of Jesus 
Christ. 

I tell you quite frankly, ay friends, I think this conservative 
dement in America, these anti-Commudsts who are cdled by thdr oppo
nents right-wingers, extredsts, this little conservative dnority in 
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this nation that have not bowed the knee to Baal, that have stood for 
their condctions, that have suffered flnandd hardship, that have 
suffered sodal opposition in order to stand for their condctions, I 
believe that that little remnant of conservatives in America is God's 
leaven that leaveneth the lump. I believe it's God's people, it's 
God's chosen ones for this generation, this time, and d t h the help of 
God we're going to see the greatest dctory for conservatism that we 
ever dreamed of in 1968. 

So Christ answered and sdd, refusing to let them call the 
tune. He sdd when it's evedng you say it d l l be fair weather, for 
the sdes—(how many of you have ever forecast the weather that way?) 
In the evedng when you have a beautlfd sunset, you say chances are 
it's going to be a beautiful day tomorrow. Any of you fellows that 
fish, you know that that's about the only forecast that we have. We 
go out on a lake when we've only got a day or two, and we look very 
carefully at the sunset in the westem sky. It it's beautiful, we're 
assured that tomorrow we're going to have a good day. We'll get out 
on tha lake early. We'll have a wonderful time. Christ says that you 
look at the mordng stinset; he says if in early morning the sun looks 
like setting instead of rising, if the eastern sky looks like a sunset 
in the westem sky then you know it's going to be fod weather today. 
He says you can discern the face of the sky. You can tell by the sun
set in the west or the sunrise in the east what the weather is going 
to be in the next few hours. But notice this, "Oh, ye hypocrites, you 
can d s c e m the face of the sky but you cannot discern the sign of the 
times." 

How that's what's wrong with the laymen that stay in the Na-
donal Council of Churches; that's what's wrong with Americans who 
continue to support these soft-on-Communism liberals. They cannot 
d s c e m the sign of the times. They're not knowledgeable. They 
haven't been awakened. That's where we come in. We have to awaken 
tham. We have to make them knowledgeable. That's why we use radio. 
That's why we use mass publication. That's %fhy we use rallies like 
this. We have five teams on the road conducting these rallies each 
month to try to reach the people. You're not going to save this 
country by sitting behind a lovely desk someplace. You're going to 
have to go out on the highways and byways and compel them d t h the 
truth, not d t h force but d t h the naked presentation of facts; be-
caiise Jesus said, "Ye shdl know the truth, and the truth shall make 
you free." We have to get the facts out. That's what we're dedi
cated to. We're dedicated to getting the truth out conceming the 
enemy and tha mistakes of our d s taken llberd opponents, and the 
end resdts of these tragic dstakes, the tragic results I shodd 
say, of thdr mistakes* . ^ ^> 

g^A; Ĥ . We have to learn to d i c e m . We have to teacli others to dis
cern. Now we pick up the newspaper. You saw that program last night. 
That attorney from Chicago, Illinois—qdte frankly he hurt his cause 
nttich more than he helped it. That man inferred that it was Jesus 
Christ and Christians who had brought Adolf Hitler on the stage. Now 
Xadies and gentlemen, this is, this terrible; this is blasphemy. Adolf 
Hitler in the first place polidcally was a socialist. He wasn't an 
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anti-Communist. He wasn't a free-enterpriser conservative. In the first 
place, Adolf Hitler was a socialist. His party was National Socidism. 
These men even refused to define the meaning of Naziism. I say Naziism, 
but they ddn't like that so I'll speak correctly—for their sake. 
Naziism simply means National Socialism, Hitler was a socialist. Hitler 
was a left-winger. Mussolld was a socialist. Mussolid's philosophy 
was a welfare-state philosophy, very much akin to the philosophy of the 
addnistration in Washington, if you want to know the truth of the 
matter. Government controls—government interference in the lives of 
indvlduals, but dlowing certain companies to be privately owned, 
socialism to a point—this was Mussolini's system. It woddn't sur
prise me if he hadn't called it the Great Society. 

.̂,.V,. r ̂ <iclf Hitler was a socialist. He was not a Christian; he was 
an atheist. I remember speaking in Bodlingen, which is outside of 
Stuttgart in West Germany, after the war; and I spoke at a Lutheran nun
nery, where they were training nuns for the Lutheran Church. And the 
head sister told me a story that Hitler had come into their convent 
early in the war, and she was telling me what a hypocrite he was. She 
said as he walked into the convent they had a table there d t h Bibles, 
little New Testaments, and gospel tracts. This Lutheran church in West 
Germany is qdte evangelical, not quite so staid and formal as we are 
accustomed to here but quite an evangelical group, quite concerned d t h 
the dnning of souls. And he saw this table of Bibles; and she said, 
"I saw him back up to the table and put one in his pocket; I saw him. 
I was standing where I codd see him." And of course, they hadn't in-
dted Hitler to speak. He was the head of the state; he demanded to 
speak; so they brought the people in the convent together to hear Hitler 
speak. And Hitler at one dramatic point in his message reached in and 
pulled out this Bible he had stolen. And he sdd, "You can see, sisters, 
I carry the word of God with me all the time." 

, » !i Now ladles and gentlemen, that's pretty hypocritical, isn't it? 
But I think it's d s o hypocritical for a liberal politician, who no 
longer believes that God is dive and who no longer believes in the 
deity of Christ—I think it's equally hypocriticd for him to take an 
oath of dlegiance or take an oath of office d t h his hand on the Bible. 
To me one's just as bad as the other. I think it's also hypocritical 
for a preacher in the National Council of Churches, who no longer be
lieves in the virgin birth of Christ, the blood atonement of Christ, the 
bodily resurrection of Christ, the second codng of Christ, the inspira
tion of the scriptures, I think it's equally hypocriticd for him to 
stand up <m Sunday mordng and quote the Apostles' Creed. If he doc»n't 
believe in the Apostles' Creed, he shoddn't quote the Apostles' Creed. 
His dstake is just as great as Hitler's dstake, and perhaps more so. 

Hitler was an atheist; he was an agnostic; he d d not believe in 
God; he was a socialist. But more than that he was in cahoots d t h Stalin 
and Communism, and these liberals' dnds and their memories are very short. 
They have forgotten that Germany and Rtissia were allied until just a 
short time before the United States got into the war. The Russians and 
Germans were dlled; Stalin and Hitler had a pact to control the world. 
Xhey were both Hards ts. They were both socidists. They were both 
welfare staters. And it was only when these thieves started fussing 
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and fighting that the break came.*" ^•'' '̂•••"- ̂ *̂f«̂ '..• ̂ -, •̂-•̂̂  

These liberal friends in this country—they wodd have you to 
believe that Naziism was like the conservative movement in America today, 
that it was anti-Communist, free enterprise, and Christian. I ask that 
man one question: Are you saying that Christ is responsible for Adolf 
Hitler? And isn't it strange that these liberals, when they talk about 
the killing of the 6,000,000 Jews and the 2,000,000 Catholics—isn't it 
strange that they never mention the 20,000,000 Christians and Jews that 
have been killed under Stalin and Mao Tse-Tung and the Conmunlst dic
tators around the world? What about the people that Castro kills today 
in Cuba? What about the Christians that are being killed still in 
China? What about the religious Tibetans that were liquidated? The 
male population was almost liqddated by Mao Tse-Tung and his hordes. 
Wiy do the liberals have such short memories? They dvidly remember 
the atrocities under Hitler, but they are blinded to the massacre of 
the dllions of himoan beings by these godless Commtmists. Could it be 
that they have a certain affidty dth Communism, a certain sympathy 
for Conmunism, and that therefore they pursue their blindness? They 
refuse to face realities that Communism has killed more people than 
Hitler ever dreamed of? That Communist dictators have grabbed more 
land surface than Hitler ever dreamed of in his heyday? How is it that 
they're so bUnd? ^ ^̂  ' ̂  

ft:.^^.i, Lades and gentlemen, the scripture has an answer. The scrip
ture says that in the latter times (if you haven't read this scripture 
lately, you shodd)—1st Timothy, chapter four, verses one and two— 
"Now the spirit speaketh expressly that in the latter times some shdl 
depart from the faith." Now he's talking about so-called preachers, 
dnisters. You can't depart from sometdng that you were not originally 
a part of. Today the people that are attacking the existence of God 
are ddsters. Thomas J.J. Altiser, who started this blasphemous cult 
cdled the Christian Atheistic Society dth the philosophy that God is 
dead, teaches dnisters of the Methodist denodnation at Emory Univer— * 
sity at Atlanta, Georgia. "Some shall depart from the faith, gidng 
heed to seducing spirits." This means edl spirits, anti-Christ spirits, 
Satadc spirits. 

Ladies and gentlemen, I contend that any senator, any senator, 
that voted agdnst prayer and Bible reading on a voluntary basis in 
public schools last September, when they had a chance to vote for or 
agdnst the Dirksen Amendment—I contend that those senators that "*̂ ' 
voted agdnst these spiritual traditions—they were not being led by the 
Spirit of God. They were being led by sedudng spirits, but not the 
spirit of God. I guarantee you the Spirit of God d l l not lead any man 
to vote agdnst prayer and Bible reading on a voluntary basis in educa
tion. And I further say, ladies and gentlemen, that any senator that 
voted against prayer and Bible reading on a voluntary bswis, when that 
iBj>n comes up for re-election, I contend that Christians ought to go d l 
out to defeat him and keep him from returning to the Udted States 
Senate. 

Hay 1 rednd you there were only three Republican senators in » 
all Aiasrica who voted against our spiritual tradition. Three! Jadts, 
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who now wants to be dee-president on the Republican ticket in 1968. 
Over my dead body he'll be dee-president of the Udted States in 1968! 
Jadts, Clifford Case, and Kuchel of Califomla. You ought to dedicate 
yourselves between now and the time that Kuchel comes up for re-election 
to drive that man out of the Udted States Senate. Now my beloved 
friends, ody three Republicans, twenty, thirty Democrats, Teddy 
Kennedy voted against it, Bobby Kennedy voted against it, J. William 
Fdbright voted against it, Wayne Morse voted agdnst it. They all, 
all these liberals, the liberal spokesmen who claim to believe in 
democracy, but they voted agdnst something the people wanted—prayer 
and Bible reading on a voluntary basis in public schools. There have 
been three national polls that had asked Mr. and Mrs. John Doe, "Do you 
favor the Dirksen Amendment? Do you favor prayer and Bible readng?" 
And in the three national polls 85 per cent of the people favored it. 
But the liberals didn't care what the majority wanted. They don't be
lieve in democracy. They lie through their teeth when they say they 
believe in democracy. They do not believe in majority rde. Here was 
a case where the people's voice was heard. They favored prayer and 
Bible reading. But no llberd codd bring himself to vote for our 
spiritual traditions. So irregardless of the people's wants they voted 
against it. Hypocrites? Yes, they're hypocrites. It seems to me that 
these faithful that are always calling others hatemongers, it seems to 
me that they must be pretty expert in the subject or they wouldn't 
recognize one when they saw one. Shakespeare wodd say, "Methinks they 
protest too much." 

i«.W»ti. 

All right, "led by seducing spirits and doctrines of dedls." 
Now here is the reason for all this inconsistency. In the latter times 
these apostate state leaders (that is, they who have turned their backs 
on the traditions of their Christian society), the apostate religious 
leaders who have turned their backs on the con—their orthodox religious 
concepts, "speaking lies in hypocrisy, hadng their conscience seared 
with a hot iron." Your conscience is not a vduable guide. Did you 
know that? The apostle Pad said that he dlled early Christians out of 
a good conscience. You can mesmerize your conscience. You can absolutely 
brainwash your conscience. You can sear your conscience. Your conscience 
is not necessarily the voice of God dthin you unless you have the Holy 
Ghost lidng and abiding dthin you. 

No my friends, this is an age of utter hypocrisy. Men talk of 
democracy and they practice dictatorship. Men talk of acadedc freedom 
and they practice the worst dnd of dctatorship. The Johnson-Humphrey 
adddstration d d m they believe in letting the voice of the Coamudsts 
be heard, and they do not believe in one dewpdnt. The Nationd Council 
of Churches went before the Senate and lobbied, actively lobbied to de
stroy prayer and Bible reading and the government didn't say a word about 
that. But because I got a dllion signatures on petitions to uphold 
prayer and Bible reading, on that legd techdcality they revoked the 
tax exempt status of Christian Crusade. The Nationd Council of Churches 
lobbied to get the Voting Rights Bill passed, to get the Cidl Rights 
Bill passed. They lobbied to repeal the McCarran-Wdter imdgration 
act. They lobbied to cut off flnandd appropriations to the House Com
mittee on Un-Aaarican Actidties, the responsible conmilttee of Congress 
whose job is to protect the intemd security of the Udted States. 
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There's nothing wrong dth that, because that's in keeping dth the 
American Cidl Ubertles Union far out left-dng philosophy; that's in 
keeping with the Americans for Democratic Action far out llberd philos
ophy; that's in keeping dth Hubert Horatio, Bobby Kennedy, Johnson's 
far out left-wing llberd philosophy. In other words, you can lobby 
as a tax exempt foundation or church orgadzation prodding you're in 
step. But I got a dllion signatures to ask Congress to amend the Con
stitution to allow prayer and on that legd techdcality they have re
voked the tax exempt status of Christian Crusade. 

Now ladies and gentlemen, I want to tell you something. They 
may have thought that I wodd lie down and take it, but I don't intend 
to. I'm sdng the government. I'm appeding this, and I'm prepared 
to keep this in court the rest of my life until this issue is solved. 
Can the conservatives be allowed freedom of speech in the United States 
of America? • 

Now if you don't think that's something, you know what they did 
to me two weeks ago, don't you? Did you read about it in the Los 
Angeles paper last Saturday? Oh, it's just like Ha Perkins; every in
stallment's dfferent. Now they have come back and they say, "Well, 
now since we liave held that Christian Crusade was not a religious cor
poration, because you influenced a politicd decision—." Now remember 
the only specific piece of legislation by name and bill number that was 
presented agdnst me and Christian Crusade as eddence was the Becker 
Amendment. Now let me repeat that. When we asked them to prove the 
charge that I had influenced legislation. Since the days of the Magna 
Carta, you had a right to know the basis of their opposition or the 
basis of their charge. What piece of legislation did I influence? 
Give me the name. Give me the bill nuiaber. Let's not ded in gener
alities • 

^U'; So the Internal Reventie, the Infemd Revenue Serdce as I pre-
* fer to think of it, came back and sdd, that we had supported the 

Becker Amendment, which we had, to allow prayer and Bible readng. This 
la the only specific charge they brought agdnst me by name and by bill 
number in Congress. So on the basis of that techdcdity they revoked 
my tax exeunt status—which means, ladies and gentlemen, if they get by 
d t h that, every preacher in Cdifomia that backed prayer and Bible 
reading on a voluntary basis in public schools from a pulpit is in danger 
of losing your tax exempt status. Now they have come back in the last 
month since January 1 and they have sdd since I was not religious ac
cording to thdr feelings (I was political, not religious), therefore, 
the Internal Revenue Serdce does not consider me, Billy James Hargis, 
as a preacher of the Gospel since the day I started to work for Christian 
Crusade. Now the Constitution of the Udted States says that Congress 
can make no law concerdng the establishment of a religion or the free 
exercise thereof. And that same paragraph of the Constitution says that 
they cannot prevent freedom of speech, not even fron the pdpit. 

1** 1. 

-^ Every d d s ter in America is furdshed a house by the church he 
works for—parsonage we edl them, we Protestants edl them—some call 
them manse. But a house is furnished. The house doesn't belong to the 
the preacher. Xt belongs to the church. Batty and I d d not have a 
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house. We rented an apartment. But as our children came along, our 
four children. Christian Crusade bought a parsonage and we have lived 
rent free just like every pastor in America is furdshed a rent free 
parsonage as a part of his salary. Your church fumlshes your pastor 
a rent free parsonage. Now the government says since Christian Crusade 
is political, not religious, I have got to pay income tax on that par
sonage all these years that I lived in it! Now ladies and gentlemen, 
many of you here . . . those of you here today who have been in our home, 
you know that you coddn't rent—that you coddn't rent that house in 
the city of Tulsa for $125 dollars a month. We wodd be lucky to get 
$125 a month for rent. Do you know what the government has charged me 
for that house? They have charged me $300 a month to live in that 
house. They arbitrarily set it. They have charged me $300 a month, 
which is income. Now get this. Not satisfied d t h that, the automo
bile that I drive across the United States rdsing money for Christian 
Crusade—they have now sdd that I shodd not be allowed a car, and 
they're charging me $150 a month for the pridlege of riding across 
America to raise money to keep Christian Crusade broadcasts on the air. 

In the first place, I don't even have that kind of money. I 
coddn't even pay one year, let alone seven. So I decided that I've 
had it. They're persecuting Christian Crtisade. They're harassing us. 
They're trying to destroy us. They're deterdned to make this—take 
this work off the radio, to stop these publications, to prevent these 
rdlies. They're doing every u n d d l , unconstitutional, unfdr thing 
that Johnson can think of to accomplish this. You know, Hubert Horatio 
Hunqphrey promised me that he wodd do tds. Before the elections in 
1964 in a speech in New York City he sdd, and referring to me and 
another, "We d l l take care of those noisy anti-Communists once we are 
elected." 

- '" Now ladies and gentlemen, I am suing the Internal Revenue Ser
d c e of the United States government. So my friends, this is our 
story, we are sdng. It was announced last week that we have filed a 
sdt against Internal Revenue Serdce. And we're going to take this 
all the way to the Supreme Court if necessary. And I tell you qdte 
frankly, you people that belong to fundamental Bible-beliedng churches 
that are not in the National Council of Churches, they've got your 
number too. And if they can declare that I'm not a ddster because I'm 
not a member of an affiliated denodnation d t h the Nationd Council of 
Churches and therefore I'm not allowed ordinary d d s t e r i d considera
tions in the filing of my income tax, then this thing d l l dtlmately 
gat down to you too on the same basis. 

^< You know, qdte frankly my friends, I've been In this fight for 
twenty years. I get tired, very tired. Last dght Santa Barbara, this 
afternoon here, tonight Pommia, tomorrow night Santa Maria, Tuesday 
night Fresno, Wednesday night Salina, Thursday dght San Jose, Friday 
night San Frandsco, Saturday night Tulsa, preach in the pdpit Sunday 
mordng when we start the leadership school. No day off, week after 
week, not one day. I see my d f e and four children luckily ten days 
a month. And now I have to get out and rdse the money to, to try and 
get freedom of speech, not only for ae but every independent preacher 
by rasisdng this action of the Internal Revenue Serdce against 
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Christian Crusade and against me personally. My friends, when you find 
somebody that'll stand up and fight for your freedom, you shodd not 
only pray for them but you ought to back them to the very hilt. What if 
I didn't stand up? It wodd get your church, get to your church much 
qdcker. It wodd affect your ddster much quicker. It wodd affect 
you much qdcker. Actudly, when you're supporting these conservative 
causes that are putting up a fight, you are investing in your own 
freedom. Sooner or later they'll touch you ray friends. They'll touch 
anybody that resists this liberal establishment. You too d l l have a 
day of harassment and opposition and persecution unless you support 
those people that are dlling to stand up. 

t « tl Batty and I look at it like this, we have passed the point of 
no return. I've never been to Niagara Falls as much as I have traveled 
around this country. I have never been there, but a friend of dne 
who d d take the time to stop off in Buffalo and see it, says that 
there's a sign up the river. People that go boating in the river above 
the falls—there is a sign up the river on the banks, a big sign that 
says, "The point of no return." That when you get to that point you're 
in a current and you can't reverse if you want to, I don't believe 
that America has approached the point of no return, I believe that 
wa can return. I believe that we can recapture the machinery of govern
ment and I believe that we can establish churches that d l l do more for 
God than any church system or church organization in the dstory of 
America did. 1 don't think we've passed the point of no return, I 
think we can reverse this trend. 

I want you to know this. I don't want your support if you 
think we're going to lose. If you think we're defeated, I don't want 
your support. You support me if you want to save this country and 
reverse this trend and build Bible churches and bdld Christian-
oriented schools. We haven't passed the point of no return. If we 
wodd have passed the point of no return, Christ would have already 
come and raptured his church and the world wodd have gone to Hell. 
But we haven't passed the point of no return; we have a chance. We 
have the greatest chance we've ever had politically in 1968. And if 
you change the situation politically you're going to help it spiritually. 
You know that don't you? We haven't passed the point of no return. But 
have you? That's the question. Have you given up? Have you perdtted 
Satan to sing his siren song of defeatism until you believe it's too 
late? Is d l the fight gone? Have you lost your d l l to dn? 

The llberds have lost their d l l to d n . Ladies and gentle
men, we should turn our dlltary loose in South Vietnam, let those 
boys d n that war and come home to live at peace dth their fadlles. 
And had not this liberal-oriented adddstration not lost the d l l 
to win, this wodd already have been accomplished. Listen, if we 
can't, if we're not, if we're not dlltary equals to North Vietnam what 
joBkeayoM think we codd d n a war agdnst Russia or China? No it isn't 
that we're not dlltary equds; we're far superior dlitarily, econom-
icdly* spirltudly. It means that our liberal friends are afraid. 
They're afrdd of their shadows. They tdk of nuclear fdlout. They 
talk of nuclear energy. They talk of atodc war. They talk of—they're 
afraid! They have no God in Heaven. They depend on their own strength 
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and knowledge and they're afraid! They live in raortd fear! But my 
God is not dead and I'm not afraid! God is alive and God is still con
cerned about the greatest Christian nation in the world, the Udted 
States of America! 

1 haven't lost the d l l to d n . I haven't passed the point of 
no return. I'm going to d n that lawsdt agdnst the Internal Revenue 
Serdce. I'm going to d n . I'm going to apped, appeal, appeal until 
they'll be sorry they ever heard of Christian Crusade or Billy James 
Hargis. I'm not about to give up! 

c ts > [Por the next five dnutes of his speech. Dr. Hargis appealed 
to the audience, invoking religious and patriotic values, to live up 
to "your responsibility to God, your obligation to God," and to give 
to Christian Crusade to the point of "sacrifice." He concluded this 
section d t h a prayer in which he told God and his audence that "un
less each of us work as if everything depends upon us and trust God as 
if everything depends upon Him, we shall not d n the victory we seek." 
At the end of the prayer, d t h no break of any kind he went into the 
mechanics of taking the offering. "Now the ushers d l l come Immed-
ately and give you an envelope ..." For about fifteen dnutes more, 
Hargls continued to tdk, sometimes Informdly, sometimes in dalogue 
d t h his audience, sometimes passionately. During all of this time 
the offering was being taken.] 
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44.. ̂ rci^ i^ THE BALLOT OR THE BULLET 

Mr. Moderator, Brother Lomax, brothers and sisters, friends 
and enedes; I just can't believe everyone in hare is a friend and I 
don't want to leave anybody out. The question tonight, as I understand 
it, is "The Negro Revolt, and Where Do We Go From Here?" or "What Next?" 
In my little humble way of understanding it, it points toward either 
the ballot or the bullet. 

>ŝ «r Before we try and explain what is meant by the bdlot or the 
bdlet, I would like to clarify something concerning myself. I'm still 
a Muslim, my religion is still Islam. That's my personal belief. Just 
as Adam Clayton Poc/ell is a Christian minister who heads the Abyssidan 
Baptist Church in Nerc7 York, but at the same time takes part in the po
litical struggles to try and bring about rights to the black people in 
this country; and Dr. Martin Luther King is a Christian d d s t e r down 
in Atlanta, Georgia, who heads another organization fighting for tha 
cidl rights of black people in this country; and Rev. Galadsou, I 
guess you've heard of him, is another Christian d d s t e r in New York 
who has been deeply Involved in the school boycotts to elidnate segre
gated education; well, I myself am a dnister, not a Christian ddster, 
but a Muslim d d s t e r ; and I believe in action on all fronts by what- ., 
ever means necessary. 

Although I'm still a Muslim, I'm not here todght to discuss 
my religion. I'm not here to try and change your religion. I'm not 
here to argue or discuss anything that we differ about, because it's 
time for us to siibmerge our differences and realize that it is best for 
us to first see that we have the same problem, a common problem—a « -
problem that d l l make you catch hell whether you're a Baptist, or a 
Methodist, or a Muslim, or a nationalist. Whether you're educated or 
Illiterate, whether you live on the bodevard or in the alley, you're 
going to catch hell just like I am. We're all in the same boat and we 
all are going to catch the same hell from the same man. He just happens 
to be a white man. All of us have suffered here, in this country, po
litical oppression at the hands of the white man, econodc exploitation 
at the hands of the white man, and social degradation at the hands of 
the white maui^^ »-̂  :̂ »irici..5 ..myiii »^T- ^V-W ...i '̂ ĵ t.̂ ^̂  ^-..--.-..-. -„ ^.s^^ 

m^ U Now in speaking like this, it doesn't asan that we're anti-
white, but it does mean we're anti-exploitation, we're anti-degradation, 
we're anti-oppression. And if the white man doesn't want us to be anti-
him, let him stop oppressing and exploiting and degrading us. Whether 
we are Christians or Muslims or nationalists or agnostics or atheists, 
we must first learn to forget our differences. If we have dfferences, 

j5.-, nfli 1 5 5 tia #ar» ^ ># # » m 
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let us differ in the closet; when we come out in front, let us not have 
anything to argue about until we get fidshed argdng with the man. If 
the late President Kennedy codd get together dth Khrushchev and ex
change some wheat, we certainly have more in common dth each other than 
Kennedy and Khrushchev had dth each other. 

If we don't do something real soon, I think you'll have to agree 
that we re going to be forced either to use the ballot or the bdlet. 
It s one or the other in 1964. It isn't that time is rundng out—time 
has run out! 1964 threatens to be the most explosive year America has 
ever dtnessed. The most explosive year. Why? It's dso a polidcal 
year. It's the year when all of the wdte politicians dll be back in 
the so-called Negro commudty jidng you and me for some votes. The 
year when all of the white political crooks d l l be right back in your 
and my community dth their fdse prodses, bdlding up our hopes for 
a letdown, dth their trickery and their treachery, dth their fdse 
prodses which they don't intend to keep. As they nourish these dis
satisfactions, it can only lead to one thing, an explosion; and now we 
have the t3rpe of black man on the scene in America today—I'm sorry. 
Brother Lomax—vho just doesn't intend to turn the other cheek any 
longer, n 

Don't let anybody tell you anything about the odds are agdnst 
you. If they draft you, they send you to Korea and make you face 800 
dllion Chinese. If you can be brave over there, you can be brave right 
here. These odds aren't as great as those odds. And if you fight here, 
you d l l at least know what you're fighting for. 

I'm not a politician, not even a student of politics; in fact, 
I'm not a student of much of anything. I'm not a Democrat, I'm not a 
Republican, and I don't even consider myself an American. If you and I 
were Americans, there'd be no problem. Those Hunkies that just got off 
the boat, they're dready Americans; Polacks are dready Americans; the 
Italian refugees are dready Americans, Everything that came out of 
Europe, every blue-eyed thing, is already an American, And as long as 
you and I have been over here, we aren't Americans yet. 

Well, I am one who doesn't believe in deluding myself. I'm not 
going to sit at your table and watch you eat, dth nothing on my plate, 
and call myself a diner. Sitting at the table doesn't make you a dner, 
unless you eat some of what's on that plate. Being here in America 
doesn't make you an American. Being bom here in America doesn't make 
you an American. Why, if birth made you American, you woddn't need 
any legislation, you woddn't need any amendments to the Constitution, 
you woddn't be faced dth cidl-rights filibustering in Washington, D.C. 
right now. They don't have to pass cidl-rights legislation to make a 
Polack an American. ̂ .̂ 

*'̂ ^ Î ô  X'm not an American. I'm one of the 22 dllion black people 
who are the dctims of Americanism. One of the 22 dllion black people 
who are the dctims of democracy, nothing but dsguised hypocrisy. So, 
I'm not standng here speaking to you as an American, or a patriot, or 
a flag-saluter, or a flag--waver~no, not I. I'm speaking as a dctim of 
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this American system. And I see America through the eyes of the dctim. 
I don't see any American dream; I see an Aaerlcan nightmare. 

%# t^« These 22 dllion dctims are waking up. Their eyes are codng 
open. They're beginning to see what they used to only look at. They're 
becodng politicdly mature. They are realizing that there are new po
litical trends from coast to coast. As they see these new polidcal 
trends, it's possible for them to see that every time there's an elec
tion the races are so close that they have to have a recount. They had 
to recount in Massachusetts to see who was going to be governor, it was 
so close. It was the same way in Rhode Island, in Minnesota, and in many 
other parts of the country. And the same d t h Kennedy and Nixon when 
they ran for president. It was so close they had to count all over agdn. 
Well, what does this mean? It means that when white people are evenly 
d d d e d , and black people have a bloc of votes of their own, it is left 
up to them to deterdne who's going to sit in the White House and who's 
going to be in the dog house. 

It was the black man's vote that put the present addnistration 
in Washington, D.C. Your vote, your dunb vote, your ignorant vote, your 
wasted vote put in an adddstration in Washington, D.C, that has seen 
fit to pass every kind of legislation imaginable, sadng you until last, 
then filibustering on top of that. And your and my leaders have the 
audacity to run around clapping their hands and talk about how much prog
ress we're making. And what a good president we have. If he wasn't good 
in Texas, he sure can't be good in Washington, D. C. Because Texas is a 
lynch state. It is in the same breath as Mississippi, no dfferent; 
only they lynch you in Tc^as d t h a Texas accent and lynch you in Missis
sippi d t h a Mississippi accent. And these Negro leaders have the audac
ity to go and have some coffee in the White House d t h a Texan, a 
Southern cracker—that's all he is—and then come out and tell you and 
me that he's going to be better for us because, since he's from the South, 
he knows how to deal d t h the Southerners. What kind of logic is that? 
Let Eastland be president, he's from the South too. He shodd be better 
able to ded d t h them than Johnson. 

In this present addnistration they have in the House of Repre
sentatives 257 Democrats to only 177 Republicans. They control two-
thirds of the House vote. Why can't they pass something that d l l help 
you and me? In the Senate, there are 67 senators who are of the Demo
cratic Party. Ody 33 of them are Republicans. Why, the Democrats have 
got the government sewed up, cmd you're the one who sewed it up for them. 
And what have they given you for it? Four years in office, and just now 
getting around to some cidl-rights legislation. Just now, after every
thing else is gone, out of the way, they're going to sit down now and 
play d t h you all summer long—the same old giant con game that they e d l 
filibuster. All those are in cahoots together. Don't you ever think 
they're not in cahoots together, for the man that is heading the cidl-
rights filibuster is a man from Georgia named Richard Russell. When 
Johnson became president, the first man he asked for when he got back to 
Washington, D.C, was "Dicky"—that's how tight they are. That's his boy, 
that's his p d , that's his buddy. But they're playing that old con game. 
One of them makes believe he's for you, and he's got it fixed where the 
other one is so tight against you, he never has to keep d s prodse. 
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So it's time in 1964 to wake up. And when you see them codng 
up d t h that kind of conspiracy, let them know your eyes are open. And 
let them know you got something else that's d d e open too. It's got to 
be the bdlot or the bdlet. The ballot or the bdlet. If you're afrdd 
to use an expression like that, you shodd get on out of the country, you 
should get back in the cotton patch, you shodd get back in the alley. 
They get all the Negro vote, and after they get it, the Negro gets noth
ing in return. All they did when they got to Washington was give a few 
big Negroes big jobs. Those big Negroes didn't need big jobs, they d -
ready had jobs. That's camouflage, that's trickery, that's treachery, 
window-dressing. I'm not trying to knock out the Democrats for the Re
publicans, we'll get to them in a dnute. But it is true—you put the 
Democrats first and the Democrats put you last. 

Look at it the way it is. What alibis do they use, since they 
control Congress and the Senate? What alibi do they use when you and I 
ask, "Wall, when are you going to keep your prodse?" They blame the 
Didecrats. What is a Dixiecrat? A Democrat. A Didecrat is nothing 
but a Democrat in disguise. The titular head of the Democrats is also 
tha head of the Didecrats, because the Dixlecrats are a part of the 
Democratic Party. The Democrats have never kicked the Dixlecrats out of 
the party. Didecrats bolted themselves once, but the Democrats didn't 
put them out. Imagine, these lowdown Southern segregationists put the 
Northern Democrats down. But the Northern Democrats have never put the 
Dixlecrats down. No, look at that thing the way it is. They have got a 
con game going on, a political con game, and you and I are in the dddle. 
It's time for you and me to wake up and start looking at it like it is, 
and trying to understand it like it is; and then we can deal d t h it 
like it is. 

yyot'^y The Didecrats in Washington, D . C , control the key condttees 
that n m the government. The only reason the Didecrats control these 
committees is because they have seniority. The only reason they have 
sedority is because they come from states where Negroes can't vote. 
This is not even a government that's based on democracy. It is not a 
government that is made up of representatives of the people. Half of 
the people in the South can't even vote. Eastland is not even supposed 
to be in Washington. Half of the senators and the congressmen who 
occupy these key positions in Washington, D.C., are there illegdly, 
are thare unconstitutionally. 

,. I was in Washington, D . C , a week ago Thursday, when they were 
debating whether or not they should let the bill come onto the floor. 
And in the back of the room where the Senate meets, there's a huge map 
of the United States, and on that map it shows the location of Negroes 
throughout the country. And it shows that the Southern section of the 
country, the states that are most headly concentrated d t h Negroes, are 
the ones that have senators and congressmen standng up filibustering 
and doing d l other kinds of trickery to keep the Negro from being able 
to vote. This is pitifd. But it's not pitiful for us any longer; it's 
actudly pitifd for the white man, because soon now, as the Negro 
awakens a little more and sees the d s e that he's in, sees the bag that 
he's in, sees the real game that he's in, then the Negro's going to 
(javelop a new tactic. " "-- »'- r-—••—• -.̂-̂  -̂  - ».•-». w..,w -•-.-,. ,. -̂  .* «,'i.' 
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fei These senators and congressmen actudly delate the constitu
tional amendments that guarantee the people of that particular state or 
country the right to vote. And the Constitution itself has dthin it 
the machinery to expel any representative from a state where the voting 
rights of the people are delated. You don't even need new legislation. 
Any person in Congress right now, who is there from a state or a dstrict 
where the voting rights of the people are delated, that particular per
son should be expelled from Congress. And when you expel him, you've 
removed one of the obstacles in the path of any real meaningful legis
lation in this country. In fact, wlien you expel them, you don't need 
new legislation, because they will be replaced by black representatives 
from counties and districts where the black man is In the majority, 
not in the dnority. 

If the black man in these Southern states had his full voting 
rights, the key Didecrats in Washington, D.C, which means the key 
Democrats in Washington, D.C, wodd lose their seats. The Democratic 
Party itsdf wodd lose its power. It would cease to be powerfd as a 
party. When you see the amount of power that wodd be lost by the 
Democratic Party if it were to lose the Didecrat dug, or branch, or 
element, you can see where it's against the interests of the Democrats 
to give voting rights to Negroes in states where the Democrats have 
been in complete power and authority ever since the Cidl War. You 
just can't belong to that party without andyzing it, 

I say agdn, I'm not anti-Democrat, I'm not anti-Republican, 
I'm not anti-anything. I'm just questioning their sincerity, and some 
of the strategy that they've been using on our people by prodsing them 
prodses that they don't intend to keep. When you keep the Democrats 
in power, you're keeping the Didecrats in power. I doubt that my good 
Brother Lomax d l l deny that. A vote for a Democrat is a vote for a 
Didecrat. That's why, in 1964, it's time now for you and me to become 
more politically mature and realize what the bdlot is for; what we're 
supposed to get when we cast a ballot; and that if we don't cast a 
ballot, it's going to end up in a situation where we're going to hava 
to cast a bdlet. It's either a ballot or a bdlet. 

In the North, they do it a different way. They have a system 
that's known as gerrymandering, whatever that means. It means when 
Negroes become too heavily concentrated in a certdn area, and begin 
to gain too much politicd power, the white man comes along and changes 
the district lines. You may say, "Why do you keep saying white man?" 
Because it's the white man who does it. I haven't ever seen any 
Negro changing any lines. They don't let him get near the line. It's 
the white man who does this. And usually, it's the white man who grins 
at you the most, and pats you on the back, and is supposed to be your 
friend. Ha may be friendly, but he's not your friend. 

' So, ̂ a t I'm trying to impress upon you, in essence, is this: 'y 
You and X in America are faced not d t h a segregationist conspiracy, 
we're faced d t h a government conspiracy. Everyone who's filibuster
ing is a senator—that's the government. Everyone who's finagling in 
Washington, D.C, is a congressman—that's the government. You don't 
have anybody putting blocks in your path but people who are a part of 
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the government. The same government that you go abroad to fight for and 
d e for is the government that is in a conspiracy to deprive you of 
your voting rights, deprive you of your econodc opportunities, deprive 
you of decent housing, deprive you of decent education. You don't need 
to go to the employer alone, it is the govemment Itself, the govem-
ment of America, that is responsible for the oppression and exploita
tion and degradation of black people in this country. And you shodd 
drop it in their lap. This govemment has failed the Negro. This so-
called democracy has failed the Negro. And all these white liberals 
have defidtely fdled the Negro. 

mfT>MM So, where do we go from here? First, we need some friends. 
We need some new allies. The entire cidl-rights stmggle needs a new 
interpretation, a broader interpretation. We need to look at this 
dvil-rights thing from another angle—from the inside as well as from 
the outside. To those of us whose philosophy is black nationalism, the 
only way you can get involved in the cidl-rights stmggle is give it a 
new interpretation. That old interpretation excluded us. It kept us 
out. So, we're giving a new interpretation to the cidl-rights struggle, 
an interpretation that d l l enable us to come into it, take part in it. 
And these handkerchief-heads who have been dillydallying and pussy
footing and comprodsing—we don't intend to let them pussyfoot and 
dllydally and comprodse any longer. 

"•" '• "ft--'•:•.• r 

How can you thank a man for giving you what's already yours? 
How then can you thank him for giving you only part of what's dready 
yours? You haven't even made progress, if what's being given to you, 
you shodd have had already. That's not progress. And I love my 
Brother Lomax, the way he pointed out we're right back where we were 
in 1954. We're not even as far up as we were in 1954. We're behind 
where we were in 1954. There's more segregation now than there was in 
1954. There's more racial animosity, more racial hatred, more racial 
dolence today in 1964, than there was in 1954. Where is the progress? 

And now you're facing a situation where the young Negro's com
ing up. They don't want to hear that "tum-the-other-cheek" stuff, no. 
In Jacksondlle, those were teenagers, they were throwing Molotov cock-
tdls. Negroes have never done that before. But it shows you there's 
a new ded codng in. There's new thinking codng in. There's new 
strategy codng in. It'll be Molotov cocktails this month, hand gre
nades next month, and something else next month. It'll be bdlots, or 
it'll be bullets. It'll be liberty, or it dll be death. The only dif
ference about this kind of death—it'll be reciprocal. You know what 
is meant by "reciprocal"? That's one of Brother Lomax's words, I stole 
it from him. I don't usiidly ded with those big words because I don't 
usually ded dth big people. I deal with smdl people. I find you can 
get a whole lot of small people and whip hell out of a whole lot of big 
people. They haven't got anything to lose, and they've got everything 
to gdn. And they'll let you know in a dnute: "It takes two to tango; 
when I go, you go." .# ̂ ^ \h% *#«». %s^ 

The black nationdists, those whose philosophy is black national
ism, in bringing about this new interpretation of the entire meaning of 
cidl rights, look upon it as meaning, as Brother Lomax has pointed out. 
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equality of opportunity. Well, we're justified in seeking d d l rights, 
if it means equality of opportunity, because all we're doing there is 
trying to collect for our investment. Our mothers and fathers invested 
sweat and blood. Three hundred and ten years we worked in this country 
without a dime in r e t u m — I mean without a dime in return. You let the 
white man walk around here talking about how rich this country is, but 
you never stop to think how it got rich so q d c k . It got rich because 
you made it rich. 

th*r ^ You take the people who are in this audience right now. They're 
poor, we're all poor as individuals. Our weekly salary Indlddually 
amounts to hardly anything. But if you take the salary of everyone in 
hare collectively it'll fill up a whole lot of baskets. It's a lot of 
wealth. If you can collect the wages of just these people right here 
for a year, you'll be rich—richer than rich. When you look at it like 
that, think how rich Uncle Sam had to become, not with this handful, but 
dlli o n s of black people. Your and ray mother and father, who didn't 
work an eight-hour shift, but worked from "can't see" in the morning 
until "can't see" at night, and worked for nothing, making the white 
man rich, making Uncle Sam rich. 
juriaiilc': .t ••• v ^ 
vc j^ This is our investment. This is our contribution—our blood. 
Not only did we give of our free labor, we gave of our blood. Every 
time he had a e d l to arms, we were the first ones in uniform. We 
died on every battlefield the white man had. We have made a greater 
sacrifice than anybody who's standing up in America today. We have 
made a greater contribution and have collected less. C i d l rights, 
for those of us whose philosophy is black nationalism, means: "Give 
it to tis now. Don't wait for next year. Give it to us yesterday, and 
that's not fast enough." 
..I4T S i l l "'̂  -• V ., : • • . . . . . . 

• .xn%:?i I might stop right here to point out one thing. Whenever you're 
going after something that belongs to you, anyone who's depridng you 
of the right to have it is a cridnal. Understand that. Whenever you 
are going after something that is yours you are within your legal rights 
to lay c l d m to it. And anyone who puts forth any effort to deprive you 
of that which is yours, is breaking the law, is a cridnal. And this 
was pointed out by the Supreme Court decision. It outlawed segregation. 
Which means segregation is against the law. Which means a segrega-
tionalist is breaking the law. A segregationist is a cridnal. You 
can't label him as anything other than that. And when you demonstrate 
against segregation, the law is on your side. The Supreme Court is on 
your side. • ŝ su* §&».*»» -*«? f* ..y-: •-.>»•• ^ . . . ^ 
sai-fe .^mm .is«*ttonil i^ -V-t. V^-. ^-^^ i " '"" •**'•' 

t^^' c Now, who is it that opposes you in carrying out the law? The 
police department itself. With police dogs and clubs. Whenever you ;* 
demonstrate against segregation, whether it is segregated education, 
segregated housing, or anything else, the law is on your side, and any
one who stands in the way is not the law any longer. They are breaking 
the law, they are not representatives of the law. Any time you demon
strate agdnst segregation and a man has the audacity to put a police 
dog on you, kill that dog, kill him, I'm telling you, kill that dog. I 
say it, if they put me in j d l tomorrow, kill—that—dog. Then you'll 
put a stop to it. Now, if these white people in here don't want to see 
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that dnd of action, get down and tell the mayor to tell the police de
partment to pdl the dogs in. That's all you have to do. If you don't 
do it, someone else will. ^̂ ^ , ^.^ _^ 

• * .••s f-'-li 

If you don't take this kind of stand, your "little children d l l 
grow up and look at you and think "shame." If you don't take an uncom-
p r o d s i n g s t a n d — I don't mean go out and get do l e n t ; but at the same 
time you s h o d d never be nonviolent u d e s s you run into some nondolence. 
I'm n o n d o l e n t d t h those who are nonviolent with me. But when you drop 
that d o l e n c e on me, then you've made me go Insane, and I'm not respon
sible for what I do. And that's the way every Negro should get. Any 
time you know you're within the law, d t h i n your legal rights, d t h i n 
your moral rights, in accord with justice, then die for what you believe 
in. But don't die alone. Let your dying be reciprocal. T M s is what 
is meant by equality. What's good for the goose is good for the gander. 

When we begin to get in this area, we need new friends, we 
need new allies. We need to expand the cidl-rights struggle to a higher 
l e v e l — t o the level of human rights. Wlienever you are in a d d l - r i g h t s 
struggle, whether you know it or not, you are confidng yourself to the 
jurisdiction of Uncle Sam. No one from the outside world can speak out in 
your behalf as long as your struggle is a cidl-rights struggle. C i d l 
rights comes d t h i n the domestic affairs of this country. All of our 
African brothers and our Asian brothers and our Latin-American brothers 
cannot open their mouths and Interfere in the domestic affairs of the 
United States. And as long as it's c i d l rights, this comes under the 
jurisdiction of Uncle Sam. 

,,<^*,^ . But the United Nations has what's known as the charter of human 
rights, it has a c o m d t t e e that deals in human rights. You may wonder 
f^y all of the atrocities that have been comdtted in Africa and in " 
Hungary and in Asia and in Latin America are brought before the UN, and 
the Negro problem is never brought before the UN. This is part of the 
conspiracy. This old, tricky, blue-eyed liberal who is supposed to be 
your and my friend, supposed to be in our c o m e r , supposed to be sub
sidizing our struggle, and supposed to be acting in the capacity of an 
a d d s e r , never tells you anything about human rights. They keep you 
wrapped up in dvil-rights. And you spend so much time barking up the 
civil-rights tree, you don't even know there's a human-rights tree on 
the same floor, p ^ t t^ Hk̂  i« ttm fcntr v̂<**« ^y* 'i%m*-- ""li"'!: r^ .***'• 
%i?.»,«lli'jmffli laiiit!* Jtmt istcv.£. I'̂lfc'.-̂  A U-^mit^. it?*iMkk# -^m'-r .i*.»i,» .*-> 
£'mhM> When you expand the cidl-rights struggle to the level of human 
rights, you can then take the case of the black man in this country be
fore the nations in the UN. You can take it before the G e n e r d Assembly. 
You can take Uncle Sam before a world court. But the only level you 
can do it on is the level of human rights. C i d l rights keeps you under 
his restrictions, under his jurisdiction. C i d l rights keeps you in his 
pocket. C i d l rights means you're asking Uncle Sam to treat you right. 
Human rights are something you were b o m d t h . Human rights are your 
God-given rights. Human rights are the rights that are recogdzed by d l 
nations of this earth. And any time any one d e l a t e s your human rights, 
you can take them to the world court. Uncle Sam's hands are dripping 
with blood, dripping d t h the blood of the black man in this country. 
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He's the earth's number-one hypocrite. He has the audacity—yes, he has 
—imagine him posing as the leader of the free world. The free world! — 
and you over here singing "We Shall Overcome." Expand the cidl-rights 
struggle to the level of human rights, take it into the United Nations, 
where our African brothers can throw their weight on our side, where 
our Asian brothers can throw their weight on our side, where our Latin-
American brothers can throw their weight on our side, and where 800 
dllion Chinamen are sitting there waiting to throw their weight on our 
side* 

fc « dA J.* Wh^'^.lfe't ifcw 

Let the world know ho\7 bloody his hands are. Let the world 
know the hypocrisy that's practiced over here. Let it be the bdlot or 
the bullet. Let him know that it must be the ballot or the bdlet. 
eiea Z^%& pimc%* ra o*? y.y •-.•y.^-^yy .. lu*^ <-:y:y • y- ..y.-y^ -.f - . '" v i 

J 4y H When you take your case to Washington, D.C, you're taking it to 
the criminal who's responsible; it's like rundng from the wolf to the 
fox. They're all in cahoots together. They all work political chicanery 
and make you look like a chimip before the eyes of the world. Here you 
are walking around in America, getting ready to be drafted and sent 
abroad, like a tin soldier, and when you get over there, people ask you 
what are you fighting for, and you have to stick your tongiie in your 
cheek. No, take Uncle Sam to court, take him before the world. 

t^s'^y% ^' By ballot I only mean freedom. Don't you know—I disagree dth 
Lomax on this issue—that the ballot is more important than the dollar? 
Can I prove it? Yes, Look in the UN. There are poor nations in the 
UN; yet those poor nations can get together with their voting power and 
keep the rich nations from making a move. They have one nation—one 
vote, everyone has an equal vote. And when those brothers from Asia, 
and Africa and the darker parts of this earth get together, their voting 
power is sufficient to hold Sam in check. Or Russia in check. Or some 
other section of the earth in check. So, the bdlot is most important. 

Vtx tb Right now, in this country, if you and I, 22 dllion African-
Americans—that's what we are—Africans who are in America. You're 
nothing but Africans. Nothing but Africans. In fact, you'd get farther 
calling yourself African Instead of Negro. Africans don't catch hell. 
You're the only one catching hell. They don't have to pass cidl-
rights bills for Africans. An African can go anywhere he wants right 
now. All you've got to do is tie your head up. That's right go any
where you want. Just stop being a Negro. Change your name to Hoogaga-
gooba. That'll show you how silly the white man is. You're dedlng 
with a silly man, A friend of dne who's very dark put a turban on his 
head and went into a restaurant in Atlanta before they cdled themselves 
desegrated. He went into a white restaurant, he sat down, they served 
him, and he said, "What wodd happen if a Negro came in here?" And 
there he's sitting, black as night, but because he had his head wrapped 
up the wdtress looked back at him and says, "Why, there woddn't no 
nigger dare come in here." 

So, you're dealing with a man whose bias and prejudice are 
giaking him lose d s dnd, his intelligence, every day. He's frightened, 
He looks around and sees what's taking place on this earth, and he sees 
that the penddum of time is sdnging in your direction. The dark 
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people are waking up. They're losing their fear of the white man. No 
place where he's fighting right now is he dnning. Everywhere he's 
fighting, he's fighting someone your and my complexion. And they're 
beating him. He can't win any more. He's won his last battle. He 
fdled to win the Korean War. He couldn't win it. He had to sign a 
truce. That's a loss. Any time Uncle Sam, dth all his machinery for 
warfare, is held to a draw by some rice-eaters, he's lost the battle. 
Ha had to sign a truce. America's not supposed to sign a truce. She's 
supposed to be bad. But she's not bad any more. She's bad as long as 
she can use her hydrogen bomb, but she can't \ise hers for fear Russia 
dght use hers. Russia can't use hers, for fear that Sara dght use his. 
So, both of them are weaponless. They can't use the weapon because 
each's weapon ndlifies the other's. So the only place where action 
can take place is on the ground. And the white man can't d n another 
war fighting on the ground. Those days are over. The black man knows 
it, the brown man knows it, the red man knows it, and the yellw^ man 
knows it. So they engage him in guerilla warfare. That's not his 
style. You've got to have heart to be a guerilla warrior, and he 
hasn't got any heart. I'm telling you now. 

At y.t- J j^g^ vrant to give you a little briefing on guerilla warfare 
because, before you know it, before you know it—It takes heart to be 
a guerilla warrior because you're on your own. In conventional war
fare you have tanks and a whole lot of other people dth you to back 
you up, planes over your head and all that kind of stuff. But a 
guerilla is on his own. All you have is a rifle, some sneakers and 
a bowl of rice, and that's all you need—and a lot of heart. The 
Japanese on some of those Islands in the Pacific, when the American 
soldiers landed, one Japanese sometimes could hold the whole army off. 
He'd just wait until the sun went down, and when the sun went down 
they were all equal. He would take his little blade and slip from 
bush to bush, and from American to American. The white soldiers 
coddn't cope dth that. Whenever you see a white soldier that fought 
in the Pacific, he has the shakes, he has a nervous condition, be
cause they scared him to death. 

The same thing happened to the French up In French Indochina. 
People who just a few years previously were rice farmers got together 
and ran the headly-mechanlzed French array out of Indochina. You don't 
need it—modem warfare today won't work. This is the day of the 
guerilla. They did the same thing in Algeria. Algerians, who were 
nothing but Bedodns, took a rifle and sneaked off to the hills, and 
de Gadle and all of his highfalutin' war machinery coddn't defeat 
those guerillas. Nowhere on this earth does the white man d n in a 
guerilla warfare. It's not his speed. Just as guerilla warfare is 
prevailing in Asia and in parts of Africa and in parts of Latin America, 
you've got to be dghty naive, or you've got to play the black man 
cheap, if you don't think some day he's going to wake up and find that 
it's got to be the bdlot or the bdlet. 

**^' I wodd like to say, in closing, a few things concerdng the 
Muslim Mosque, Inc., which we established recently in New York City. 
It's true we're Muslims and our religion is Islam, but we don't d x 
our religion dth our politics and our econodcs and our social and 
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cidl actidties—not any more. We keep our religion in our mosque. 
After our religious services are over, then as Muslims we become in
volved in politicd action, econodc action and socid and cidc action. 
We become involved dth anybody, anywhere, any time and in any manner 
that's designed to eliminate the edls, the politicd, econodc and 
socid edls that are afflicting the people of our commudty. 

The political philosophy of black nationalism means that the 
black man should control the politics and the politicians in his own 
commudty; no more. The black man in the black commmity has to be re
educated into the science of politics so he d l l know what politics is 
supposed to bring him in retum. Don't be throdng out any ballots. A 
bdlot is like a bdlet. You don't throw your ballots until you see a 
target, and if that target is not dthin your reach, keep your ballot in 
your pocket. The political philosophy of black nationalism is being 
taught in the Christian church. It's being taught in the NAACP, It's 
bdng taught in CORE meetings. It's being taught in SNCC [Student Non
dolent Coordinating Comdttee] meetings. It's being taught everywhere. 
Black people are fed up dth the dllydallying, pussyfooting, comprods
ing approach that we've been using toward getting our freedom. We want 
freedom now, but we're not going to get it saying "We Shall Overcome," 
We've got to fight tmtil we overcome. 

The econodc philosophy of black nationalism is pure £uid simple. 
It only means that we should control the economy of our commudty. Why 
shodd white people be running all the stores in our community? Why 
shodd white people be ruzmlng the banks of our community? Why 
should the economy of our commudty be in the hands of the white man? 
Why? If a black man can't move his store into a white community, you 
tell me why a white man shodd move his store into a black coramunlty. 
The philosophy of black nationalism involves a re-education program in 
the black coamudty in regards to econodcs. Our people have to be 
made to see that any time you take your dollar out of your community 
and spend it in a community where you don't live, the community where 
you live will get poorer and poorer, and the community where you spend 
your money d l l get richer and richer. Then you wonder why where you 
live is always a ghetto or a slum area. And where you and I are con
cerned, not only do we lose it when we spend it out of the community, 
but the white man has got d l our stores in the coramunlty tied up; 
80 that though we spend it in the community, at sundown the man who 
runs the store takes it over across town somewhere. He's got us in a 
dse. 

So the econodc philosophy of black nationalism means in every 
church, in every cidc organization, in every fratemal order, it's 
time now for our people to become conscious of the importance of con
trolling the economy of our community. If we own the stores, if we 
operate tha businesses, if we try and establish some industry in our 
own cooBunity, then we're developing to the position where we are 
creating employment for our own kind. Once you gain control of the 
econoisy of yotir own community, then you don't have to picket and boy
cott and bag some cracker downtown for a job in his business. 
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The socid philosophy of black nationalism only means that we 
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have to get together and remove the evils, the dees, alcoholisra, drug 
addiction, and other edls that are destroying the raoral fiber of our 
community. We ourselves have to lift the level of our commudty. We 
ourselves have to lift the level of our commudty, the standard of 
our commudty to a higher level, make our own society beautlfd so that 
we d l l be satisfied in our own social circles and won't be running 
around here trying to knock our way into a social circle where we're 
not wanted. 

So I say, in spreading a gospel such as black nationalism, it 
is not designed to make the black man re-evaluate the white man—you 
know him already—but to make the black man re-evaluate himself. Don't 
change the white man's dnd—you can't change his dnd, and that whole 
thing about appealing to the moral conscience of America—America's 
conscience is bankrupt. She lost all conscience a long time ago. Uncle 
Sam has no conscience. They don't know what morals are. They don't try 
and elidnate an e d l because it's edl, or because it's illegd, or 
because it's immoral; they elidnate it only when it threatens their 
edstence. So you're wasting your time appealing to the mord conscience 
of a bankrupt man like Uncle Sam. If he had a conscience, he'd 
straighten this thing out dth no more pressure being put xipon him. 
So it is not necessary to change the white man's dnd. We have to change 
our own dnd. You can't change his dnd about us. We've got to change 
our own dnds about each other. We have to see each other dth new *-
eyes. Wte have to see each other as brothers and sisters. We have to 
coma together with warmth so we can develop unity and harmony that's 
necessary to get this problem solved ourselves. How can we do this? 
How can we avoid jealousy? How can we avoid the suspicion and the d d 
sions that edst in the community? I'll tell you how. 

I have watched how Billy Graham comes into a city, spreading 
what he calls the gospel of Christ, which is only white nationalism. 
That's what he is. Billy Graham is a white nationalist; I'm a black 
nationalist. But since it's the natural tendency for leaders to be 
jealous and look upon a powerful figure like Graham dth suspicion and 
envy, how is it possible for him to come into a city and get d l the 
cooperation of the church leaders? Don't think because they're church 
leaders that they don't have weaknesses that make them envious and 
jealous—no, everybody's got it. It's not an accident that when they 
want to choose a cardinal [as Pope] over there in Rome, they get in a 
closet so you can't hear them cussing and figbting and carrying on. 
Sjcy.̂ -'.:iRW!-» m. t „-€,'*?« pT • 

Billy Graham comes in preaching the gospel of Christ, he evan
gelizes the gospel, he stirs everybody up, but he never tries to start 
a church. If he came in trying to start a church, all the churches 
wodd be agdnst him. So, he just comes in talking about Christ and 
tells everybody who get Christ to go to any church where Christ is; and 
in this way the church cooperates dth him. So we're going to take a 
page from his book. 
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iis a »* Our gospel is black nationalism. We're not trying to threaten 
the existence of any organization, but we're spreading the gospel of 
black nationalism. Anywhere there's a church that is also preaching «̂ »* 
and practicing the gospel of black nationalism, join that church. If 
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the NAACP is preaching and practicing the gospel of black natlondlsm, 
join the NAACP. If CORE is spreading and practicing the gospel of black 
nationalism, join CORE. Join any organization that has a gospel that's 
for the uplift of the black man. And when you get into it and see them 
pussyfooting or comprodsing, pdl out of it because that's not black 
nationalism. We'll find another one. 

And in this manner, the orgadzations dll increase in number and 
in quantity and in quality, and by August, it is then our intention to 
have a black nationalist convention which dll consist of delegates from 
all over the country who are interested in the political, econodc and 
socid philosophy of black nationalism. After these delegates convene, 
we will hold a sednar, we d l l hold discussions, we d l l listen to every
one. We want to hear new ideas and new solutions and new answers. And 
at that time, if we see fit then to form a black nationalist party, we'll 
form a black nationdist party. If it's necessary to form a black 
nationalist army, we'll form a black nationalist array. It'll be the 
ballot or the bdlet. It'll be liberty or it'll be death. 

vlrt f It's time for you and me to stop sitting in this country, letting 
some cracker senators. Northern crackers and Southern crackers, sit there 
in Washington, D.C, and come to a conclusion in their dnd that you and 
I are supposed to have cidl rights. There's no white man going to 
tell me anything about my rights. Brothers and sisters, dways remember, 
if it doesn't take senators and congressmen and presidential proclamations 
to give freedom to the wdte man, it is not necessary for legislation or 
proclamation or Supreme Court decisions to give freedom to the black man. 
You let that white man know, if this is a country of freedom, let it be 
a cotmtry of freedom; and if it's not a country of freedom, change it. 

-o;5. We will work dth anybody, anywhere, at any time, who is genuinely 
interested in tackling the problem head-on, nondolently as long as the 
enemy is nonviolent, but dolent when the enemy gets dolent. We'll work 
d t h you on the voter-registration drive, we'll work dth you on the rent 
strikes, we'll work dth you on school boycotts—I don't believe in any 
kind of integration; I'm not even worried about it because I know you're 
not going to get it anyway; you're not going to get it because you're 
afraid to die; you've got to be ready to die if you try and force your
self on the white man, because he'll get just as dolent as those crackers 
in Mississippi, right here in Cleveland. But we dll still work dth 
you on the school boycotts because we're agdnst a segregated school 
system. A segregated school system produces children who, when they 
graduate, graduate dth crippled dnds. But this does not mean that a 
school is segregated because it's all black. A segregated school means a 
school that is controlled by people who have no red interest in it what
soever. 

Let me expldn what I mean. A segregated district or commudty 
is a coramunlty in which people live, but outsiders control the politics 
and the economy of that coramunlty. They never refer to the white section 
as a segregated community. It's the all-Negro section that's a segregated 
community. Why? The white man controls his own school, his own bank, 
his own commudty—^but he also controls yours. When you're under someone 
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else's control, your segregated. They'll always give you the lowest or 
the worst that there is to offer, but it doesn't mean you're segregated 
just because you have your own. You've got to control your own. Just 
like the white man has control of his, you need to control yours. 

You know the best way to get rid of segregation? The white man 
is more afrdd of separation than he is of integration. Segregation 
means that he puts you away from him, but not far enough for you to be 
out of his jurisdiction; separation means you're gone. And the white 
man d l l integrate faster than he'll let you separate. So we d l l work 
with you against the segregated school system because it's cridnal, be
cause it is absolutely destructive, in every way imaginable, to the 
dnds of the children who have to be exposed to that type of crippling 
education. 

Last but not least, I must say this conceming the great con
troversy over rifles and shotguns. The only thing that I've ever sdd 
is that in areas where the govemment has proven itself either unwill
ing or unable to defend the lives and the property of Negroes, it's 
time for Negroes to defend themselves. Article nimber two of the con
stitutional amendments proddes you and me the right to own a rifle or a 
shotgun. It is constitutionally legal to own a shotgun or a rifle. This 
doesn't mean you're going to get a rifle and form battalions and go out 
looking for white folks, although you'd be dthin your rights—I mean, 
you'd be justified; but that wodd be illegd and we don't do anything 
illegal. If the white man doesn't want the black man buying rifles and 
shotguns, then let the govemment do its job. That's all. And don't 
let the white man come to you and ask you what you think about what 
Malcolm says—why, you old Uncle Tom. He would never ask you if he 
thought you were going to say, "Amen!" No, he is making a Tom out of 
you. 

So, this doesn't mean fordng rifle cliibs and going out looking 
for people, but it is time, in 1964, if you are a man, to let that man 
know. If he's not going to do his job in running the govemment and pro
dding you and me dth the protection that our taxes are supposed to be 
for, since he spends all those billions for his defense budget, he 
certainly can't begrudge you and me spending $12 or $15 for a single-
shot, or double-action, I hope you understand. Don't go out shooting 
people, but any time, brothers and sisters, and especially the men in 
this audience—some of you wearing Congressional Medals of Honor, dth 
shodders this dde, chest this big, muscles that big—any time you and 
I sit around and read where they bomb a church and murder in cold blood, 
not some grownups, but four little girls while they were praying to the 
same god the white man taught them to pray to, and you and I see the 
government go down cmd can't find who did it. 

Why, this man—he can find Eichmann hiding down in Argentina 
somewhere. Let two or three American soldiers, who are dnding somebody 
else's business way over in South Vietnam, get killed, and he'll send 
battleships, sticking his nose in their business. He wanted to send 
troops down to Ctiba and make them have what he calls free elections— 
this old cracker who doesn't have free elections in his own country. 
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No, if you never see me another time in your life, if I d e in the mom-
ing, I'll die saying one thing: the bdlot or the bdlet, the ballot or 
the bdlet. 

If a Negro in 1964 has to sit around and wdt for some cracker 
senator to filibuster when it comes to the rights of black people, why, 
you and I shodd hang our heads in shame. You talk about a march on 
Washington in 1963, you haven't seen anything. There's some more going 
down in '64. And this time they're not going like they went last year. 
They're not going singing "We Shdl Overcome." They're not going dth 
white friends. They're not going with placards dready painted for 
them. They're not going dth round-trip tickets. They're going dth 
one-way tickets. 

And if they don't want that non-nondolent amy going down 
there, tell them to bring the filibuster to a hdt. The black national
ists aren't going to wdt. Lyndon B. Johnson is the head of the Demo
cratic Party. If he's for cidl rights, let him go into the Senate next 
week and declare himself. Let him go in there right now and declare 
himself. Let him go in there and denounce the Southern branch of his 
party. Let him go in there right now and take a moral stand—right 
now, not later. Tell him, don't wdt until election time. If he wdts 
too long, brothers and sisters, he dll be responsible for letting a 
condition develop in this country which dll create a climate that dll 
bring seeds up out of the ground with vegetation on the end of them 
looking like something these people never dreamed of. In 1964, it's 
the bdlot or the bdlet. Thank you. 


