W. K. Thomas

CANADIAN POLITICAL ORATORY
IN THE NINETEENTH CENTURY: I

1. The Grder of Competence
Sir John A. Macdonald

Asong Casamias sourican ouatons of the nineteenth century were @
very few—who on the whole were free from the faults of McGee and B’hu
who in addition were often brilliant in one or more aspects. Of these Sir
Macdonald was most noted, and for us is most important, chiefly for his
personality and his brilliant tactics.

Sir John A. was remarkably adaptable, and in a manner peculiarly his
He did not try to change either himself or even his style to suit various
and audiences; he was not concilaory like most of the others: inscad, e s
in some magnetic manner, to impress his own peculiar character on any si
and on any audicnce. It s true that there was 2 slight difference betweea his
addresses and his speeches in the legislawre: he talked, not at, or to, but
audience at banquets and on the hustings. while in the legislature he often
slightly superior tone when talking to his opponents. But this was the
ference, and it was really a difference in degree rather than in kind, for Sic
was always superior to his opponents, whether they were present or absent.

He usually opened his public addresses by getting his audience to
would poke fun at them, at his opponen, or at himsclf; no matter which
ook, the result was always the same—his character was established and each
the audience would chuckle to himself, “He's the same old John A" Fe
on he would hold his audience by his personality: he was onc of them bt
same time he was their leader—in short, he was primus inter pares. He ess
this position in at least three ways. ‘The simple fact that he was the one
talking helped him. ~Sa did the fact that he abviously knew mare sbout the
at hand than anyone in the audience. - And most important for holding the 2
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fac that he was entertaining them, simply by being that fabulous character,
A

In diction and the wse of figures Sir John A. could be as trite as any of the
oritors, as will appear in loter quotations and as can be scen in this blissfully
s serics of metaphors with their damp spark and fluid foundation:

 ft was here on this platform that the fisst spark was lighted, (Applause) It was
e that the wave of enthusiasm which spread over the whole Dominion originated.
)0 s e tha e Fouadains o the N Potcy wére i (Chce

was 4 plain style; his lack of pomposity or cgotistical rhetoric made him

his audicnce and allowed for such carefree ease. In addition he had a home-

et of expression. He could call his opponents “a parcel of political hacks”

could make familiar allusions in & humorous way: “It is onc thing to lead 2

Kindness and courtesy, and another to shake a haler and say ‘come along""*

sill, he could tell ancedotes in an effective, rambling way. Speaking about
he said:

B i v s e ey v i of (s

States. He was a leading member of the Democratic party, and was secki
a1 b e ooy 30 A i

cenzie's style, he said to them: "Gentlemen, 1 bave laid before
of the Democratic Party—these, gentlemen, arc the principles of the o
;1 a2 Democrat, a dyedin the-wool Democrat; these are the principles fastened
banmers by these 1 will stand or falls but, gentlemen, if they do nor suit they can
ed. (Prolonged applavse and uproarious lavghier.)*

lowever engaging Sir John A. may have been, howeves, one should ot over-
fact that he was unscrupulous—in fact, doubly unscrupulous, for he un-
traded on the goodwill he had established in his audience. In one speech

d that neither he nor his party ever made personal attacks:
may be wrong, bat | say this, if you read those specches, you will not
vmnd on i mirant Werpechak private character; we made no
RicoWcs W aéret ek etow tbe bl (Eniasiods shess)

uet.” p. 5.)

the same speech he made all sorts of personal attacks: he called Mackenzie
and a hypocrite, he said Brown was unpatriotic and practically disloyal,
3 “fling at private conduct” by remarking that a cabinet minister might
be about the country looking for 2 new wife (p. 22 and passim).

steer at an opponent in a sarcastic tone readily imagined:
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Itis said, genlemen, for rumours will get abroad too, that even that great and good
man, Lucius Seth Huntington (great laughter ), will soon be provided for; and that i
is going to deprive the Dominion of Canada of his wondrous abiliy, of his actve zel
of his industry (laughter), of bis legal knowledge (laughter), and of his =
pmhlry (applause); he, 0o, it is said, is going o deprive the country, and Parlimen
and Goverament of his services, and whas his future is to be, the future :hmtul i
(“\\h.k Banquet,” p. 17.)

He could rouse the rabble, by appealing, for instance, to lower class prejudice.
“theorizers and philosophers” (Dominion Campaign, p. 7). And he got an
embarrassing topics in the most barefaced manner. Whenever such 4 topic had
or more aspects—like the Pacific Scandal, or the Double Shuffle—he would ig
all but the one aspect that he could explain away with an air of injured in
He would appear to be guiltless in that one aspect and thercfore, since he
‘mentioned nor even hinted at any other aspect. he appeared innocent of the
charge,

When making a prepared address—for example, at a banquet o when 8
interrupted by questions in the legislature—Sir John A. saw to it that his stru
organization was fairly good. Usually he had a lot of mterial in his speech
rarely did it prove so much that it prevented the proper treatment of indiv
topics, One of his major speeches, morcover—the one at the White Banque
perhaps accidentally, into the pattern of a classical forensic oration. - After app
preliminarics. in his confutation he defended his former administration from
Liberal charges, and in bis confirmation made several charges in tarn
Liberals. Since these were only charges and not carcfully reasoned argumie
was able to develop and amplify each sufficiently. Whether this firting i
pattern of the classical oration was accidental or not, the organization
John A’s considerable care for structural form.

Within this careful organization of the larger divisions of his speeches,
ever, Sir John A. was content 10 ramble haphazardly. There was usually o o
sary sequence in the order of the smaller blocks of thought, His paragraphs
left something to be desired. Though not marked typographically, it is
they generally began with an abrupt transition from the preceding parage
into a topic sentence which announced the theme, and then procceded in 4 s
forward development to a conclusion that was often striking. This structure
‘much better than McGee's, of course, but stll it left the paragraph  closed u
no preparation for the one to follow. His sentence structure was also charag
for it was frequently dictated by his desire to win applause: he would fling,
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ic statements one after another, each aimed at drawing applause and each get-

A M; the whole of [our -dmmmmunn] we were assailed, hindered, and harassed
by & most unpasriotic Opposition. (Hear, hear.) 1 am a strong party man; I will go
i favour of my party, and in upholding my party, and in securing the s

) Our
e e o tic oy (Fi e st Bt s Beitos
Mr. Mackenzic's maxim has b,.pany,wuh.pm,mum.pmy(h_s
g greses): and Mr. Mackenic very naively in his specch the other day, adumits it
id in the gaiety of my heart—inspircd by the victory of my fricnd Mr, Robinson
esr, heac)—T had said that when the Grits came in about thirteen years ago, the
came in with them, and that two years ago they brought in the Colorado bug.
) Mr. Mackenzie replicd in his specch: “Well, I have got to say thist if |
e 1o choose between John A's Government and the Colorado hug, T would choose
o bug.” (Laughtcr.) That is just the spirit of the man and his pany.
pline, 30 volecs, “That's corsect™) He would rather have plagus, ot
and famine; he would rather have Colorado bugs (laughtee), focusts and cater-
(laughter), war and ruin (hear, hear). distress and panic, anything, everything,
what it mvight cost the country, no matter how the interests of the country
be prejudiced by it; he would rather have this country afficted with them all, one
anather, than sec fohn A. go in and M. Mackenzie go out. (Hear, hear.) 1
gentlemen, from 1854 \uuﬂ we resigned, we hal o meet an Opposition of that
(*White Banquer”

On the hustings Sir Inhn A. frequently followed a course different from that
s prepared addresses. He welcomed questions and interruptions, and indeed
s 10 seek them, moulding his speech around them and proceeding from one
until he had covered every topic he originally had intended to. The
advantage of this hustings method was that, by encouraging questions, he
his address appear 10 be a debate, in which the audience never knew wha
s were likely to come from whom at what moment, Thus he was able to
interest and auention far better than another speaker would have been
an ordinary speech, in which ane person on a platform would speak to—or
—the silent mass of the audience, who were being steadily driven into tired-
thoughts about the distance back to the farm and the growing lateness of
o

his hustings method was part of Sir John A’s oratorical tactics, another part
was his habit of pushing his opponents’ arguments—or the parts of them
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he chose—to the absurd extreme of which they were capable in his interpreta
The best illustration of this tactical ability grows out of a quotation Mackenzie

against him. However, for this passage to be appreciated to the full, it must
be set against 4 somewhat similar passage in one of Edward Blake's speeches.

At Welland in 1857 Blake gave as bis interprecation of the duty of the i
position this: to criticize the government’s actions and policies without faci
but with firmness; possibly also to suggest alternatives; but not on any a
ry to introduce legislation (Campaign of 1857, pp. 148-149). This view was, t
Blake did not say so at the time, based on one of Sir John A.'s aown speeches i
he had presented his own views. Ignorant of this, Sir John A. at Wingbam
referring to Blake's Welland specch, and continuing the Tory election charge
the Liberals had no policy, “Mr. Blake has himself announced that the Oppui
‘ought not to have a policy—that it is simply their duty to carp and find fault” (C
paign of 1857, p. 152). Thereupon at Oakwood Blake read the passage fro
John A's original speech, on which he had based his own, and from which
he had drawn most of the expressions verbatim, and then revealed that Sir Jo
was his high authority.

Tt s his own authority he has despised and ridiculed; it is his own language
eaten; mine enemy hath written a book, and out of his own lips have T conderned
(Cheers and laughter.) (Campaign, p. 155.)

Sir John A. was much more skilful in his handling of the somewhat
situation. He did not declare to the world what he was doing; nor did he:
Instead he first introduced his opponent’s words with a simple, quiet backg
sketch and a homely simile:

The Hon. Alex. Mackenzic is a countryman of my own; he is a hard-headed Su

He makes clear, well reasoned), logical speeches, but the gods have not

poctical. »
able, they arc, | must say, upon the whole as dry a5 a limeburne's shoc.
and cheers.) The other day he assumed a new character; be broke out in 4 e
Gt gt cad o o i Gt b s b S s il
poctical quota

Next he established two amusing contrasts and quoted his opponent’s wordst

Now, it rather surprised me when he, the Puritan Premier, had the whale
British poetry to quote from, that he had preferred to quote that ¢ rakehelly old &
Sam Botler. (Laughter.) Poctry is callcd a “garden of sweets” 3 * of m
cither raising the imagination by the sublimity of the ideas, or charming the
the beauty of the sentiments of the poes. Now, let us all to our memory the g
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by the Hon. Alexander Mackenzie, which, mind you, he especially applies to the
osition. It is this:

“The Prince of Cambay's daily food

Is asp and basilisk and toad,

Which gives 1 him so sirong a breath,

He nightly stinks a queen (o death.”

it John A. then took his opponent’s words and, exaggerating them just a litcle, hit
‘with them, jab after jab:

B ot e, St ik gl uiber e Fenlr o G
of the kinc in the We tel him, “Your Pacific policy is
™ Loud Iaughier We tell bim “dht the

k" (Renewed laughter.)—We say o him,

157" “You arc a toad” (Lavghter.)—I have scen him again

uppose
gendeman considers that this was 4 specimen of what we call in Scotand
" (Loud laughter.)

ha final flourish Sir John A. then polished off the whole performance with a
quotation from his opponent's author:

1..1@ . e pn!:mzn as T am in the el weli himelf, that loohng
in Scotland and Protectior
B i o Ixm:i of the poet from whom he quoted:
b ‘makes all docurines plain and dlear,
Lo bwe oacad o ey
Ao e e e e i e
inswer plain, two thousand
B0 e 3 Whie Banquet” pp. 36000

er Dunkin
There are two Canadian oritors who, because of their general competence,
0 be ranked in the same order as Sir John A. They are Sir Charles Tupper
| Christopher Dunkin. On the whale they were both usually free from the
of McGee and Blake, and were also vigorous in style. Since, however, Tupper's
eches had nothing brilliant or sparkling about them, 1 shall concentrate on
opher Dunkin and let him represent the oratory of them both, !
Occasionally Dunkin used a truism or a trite phrase, but usually his style was
ad well ordered, with obviously much more auention being paid t the matter
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than to the manner of expression. In short, his style represented the p
ideal of not intruding between the subject and the audience, The difference be
McGee and Dunkin in this regard can readily be scen in the following cxch
Dunkin, who was opposed to the scheme for Confederation, referred o the

act of unio
Mr. DUNKIN—We have yet to e, in the first place, whether the thing i §
and th s done, whether it succeeds.

McGee, who supported the proposal, heard the phrase “if it is done™ and—dlick!
he opened his mouth without thinking about the significance of what he was styag

Han. Mr. McGEE—"If ‘twere done, "twere well ‘twese done quickly.”
Mr. DUNKIN—The Miniser of Agriculture is too good a Shakespearian 1 »
to be reminded that the thing 10 be donc in that case was a something very bad.*

Another passage eonveniently illustrates the virtues of Dunkin's styl, s
alsa its principal vice. Preparing to comment on the difficulties of double and
tuple majorities, he set the background thus:
With us, at home [ic., in I-Aghnd dx Constitution makes the whole
il ; but it is well known that het
pract iy s 1 ot
Sen el e ot oy ok large extent a policy of its own, and the res
bility of leading and governing a section of this House of its own. (Hear, hear)
we been federalising our Canstitution. | which originally was for a legisiative &
alice 2 yery ncw and snconelous ahion e since. 1648 s by that, s ST
thing clsc, have been gerting oursclves into that sort of difficulty in which we
laterly found ourselves. (Hear, hear.)
This style is clear and free from stunts of any kind. Dunkin has twken care
elude the appropriate qualifications of “for all practical purposes” and “to 4 I
And in “federalising” he used a word that in its historical contest
and vividly summed up the situation. With the background thus establishe
then drew the comparisan:
And now, Mr. Speaker, T just want o know how this proposed scheme is
work in this respect? As we have seen, it starts with a principle, a3 1o the d

whole of British North America, but a certain fixed number of Upper
fixed

certain fixed number of Lower Canadians, a certain fixed number of Nova Scoti
New Brunswickers, of Prince Edward Ilanders, of Newfoundianders, of Re
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e, of men from Vancouver's Island, of British Columbia men, of Saskatchewan men
10 act there for his own province, (Hear, hear.)

be agreed, 1 think, that this is an effective piling up of all the ten areas, each

ecf which would demand its own majority. Bu Dunkin then weakened his

i by reminding his audicnce that this was 3 supposiion which he had made,
bfuhe weakened it by a repecitive explanation of the list he had given:

1w ever get all thse tersitories lid out into provnces, we are 1o have just so many

after, Dunkin extended his argument to the Executive Council, but in doing
‘his number of scctions to six, with a consequent shrinking in the force-
of his argument:

fa she Exceutive Council these sections wil have 1o reproduce this. Apart from
sections

Commons House, with their six
ncil, and six parliamentary majorities to work together, if possible, while
o e have found our two sections and 1wo majorites one 100 many. Our con-
ual diffculties, | repear, arc referable to that very practice, and s0 it is proposed
try @ system three times—and more than three times—more complex
Hear,) (Speech, p. 19.)

apparent—organization, After establishing the back-
d6f current difficultics with fwo sections, he should have pointed out that it
10 put three times that number on the floor, cach demanding its
jority. He should then have extended his argument to the Exccutive
d the, as the grand culmination, reminded the Assembly that the Con-
proposals included incorporating the whole of British North America,
It that eventually there would be present in the House and represented
ancil not ooly Upper Canadians and the other five groups but also Red
e, and 50 on.  In this way, the most persuasive part of his passage would

placed in the most persuasive pasition—the end.

superior, 1 believe, to the others in the order of competence was
1,4 man who could be cither a fiery, hard-hitting partisan or an clo-
n,
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In his partisan speeches, and especially in the heat of debate, he could rap
his sentences, machinegunike, short and sharp.  Speaking on his favourite topc
tepresentation by population, he said, for instanc

1 blieve it is only now, before the disproportion is very great, that we can hopel!
carry out this measure with any degree of harmony. But every hon. member must e
that the change is going on so rapidly that it i high time the difficulty were g
Every day you put it off you increase the evil. Hon. gentlemen from Lower Can

cannot expect that the people of Upper Canada will always be content to remain
this position. Were they in this position, having 350,000 of a population greater th
ours, would they consent to having only the same number of representatives?
they paid three fourths of the whole taxation, while Upper Canada contributed
one-fourth, would they not feel the grievance to be still more intolerable? Ho the
can they expet that our people, placed in those circumstances, can submit t have ol
the same amount of representation? Tt is clear that the people of Upper Canada c
allow the matter to rest in its present position. The demand is ane of such ob
justice that it is astonishing that any one can refuse it

In this passage, as in many of Browa's, his peculiar idiosyncracy is especially
—his fondness for rhetorical questions. In the way he used them, these ques
added variety to his speeches and helped to keep up the intesest of his a
which should not be surprising, for will not a hearer’s mind respand automa
0 a question, while it might ignore a simple statement?
en he was explaining past events to his constituents, Brown used a
narrative style. Rapid here and detailed there, it was always animated, and
even had a sense of urgency, as he defily unfolded particular details. It as
quently vivid, and to make it so Brown often used, among other things,
quotation, as in a speech he once put into Sir John A’s mouth—a speech that
thoroughly in Brown’s own un-Macdonaldiike style, complete with his ma
of abundant rhetorical questions. In his narrative style the units of thought
short—whether they were whole sentences or individual clauses within  senteng
but they were logically dovetailed, with cach one flowing out of the preceding
into the next, and with the transition often reinforced syntactically. ‘There
attempt at embellishment: it was a clean, clear-cut style aimed solely at prese
and cxplaining what had happened. Tn the following sample it is true that
is an overtone of outraged righteousness; but the way Brown tells the story
it seem justified. And throughout there is 2 rapid, onward flow:
1 need not tell you that we had not taken possession of the council chamber an
when the war commenced against us. The late ministers had telegraphed all
country for their friends; a special train was run on Sunday over the Grand
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them up in time; and the Governor-General's name was frecly used in assuring

members that if the new government were voted down from the start there

be no disolution of parliament, but let them get over the session, and that dread

of such a House, a disolution, was inevitable. With the ten ministers ahum
the House, and many of our friends away unsuspicious of s unpr

SO e o ¥ sn Wt il ot

it and sussind, | need badly v you by

absent

" They wese furnished; our advice was refused, and we instantly resigned. Not in
dred and fifty years of English history, nor in the whole history of Canada, can
case be found in which men in our position were
hes, p. 284.)
T his speech on the Confederation resolutions George Brown achieved what
i of our other Victorian orators was able to achieve—the grand style, a grand
chasened and adapted to the audience, it is rue, but seill very much the grand
. Here, in 2 well developed and rounded paragraph is a sample of it—in a
b which, among other things, illustrates his profound feeling for dramatic
and contains, in the words “1 speak in no boastful spirit,” even an echo of
hero:

e wcse e by s chabe a this momens, 1 veme o s, bt e
in hisory became

10 excite 4 painiul thought—what was then the fortune of war of the brave

social habit, nearly as distinctly marked as they were a century ago. Here we sit
secking amicably to find a remedy for constitutional evils and injustice com-
of—by the vanquished? No, but complained of by the conquerors! Here sit

° Where, in the page of history, shall we find
el o this? Will it not stand as an imperishable monument to the generosity of
rule? (Speeches, pp. 301302
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‘The organization of the speech from which this passage was taken illustrits
well bath the advantages of the classical forensic oration and Brown's wisdom
adopting such a form. After the exordium in which Brown zxprmd his thank;
fulness that the present coalition government had been formed to undertake 8
negotiations for Confederation, he moved into the marration, where he quietly 1
ferred to events in the near past which had been connected with the present delibeti
tion, and gradually worked up to the statement that Canada could not stand si
the members had cither to adopt the present scheme or find a better one
better one was most unlikely to be found. Having thus prepared his audience, e
stated his proposition—that the resolutions for Confederation should be approned
After next announcing his parsition—that he would discuss firsc the cxisting @
which the proposed scheme would remedy and then the new advantages it
secure—he proceeded 1o the firstset of topics. These numbered four, and cach
discussed succintly and cogently. The next set of topics—the new advant
numbered seven, and these he dealt with in the same maner, though more beid
Having thus completed his confirmation, he then returned to the confutation.
disposed of the objections to the proposals. Without digression, he moved i
mediately to his peroration and there urged the members w approach the sd
ot as partisans, but as statesmen, in order to have a part in the building of a
and powerful nation. (Speeches, pp. 2%9-347). Tt may be remembered that Tha
D'Arcy McGee likewise discussed all the reasons for accepting the Confederl
proposals. But whereas McGee was not justfied in doing this, Brown was
having come over from the Opposition in order to promote Confederation, be b
practically to defend himself and his position before his former colleagues. Tt
also be noted that whereas McGee was unable, in his digressive and erratic m
to cope with his plethora of material, Brown, by adopting the structure of the d
cal oration, was able, through its order, clarity, and consequent strength, 10
the richness of his material.

Brown had equally competent command of structure in bis pa
these were usually well rounded and closely knit, as has been seen in the,
quoted 1o illustrate his use of the grand style. First would come the topic
then a development of its implications, often with one aspect (af, say, two oc
even four) expressed in a short series of rhetorical questions, and finally the
ming-up conclusion, which frequently took the form of a short, clinching sené
that nonetheless allowed for transition to the next paragraph. Pervading that s
graph was usually a ccrtain rhythm, which arose, 1 believe, not from any a
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of hythmic clements, but rather as an overtone of the well rounded, logical
uetion of the paragraph as a whole.
 Brown's individual semences were often complex, but unlike Blake's and
Gee's, they were rightfully complex. There s, after all, a complexity that iritatcs,
i this was Blake's; there is a complexity that abscures, and this was McGee's; but
sisalso a complexity thar clarifics, and this was Brown's. When there are several
of one thought that should be expressed, and when all these aspects differ
portance and relation to une another, a series of short, simple sentences will
xpres the thought adequarely; a complex sentence—cven 3 highly complex
ce—is nceded to show the proper subordination and relation of the various
one 10 the other, and to express the whole thought as in itself it really is. Tt
kind of complexity that formed the basis of Brown's longer sentences, and
(may be seen in the following examples:

I ther s one cvil in the American system which in my mind suands out as pre-
mocatly s greatcst dcfect, except universal suffrage, it is that under that constieution
tives of the people must reside in the constinuencics for which they sit

. h e hagpee 10 belon o the ol pary popula fo the time being i the

b wuniry, constiruencies will always be found to avail themsclves of their services,
e be the political party t which they may adhere, You may make politicians
¢ ther, but assuredly this is the way that statcsmen arc produced.  (Speeches,

diction Brown could, at times, be as tritc and commonplace as any of the
8 When he tried to make expansive flourishes and play the philosopher re-
o the present scene, he often said things like these:

are secking by calm discussion 1o sexde questions that Austria and Hungary,
Rk 102 Gy, tha Reaa and Poand, o only erah by the ron
force. We are secking o do without foreign intervention that which deluged
o Ikumny plains of Ttaly. We are striving to settle forever issues hardly less

1 than those that have rent the neighbouring republic and are now exposing
al ﬁhmn&um war. (Speeches. p. 301.)



190 THE DALHOUSIE REVIEW

But when he was content to be persuasive by being lucidly logical, he escaped

of what was false, weak, and trite, and his expression took on precision, force, an
power. In the following quotation, which was the concluding part of the.

0 his Confederation specch, he began with a comparison that was at once apt,
cise, and suggestive:

Let not honourable gentlemen approach this measure as a lhurp critic deals wﬂa
abstract question, sriving to poiat out blemishes and display his ingenuity
approach it as men having but one consideration before us—the establishment uf
future peace and prosperity of our country.

He continued, ending the last clause of his next sentence with extraordinary
in phrasing—in choosing exactly the right meaning, the right sounds, the right
and the right rhythm:

Let us look at it in the light of a few months back—in the light of the evils and
justice to which it applies a remedy—in the light of the years of discord and strife
have spent in secking for that remedy—in the light with which the people of
would regard this measure were it to be lost, and all the evils of past years t0 be
back upon us again.

Here certainly is McGee's favourite device of anaphora, but compare the

which the two arators put the device. Brown's content genuinely called for

cause there actually were those “lights” in which the proposals should have
considered. And further, Brown neadly combined anaphora and climax for a1
effective ending to his sentence. There then followed several unfortunate

Let honourable gentlemen look at the question in this view, and what one of
will take the mpmxlnlicy of casting his vote against the measure? The future.
of these great provinces may be :f{eﬂed by the decision we are about to give 1o
tent which at this moment we may

iy oF vy ol of e hangom s deon?, Bkl we then rise
10 the occasion?—shall we approach this discussion withour partisaaship, and free
every personal fecling but the carnest resolution 1o discharge conscientiously the
i e oyl Peoviiacs Tt yaced g it

But Brown ended with a rhetorical turn, sufficiently graceful yet strong; to
the whole conclusion a fitting peroration to a remarkably competent speech:

It may be that some among us will live to sce the day when, a5 the rest

towns—and when one united government, under the British flag, shall
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10 shore; but who would desire w sce that day, if he could not recall with satis-
som the part he took in this discussion? ~(Specches, pp. 346:347.)

| Gearge Brown had energy of style: he had force, vigour, and strength of ex-

ise shove mere oratory and achieve cloquence.
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