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Chapter 1

An Ordinary Day with Extraordinary Results

At 9 a.m. on Tuesday, March 24, 2009, the plenary meeting of the European Parliament
opened up into what appeared to be another ordinary session. Various topics were debated and
voted upon — everything from multilingualism to taxes on tobacco. Shortly after 3 pms:, Ha
Gert Pottering, the President of the Parliament, introduced British Rtimster Gordon Brown
to make some remarks about the upcoming G20 Summit to be held in London. What followed
was a fairly typical political speech on the part of Gordon Brown. He praised thpdaar
Parliament, looked back upon its past successes, and made proposals for needed reforms. He
extensively addressed the issue of the economic recession as well as etrgounternational
fiscal matters. Then, after an inspirational conclusion about creatinglzafgociety,” the Prime
Minister sat dowrt.

A few members of the European Parliament (MEPSs) from various countries roge to g
their responses to the Prime Minister’'s speech: some were concerned, sei@ya and some
critical. At last, the final speaker rose — the MEP representing SostlEBgland. He spoke
briefly but emphatically, criticizing the Prime Minister’s policiesai volley of statistics,
metaphors, and even direct accusations. “You cannot spend your way out of recessi@wor borr
your way out of debt,” he said. “When you repeat in that wooden and perfunctory way that our
situation is better than others, that we are well placed to weather the Ishawe to say, you

sound like a Brezhnev-era apparatchik giving the party line.” As he concludealldtttbe

! European Parliament, “Debates: Tuesday, 24 Mabel® 2 Strasbourg,” March 24, 2009, accessed Ma@¢ch 2
2011, http://www.europarl.europa.eu/sides/getDdpdibRef=-//EP//TEXT+CRE+20090324+ITEM-
007+DOC+XML+VO//EN&language=EN.



Prime Minister “the devalued Prime Minister of a devalued governmafthen the MEP sat

down after his three-minute speech, there was little applause, and an isokedechésr® The

Prime Minister got up, gave some concluding remarks, and bowed out as the session moved on
to other matters$.

The MEP had alerted the news media to his speech, and subsequently posted the video
clip of it on YouTube, but he had done so many times in the past without any remarkalsde result
However, the morning after he delivered his speech to the Prime Minister, he awiakie ‘tly
phone was clogged with texts, my email inbox with messages. Overnight, the YouTube clip of
my remarks had attracted over 36,000 hitSte speech quickly became the most-viewed video
on YouTube, and remained so for two dagoggers and political commentators began to take
notice. MEP Daniel Hannan had suddenly been catapulted to the forefront of politiosaktiac
because of a mere three-minute speech before the European Parliamestingigréne
majority of his viewers, followers, and fans wémmericans

The preceding story is a prime example of rhetoric which is seized byragedipublic
and continually disseminated and re-published in order to fuel outrage and, in mangweay
expressiono feelings of outrage among a populace. Many other prominent examples exist in
history, such as Patrick Henry’s “Liberty or Death” speech or Thomag'B&ommon Sense.

While these artifacts were certainly rhetorics of protest, they samething more — they were

the sparks that lit brushfires across the pages of American history. Much studghateloted

% |bid.

® YouTube, “Daniel Hannan MEP: The Devalued Primaister of a Devalued Government,” March 24, 2009,
accessed March 29, 2011, http://www.youtube.conéhiZv=94IW6Y 4tBXs&feature=channel_page.

* European Parliament, “Debates.”

® Daniel Hannan, “My Speech to Gordon Brown GoesVifTelegraph BlogsMarch 25, 2009, accessed
September 22, 2009, http://blogs.telegraph.co.ukgfganielhannan/9289403/My_speech_to_Gordon_
Brown_goes_viral/.

® Heritage Foundation, “Putting the Government ia@e: Why America Should Avoid Europe's Mistakes,”
accessed September 20, 2009, http://www.heritagy®ss/ Events/ev080609a.cfm.



to these specific artifacts of protest rhetoric. Many studies have alsesellitbe rhetoric of
social movements in an attempt to define or categorize it, such as Sillars'&atiging
Movements Rhetorically: Casting the Widest Neafid Simons’ study, “Requirements,
Problems, and Strategies: A Theory of Persuasion for Social Moverfi@usdlars such as
Mary McEdwards have devoted their time specifically to the study of agitdtetoric’
However, in all these studies, there is a deficiency: few, if any, everpatiesolve the problem
of understanding what exactly causes rhetorical “sparks” to lightviingsh span across time,
people groups, and even across the entire United States. Such a study would sugpement
current body of knowledge by helping rhetoricians not only to understand speciét s
movements, but American social movements in general. Rhetorical scholarship afaamer
protest rhetoric can serve to aid historians, political scientists, and comtimamszzholars.

The purpose of this rhetorical study is to examine in detail two rhetaritcts:
Thomas Paine’€ommon Sensand Daniel Hannan's speech “The Devalued Prime Minister of a
Devalued Government.” It is my intention to examine the textual charisma efdhéacts and
how that charisma made them successful. | will also propose that the tearieet
consideration exemplify a sub-genre of rhetoric which can be called “outratpeic.” At this
stage in the research, “outrage rhetoric” will be generally definedrgsform of rhetoric
generated by a single person and disseminated to a group of people within a turbullent socia

period for the purpose of inspiring social protest.”

" Malcolm O. Sillars, "Defining Movements RhetorigalCasting the Widest Net," iReadings

on the Rhetoric of Social Protestds. Charles E. Morris Il and Stephen H. Browlih-125, (State College, Penn.:
Strata Publishing, 2001).

8 Herbert W. Simons, "Requirements, Problems, arat&jies: A Theory of Persuasion for Social
Movements.'Quarterly Journal of Speedsb, no. 1 (February 1970): 1- 11, accessed Mat¢l2009,
doi:10.1080/00335637009382977.

°® Mary G. McEdwards, “Agitative Rhetoric: Its Natumad Effect,"Western Speedd®2, no. 1 (Winter 1968): 36-43,
accessed February 1, 2010, http://web.ebscohoseepnoxy.liberty.edu:2048/ehost/pdf?vid=5&hid=88&sid
b214b752-3733-4f49-85e2-5ffe001c717f%40sessionmgrll



Literature Review

Since its inception, America has had a rich rhetorical history rooted in itish Br
tradition and ultimately tracing its ancestry back to the likes of Cicero anstb#fe. A
fundamental part of this history consists of protest rhetoric — rhetoric of outrageilie
diatribes of Patrick Henry and the highly rhetorical act of the Boston dita te the abolitionist
rhetoric of the Civil War and the Vietnam War protests of the 70s, Americans dravsually
displayed a rebellious and revolutionary spirit — a spirit that is awakenadibyanifests itself
in protest rhetoric.

Perhaps the most significant example of protest rhetoric in American histbinpmas
Paine’s incendiary pamphlégommon Sens&he pamphlet, often credited with inspiring the
American Revolution, “conveys a breathless energy and an appetite for chsflis. energy
would prepare the colonial mindset for a revolution that would change the future of tde worl
Thomas Paine, who published the pamphlet anonymously, somehow managed to awaken a spirit
in colonial America that would prove to be an unstoppable, unbeatable force.

As has been pointed out, this rhetorical act of Paine’s is by no means isolated in
American history. Protest rhetoric thrives in America today, as evidendgdtisih MEP Daniel
Hannan'’s speech “The Devalued Prime Minister of a Devalued Governmentgredlin
March of 2009. Although the speech was given to a European audience, it paraltelechea
of Common Sensand once again aroused the American spirit of protest. Just as Paine’s
pamphlet was published in print form and disseminated throughout the colonies in multiple

editions, Hannan’s speech became an internet sensation, netting more thamavieills in one

% David Nash, “The Gain from PaineHistory Today59, no. 6 (June 2009): n.p., accessed FebruargQlis,
http://web.ebscohost.com.ezproxy.liberty.edu:20d@& detail ?vid=7&hid=12&sid=2536bc70-13b3-47b44a8b
3539b477cce8%40sessionmgrd&bdata=JNnNpdGU9ZWhvc3QR8ZzY29wZT 1zaXRI#db=a9h&AN=41326592.



week! and more than 2.5 million to ddfeThe speech, although British in origin, quickly
became an expression of American outrage directed at the big governmaesmflPresident
Barack Obama. A common thread in these two workkasisma.

Due to the recency of Hannan’s speech, scholarly research on it is, as of yefsteahexi
However, a significant amount of research has been done on the related topics to bd explor
this thesis, namely, protest rhetoric, and charisma theory. This literatueg will explore the
body of literature on each of these topics in turn and will establish the connectioasrbetw
them. Literature o©ommon Sensagill be reviewed in Chapter Two.

Protest Rhetoric

The study of protest rhetoric has significant implications for this thesigisviord
Browne write inReadings on the Rhetoric of Social Protest:

Students of rhetorical movements and social protest understanebtigtare deedshat

language has force and effect in the world. To study the rhetoric of socestasoto

study how symbols — words, signs, images, music, even bodies — operate to shape our

perceptions of reality and invite us to act accordirgly.

Leland Griffin, in his 1952 essay “The Rhetoric of Social Movements” laid a foundation
for the modern study of protest rhetofdis essay set out criteria for the study of social
movements and their rhetoric. Since that time, much has been written on the sulgeiet of s

movements and their rhetoric. In 1969, Scott detailed the rhetoric of confrontatiorcad samtl

1 «Today, Strasbourg; Next, the WorldEconomisB90, no. 8625 (April 4, 2009), accessed SeptemPeR@09,
http://web.ebscohost.com.ezproxy.liberty.edu:20d@¢¢ detail ?vid=8&hid=12&sid=2536bc70-13b3-47b4a3b
3539b477cce8%40sessionmgrd&bdata=INnNpdGUIZWhvc3QASZzY29wZT1zaXRI#db=
a9h&AN=37341122.

2youTube, “Daniel Hannan MEP.”

13 Charles E. Morris, 1ll and Stephen H. Browne, gReadings on the Rhetoric of Social Proi@&tate College,
Penn.: Strata Publishing, 2001), 1.

14 eland Griffin, “The Rhetoric of Historical Movemts,” in Readings on the Rhetoric of Social Protests.
Charles E. Morris Il and Stephen H. Browne, 5-%€afe College, Penn.: Strata Publishing, 2001).
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revolutionary movements.He expands on how confrontation rhetoric is used by the oppressed
to protest against the oppressors. He does not confine his definition to written and spoken
rhetoric, but includes demonstrations, sit-ins, marches, and other forms of protest. Whil
admitting that the basis in rhetorical theory needs to be expanded, he exmsgsea that the
study of confrontation rhetoric has significant implications for society anchétorical

scholarship (32). His ideas were late expanded upon by Robert Cathcart inyis essa
“Movements: Confrontation as Rhetorical Forth Cathcart explored confrontation as
“instrumental” to social movements (103), but did not significantly broaden the aefioft
confrontation rhetoric.

In 1970, Herbert Simons studied persuasion in social movements. In his essay,
“Requirements, Problems, and Strategies: A Theory of Persuasion for 8oe&hents,”
Simons took a leader-centered approach to studying persuasion in social movéhiisntsrk
discusses the rhetorical requirements of leaders, the problems they encodntes, sirategies
they employ. Simons emphasized that social movements pose great dilemthas feaders,
and are prone to collapsing from within if leaders cannot cope with the dilemmaki¢11)
argued that effective leaders generally balance both militant and neodeedégies in their
persuasion.

In an eminently practical and pivotal essay, Malcolm Sillars looked back upon some

twenty years of study in protest rhetoric, and criticized the tendenchaolbss to define social

!5 Robert L. Scott, "The Rhetoric of Confrontatio@uarterly Journal of Speedsb, no. 1 (February 1969): 1-8,
accessed March 11, 2010, doi:10.1080/003356369@2232

'® Robert S. Cathcart, “Movements: Confrontation &hatorical Form,” irReadings on the Rhetoric of Social

Protest eds. Charles E. Morris Il and Stephen H. Browk@2-111 (State College, Penn.: Strata Publisi#0}1).
" Simons, 1-11.
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movements too narrowly, and thus confine the study of the rhetoric of social moventeats a
protest:® He wrote:

The critic who emphasizes movements will . . . need to recognize that all comtionnica

factors may be viewed as a part of the movement process. Thus, whether a crit

examines a single speech, a group of speeches by a single speaker, or gndayrgoai
group of speakers, writers, and media experts, such a critic can view thanstodyeixt,
as a part of something greater . . . . The critic of movements will thus focus agegess
of all shapes and forms: verbal and nonverbal, interpersonal and public, spoken and
written, direct and electronic. These messages will be seen as relatesvinggut of,

and shaping the environment. (121)

Rhetorical scholars, Sillars argued, will benefit from a broader definitign@él movements.
He criticized the work of scholars such as Griffin and Cathcart as ¢pekimsefulness and
applicability (115, 119).

Further research provides insight into protest rhetoric in an American tdabepels, for
example, identifies invective as a rhetoric of democracy in his articleiViUpeech: Invective
and Rhetorics of Democracy in the Early RepublidicEdwards discusses agitative rhetoric,
contrasting it with invective, in her essay “Agitative Rhetoric: Itsukagnd Effect®

The rhetoric of the American revolutionary period certainly falls withedgurview of
protest rhetoric studies. Donald Rice, in “Order Out of Chaos: The Archetypaphe in Early

American Rhetoric,” examines the dominant metaphorical themes in the condereatan

'® Sillars, 115-125.

19 Jeremy Engels, "Uncivil Speech: Invective andRihetorics of Democracy in the Early Republi@iarterly
Journal of SpeechB5, no. 3 (August 2009): 311-334, accessed Fepiyat010, doi:10.1080/00335630903156453.
* McEdwards, 36-43.
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revolutionary protest rhetorfc.Looking specifically at the work of Madison and Thomas Paine,
Rice identifies the metaphor as a powerful rhetorical tool in the midst . ¢lis writes,
“Archetypal metaphors derived from elemental natural concepts havestitegjrpower to move
audiences to take action. This action is intended to bring the presented visidityoitea
existence” (20). In other words, Rice is identifying a key ingredientntlakes protest rhetoric
an effective tool in inspiring audiences to action. No doubt this has implications fapebiic
artifacts of protest rhetoric, such@smmon Senseere reproduced and disseminated on such a
wide scale.
Theory of Charisma

In 1947, Max Weber pioneered a new method of studying and analyzing leadership with
his theory of charisma. According to this theory, as set olihénTheory of Social and
Economic Organizatiarcharismatic leaders possess superhuman, or at least exceptional,
qualities that cause them to amass followers to thems®&l@&ésce 1947, many scholars have
further defined, expanded, and elaborated upon Weber’s theory of charisma. Several of thes
works will be discussed here.

Weber’s theory has been often explored in the context of religious leaderss snich a
David Smith’s article, “Faith, Reason, and Charismahd Janet Sarbanes’ article, “The Shaker

‘Gift’ Economy: Charisma, Aesthetic Practice and Utopian CommunafiStdwever, what

% Donald E. Rice, "Order Out of Chaos: The Archetygataphor in Early American Rhetorid\orth Dakota
Journal of Speech & Theatf no. 1 (September 1996): 18-24, accessed Fght8a2010, http://web.ebscohost.
com.ezproxy.liberty.edu:2048/ ehost/pdf?vid=8&hid=s&1=b214b752-3733-4f49-85e2-5ffe001c717f%40
sessionmgrll.

2 Max Weber, A. M. Henderson, and Talcott Parsdhg, Theory of Social and Economic OrganizatiGtencoe,
lll: Free Press & The Falcon's Wing Press, 1947).

% David Norman Smith, “Faith, Reason, and Charisfadolf Sohm, Max Weber, and the Theology of Grace,”
Sociological Inquirys8, no. 1 (Winter 1998): 32-60, accessed Februds2Q10, doi:10.1111/j.1475-
682X.1998.tb00453.x.

24 Janet Sarbanes, “The Shaker ‘Gift' Economy: ChaaisAesthetic Practice and Utopian Communalidgigpian
Studies20, no. 1 (2009): 121-139, accessed February 18),20
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more concerns this author is the study of charismatic qualities thattatettetoric of leaders
of secular social movements, particularly political movements. Worksnglatithis subject are
abundant. Arthur Schweitzer, in “Theory of Political Charisma,” summarizebebeytof
charisma and offers commentary on which parts of the theory are justifidldized, and
which parts are acceptable, also offering some revisions for the fhdteyreduces the theory
to nine basic propositions: supernatural, natural, new style, mission, politics| itygtability,
revolution, violence, and routinization (178).

Kirkpatrick and Locke take a more specific approach to the theory, redueweni
further to three core components: vision, task cues, and communicatioff Jtyér study,
“Direct and Indirect Effects of Three Core Charismatic Leadershipp@oents on Performance
and Attitudes,” finds that vision is the most important attribute of a charisreated, and that
communication style is surprisingly less important than one would naturalimagg5-46).

Thomas Dow, Jr. examines charisma from the perspective of follower-leade
relationships.” His study analyzes “charisma of office” as well as “hereditaryisina.*®
Another approach, demonstrated in Pastor et al.’s study, “Adding Fuel todtieekamines
charisma as a mutually-formed inspiration between audience and {2atiet.is, the favorable

response of the audience boosts charisma in the leader.

http://web.ebscohost.com.ezproxy.liberty.edu:20d&&pdf?vid=15&hid=9&sid=5b2e5461-0b63-4dc9-ach8-
1f2f5¢c421f4a%40sessionmgrl3.
% Arthur Schweitzer, "Theory and Political Charistn@pmparative Studies in Society & History
16, no. 2 (1974): 150-181, accessed February 18),21bi:10.1017/S0010417500007441.
% Shelley A. Kirkpatrick and Edwin A. Locke, “Direand Indirect Effects of Three Core Charismaticderahip
Components on Performance and Attituddsyirnal of Applied Psycholoda, no.1 (February1996): 36-51,
accessed February 25, 2010, doi:10.1037//0021-8011036.
# Thomas E. Dow, Jr., “The Theory of Charism@&gciological Quarterlyi0, no. 3 (Summer 1969): 306-318,
glgccessed February 18, 2010, doi:10.1111/j.1533-8989.tb01294.x.

Ibid.
% Juan Carlos Pastor, Margarita Mayo, and Boas Sh&twuiding Fuel to the Fire: The Impact of
Followers' Arousal on Ratings of Charismagurnal of Applied Psycholo@2, no. 6 (November 2007): 1584-96,
accessed February 25, 2010, doi:10.1037/0021-9218)1%84.
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In the case of Daniel Hannan’s speech before the European parliamerasyt is see
how speaker charisma might be a determining factor in successfullyiggrepport and
provoking outrage. However, whether or not Thomas Paine’s written ®@orkmon Senge
could express charisma in an effective fashion might be questioned. Even asidesftack bf
such obvious charismatic attributes as speaker dynamism, charm, and l\eHBidihas
Paine’s work lacked any influence from him as a leader whatsoever, asriheas published
anonymously. However, a review of the literature on the subject of Weber'y tifeddrarisma
produces several studies on the topitegfualcharisma — that is, charisma existing in a
message, not just in a messenger.

The first of these works is Rosenberg and Hirschberg's study, “Charesmapion in
Text and Speect® The authors make clear that their intention is to study not only how
messages are delivered, but algdwtis said, and how it affects audience perceptions of
charisma (640). The authors tested a sample audience by presentingsedfgeoptical speech
from nine different Democratic presidential candidates. Using five-poketriscales and other
“agree/disagree” statements, they tested audience perceptionsishehi@om both spoken and
transcribed tokens. They found that, “for the most part, those speakers whoteatsesraelow
average with respect to charisma based on the speech tokens were the sambaseaithosethe
corresponding transcripts . . . . The similarities between the speaker eatiogs presentation
media suggest that lexical content is especially relevant to the communicatizarisma”
(649). It can be determined, then, that charisma can exist both in the spoken word agwell a
the written word. This has enormously important implications for Pad@smon Sensas it

relates to the theory of charisma.

30 Andrew Rosenberg and Julia Hirschberg, “Chariseraéption from Text and Speeclgpeech
Communicatiorbl, no. 7 (July 2009): 640-55, accessed Februarg@10, doi: 10.1016/j.specom.2008.11.001.
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A final and excellent work on the theory of charisma as it relates to thernwntird is
Hogan and Williams’ study, “Republican Charisma and the American Revolution:ekitieal
Persona of Thomas Paine’s Common Sefsélis essay directly link€ommon Senseith
Weber’s theory of charisma. Hogan and Williams argue, in factCibiatmon Sensgas
instrumental in forming a “new” charisma — the charisma of republicar@sm (

Hogan and Williams lament the fact that very little has been studied froratly st
rhetorical perspective with regard to the theory of charisma (2). They write, “Wimatime
insufficiently explored is the phenomenon that links leader and follower: theciadic
messagé(4). It is this area that they attempt to further expand through their study.

They admit thaCommon Sensmntains certain flaws as an argument: “Throughout the
pamphlet, passion supplanted reason and vituperation and even threats substituted for
engagement” (11). They point out a second flaw in the work by noting that Paine lacked a pla
for forming the independent republic that he advocated (12). However, they lzaigtleese
weaknesses may well have functioned as rhetorical strengths:

In offering “hints, not plans,” he articulated a key faith of the incipient reparblic

mythology: the faith that a collective wisdom — a wisdom that transcendeaf thaine

or any other leader — arose out of finecessf free men deliberating. In sum, the major

weakness o€ommon Sendgy classical deliberative standards — its outbursts of passion

and the sketchiness and tentativeness of its “plan” — may be seen as itesireng

shaping Paine’s distinctively “republican charisma.” (12)

Hogan and Williams rhetorically analyze the styl&oinmon Senses well — taking note of its

“bursts of passionate exclamation that startled precisely becauseatheyrcthe midst of

31 Michael J. Hogan and Glen Williams, "Republicarai$ma and the American Revolution: The
Textual Persona of Thomas Paine's Common SeQsgjfterly Journal of Speed®6, no. 1 (February 2000): 1-18,
accessed February 15, 2010, doi:10.1080/0033563@d29 6.
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reasoned arguments that readers at the time found not ‘irrational’ but ‘ceachrsd
‘unanswerable’™ (14). Their analysis certainly leaves many motenibal jewels to be mined in
the artifact — it is by no means complete. However, the really signifacaomplishment of
Hogan and Williams is the exposition of another aspect of charisma: the &sqpeat.

While neither Hogan and Williams nor Rosenberg and Hirschberg deal with protest or
“outrage” rhetoric, which is the focal point of this study, they do justify theoflelizing
charisma theory in rhetorical studies, even in those studies which pertairsteatbet than to
leaders or spoken messages.

An exploration of these two examples of outrage rhetoric has necessitatesieofe
literature on several topics: protest rhetoric, the rhetorical asafSiommon Sensand Max
Weber’s theory of charisma. While the literature is extensive on each otopesse it leaves
room for expansion. The literature points to a further rhetorical analysissef e artifacts of
protest rhetoric <€ommon Sensend Daniel Hannan’s three-minute invective — in light of Max
Weber’s theory of charisma. The methodology will be examined in the followingrsect

Methodology

As noted above, the purpose of this rhetorical study is to examine the téatsina of
Thomas Paine’€ommon Sensand Daniel Hannan's speech “The Devalued Prime Minister of a
Devalued Government” and how that charisma made these artifacts sucéestielliterature
shows, there is a significant basis for analyzing the American traditiorotefst rhetoric,
starting withCommon Sensand reaching forward to Daniel Hannan’s landmark speech of 2009.
Many approaches to rhetorical criticism are available to the reseaiobosing to analyze a
specific text. While there are many similarities in my two artffaitte marked dissimilarities

could potentially pose difficulties throughout the process of analysis. The chadonggevelop
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a strategy that will equally treat both artifacts in spite of theieifices. However, the use of
Weber’s theory of charisma presents an excellent method for analyzingtthsaas to isolate
the similarities between them which make them significant examples aficameutrage
rhetoric. | will now discuss why the artifacts are worthy of analysow | will analyze them, and
why my chosen method of analysis is justified.

Rationale for Analysis

The question could be asked, “Why choose artifacts which differ so greatly@d|rtte
differences between the two artifacts are noticeable: namely, tmexts, their respective
media, and their target audiences. The main obvious contextual difference istidestinction:
while Common Senseas completed and published in 1776, Daniel Hannan’s speech was
popularized in 200Common Sendeecame popular through the medium of print, while “The
Devalued Prime Minister” achieved renown via YouTube — a medium which did not exist in
Paine’s time. Another significant difference between the two iSGbatmon Sensegas targeted
at an American audience, while Hannan’s invective was delivered to a [yiBarmopean
audience.

However, while these differences can potentially distract from the purpbaedtthey
in no way render it implausible. There are several reasons why the dé¢cisioalyze these two
artifacts is fully justified, and not remotely arbitrary.

The immediately striking thing about these two artifacts is how they eaghtarostheir
separate contexts, were immediately and enthusiastically seized upon byyacafrpublic in
turmoil. In a society divided between loyalty to an unjust monarch and rebelliorstalyan,

Common Sensgas, in many ways, the deciding factor in bringing about “one of the most
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dramatic and significant shifts of opinion in American political histdfyThe work was
continually published, reprinted, and passed on until it became the equivalent of a natienal best
seller. Hannan’s speech certainly did not have an impact on the same scale; hitsvever
influence on American society was almost unaccountably significant. Handdrsaorously
after his speech became an internet hit, “There is something very suoetaapeech in the
European Parliament - one of the most boring places on earth - causing so mechesxctt
This is doubly true for Americans, most of whom are unaware of the existermeeEitopean
Parliament. In fact, a 2008 Harris poll found that only 43% of Americans werkafiawith the
European Union as a whotéMost likely even fewer are familiar with the European Parliament,
the legislative component of the Union. In this case, however, the fact that h apeatBritish
policy issues was delivered by a Briton to a European audience did not supprepactson
American audiences. Shortly after the speech “went viral” on YouTube, Hannanwted to
speak on several American talk shows, causing his popularity in America tsandrean
article appearing ilNew Statesmarm, British periodicalGeorge Eaton dubbed Hannan “a staple
of America’s conservative talk show& For some reason, Hannan’s speech particularly
resonated with American audiences, and is thus significant and nothing short of phénomena
The reason why this speech resonated so highly with American audiencesvislyela
simple: the American context in which it was received. The parallels he@eon Brown

and U.S. President Barack Obama have been noted by many. At the time of the gpleech, b

% Hoffman, 373-410.

3 Kristy Walker, “An Internet Sensation, the Tory Wiold Brown to His Face that He's a Disast®glly Mail,
March 27, 2009, accessed September 22, 2009 ,/bibdl.factiva.com.ezproxy.liberty.edu:2048/gaigf.aspx.
% Harris Interactive, “Americans May Be Familiar wome International Organizations, but MajorifesNot
Have a Great Deal of Confidence in Any of Them,pteenber 23, 2008, accessed September 23, 2009/ http
www.harrisinteractive.com/harris_poll/index.asp?2950.

% George Eaton, “David Cameron May Have Dismissesi‘Bicentric Views,’ But This Atlanticist Could Emyge
as a Lightning Rod for Right-Wing Discontent undefory Government,New Statesmahb38:4963 (August 24,
2009), accessed September 20, 2009, http://welmlebsccom.ezproxy.liberty.edu:2048/ehost/pdfviewer/
pdfviewer?vid=11&hid=13&sid= 006b9bbc-6328-4aab-2®b7769ee1739%40sessionmgrl3.
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countries were facing serious financial crises, and the leaders of bothepwsare warmly
embracing the Keynesian economics of government spending during recessiomarger a |
number of American conservatives who had become accustomed to eight years at&epubl
leadership in the White House, the startling shift of radical liberal chamdgr President Barack
Obama made them a ripe and ready audience for political speech such as Hdohan’s
Glover wrote for Britain’sThe Guardian;[The speech’s] tone caught the outrage of the right on
both sides of the Atlantic, convinced that it must stop the big spending Brown-Obama
juggernaut.®® Indeed, the story was originally picked up in America by the Drudge Report,
right-leaning American informational website. Afterwards, Rush Limbauadrother
commentators quickly took notice, likening Gordon Brown to President Obama. “Repulticans i
Washington could take a lesson from the bravery of this man,” Rush Limbaugh saicathidis r
audience. “This is exactly the kind of thing the opposition party in this country rebds t
saying to President Obam#.’A British blog made the same observation: “It is the speech that
many Republicans wish they had someone to deliver to Ob¥rlarfies Pethokoukis bfS
News and World Repowarned that “many American politicians might be hearing the same
criticisms next year if the U.S. economy is still depressed even as itreahdebt soars®

Further, while the differences in the contexts of the two artifacts aredmately
noticeable, what is less noticeable are the contextual parallels thathmeakeomparable. Much

like the colonists in the tumultuous times of the American Revolution, American catiges

% Julian Glover“Over a Million View Speech by Tory MEP Daniel Hamon Web,” 28 March 2009, accessed
December 2, 2009, http://www.guardian.co.uk/ pcdit2009/mar/28/daniel-hannan-tory-mep.

37 Rush Limbaugh, “Listen Up, GOP: Daniel Hannan Ealk¢o Prime Minister Brown,” The Rush Limbaugh
Show, March 25, 2009, accessed December 2, 2009/ \vtvw.rushlimbaugh.com/home/daily/site 032509/
content/ 01125107.guest.html.

¥ Guido Fawkes’ Blog, “Rushies, Co-Conspiratorslannan is Our Leader,” March 26, 2009, accessetkbber
2, 2009, http://order-order.com/2009/03/26/rusltieszonspirators-hannan-is-our-leader/.

% James Pethokoukis, “U.K. MEP Daniel Hannan: Trepsof His Attack on Gordon Brown S News and
World ReportMarch 25, 2009, accessed December 2, 2009, /tgpy/.usnews.com/money/blogs/capital-
commerce/2009/03/25/british-mep-daniel-hannen-tapisof-his-attack-on-gordon-brown.
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found themselves disgruntled by the actions of a Democrat President and ovengthelm
Democrat majorities in both houses of Congress. Parallels between GéargeRresident
Obama may seem too politically charged—however, in the eyes of Americanvetives, the
parallels were certainly pronounced. Even though Hannan’s speech was nod tatrgete
American audience, its outraged invective against increased governmenhggardicontrol
resonated in the ears of Americans who felt that such actions were mytwarth denouncing.

Also notable is that both Hannan’s speech and Paine’s inflammatory pampleletackr
disseminated in the common medium of the day. While Paine’s work was to be printed and
reprinted and passed on in print form, which, for the day, was as modern as could be, Hannan’s
speech was posted and reposted across the internet on YouTube, a popular American medium of
dissemination. Something in both artifacts made them sufficiently notewtortieycontinually
passed on in the media of the day.

The differences, then, can be viewed more as a matseatgthan anything else. While
both artifacts are examples of protest rhetoric made popular during timegio&ptirmoil, the
main distinction exists in th&@ommon Seng@ovoked a change that was far more immediate
and obvious. Whether or not Hannan'’s speech will prove to have had effects as momentous
remains to be seen — only history will tell. However, its seizure by the Aangpigblic and its
usage to stimulate outrage among a disgruntled populace makes it a brQibemon Sense.

Method of Analysis

Having discussed the significance of the artifacts, their parallels, amndhriérits as
subjects of analysis, a specific method for analysis must be identified.céfhatonality
between these artifacts makes them both examples of outrage rhetoric ina®Weéhat is the

common denominator? What trait of American outrage rhetoric exists in biddlotarthat made



21

them successful? While there are many angles from which these questittheecanswered, |
have chosen to analyze both artifacts for thlearisma.

While applying the theory of charisma to a speech may seem sti@ighird and
obvious enough, analyzingextfrom that perspective could be less so. However, as has been
discussed, a significant basis for textual charisma exists in traguite which has been written
on the subject. The challenge is to develop a system of examining charismattdags in
both Hannan's speech and Pairé@nmon Sensé&o develop specific cues to be identified in
the text, | turned to Rosenberg and Hirschberg’s identification of lexical otarighey found
that the following characteristics were consistently identifiett ahtarisma by the audiences
they tested: charm, persuasiveness, enthusiasm, convincingness, beieaablili
powerfulnes$® | will be looking for these characteristics in my artifacts. Howeliave
chosen to exclude charm, convincingness, and enthusiasm from the list, for sevensl rEas
begin with, charm is a characteristic which is likely to be included in sgpes of rhetoric, but
not in others. Rosenberg and Hirschberg’s analysis involved campaign rhetoric afrBeen
presidential nominees. Such rhetoric often involves an attempt to establish ragipart wi
audience through charm. Protest rhetoric, however, attempts to establish rapgwet ways:
by connecting with the anger of the audience, appealing to the audience’s shaeedfgustice,
or addressing the fears or concerns of the audience. The two artifactchbaea to analyze
are anything but charming—in fact, they are abrasive and jarring. Radrtéaaanan both
appealed far more to negative emotions than they did to positive emotions. Their camern w
not so much to establishparsonalrapport with the audience as it was to establistessage
based rapport rooted in intellectual and emotional agreement on issues. Charmetherefs

relevant to this type of rhetoric.

‘0 Rosenberg and Hirschberg, 649.
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| have chosen to eliminate convincingness from the list of characteligtit®¥e looking
for because convincingness and persuasiveness are so near in meaning thatuhseeessary
to look for both. Rosenberg and Hirschberg do not explain why they included both traits in their
research, nor do they identify any differences between them. It seemegbraati logical to
exclude one of the two from my analysis, therefore, | have eliminated convin@ngnes

Enthusiasm is dispensable to my analysis because it is a chanadteisiends to be
associated more with the rhetor than with his rhetoric. In Rosenberg and Higsslaparysis of
the rhetoric of presidential candidates, lexical enthusiasm was importansbatreflected
positively on the candidate. However, as | have searched for textual cuéis speathusiasm,
| have found that they are quite similar to those that | use for powerfulness, anstinotide
enough to merit their own place in this study.

My intention is to take the characteristics that remain (persuasivenessabity, and
powerfulness) and translate them into specific cues to be identified in the ifactart
Believability and persuasiveness can be identified through the use of arguveartasioning
and through specific research cited by the author or speaker. Powerfulisesgecompelling
imagery, specifically metaphors and analogies, and in declarativenstaeand rhetorical
guestions. My task is to use a text-in-context form of analysis in order to diskbevastances
of these specific textual cues within the texts. The cues will be furtheeddahroughout the
study.

Justification

Having discussed the rationale for the study and the literature written on tbet stiig

justification for this chosen method of analysis should be fairly clear. Texbeabrical analysis

of charisma is not a highly-researched area; however, it has great pooemeip explain the
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tradition of American outrage rhetoric. A glance at American histogypnave puzzling when
one tries to define exactlyhyspecific authors, orators, and leaders managed to motivate masses
of people to action or birth social movements into existence. A solely historicaépeve may
prove helpful, but is insufficient to provide a full explanation. A typical approach tgzangl
specific leaders using charisma theory can help to define some reasthes fose to
prominence but fails to explain how texts sucilCasmmon Senganonymously published)
contributed to the shaping of social movements and the forming of an Americanortradlit
outrage rhetoric. From the research examined, it is clear that a basidtiat-rhetorical
analysis of charisma exists, but it needs to be extended in order to provide a méoevepsc
of how written or spoken texts convey a charisma that sparks a desire for chgngention is
to extend textual-rhetorical charisma theory to invite further exploratiopeaif&c cues which
indicate the presence of charisma in a speech text or written text.

Following chapters will seek to accomplish several goals. First, the loacidyof each
of the two artifacts will be examined; second, the researcher will expltextual charisma
cues within the artifacts; and finally, the researcher will draw comeiasand analyze the results

of the study.
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Chapter 2

Common Sens@ Harbinger of Freedom

It is difficult to capture the amount of praise heape€ommon Sensa the centuries
following the American Revolution. Some have called it “an immediate sensatom “the

first bestseller in North Americd? Others have dubbed it “the spark that ignited the American

Revolution,*?

or the mechanism that “fanned the smoldering sparks of revolution into a raging
fire.”** It was “intimidating and seductive rhetorféthat “ripened, united, exploded, unrooted,

and popularized? It is almost hard to believe that such words could be used to describe a
pamphlet which, in its day, contained neither new ideas nor scholarly languagesand wa
published by a man who, by colonial standards, had little or no claim to credibdftyreB
proceeding with charisma analysis in the next chapter, | will reviewnpattcontextual

information necessary to bring this artifact into focus. In this chapueh, éxplore background
information on Thomas Paine, the historical context in which the document rose to prominence,

pertinent details regarding the document itself, and finally, the previousgiathalysis that

have been employed when studyldgmmon Sense

1 Bernard Bailyn;The Ideological Origins of the American Revoluti@ambridge, Mass: Belknap Press of
Harvard University Press, 1967), 286.

2 Michael Everton, “The Would-be-Author and the RBaokseller’: Thomas Paine and Eighteenth-Century
Printing Ethics,"Early American LiteraturetO, no. 1 (March 2005): 87, accessed Februarg@4]l, doi:
10.1353/eal.2005.0018.

3 Lee Sigelman and Colin Martindale, “The Commoné&of Common SenseComputers & the Humanitie20,
no. 5 (October 1996): 373, accessed February 24, 20tp://www.jstor.org/stable/30204657.

*4 Rowland L. Young, “A Powerful Change in the MinafsMen,” American Bar Association Journé®, no. 1
(January 1976): 90, accessed February 24, 20ht//\mtb.ebscohost.com.ezproxy.liberty.edu:2048/hos
pdfviewer/pdfviewer?sid=27a159de-8fcf-4d9f-8adf##u82101%40sessionmgrl110&vid=1&hid=125.

“5 Martin Roth, “Tom Paine and American Lonelinedsdrly American Literatur@2, no.2: (September 1987): 175,
accessed February 24, 2011, http://web.ebscohoseeproxy.liberty.edu:2048/ehost/pdfviewer/
pdfviewer?sid=78904d7d-71c1-48f9-beld-c9ebaad5b308%ssionmgri15&vid=1&hid=125.

“6 Benjamin Pondeiindependence Unfurled: “Common Sense” and the Gurtisin of the American PubligPhD
diss., Northwestern University, 2007), 401.
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Thomas Paine: A Transplanted “Failure”

In many ways, Thomas Paine was an early embodiment of the American. Bfeam
emerged from the ashes of a life of mediocrity and even failure to achrem®wn that would
place him among the foremost early shapers of the American republiergssbn notes, Paine
was the only Revolutionary leader to achieve fame and prominence through authorséiip al
The average onlooker observing Paine’s life be@venmon Sensegould likely have described
him as a ne’er-do-well—shiftless, restless, directionless—doomed to faiaweiffany, could
have predicted the monumental effect his life and work would have upon an entire nation, and,
consequently, on the entire world.

Born in England to a corset-maker, Paine had only grammar school education from the
ages of eight to thirteei.In her Master's thesis, Kelly K. Gasset identifies Paine’s education (or
lack thereof) as one of two main formative influences on his life and wfttiRgine was not
educated in classical languages, which prevented him from pursuing higher edundtitelya
fostered the “common” prose style for which Paine is well-known (8). Apart fooma
education, Paine is thought to have read extensively, but as Ferguson points out, details
regarding his personal readings are vague, and Paine’s reading waslicargystematic and
often superficial” (474). He is thought to have studied Locke and other philosophers, but did not
credit any sources that he may have used, claiming to think for hih&sitdence proving his
familiarity with Locke is scant, though his writings certainly reflephdosophical agreement

with many of Locke’s ideas (475, n. 35).

" Robert A. Ferguson, "The Commonalities of ‘ComrBense,"William & Mary Quarterly57,
5180. 3 (2000): 469, accessed February 18, 201Q//ttpw.jstor.org/stable/2674263.

Ibid., 474.
*9Kelly K. GassetThomas Paine’s Rise to Popularity in the Environtadrihe American RevolutipM.A. diss.,
California State University, 2006, ProQuest.
0 Gregory ClaeysThomas Paine: Social and Political Thoughbndon: Routledge, 1989), 85, accessed February
24, 2011, http://www.netlibrary.com.ezproxy.libedgtu:2048/Reader/.
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Religion, as Gasset notes, was another extremely important aspect ia ailydife 6-
7). Paine’s father was a Quaker and his mother was an Anglican. When in Londomal, an a
Paine dabbled in Methodism, where pastors spoke in concise, plain language. This Methodist
preaching style stemmed from the Methodist belief in equality. Gasses Wrat the Methodist
equality teachings, along with the Quaker “inward light” teachings—winnply that all men
are equal before God—were formative in developing Paine’s classigefgommon” prose
style (6-7, 10).
Paine’s life up through 1774 reflected few accomplishments, and can be amply describe
through a metaphor of treading water. Ferguson paints a bleak picture of Paineiseguohudir|
to emigrating to America:
The corset trade of his father, a life at sea, teaching, possibly the Methousity,
shopkeeping, and government service all attracted Paine, but he floundered in each
vocation more than once. These experiences took him from town to town, including
Dover, Sandwich, Lewes, and London as well as Thetford. By 1774, the year that he left
for America at the age of thirty-seven, Paine had descended into bankruptoyawith t
dismissals for cause from government service and two failed marriages behir{d18)
To add to his woes, Paine contracted typhoid fever on the journey to America, and was
immediately confined to a month’s bed rest upon arrival. This, however, may haakyac
helped Paine get his start in America. He used that time to observe Americayaitd his first
essay as an American resident—an essay concerning the dispute betweaereRaand the
colonists:
This piece was described by one author as being “almost too American’sbdeahad

been in the country for such a brief amount of time. This work was a good example of
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Paine’s ability to understand the audience whom he was addressing; additibrally
piece suggests that Paine had been taking his experiences from England agd quickl
formulating them in order to address the problems in the colonies. This abilityltebe a
to understand his audience was a characteristic that made Paine’s wsgengsagly

more meaningful than others of the tifte.

Paine’s first year in America was spent as the editor dP#mmsylvania Magazina
position that he held from two to three months after his arrival in America up to thregwefit
Common Sens&dward Larkin argues that this experience was among the most important
formative influences upon Paine’s writifglt was at théMagazinethat Paine learned how to
communicate with the American public. The magazine’s situation in Philadelphia, a hub of
colonial political and commercial activity, also added to Paine’s opporturatesserve and
even interact with public affairs (259).

Paine was, no doubt, keenly aware of the power of print as a medium of communication.
In 1775, shortly before starting to work for thennsylvania Magazinéaine wrote in an article
for thePennsylvania JournalThere is nothing which obtains so general an influence over the
manners and morals of a people as the Press; from that, as from a fountain, treecftuezeror
virtue are poured over a country Paine made the most of that fountain during his time at the
Pennsylvania Magazin&arkin tells us that Paine’s writing in the magazine often broke down

the typical divisions between political and non-political content (267-268):

*1 GassetThomas Paine’s Rise to Popularie2.

2 Edward Larkin, “Inventing an American Publi&arly American Literatur®3, no. 3 (December 1998): 253,
America: History & Life EBSChost accessed February 24, 2011, http://web.ebscebasiezproxy.liberty.edu:
2048/ehost/pdfviewer/pdfviewer?sid=834689b4-7406949d21-1431bbbbe982%40sessionmgrl13&vid=
1&hid=125.

3 Thomas Paine, “The Magazine in America,Tine Writings of Thomas Pained. Moncure Daniel Conway (New
York: G.P. Putnam’s Sons, 1894), vol 1., 18, ased<®4 February 2011, ttp://oll.libertyfund.ordgi843.
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ThePennsylvania Magazine effect redefined the political and geographical category of
“American” by transforming it into a behavioral category. Being an Araarliecame a
matter of acting and thinking in specific ways, and by extension participation in the
revolution also became a matter of everyday life . . . . while not every ariitiecpin
thePennsylvania Magazindeals directly with a political issue, everything in it takes on
a political dimension insofar as it can be construed as a form of acting as analime
rather than British subject. (269)
After residing in America for only a matter of months, it was already thed Paine had
decisive opinions and a distinct agenda. Pbansylvania Magazin@as an important, though
brief, stepping stone in Paine’s American experience leading up to the writdamohon Sense
And, as Larkin notes, “Although Paine had never published anything substantial indeagla
edited any form of publication in his life, his impact on the sales d?¢émmsylvania Magazine
was dramatic and immediate . . . . Paine had found both his audience and his voice” (261).
A look at Paine’s life shows him to be an unlikely actor to be cast as “one of lilge rea
inspired manipulators of public opinion” in the drama of the American Revoltit®erhaps it
was failure that somehow mysteriously primed him for success. Perhapasbes he could not
succeed in England were the very same reasons wtuhgsucceed in America. But whatever
the reason, Thomas Paine was fated to play a crucial role in causing theankettle of
outrage to boil over into revolution. As Claeys conjectures, “Perhaps only an ejipgstdter,
exiled Englishman and adopted American with French sympathies could have beerestlinsis

rebellious.®®

> philip DavidsonPropaganda and the American Revolution, 1763-1(C38apel Hill: University of North
Carolina Press, 1941), 349.
% Claeys,Thomas Paing216.
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A Region in Turmoll

It is unnecessary to meticulously recount here all the events that led up to éharsdci
political turmoil of 1776—history books are filled with far more detailed accobatsany |
could produce. However, an overview of the main events is certainly warrantedoAalt |
will review some important points about colonial print culture which are extremalelyant to
the subject o€Common Sense

Political upheaval in the colonies began to escalate dramatically in 1765 witlstag@a
of the Stamp Act, which required all documents in the colonies to bear a paid-fangene
stamp. The Sugar Act of the previous year had been unfortunate, but it was the Stémap Act
brought the colonists together in a new way. Gassett tells us that the Act caigseficant
shift in colonial public opinion (19). Nearly everyone was affected by the Stam et
outrage caused by the incendiary legislation inspired a meeting of the Sta@pricess, a
convention of representatives from nine colonies. Gassett writes, “Thegeificance was that
the colonies were beginning to come together and attempting to speak with onérmicel
the colonies, the slogan of ‘No taxation without representation’ was becoming more
commonplace. This act made significant strides toward uniting the colonies” (21).

To make matters worse, the Stamp Act was immediately followed by $h@fiartering
Act, which essentially forced colonists to bear the cost of housing British trdjesied in the
colonies. By May 29 of that year, Patrick Henry had spoken his immortal words, “If this be
treason, make the most of it,” and only a few short months later, the Stamp Act$Songre
convened in the colonies. The political atmosphere was heating up, and the repealashfhe S
Act did little to cool it down, as Parliament reasserted control over the celibmaigh several

more waves of legislation, including the Townshend Duties and the infamous Ibl®l&cs.
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By 1776, snowballs had turned to bullets in the Boston Massacre, tea had splashed in Boston
Harbor, Paul Revere had completed his famous ride, and a shot had resounded arourdl the wor
at the battles of Lexington and Concord. Yet, in the midst of all these dramatis,dire
prevailing mood was one that included both anger and indecision. While the movement for
independence had strengthened someWtiawyas still far from being the consensus, and there
was “no clear path” ahead for the colonfEtsVhile the colonists knew that Parliament’s tyranny
was unacceptable and that something had to be done about it, there was still an ovailailgpre
sentiment that monarchy was the paradigm of good government and that a repudliecoul
disastrous, as many attempts at republican government in Europe had clearfyTimsn.
preference for monarchy was buoyed up by religious conviction, making a ivelleltinge of
heart much more difficult to bring abotit.

In the midst of societal upheaval, the dialogue among the colonists gatheregbioese
as the communications infrastructure grew and developed. The influence of timg gmiass
during this period can hardly be overstated. A mere ten years earlier, contioanitée
colonies was quite different. Benjamin Ponder, in his doctoral dissertation on Rzonaison
Sensepresents a very detailed description of colonial print culture. He notes that the-spte
mainly rural colonies simply did not have the labor force that was available in Laheogfore,

American printing was sadly stunted when compared to its British count&pae. Stamp Act

%% Davidson,Propaganda and the American Revolutidt.

*" GassetThomas Paine’s Rise to Populari8.
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Complete EBSChost accessed February 23, 2011, doi: 10.1080/104 BUBO:#5402.

% ponder)ndependence Unfurle@9.
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of 1765 was the impetus for change. Printers were now charged for the documents theby printe
and the paper they used to print them (102). Ponder writes:
In an industry already beset by razor-thin profit margins, the printers tocksthis
personal affront . . . . Though the Stamp Act was repealed less than a yeas after it
passage, the printers and their presses had become inextricably entatiygeebb and
flow of continental resistance. Agitated colonial subjects began reading andsilig)
newspapers more frequently in taverns and coffeehouses, and printers met ésedhcre
demand by ramping up circulation and by publishing more and more politically-driente
broadsides and pamphlets. (102-103)
By 1775, there were thirty-eight newspapers in the colShiasd from 1763 to 1783 somewhere
between 1200 and 1500 pamphlets distributed, not counting reprinting and various &ditions.
The colonial print shop had risen to prominence, such that Everton calls it a town centee “Whe
France had its salons and England its coffee houses, the colonies had their print shops. The
building functioned as a cultural highway . . . the printer presided over everfithindottery
tickets to the newspaper, stationary to Milton—morality to inequity” (87).
Another important factor in the colonial print culture equation, as Joseph M. Adelman
points out, was the development of postal communic&figulelman’s study, entitled “A
Constitutional Conveyance of Intelligence, Public and Private’: The PaseQtie Business of

Printing, and the American Revolution,” is a thorough analysis of colonial commonicati

¢ Bailyn, Ideological Origins 1.

2 Homer L. Calkin, “Pamphlets and Public Opinionidgrthe American RevolutionThe Pennsylvania Magazine
of History and Biographg4, no. 1 (January 1940): ZBhe Historical Society of PennyslvansTOR, accessed
March 3, 2011, http://www.jstor.org/stable/20087256

83 Joseph M. Adelman, “A Constitutional Conveyandénelligence, Public and Private’: The Post Offithe
Business of Printing, and the American Revolutidmterprise & Society2010): 709-752America; History &

Life, EBSCQhost accessed February 24, 2011, doi: 10.1093/es/khq07
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systems in the Revolutionary period. Adelman begins by refuting Trish Louglessdy that
attacked the traditional notion th@bmmon Senseas an early best-sell& He writes:
[Loughran] argues that America consisted of a patchwork of fragmentedptworks
too decentralized to support anything like a unified national print culture, and tbat the
conditions persisted until the era of the mass commercial press in the mic:minete
century . . . Loughran overemphasizes the fragmentation of late colonialreragpaind
systems of distribution. Printing was decentralized, but it was not insular. Whegrri
and their Patriot allies fashioned a new “Constitutional” and then ContinentaDficst
they created a truly intercolonial and then interstate institution that hadlspeci
significance for the distribution of newspapers and the political news thegiroeshtand
for the printers who relied on it. In so doing, they laid the groundwork for a mom@usauc
public sphere that operated through newspapers and other print media and shaped
national political culture during the early republic. (713-714)
By 1773, Adelman notes, a largely “ad hoc” communications infrastructure had been divelope
by the colonists to maneuver around the imperial infrastructure (and its contaegalations)
that had been put in place by the British. Printers were motivated by a degirefitprand
colonists by a desire for news (722). The new systems of communication, fueledrikydhe
colonial printing presses, made possible the large amount of political newsranckotary
which grew out of the decade leading up to the colonies’ attainment of independence.
Thomas Paine’s chosen medium, the pamphlet, was an important part of colonial

communication. Bailyn goes so far as to call pamphlets “the distinctivatliterof the

® Trish Loughran, “Disseminating Common Sense: ThoRaine and the Problem of the Early National
Bestseller,”American Literature’8, no. 1 (March 2006): 1-28, accessed Februar2a8), http://
web.ebscohost.com.ezproxy.liberty.edu:2048/ ehdfstiid=5&hid=9&sid=5b2e5461-0b63-4dc9-acb8-
1f2f5¢c421f4a%40sessionmgrl3.
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Revolution.” He writes: “[Pamphlets] reveal, more clearly than any othglesgroup of
documents, the contemporary meaning of that transforming event.” Theyexptarfatory as
well as declarative, and expressive of the beliefs, attitudes, and motivatiaet as the
professed goals of those who led and supported the Revolution” (8).

There were several reasons why the pamphlet was a popular choice for axdhors a
printers. To begin with, it was economical to print. Most pamphlets were reldbrrefyand
simply bound. When printing materials and equipment were modernized in the early 1800s, the
need for pamphlets diminished and they fell from prominence. Therefore, they @anless
more of a “transitional mediunf™ Another advantage of the pamphlet was its flexibility in size,
which Bailyn calls its “greatest asset”. “For while it could contain @ery few pages and
hence be used for publishing short squibs and sharp, quick rebuttals, it could also accommodate
much longer, more serious and permanent writing as well” (3). These pamphietsfiter read
aloud at meetings or passed on from person to person, thus increasing théft reach.

The time was right, the medium was available, and the channels of communieagon w
ready to bear Paine’s message across the colonies. Let us turn brieftyntesbage—the
document itself—before moving on to an analysis of it.

Common Sense

Homer Calkin, in his work on Revolutionary pamphlets, identifies timeliness as an
important aspect of pamphlets. “To be effective,” he writes, “a pamphlet mustregither too
soon nor too late. The people must be to the point where they are ready for some one to take the
lead in expressing either agreement or opposition [to the major concerns of th@dnyX's

has been discussed, Paine’s pamphlet could hardly have been more timely.dt aamecial

% ponder)ndependence Unfurled5.
% cCalkin, “Pamphlets and Public Opinion,” 27.
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moment of indecision for the colonists, just when they were wavering betweeniliatonand
independence. Perhaps it is no surprise, then, that “at a time when the largest colonia
newspapers and most important pamphlets had circulations under@Qgd@®on Sengeached
between 120,000 and 150,000 copies in its first year alone. It was the first &meeit-
seller.®” Based on colonial literacy rates and estimates of how many copies inéee pnd
circulated, as well as estimates of how many times each pamphlet wed gassg friends and
family members, Ponder estimates that a conservative guess would put ffiégpameadership
around 500,000—approximately the entire literate population of the colonies (377). Within
months of its publication, it had already attracted the attention of the foreohmsiat thinkers
and leaders: the members of the Continental Congress, who wrote about it and pas8&2it on (
393).

Paine published the pamphlet anonymously, hoping that the fact that he had only resided
in America for a short time would not discredit his argum&hitlis anonymity may have
worked to his advantage, however, as he was able to remove any potentiallingliasects of
his personality or past. As Aldridge notes, “Paine keeps his personality ashitecampletely
submerged, but he uses a style and vocabulary to suggest that he is a common mas as well a
exponent of common sens€.Paine’s style seems to be a central focus of many scholars. It is at
once accessible, yet incendiary—polemical, yet relational. In his lakdmoak on
Revolutionary propaganda, Davidson concludes: “The finest example of a pampineair g

popular form is Tom PaineGommon Sensé is in a class by itself; its bold argument,

®” Ferguson, “The Commonalities of Common Sense,” 466

% GassetThomas Paine’s Rise to Populari#6.

%9 Owen A. Aldridge, “Paine and DickinsorEarly American Literaturd 1, no. 2 (September 1976): 128-129,
America: History & Life EBSChost,accessed February 24, 2011, http://web.ebscohoseeproxy.liberty.edu:
2048/ehost/pdfviewer/pdfviewer?sid=87a5a9al-7665743911-69d1fb00f29b%40sessionmgrl13&vid=
1&hid=125.
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trenchant phraseology, and universal appeal mark it as one of the best pieces of propaganda
produced during the revolutionary period” (215). No doubt Paine’s education (or lack hereof
figured greatly into this outcome. Ponder points out that the majority of Amerdcaphbets,
while clearly constructed with a goal to impress, were decidedly lagkifngesse, particularly
in comparison with their British counterparts. “London pamphlets from the lateemght
century maintained a high standard of wit and elegance,” Ponder writes, fadsteAmerican
pamphlets from the same era came across as bug-eyed and stiff, like a ngiueohbol
production of a Broadway musical” (46). He goes on to offer yet anothemsfibtpiw to
Revolutionary pamphlets:
Reading the pamphlets and wading through their typically circuitous logi@ume
footnotes, and effete classicisms, the apparent objective of most eightesetutty-c
American pamphlets comes into focus: they were written with osécandaryntent to
alter the political landscape; they were writpgrmarily to impress their friends and to
solidify their status as learned gentlemen. (49)
Paine’s work, on the other hand, was free from this type of pretentious puffery. Whereas
previous pamphleteers had directed their arguments to elites, Paine directghtho the
common man, going so far as to even echo a scriptural style, with which thgeavelanist
would be familiar and comfortable (50, 156).
The content of the pamphlet can be divided into six sections, differentiated bigsPaine
own subheadings: an introduction, remarks on the origin and purpose of government and the
English Constitution, a discussion of monarchy and hereditary succession, thé stateeof

affairs, an examination of America’s ability to function as an independety,etd an
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appendix’’ The next few pages will briefly review methods with wh@bmmon Sendeas been
analyzed.
Previous Paths of Analysis

A significant amount of scholarly attention has been giv&batmmon Senséhus
validating its status as a rhetorical phenomenon in American history. The alefistudies
forms a veritable buffet of analytical strategies. Some of the major anesvagwed here.

For a rhetorical perspective @ommon Sengsene would be hard-pressed to find many
studies that could parallel that of Robert A. Ferguson, in his essay “The Contrasimwdli
‘Common Sense.* It is quite a lengthy treatise on the pamphlet, focusing on how it
“galvanized” people so effectively and continues to galvanize them to thiselgyison writes:
“No other text by a single author can claim to have so instantly captured and themaoguely
held the national imagination” (465-466). He argues that Paine’s rhetoricdbff@mnists a
“conversion experience” (481): “In a master stroke, Paine grasped thaitcAnsemust be forced
to choose between a brilliant future and a manifestly duller past, and for thattchioecenade
absolute, he saw that all of history had to be refigured and collapsed into a fresh se@ase of
present” (479-480). Ferguson’s analysis involves a detailed look at both Paine himsethand a
document he created. Ferguson focuses extensively on Paine’s use of metaphatiandlem
appeal.

Several studies cdommon Sendeve focused on various themes within the document.

A helpful rhetorical perspective ddommon Senge offered by David C. Hoffman in his essay

" The appendix is not included in the earliest editf the pamphlet. | have chosen, however, toubttse second
edition of the pamphlet, which was released on Gtyrl4, 1776—about one month after the printintheffirst
edition.

" Ferguson, "The Commonalities of 'Common Sensé5:304.
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“Paine and Prejudice: Rhetorical Leadership through Perceptual Framlugrimon Sensé€?
Hoffman focuses on how Paine used the term “prejudice” to “frame negative pameegiti
American independence and positive perceptions of the British constitution asliséongd by
the force of custom and habit” (374). Using “prejudice” as a perceptual frausedthe readers
to rethink the way they had thought of the world (393). Through this perceptual framewBRsine
able to achieve a reversal in colonial thought, as Ferguson notes:
BeforeCommon Sendbe presumption was that the colonists were British subjects
fighting for the restoration of their rights as British subjects. ABl@mmon Sendbe
presumption became that the colonists were fighting for the restorationraidahsial
rights, a goal that could only be achieved through American independence. (398)
In so doing, Paine was unique among colonial rhetoricians (398).
Jordan D. Winthrop explores another aspect of Paine’s writing: his rhettiltag of
the king,” or convincing Americans to throw off the monarchism of Great BfitalVinthrop
writes: “Taking American history as a whole, one can make a very goodbcdlse proposition
that, with the possible exceptionldhcle Tom’s Cabin, Common Sengss demonstrably the
most immediately influential political or social tract every published smabuntry” (295).
Jordan argues that much of Paine’s influence was exerted sublimin@iiyimon Seng@96)
He explores the various devices and metaphors that Paine used, such as his attadk mounte

through the metaphor of George lll as a father figure, transforming him intota™l¢801).

2 David C. Hoffman, “Paine and Prejudice: Rhetorloshdership through Perceptual Framing in Commars&g
Rhetoric & Public Affair®, no. 3 (2006): 373-410, accessed February 3,,20f0//web.ebscohost.com.ezproxy.
liberty.edu:2048/ehost/pdf?vid=13&hid=8&sid=b214875%733-4f49-85e2-5ffe001c717f%40sessionmgrll.

3 Winthrop D. Jordan, “Familial Politics: Thomas Raiand the Killing of the King, 1776Journal of American
History 60, no.2 (1973): 294-308, accessed February 18),20th://www.jstor.org.ezproxy.liberty.edu:204&iste/
pdfplus/2936777.pdf .
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Another theme worth exploring in the document is Paine’s use of religious allustbns a
arguments in the pamphlet. Jerome Mahaffey takes note of this odd rhetorical chaireesf P
and attempts to reconcile it with Paine’s reputation as a ‘déist.explores how Paine’s decision
to publish the pamphlet anonymously allowed Paine to construct an “imagined author” whose
religious arguments would be more forceful and credible (489). Mahaffey writes:

Arguably, the person speaking in Common Sense did not really exist. Yet, by placing

Common Sense in the mainstream of that reading public, Paine engaged them with a

person whom they could visualize and hear—a fiery preacher dedicated to the

revolutionary cause—sensible, rational, articulate, and not afraid to risk@uldtighing

his seditious thoughts. (491)

Overthrowing the colonists’ religious reasons for eschewing war withiBfivas, Mahaffey
argues, a significant “rhetorical challenge”; however, it was a cly@lBaine was apparently not
afraid to take up. His imagined authorship allowed him to counter the religiouseartgunefore
moving on to practical arguments (493).

Paine’s style in writingcommon Sensgas, as we have seen, remarkably down-to-earth,
and is often cited as a reason for its success. In view of that fact, it is noestivatrismany
scholars have focused on Paingtideas an important target of analysis. Sigelman and
Martindale, for example, use modern textual analysis to discoveCloownon Sensmployed
accessibility and forcefulne$3They analyzed fourteen pre-Revolutionary pamphlets and
articles in addition t€¢ommon SenséJsing the number of words per sentence and the number
of long words (words of six letters or more) as a measure of actigssibd categorizing

specific words according to temperament to gauge forcefulness, they found that

* Mahaffey, “Converting Tories to Whigs,” 488-504.
> Sigelman and Martindale, “The Common Style of Camrense,” 374.



39

Paine used fewer long words and wrote in shorter sentences than any other pamphletee

thereby achieving the simple, unadorned style he sought. No less importantly, his tone

was far different from that of any other pamphleteer; whereas others cdmesgeve

and passivity, Paine, to an unparalleled degree, conveyed energy and activi8r%374

377)

A similar study by Thomas Clark analyzes the common sty@aimon Sensaa
another path. Clark uses Walker Gibson’s framework ffamgh, Sweet, and Stuftyanalyze
Paine’s prose along with four other revolutionary era pamphlefeisfound that Paine had a
favorable balance of toughness, sweetness, and stuffiness—each of these mingbhegarose
styles—while the other pamphleteers generally used more stuffiness gittlegioughness
(32). His analysis is somewhat limited in that he only analyzed the first onetitbwsrds of
each of the pamphlets, however, his conclusion fits with the general consenstiagdgaine’s
writing style. In Clark’s words, “Paine’s voice is relatively tough. Heviwde is right and does
not attempt to coax his listeners with intimate first or second person pronounsteddsta
argument directly and makes frequent use of ‘to be,” arguing, for examplesdtiaty is
produced by our wants’ rather than ‘society may be produced by our wants™ (33).

One final study from this brief overview of analytical methods regai@orgmon Sense
is Edward Larkin’s “Inventing an American Public.” Larkin takes a histogadlcal perspective
on the document, examining how Paine’s experiences withehesylvania Magazingniquely

equipped him to communicate with a “public” that he himself credtedHabermasian style,

® Thomas Clark, “A Note on Tom Paine's ‘Vulgar’ $tylCommunication Quarterl26, no. 2 (Spring1978 1978):
31-34, accessed February 24, 2011, http://web.@bstaom.ezproxy.liberty.edu:2048/ehost/pdfviewer/
pdfviewer?sid=c6372bcb-e302-4d27-b549-d8740ee4340%&6sionmgrl10&vid=1&hid=125.

" Larkin, “Inventing an American Public,” 253
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Larkin discusses how Paine and Bennsylvania Magazinsonstructed that public and
motivated it by creating a specificalymericanidentity for the readers of the magazine (270).
These studies form a solid basis from which to anaB@mamon Sengéetorically,
though there is certainly more that can be done with the work, rich as it is in maading
impact. It is my hope that textual charisma analysis can add yet anotheetqibe puzzle of
dialogue regardin@ommon Sens#lahaffey notes correctly that many authors have posited
differing explanations as to how and why Paine’s pamphlet achieved such immvadext
spread renown in the coloni€syhile Ponder presciently observes that “there is no master key”
to unlocking the secret 8ommon Sense'succes$’ He writes:
No serious engagement with the texCaimmon Sensend no earnest attempt to describe
its rhetorical force can avoid the complexity and concurrence of events in tolonia
America during the first half of 1776. Paine’s pamphlet worked on many diffiereels
with many different readers in many different places—all at about the sar®. (24)
| do not intend to assert that my explanation isothlg legitimate one, or even that it is
necessarily the foremoshe: it is merely one more way of looking at the docuremnte more

key to the complex set of padlocks encasing the mysteCpwimon Sense

8 Mahaffey, “Converting Tories to Whigs,” 490.
¥ ponder)ndependence Unfurle@4.
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Chapter 3

Charisma ifCommon Sense

John Marcus wrote in his 1961 essay, “Transcendence and Charisma,” that “the essenc
of the indispensability of the charismatic Hero lies in the belief he arcuestelset can control the
forces of history and achieve its transcendent objeciREtis very Weberian explanation of
charisma is a typical one for early studies on charisma. While | have ntantef disputing its
validity and its value to charisma studies, | do wish to point out that charisma as afetudy
has expanded greatly in recent decades, as | have shown in previous chaptersesighis t
Charisma is no longer seen to exist merely in a leader or “hero.” Recepsdtage focused less
on the transcendence of charisma and more on its pragmatic function. We do not study only
charismatic world-changers such as Napoleon or Hitler, we study figulessef historical
significance, such as Democratic presidential nominees—even unsuccessftil ones

| do heartily embrace Marcus’ idea that charisma involves a belief thatn® degree or
another, the charismatic leader is able to “control the forces of historchiedeaits
transcendent objective.” However, this grandiose language should not lead usve theli
charisma is always accompanied by trumpets, cymbals, and choirs of amgjels sver the
leader in question—charisma can exist more quietly than that. Sometinmergly mvolves the
audience’s assent that what the speaker or leader stands for is true and riglat, twed t
charismatic individual is worthy of some sort of allegiance.

This concept applies the same way to message as it does to messengey Wagdimne

reader or listener believes that thessagéself, the idea, is able to control or alter the courses

8 John T. Marcus, “Transcendence and Charisifiag’ Western Political Quarterly4, no. 1, part 1 (March 1961):
237,JSTORaccessed March 17, 2011, http://www.jstor.oripstd43942.
81 Rosenberg and Hirschberg, 640-655.
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of history and achieve its transcendent objective. This was certainlggbenith Paine’s

Common Sensé&hose who read it knew fully the significance of Paine’s ideas: theyneere

mere invitation to agree and then carry on with business as usual. The tremendous irheort of t
document was that, if its message were true, it wolsdoshge the course of histofffhe colonists
came to believe that the message indeed was true, and that the idea, the ilse¥sages so
transcendent that it was worth the risking of their lives, their fortunes, andgaleeed honor.

In this chapter, | will analyze the charisma in the text of Paibelemon Sensés
previously noted, | have adopted three of Rosenberg and Hirschberg’s chetrestieientified
with charisma: persuasiveness, enthusiasm, and powerfulness. | will begipalngieg on my
method of analysis, proceed to carrying out the analysis, and conclude by sungribgzi
results.

Method of Analysis Explained

For each of the four characteristics that | have decided to search forcimosgn texts, |
have assigned specific textual cues that correspond to those charaxtémstjgersuasiveness, |
will be looking specifically for argumentative reasoning such as sghagji enthymemes, and
statistics or examples. Each of these specific cues are identdmblgpeals to the intellect and
direct attempts to change one’s mind. Believability | will identifptigh appeals to authorities
and sources that are accepted as credible.

What is powerful? Powerfulness is an impression, where the emotionseatedfiefore
the intellect. Anyone can understand the difference between saying “Waginaihg” and “The
lights are going out all over Europe,” as Sir Edward Grey so insightfullyasdhe outbreak of
World War |. The first is matter-of-fact, and could hardly be any simpllee second is a

metaphor that leaves an instant impression. This is not to say that simpliegy powerful. At
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times simplicity can be far more powerful than elaborate spee€lgramon Sengbustrates.
“Yes, we can” is certainly among the simplest of phrases in the Engiighdge, but coming
from the lips of Barack Obama, that simple phrase left a powerful impression amiebac
mantra that accompanied one of the most historic elections in American histoaye\alé
familiar with the sensation of chills going up the spine at a powerful piecastna powerful
word, or even at a powerftlhoughtthat may never find utterance. While powerfulness in a
message may be difficult to quantify, it is my opinion that there are sevec#lcstextual cues
which often accompany it: declarative or exclamatory statements, metapitbother forms of
imagery, and rhetorical questions. Though by no means comprehensive, thistovfatéims
forms a starting point for my analysis of powerfulness in my chosen astifact

As | have previously noteommon Sensexists in six sections. In order to limit the
scope of this study and narrow the focal point, | will only be examining the thircbartt f
sections, which together form the heart of the pamphlet: the most emphatic, the most
controversial, and the most incendiary portiolCoinmon Sensé is in the third section that
Paine delivers a fell blow to the colonists’ collective notions about monarchy armiitdgre
succession. In the fourth section, Paine’s tone ascends to a fevered pitch anattvginve
becomes energetic, hard-hitting, and aggressive. In the following pagdglibatlss the results
of my analysis of this rich text, taking each of the three elements (petso@ss, believability,
and powerfulness) one by one.

Persuasiveness

There is a relatively spare usectédar syllogistic reasoning in the pamphlet—that is,

most syllogisms are implied rather than explicitly delineated. Famele, Paine’s entire

argument regarding monarchy and hereditary succession can be seentasdetdenthymeme:
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If the Bible clearly expresses that monarchy is not God’s plan for mankind, anibliésB
authoritative, then monarchy must not be God’s plan for mankind. Paine does not elaborate on
the authority of Scripture. In the colonial context, the Bible was widelyptéed@s an authority
on human affairs; therefore, it was not presumptuous or careless for Painere #sat premise
and only explicitly state the other two premises. This style of reasoningpisyed frequently
throughout the pamphlet. Instances of concise or clearly-stated sgignd enthymemes are
relatively few, though they are occasionally used, such as Paine’s pitbynent that “a
government [Britain] which cannot preserve the peace is no government®afalé unwritten
premise is that government, by definition, is an institution which organizes totptstewn
territory. Paine, having proven that Britain has entangled America in Europesrdveavs the
conclusion that Britain is no government at all for the colonies.

Paine uses statistics sparingly, and only when absolutely necessaryaffpteexhe
notes in his discussion of the ethnicity of the colonies that “not one third of the inrsetaem
of this province, are of English descent,” thus damaging the notion of the colonigshstigo
to England (27). His rhetoric is, however, peppered with colorful and useful examples. He
reaches back to excoriate William the Conqueror multiple times in order tiheasigins of the
English monarchy in a dubious light (18, 20, 41). He mentions Holland and Switzerland as
models of the republican form of government (38) and points to Denmark and Sweden as
examples of nations where repeated petitioning of the monarch was inversg telliberty
(the implication being, of course, that further petitioning George Il would cage him to
become more implacable). Paine draws very heavily from historical exatnmaghout the
pamphlet, though such examples are particularly ubiquitous in the section on monarchy and

hereditary succession.

8 Thomas Paingommon Seng@edford, Mass: Applewood Books, 2003 .
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Paine uses examples in a highbmparativefashion, attempting to prove that where a
principle has been true or untrue in one case, it will also be true or untrue in another. He
guestions the idea of English descent being a tying bind between England and the, colonies
writing that “the first King of England, of the present line (William the @i@ror) was a
Frenchman, and half the Peers of England are descendants from the samewbargfgre, by
the same method of reasoning, England ought to be governed by France” (273.iRang8obn
is that the reader should automatically rebuff the idea of England being rulleel thgspised
French and should then regard the idea of America being ruled by England meraebelsca
ancestral ties every bit as absurd.

It is worth noting that a great deal of the persuasiveness of Paine’s paraptdetith
his ability to effectivelydisproveprevailing notions much more than with his abilityptovehis
own ideas. The fourth segment of the pamphlet consists almost entirely ovaigparguments
for reconciliation with Britain. Paine lists off the popular arguments, one by onegaskine
outset that the reader will merely “divest himself of prejudice and preggsaéenough to
realize that widely-circulated arguments are not necessarity @aés (23). He uses a variety of
methods to disprove these arguments. Early in the fourth section, he poinfmstihac, ergo
propter hocfallacy, objecting to the idea that prosperity under Britain in the past would ensure
secure future. “Nothing can be more fallacious than this kind of argument,” tes. itWe may
as well assert that because a child has thrived on milk, that it is never to leyentigat the
first twenty years of our lives is to become a precedent for the next tw@dAtZs). He attacks
the notion of Britain as a sheltering parent by questioning her motives: “Wébastd the
protection of Great Britain, without considering, that her motiveintasestnotattachmentthat

she did not protect us froour enemie®nour accountbut fromher enemiesn her own
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account (25). This protection, he argues, arises from the same basic motive that Batdd
have in defending a nation such as Turkey: “the sake of trade and dominion” (25).
Believability

It is interesting almost to the point of humorousness that Paine’s chief ajgpeals
authority are to the Bible and to “the Almighty.” That a man so irreligious woald do heavily
from accepted Christian authorities can only be attributed to his knowledge atilee@e and
his crafty ability to make himself credible in their eyes, as Mahéfésynoted® It is certainly
an ironic twist of fate that that same audience would later castigat®@hisfirreverence after
he penned’he Age of ReasoHlis checkered religious background left him familiar enough with
Scripture to use it to his advantage. Indeed, the section on monarchy and succession dra
almost exclusively from biblical authority.

Paine opens the section by referring to the “scripture chronology” almosidiately
(12). What follows is an account of the Israelites’ early experienchswaharchy. The
institution of monarchy, Paine asserts, cannot “be defended on the authoritptwirecfor the
will of the Almighty, as declared by Gideon and the prophet Samuel, expresglgrdigas of
government by Kings” (13). He then relates the stories of Gideon and Sanuehakisg sure
not to neglect the popularly recited and certainly well-known “Render unto Capessdge,
which he asserts to be “no support” of monarchy (13). His discussion includes mahy direc
guotations from Scripture, several of which are rather lengthy, and evesrenoef to the
doctrine of original sin (19). “These portions of scripture are direct and poshesfates
confidently. “They admit of no equivocal construction. That the Almighty hath Iméeeeel his

protest against monarchical government is true, or the scripture is(febs&7).

8 Mahaffey, “Converting Tories to Whigs,” 488-504.
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Biblical references are virtually the only appeals to authority that RRanpdoys, possibly
because the Bible would have been the most universally accepted authority toddniets
would be able to relate to. Only three times does Paine quote any other authoetgrdmeces
Milton, Giacinto Dragonetti (an Italian political theorist), and Sir V&iti Meredith (an author
and member of Parliament) once each.

Powerfulness

Without a doubt, powerfulness was the most demanding and yet rewarding part of my
analysis ofCommon Sensé.is profound that a document so many centuries old can still
produce an emotional reaction in readers to@@ynmon Senss to the reader at various times a
seductive melody, an unfolding drama, or a splash of cold water in the face—but ays alw
powerful and virtually impossible to ignore.

The four textual cues which formed the basis of my analysis of powerfuttedarétive
statements, exclamatory statements, metaphors/imagery, and rheioestzons) were all
present in the document. The two strongest categories were declaraéieesta and metaphors
and imagery.

The document is literally filled with strongly-worded declarative statgs Many,
though not all, of these statements are simple sentences (as opposed to compound or complex
sentences), making them stark and straight-forward:

“Reconciliation and ruin are nearly related” (36).

“Every quiet method for peace hath been ineffectual” (32).

“Every thing that is right or natural pleads for separation” (28-29).

“Arms, as the last resource, decide the contest” (23).



48

Bailyn’s description oCommon Sensss a “slashing attack” is quite well-suited to these short,
clipped statements—each one is a thrust of the rhetorical §fvord.
Exclamatory statements are more rare, occurring only eight tmtlke two sections |
analyzed. Twice they occur in clusters—one cluster with two in a row, and one wihasiié
to increase the intensity of Paine’s appeal:
O ye that love mankind! Ye that dare oppose, not only the tyranny, but the tyrant, stand
forth! Every spot of the old world is overrun with oppression. Freedom hath been hunted
round the globe. Asia, and Africa, have long expelled her. Europe regards her like a
stranger, and England hath given her warning to depart. O! receive the fuative
prepare in time an asylum for mankind. (42)
As the section draws to a close, the powerfulness of these words seems to echond.tfeni
intensity of Paine’s call to action makes the calm, almost sedate opeiiegfifth section of
the pamphlet a jarring surprise.
Rhetorical questions occur slightly more frequently than exclamatorynsiats;
however, they function in much the same way, and Paine employs them with fohlagte,
often clustering them together. “Hath your house been burnt?” Paine demands abnist col
who dares support the idea of reconciliation with the mother country. “Hath yourtgrbpen
destroyed before your face? Are your wife and children destitute of a hedtg br bread to
live on? Have you lost a parent or a child by their hands, and yourself the ruinecetsitedr
survivor?” These questions are a perfect set-up for Paine’s bitter answkrfaltows: “If you
have not, then are you not a judge of those who have. But if you have, and can still shake hands
with the murderers, then are you unworthy the name of husband, father, friend, omdver, a

whatever may be your rank or title in life, you have the heart of a coward, andrihef pi

8 Bailyn, Ideological Origins 286.
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sycophant” (31). As this example illustrates, Paine’s rhetorical questienminted, and leave
little room for disagreement.

Without doubt, one of the most immediately noticeable devices which Paine engploys t
make his prose more powerful is that of metaphor and imagery. The images Psiae wsad
and arresting, and they are the chief ornaments which the reputedly simplé@asts. Many of
these metaphors are crafted to portray ideas, persons, or other entities itiva negaen
repulsive light. It is certainly by design that Paine aligns monarcbiergment with the much-
hated emblem of oppressive religion when he states that “monarchy in evergaristtre
Popery of government” (17). He draws off this same metaphor again later on wheng ¢be
the “papistical design” of “the King and his parasites” (26). Paine is broaded about the
epithets with which he castigates George lll, however, describing him aBltaebh of
England” (34) in one instance and “the Royal Brute of Britain” in another (40). GBbigyeo
Paine, a hypocrite for masquerading as a patriarchal figureetitegj the hardened, sullen
tempered Pharaoh of England for ever; and disdain the wretch, that with the pretsadéd ti
FATHER OF HIS PEOPLEanN unfeelingly hear of their slaughter, and composedly sleep with their
blood upon his soul” (34). He further blackens the image of Britain as a whole byimgrtra
their excesses and abuses as tantamount to harlotry or rape, both unforgiveabla¢di2za &
the victim, “wounded through a thousand pores” (42). These examples merely provide a small
sampling of Paine’s brilliant use of imagery.

Unexpected Results

In my analysis, | stumbled across two elements of powerfulness that | hatended to

look for, but that were impossible to miss: hyperbole and sarcasm. Paine frequentytieme

and exaggerated language as well as superlatives to communicate the urgeacplnists’
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situation, the repulsiveness of Britain’s actions, and the indefensibleness ot $appor
reconciliation with Britain. The idea of hereditary succession being agbiat from civil war is
“the most barefaced falsity every imposed upon mankind,” Paine writes flatlyH@@ecries as
“repugnant to reason” the idea that America should be ruled by an external peedings
confidently that “the utmost stretch of human wisdom cannot, at this time, compasssaqit

of separation” (31). Interestingly, Paine follows at least one of his mostiojiegrassages, the
“heart of a coward and the spirit of a sycophant” sentence (quoted earliergnymmediate

claim that he is, in fachot exaggerating (31). One almost wonders if the claim was intended as
sarcasm!

Paine certainly employs sarcasm in other parts of the document. Hatjdexdsraelites’
“natural delusion” in naively desiring a monarchy (13), and in spite of his frequaritBgeous
and harsh use of invective, states sardonically that he would “carefully avisig ghnecessary
offence” (29). Paine mentions that George IlI's youth could be easily mockedyrdongally
states that he will “decline this sort of reply, though I will never ceasepimse the absurdity of
it” (35). In his segment on monarchy and succession, Paine takes a shot at the notion of the
divine right of kings by referencing William the Conqueror:

A French bastard landing with an armed banditti, and establishing himself King of

England against the consent of the natives, is in plain terms a very paltilyrasca

original.—It certainly hath no divinity in it. However, it is needless to spencrioe

in exposing the folly of hereditary right, if there are any so weak as &vbati let them

promiscuously worship the ass and lion, and welcome. | shall neither copy theitynumili

nor disturb their devotion. (19)
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Reflections

Common Sengs a document wreathed in charismatic devices. Thomas Paine’s craft
cannot be attributed to education: his successful prose stemmed either frardadrg natural
talent, great personal diligence, or mere chance—or perhaps a combinatienhoéeé.
Whatever the cause, however, it is little wonder that this brash and yet algrmsaghtful
document spread across the colonies as it did. Leaving the past behind for the moment, though
not forgetting it, the next two chapters will move forward two and a half centaribe thetoric
of Daniel Hannan: first contextualizing it, and then breaking it apart to see wheharisma

lies.
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Chapter 4

Daniel Hannan: An Internet Sensation

Just as the printing press revolutionized its time, the internet has revoluionize
Daniel Hannan’s 2009 speech is a prime example of that revolution: it propellegcdiyirt
unknown MEP to the forefront of the political scene on both sides of the Atlantic. Hannan, a
self-described “backbench MEP>'had alerted the BBC and other journalists of his speech, but
none of them initially reported on%t.In spite of this fact, the YouTube clip received more than
a million views in one week and has more than 2.7 million views to d&t&he YouTube clip
was then picked up by a number of American bloggers, and eventually by commetdtors
journalists in the mainstream media. For this reason, Hannan has been dubbed ‘&n intern
sensation® and an indirect source of embarrassment for the British media that failed to cove
the story when it brok& Interestingly, he had frequently posted clips of his speeches on
YouTube in the past—however, none of the other clips he posted generated nearly as much
interest as the clip of his harangue against Gordon Brown. He admitted tHacthest him
“perplexed.®*

My hope is that the analysis to follow can shed a little more light on the questiow of
Hannan’s speech became so popular so quickly, and in the unlikely region of the Unésd Stat
However, prior to analyzing the charisma of the speech, some explanation of needed.
This chapter will review information on the background of the speaker, the histamtaktof

the speech, and details regarding the speech itself.

8 Hannan, “My Speech to Gordon Brown.”
8 «Today, Strasbourg,Economist.

¥ Ibid.

8 YouTube, “Daniel Hannan MEP.”

8 Walker, “An Internet Sensation.”

9 «“Today, Strasbourg,Economist.

1 Hannan, “My Speech to Gordon Brown.”
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“Who Is This Hannan Man?”

It seems unlikely that there could be many characters in the EuropeamPatlzes
colorful as Daniel Hannan. Born in Peru in 1971, Hannan earned an M.A. in Modern History
from Oxford in 1992? He began his work as a conservative early on, participating in and
leading conservative student groups. In his second year at Oxford, he organiagdcanogpean
federalism group called “Campaign for an Independent Brit4ihater, he began working for
Tory Parliament Members (MPs) Michael Howard and William Haguespsechwritef? Since
1999, he has served as an MEP representing Southeast England.

In 2007, Hannan found a new way to communicate his political ideas to the public:
blogging. He has a blog withhe Telegraplthat he updates several times a week. In 2009, he
wrote, “I've just spotted thatlewsnightdescribed me last week as a ‘Conservative blogger’ . . ..
I've always regarded the letters ‘MEP’ name as a kind of leper’s baknwmeet people at
weddings, | never volunteer what | do for a living. But blogging? That's anothesrreattrely:
bold, questing, new wave. Thank ydewsnight| feel I've finally made it.®> His embrace of
new media such as blogging and YouTube has caused him to be described by MP Douglas
Carswell as a “modern politiciarf>

Perhaps Americans sensed something in this British speaker that they zdaltbre-
something distinctly American—the daring, independent, slightly renegaueo$

revolutionary America. If they did, they were correct: Hannan is well-knovenpaditical

92 European Parliament, “Daniel Hannan,” accessedtMa8, 2011, http://www.europarl.europa.
eu/members/public/geoSearch/view.do?country=GB&partber=1&zone=South+East&language=EN&id=4555.

% Daniel Hannan, “How Our One Small Protest TopphelPound, The TelegraphSeptember 13, 2002, accessed
March 14, 2011, http://www.telegraph.co.uk/fina2d&3280/How-our-one-small-protest-toppled-the-pokimdl.

% “Who Is Daniel Hannan?BBC News August 27, 2009, accessed March 14, 2011. http:/
news.bbc.co.uk/2/hi/uk_news/politics/8225571.stm.

% Daniel Hannan, “I'd Rather Be Known as a Blogglaft an MEP, Telegraph BlogsiMay 27, 2009, accessed
March 13, 2011, http://blogs.telegraph.co.uk/neasielhannan/9908863/Id_rather_be_known_as_a_blogger
than_an_MEP/.

% “Who Is Daniel Hannan?BBC News
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renegade—a backbench MEP with a penchant for shock value. Former Tory kideMrarris
described him as “politically and ideologically . . . highly unstable—there’s gedanat he

could blow up at any time. He’s an incurable attention-se€k&lbver writes that Hannan “is

no typical little Englander . . . he is multi-lingual. Some find his style absord: While he

ended speeches in Latin calling for a vote on the Lisbon treaty: ‘Pactipiéiisis censenda est

[the Lisbon Treaty must be put to the votef"In another speech in 2009, Hannan called for
Prime Minister Gordon Brown to step down, concluding by quoting Dr. Suess: “The time has
come, the time is now, just go, go, go, | don’'t care how. You can go by foot, you can go by cow.
Gordon Brown, will you please go now?”

Hannan'’s stark independence and occasional flamboyance not only rattles his gpponent
however—often, he finds himself at odds with his own party. Early on in his career at the
European Parliament, he set fellow Tories’ teeth on edge with criticarkerat a meeting of
British MPs and MEPs. “Who is this Hannan man?” an annoyed former cabinet minister
demanded after the meetitf§.

Hannan'’s strained relationship with members of his own party has been a trend
throughout his time in the European Parliament. It may be the reason why, aftdayewf
YouTube fame, his speech was still not linked to the Conservative Party wébksit.
disagreements with his party led him to forfeit a frontbench position in thafarit in order to

return to the backbenches to drum up support for a move toward more direct derffGdracy.

97 bid.

% Glover, “Over a Million.”

% “Hannan’s Poetic Call for Brown to GoBBC NewsJune 8, 2009, accessed March 14, 2011, http:#/ise.co.
uk/2/hi/feurope/8088541.stm.

190 g,

108 pigl.

192 Chris Irvine, “Daniel Hannan Resigns from Europ@amliament Post,The TelegraphiNovember 5, 2009,
accessed December 2, 2009, http://www.telegrapikbmws/newstopics/politics/conservative/650449niBla
Hannan-resigns-from-European-Parliament-post.html.
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2010, he made negative comments about Britain’s National Health Service, aftervdmbers
of his own party called for disciplin&® Conservative Party leader David Cameron distanced
himself from Hannan, saying, “He does have some quite eccentric views abouhsmwseand
political parties always include some people who don't toe the party line on onerissu¢her
issue.**

Perhaps it is Hannan’s unwillingness to “toe the party line” that makesppiealng to
American conservatives, who may have felt that their voice was not heardverament
swallowed in Democratic majorities on every side. Even in his brief threeerdraitibe,

Hannan’s independent spirit was evident, as he wanted it to be. He subsequently &ienoere
to the speech:

Nobody wants to risk looking unpatriotic, so you have to be measured and tempered in

how you respond, which is completely understandable. The result of it, unfortunately, is

that a lot of people are left with saying, wait a minute, hang on, nobody is sayihf wha

would like them to say. All the politicians seem to be in this together. A lot of pexple f

that a cartel of politicians and bankers were setting policy in defiance of ppbiion.

Those were the people | was trying to speakfor.

An Electrified Political Climate

Much like Common Sensélannan’s speech came at a time when the American public

policy arena was extremely polarized. After eight years under PreSléenge W. Bush, the

nation was confronted with an entirely different type of governance under Presilack B

193 BBC News, “NHS Attack by MEP 'Unpatriotic,” Augis4, 2009, accessed December 2, 2009, http:/bbuais.
€0.uk/2/hi/8200817.stm.

1% Deborah Summers and Lee Glendinning, “Cameron Rebliory MEP Who Rubbished NHS in Americaitie
Guardian,August 14, 2009, accessed December 2, 2009, ttpa/guardian.co.uk/politics/2009/aug/14/health-
nhs.

1954 1nterview with Daniel Hannan,Vox Popoli,March 30, 2009, accessed December 2, 2009, htipdAy.
blogspot.com/2009/03/interview-with-daniel-hannamibh
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Obama. Toward the end of the Bush administration, the country had witnessed an economic
downturn followed by increased government intervention in the private sector. Soon after
Obama’s inauguration, it became clear that the bricks of government growtiadhia¢en laid

by President Bush would be built upon aggressively by the new President.

Among President Obama’s early controversial decisions were the ctdsBigantanamo
Bay and repeal of the Mexico City Policy, which prevented taxpayer doltamsfémding
abortions oversed§® There was also considerable controversy surrounding several of the
President’s nominees, such as Timothy Geithner and Tom Daschle, both of whomdetlyalle
engaged in suspicious activities regarding their t&¥es.

During the first one hundred days of Obama’s presidency, unease grew ameng mor
conservative sectors of the population as President Obama pushed forward tham®meric
Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009, also known as the stimulus package. One blogger
called it “the most profligate spending plan in U.S. histdf§yvhile another warned that “unless
some of these people get a serious dose of moral integrity overnight, Obansa/e siending
bill will become law, and we will spiral further downwartf®

In mid-February, the political climate was again stirred up when Preiib@ama
announced the Homeowner Affordability and Stability Plan. The $75 billion plan vessled

to spare homeowners who were unable to make their mortgage paytfi@usservatives met

1% peter Baker, “Obama Reverses Rules on U.S. Alioaid,” The New York Timedanuary 23, 2009, accessed
March 15, 2011, http://www.nytimes.com/2009/01/24politics/ 24obama.html.

197 Jonathan Weisman, Laura Meckler, and Naftali Beittj4dObama on Defense as Daschle Withdraw#ié Wall
Street JournalFebruary 4, 2009, accessed March 15, 2011, fatttirie.wsj.com/article/SB123368340324444099.
html.

198 candace de Russy, “Madness, Thy Name Is Stiritldsnerican ThinkerFebruary 13, 2009, accessed March
13, 2011, http://www.americanthinker.com/2009/0Zimess_thy _name_is_stimulus.html.

199 James Simpson, “The Stimulus Boondoggharierican Thinkerfebruary 12, 2009, accessed March 13, 2011,
http://www.americanthinker.com/blog/2009/02/themstius _ boondoggle.html.

HOEDIC, “Homeowner Affordability and Stability Pldnast modified February 19, 2009, accessed Mafgh 1
2011, http://www.fdic.gov/consumers/loans/hasp/.
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the announcement with outrage and protest, not only because of the cost of the program, but also
because the plan supposedly rewarded the irresponsibility of those who purchassdhabuse
they could not afford. On February™ CNBC's Rick Santelli “ranted” against the plan from the
floor of the CME Group in Chicago. His four and a half minute tirade became known aarthe “
of the year,” in which he called out to the traders on the floor, “How many of yplep@ant to
pay for your neighbors’ mortgage that has an extra bathroom and can’t pay teiRbise

their hand.” The idea was met with booing, whereupon Santelli turned toward the cathera a
shouted, “President Obama, are you listening?” Another trader leaned ovatdili Sad joked,
“Why don’t we all stop paying our mortgages? It's a moral hazdrdi the wake of these
events, polls showed by mid-March that President Obama had lost nearly all Bapshbpport,
as well as the support of many independent vdtéSantelli's famous rant became known as
the catalyst for birthing the Tea Party movement.

Santelli's memorable tirade is yet another reminder of the importanceudiube in the
years and months leading up to Daniel Hannan’s speech. One wonders whether theotreators
YouTube ever envisioned the kind of widespread popularity that YouTube now enjoys.
YouTube’s own statistics tracking shows that, after only a little over fisesye existence, the
video search engine which made possible the viral internet video has itself “gahervia
global scale. Thirty-five hours of video are uploaded every minute—a massivaatifam input

level—which makes YouTube’s uploaded content over sixty days greater theamahiat of

" youTube, “CNBC'’s Rick Santelli’'s Chicago Tea Pdrfyebruary 19, 2009, accessed March 13, 2011,
http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=zp-Jw-5Kx8k.

12Douglas E. Schoen and Scott Rasmussen, “Obami’Slabers Are Falling to Earth;The Wall Street
Journal March 13, 2009, accessed March 15, 2011, httpiv#e.wsj.com/ article/SB123690358175013837.html.
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content generated by the three major US networks over a period of sixty yeasge Higacts a
wide range of users from ages eighteen to fifty-fotir.

Timemagazine’s John Cloud speculated in 2006 about the reasons for YouTube’s
success: “YouTube became a phenomenon in 2006 for many reasons, but one in particular: it
was both easy and edgy, a rare combination. You can watch videos on the site without
downloading any software or even registering. YouTube is to video browsing whedtian
Supercenter is to shopping: everything is there, and all you have to do is walk in th€Hoor.”
This ease of access and use is, no doubt, part of what has made YouTube so responsive to
popular culture. In addition, content is shaped largely by the users. There are sonezaam
accounts, but the vast majority of users are ordinary people, uploading home-madeaeosic vi
of favorite songs, excerpts from favorite movies, home videos of family memuheichildren,
or whatever “random” subject matter that a user feels is worthy of a ndissee’s attention.

It's a free-for-all. The site has provided yet another medium whereby individod
organizations can share information on an international scale. This medium would prove to be of
vital important to Daniel Hannan’s 2009 viral speech.

“The Devalued Prime Minister of a Devalued Government”

Clearly, the American context in which Hannan’s speech was receivedsigasfizant
contributing factor to its popularity. America was ripe for Hannan'’s bold, alamugy rhetoric.
“Do you realize how your message is resonating loudly and clearly in éartenight and how

inspired people are by your words?” American commentator Sean Hannity dematitethah

13youTube, “Statistics,” accessed February 21, 26itp;//www.youtube.com/t/press_statistics.
114 John Cloud, “The Gurus of YouTubélime,December 16, 2006, accessed February 21, 20p/\nttw.time.
com/time/magazine/article/0,9171,1570721,00.html.
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in an interview just days after the speech went viral on YouTi¥ou seemed to articulate in
few minute speech what others have been spending days, weeks and months whining about,”
gushed FOX News’ Neil Cavuto. “I guess they're likening it to sort of gy Dames moment for

the world. And I'm wondering whether that was your intention or you just hit a nehe ragt
time.”*® Glenn Beck also interviewed the international YouTube star, noting that “this thing is
spreading like wildfire, except, I think, in the United KingdoHh'”

American bloggers quickly began to take note of the speech as well, affording Hannan
celebrity status. “Can | vote for this guy?” asked one blogger, re-posting tloe Y@dan | import
him?"'8 Another wrote, “The Republicans finally found a leader. Too bad he's & Bidmela
Geller quipped in her blog, “Being that it is no longer required that you present a Hiftbate
to run for the presidency of the United States, let's run this féfla!”

Obviously, however, context alone rarely makes a speech noteworthy. Some have

guestioned the merits of speech itself. Andrew SparrothefGuardianwrote, “Having listened

154 nterview with Daniel Hannan,Hannity (FOX News)March 26, 2009 exisNexisaccessed March 10, 2011,
http://www.lexisnexis.com.ezproxy.liberty.edu:20é8&tui2api/results/docview/docview.do?docLinkIndret&risb
=21 T11444563374&format=GNBFI&sort=BOOLEANG&startDdo=176&resultsUrlIKey=29 T11446154258&cis
b=22 T11446154257&treeMax=true&treeWidth=0&csi=174&docNo=188.

16 «Cavuto for March 25, 2009,Your World with Neil Cavuto (FOX Newsjarch 25, 2009, exisNexisaccessed
March 10, 2011, http://www.lexisnexis.com.ezproibetty.edu:2048/Inacui2api/results/docview/docvide®doc
LinkInd=true&risb=21_T11444563374&format=GNBFI&ssBOOLEANG&startDocNo=201&resultsUrlIKey=29
T11446154258&cish=22 T11446154257 &treeMax=true &véath=0&csi=347932&docNo=201.

H7«EOX News Channel ‘The Glenn Beck Program’ Intewiwith Daniel Hannan, Member of the European
Parliament,Federal News Servicdarch 29, 2009, exisNexisaccessed March 10, 2011, http://www.lexisnexis.
com.ezproxy.liberty.edu:2048/Inacui2api/resultsidew/docview.do?docLinkind=true&risb=21_ T1144456387
ormat=GNBFI&sort=BOOLEAN&startDocNo=201&resultsUrly=29 T11446154258&cisb=22 T11446154257
&treeMax=true&treeWidth=0&csi=8104&docNo=214.

118 Michael F. Cannon, “Can | Vote for This GuyCato@Liberty March 26, 2009, accessed March 10, 2011,
http://www.cato-at-liberty.org/can-i-vote-for-thigsy/.

119 arry Elder, “Political Courage — British StyleCreators Syndicate, April 1, 2009%xisNexisaccessed 10
March, 2011, http://www.lexisnexis.com.ezproxy.lityeedu:2048/Inacui2api/results/docview/docview.do?
docLinkind=true&risb=21_T11444563374&format=GNBFI&$=BOOLEANG&startDocNo=101&resultsUrlKey=2
9 T11444563391&cish=22_T11444563390&treeMax=true&/idth=0&csi=157000&docNo=115.

120 pamela Geller, “Presidential&tlas ShrugsMarch 25, 2009, accessed March 10, 2011, httiag&hrugs2000.
typepad.com/atlas_shrugs/2009/03/presidential.html.
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to it a couple of times, and read the text, | don't think it's a great spee&parrow attributes

the speech’s successfulness to the atmosphere in which it was delivered:
MEPs in the European Parliament are sometimes only allowed to speak for one minute.
They don't get heckled, in the way that MPs do at Westminster, and they don't have to use
any of the archaic language about “honourable friends” etc. This makes thgquotace
soulless. But it also makes it much better for YouTube. Hannan's the last persod | woul
expect to applaud European parliamentary procedure, but he should; it's one factor, |
think, that has helped to make him an internet*$tar.

While there may be some merit to Sparrow’s assertion, | do not think the speectimphal

American popularity can be reduced to so simple a factor—and | also have withlilee idea

that the speech itself is not noteworthy. Sparrow does, however, partially reoeseff by

noting another factor that | find significant, writing that the speech i€hnelearer and more

concise than the speeches normally delivered in Congress or at Westminstet thee, a

minutes long, it's just the right length for YouTuB&Indeed, this clearness and conciseness is

more than likely one of the factors that made Americans listen up. One post on a blog

appropriately referred to the speech as “the shot heard around the ¥#/Tldi& metaphor is

well-suited in several ways: first, it accurately describes the phenométi@speech making

its way all the way across the Atlantic. Second, and more revealinglnetaphor reveals

something about the speech itself: it was a shot, a bullet — brief, concisgredeanding, and

121 Andrew Sparrow, “Why Has Daniel Hannan Becomeraerhet SensationPolitics Blog, March 26, 2009,

zlazgcessed December 2, 2009, http://www.guardiarkfmolitics/ blog/2009/mar/26/danial-hannan-youtube.
Ibid.

2% |bid.

24 Mr. and Mrs. Orlando Loyd of UT, NovembeéP, 2009 (4:19 p.m.), comment on James Pethokoulis.*

MEP Daniel Hannan,US News and World Repollarch 25, 2009, accessed December 2, 2009,

http://www.usnhews. com/money/blogs/capital-comm&@@9/03/25/british-mep-daniel-hannen-transcriptist

attack-on-gordon-brown.
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striking. Sparrow may not have found anything ground-breaking or unprecedented in tie spee
however, his analysis brushes close to, yet falls short of, discovering wigaiicAn people most
value: straight-forwardness. It is that quality that Hannan’s speechspesse abundance.

Returning to the words of Andrew Sparrow — “Having listened to it a couple of times,
and read the text, | don't think it's a great speech” — it is hard to understand rmvidheawe
reached such a conclusion. The speech is powerfully-delivered, with impegbeddeng and
timing. Hannan's rate of speech picks up at key moments in order to increaseiyg of the
moment. It slows down in other places to provide resounding emphasis:

“You cannot go on forever.”

“You have run out of our money.”

“Under your captaincy, our hull is pressed deep into the waterline under the adedmula
weight of your debt.”

There can be little doubt that the manner in which the speech was delivered was a
significant factor in its success. Before the advent of television agmhatf the delivery of a
speech would only carry effect for those who heard the speech in person. Afterwarxt, the te
alone would have to stand the test of public review and scrutiny. However, the restipgm
thing about a speech popularized by YouTube is that the delivery, the atmosphere, and even
much of the surrounding noise are preserved perfectly for each person who viepsetie
Each viewer is then made part of a “virtual audience.”

Additionally, there is one interesting factor in the speech’s deliverytlgiit not to be
neglected: the speaker’s British accent. While it may seem a trivial geghould not be
overlooked. Americans often embrace the British accent and culture with ast alm

disproportionate fascination. Forbes D. Keith Mano relates a humorous example. He had
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been conducting an experiment in which he was doing undercover research on panhandling.
Decked out in an elaborately tacky costume, he begged for money and received only one
Canadian dime until he conceived the idea to beg with a British accent. After thahpoint
received $11.05 in an only ninety minutés.
While amusing, this story exemplifies what Mano and Searle refer emgtophilia™—
the love of all things British. They identify a few reasons why the Brigskrat is so alluring to
the American ear. The first reason is that British speakers tend to empghasipevel, rather
than the consonant. Thus, “meaning and force are dependent on inflé&tibhe’ second reason
deals with articulation:
TheBritish —because they leave so much space between word and word — tend to
enunciate well. We, given our consonantal drift, pronounce incomprehensible locutions
like ‘Whaddyadoon?’ Furthermore, we associate clear speech and therspiess by it
with a) anger or b) firmness or c¢) angry firmness. When little Bi§ gksome, his
American dad will say, ‘Go. To. Your. Room. William. Smith.” Thus, for us, being
spoken at by a Brit is like disciplinary action: you are bad and five yeeggain. By
contrast our own diction is so imprecise that we say, ‘Read my lips,” before naaking
point. Americans are eloquent only to the di@4f.
This lay explanation actually is demonstrated quite well in Hannan’s speah.
playing this speech to several of my Communication 101 classes, many studen&ntsshon

almost fear-inducing severity of Hannan'’s delivery. Certainly gdttis was intentional—he

1255 Keith Mano and Ronald Searle, “Why Americans|feferior to the British and Why We Shouldn't,”
Forbes155, no. 6 (March 13, 1995): 123-12Z%ademic Search CompleeBSCOhost, accessed 2 December 2009,
http:// web.ebscohost.com.ezproxy.liberty.edu:28A8st/detail ?vid=3&hid=124&sid=ece525f2-969f-44 &aB-
fb83c7598841%40sessionmgrlli&bdata=InNpdGUIZWhveGRZSZzY29wZT1zaXRI.

126 |hid.
127 bid.
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spoke with force, staring directly at the Prime Minister. However, | camglptbut agree with
Mano and Searle that the British enunciation, which Americans often assotratemmess or
anger, is a contributing factor to the forcefulness and consequent effectivenessmahid
delivery.

Christine Marie Bennett’s dissertation, “Theoretical Approach to Unadhelisig the
Impact of Accented Speech on Marketers’ Efforts to Inform, Persuade, aistl @sssumers,”
provides great insight into further reasons why British speech is so effedfivAmerican
audiences. She points out that stereotypes and associations play a sigoitc#rhericans
tend to associate British speech with individuals such as Tony Blair or QueabeE'*® The
association is linked to the stereotype of British people as being more eduaagped, pr
intelligent, or sophisticated (25, 27). In fact, people are likely to perceiviécan Bs more
sophisticated than Americans in general (40). Interestingly, Bennettarchssuggests that the
perception of a product’s spokesperson is likely to affect a consumer’s perceptierpodduct:
“using a British accented spokesperson may aid consumers' perception thatttisex
product is sophisticated as well” (32). Applying that principle to political@petis rational
and natural that an audience member would assign greater intelligenoessagelelivered by
an intelligentmessengeifThis is likely true in Hannan’s case. Subconsciously, Americans
associate him with higher levels of intelligence and sophistication —aheréis message, or his
speech, is assumed to be more sophisticated and intelligent as well. This would, perhaps
partially account for Americans’ quickness to hail Hannan'’s speech agfulaste

Sparrow, of course, being British, could not be expected to figure this point into his

calculations. In fact, it is unlikely that he would understand Americans’ ensnusibout the

128 Christine Marie Bennetf heoretical Approach to Understanding the ImpacAofented Speech on Marketers’

Efforts to Inform, Persuade, and Assist Consum@iD diss., University of Minnesota, 2008), 21.
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speech in any degree. He passed the speech off as “predictable” becadamiiansvith

British and European politic$? Hannan’s comments did not come as a surprise to him — his
accent did not sound new or original to him. However, to Americans, the highly relevant
message delivered in a sophisticated accent with a commanding preserfearmetd for a
spokesman to voice their concerns.

What caused this speech, of all the speeches given by Hannan over the yegaGtto i
audiences so greatly? Why did it acquire tens of thousands of views on YouTube wHife the c
of Prime Minister Gordon Brown’s speech (to which Hannan’s speech was a r¢spuyse
netted just over two hundred views by the same time the nexXt8@fnterest also is the fact
that other MEPs had delivered speeches to Prime Minister Gordon Brown on the ga@ase da
Daniel Hannan’s speech. MEP Nigel Farrage, for example, delivered aemthgmeech in
which he decried the Prime Minister’s policies and failure to accept rebgiys$or past
blunders'*' The YouTube clip of Farrage’s speech, however, has netted only a little ovensixte
thousand views to daté® While context and delivery are, no doubt, significant factors in the
speech’s success, | do not believe that they show the whole picture. Charigysis antl

provide yet another way of looking at this speech, and, I think, a very significant one.

129 gparrow, “Why Has Daniel Hannan Become an InteBsetsation?”

130 James Forsythe, “Can the Internet Turn Dan Hasrikewering of Brown into a StorySpectatoBlogs

March 25, 2009, accessed September 22, 2009 ,/Witpu. spectator.co.uk/ coffeehouse/3473051/cantiternet-
turn-dan-hannans-skewering-of-brown-into-a-stotynath

18lDebates,” European Parliament.

132 YouTube, “Nigel Farrage vs Gordon Brown EU Parkant;” March 24, 2009, accessed September 22, 2009,
http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=J0h9dLMWF4E.
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Chapter 5

Charisma in “The Devalued Prime Minister of a Devalued Government”

After Prime Minister Gordon Brown had made his almost ritualisticajhpadfitical
comments before the European Parliament on March 24, 2009, European Parliament President
Pottering made a ritualistically fatuous comment: “Prime Minister, onlbehthe European
Parliament, |1 want to thank you for that very remarkable speech here in thedturope
Parliament.**®* To read the transcript of the Prime Minister’s speech or to listen to it on video
makes obvious the painful fact that the most remarkable thing about the speech was how
unremarkabldt actually was. It can hardly come as a surprise that Hannan’s stinging
scintillating rhetoric shone by comparison. As Matthew Parris wrote thaftk, “I've just read
one of the worst speeches by a British prime minister it's been my msfdd encounter in 40
years following politics.” He continued:

This hole in the air encased in a suit of clunking verbal armour? This truck-load of

clichéd grandiloquence in hopeless pursuit of anything that might count as thst fainte

apology for an idea? Words fail me. They certainly failed Gordon Brown, addyehbsi

European Parliament this week. No wonder everybody's now watching the MEP Daniel

Hannan's riposte, uploaded on to YouTube—for the sheer, blessed relief of finding

anyone still standing as the grey ash came bucketing tfwn.

While Parris’s comments entertainingly indicate one possible cause sifdbess of

Hannan’s speech, it is nonetheless clear that the speech did not skyrockehabioma fame

133 European Parliament, “Debates.”

134 Matthew Parris, “Do the Honourable Thing, Mr. BrmviRun Away, The Times Onlindylarch 28, 2009,
accessed March 14, 2011, http://www.timesonlineldtol/comment/columnists/
matthew_parris/article5989191.ece.
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merely on the basis of its being less sleep-inducing than the Prime Msrstesarks. As | have
previously noted, Gordon Brown’s speech did not garner nearly as much attention as did
Hannan’s—it is not unreasonable to conjecture that most Americans did not even heds Brow
speech, unless they looked it up out of curiosity after hearing Hannan’s. The ggediemt to

the nearly instant success of the “Devalued Prime Minister” speechities the speech itself.

It succeeded on its own merit.

In this chapter, | will take the three elements of textual charismsug&weness,
believability, and powerfulness) and discuss whether they are present in theHarhah's
speech, and in what proportions. First, however, | must make a note about my method as it
relates to the analysis of the speech.

A Note on Methods

| have attempted in this study to be “fair” to both of my artifacts—that is, totlresn
equally so as not to skew the results of my analysis. Both are so worthy ofretutiwould not
wish to short-change one or the other through carelessness. This became maheadiffi
approached Hannan’s speech, which involved a visual and audio element in addition to the
textual element. Initially, | intended to simply ignore the visual and alelesnts in order to
keep those aspects from clouding my analysis or putorgmon Sensa a disadvantage—my
goal was to analyze his content, not his delivery. However, as | attemptedetosettmethod
for analyzing the content of Hannan'’s speech, | realized that | could not apgreadntent
without taking note of the delivery. Attention to the audio aspect of the speech wasangeces

The difficulty came in finding a transcript to use in my analysis. The European
Parliament’s record of the March 24 debates contains a transcript of Harpeseth;showever,

in reviewing the transcript, | found it to be unreliable. There were sevestdkes in the
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transcript, where it clearly differed from the YouTube clip of Hannan'’s $pé&es example,
Hannan'’s actual speech begins with remarks addressed directly to thévimister, where he
states, “Prime Minister, | see you've already mastered the edsmaft of the European

politician; namely, the ability to say one thing in this chamber and a veryethitfhing to your
home electorate'® The European Parliament’s transcript, however, records Hannan as directing
his opening comments to President Pottering: “Mr. President, | see thaintieeMAnister has
already mastered the essential craft of the European politician; ndraeliility to say one

thing in this Chamber and a very different thing to your home electdr®bviously, the
difference between delivering the comments directBrmwvn and delivering the comments to
the PresideriboutBrown is significant, and alters both the tone of the remarks and the way in
which the reader or viewer perceives Hannan’s message. Is the openingesarjgsting aside

to the President, or is it a direct accusation to the Prime Minister? Doesthesat follow
parliamentary procedure by directing comments to the President, or duesviprocedure to

the wind in order to deliver a stinging invective to Gordon Brown? The European Rgtiam
transcript’s divergence from the actual speech in this manner makes it undoitaisie in my
analysis.

My decision, therefore, was to use my own transcript, which | adapted fronothieulye
clip itself. It was not difficult to get an accurate transcript, as ewerg which Hannan utters is
crystal clear. However, | ran into a bit of trouble when attempting to decide how tinigiente
speech. This is not quibbling—punctuation is crucial to the analysis of the speech faiea ckf

between an exclamation point and a period can determine whether or not a statement i

135 Unless otherwise noted, all subsequent referenddannan’s speech are taken from the YouTubeotlthe
speech. YouTube, “Daniel Hannan MEP: The Devalugmé®Minister of a Devalued Government,” March 24,
2009, accessed September 19, 2009, http://www.peutam/watch?v=94IW6Y 4tBXs&feature=channel_page.
136 European Parliament, “Debates.”
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interpreted as exclamatory. A semicolon or a period can mean the differéneerévo simple
sentences or one compound sentence. These differences have direct bearing orsth®fanaly
charisma within the lexical content of the speech. | found, curiously, that Jathekdedis’
transcript punctuated a series of statements with question marks, thus tnangtbose
statements into rhetorical questions: “Perhaps you would have more moral guthibrig house

if your actions matched your words? Perhaps you would have more legitimacyoutials of
the world if the United Kingdom were not going into this recession in the worst conditiag of a
G20 country?**” However, listening to the actual speech, | found nothing in Hannan's tone to
indicate that these statements are questions, rhetorical or otherwisdlddion descends at

the end of the sentence. Hannan is positing hypothetical scenarios where th¥liRrates
mighthave had more credibility, thus creating a stark contrast between the higabtad the
factual and further highlighting the fact that, in Hannan’s opinion, the Prime Bftithias lost all
credibility. The emphasis is on that contrast, not on the implied answer to the diefoestion.
The remarks are stronger when seen as statements—this differencevehmatter.

Therefore, as | transcribed the speech, | was compelled to take into acconahlda
tone, inflection, and expression in order to accurately represent the content whacts rof
viewers heard and found inspiring. My analysis does not deal directly with hisrgeli
however, his delivery did indirectly influence the way in which | approached thentaitthe
speech.

Persuasiveness

In comparison with Paine, Hannan relies far less on examples and moresicstéate

highlights the fact that every British child is born with a debt of £20,000 and that plaging

interest on that debt will exceed the cost of educating the child. He provides dataiognite

137 pethokoukis, “U.K. MEP Daniel Hannan.”
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deficit, unemployment rates, the growth of the public sector, and the devaluingsi Bri
currency. These statistics lend weight to his arguments in an age whedataais a trump card
in public policy debate.

The content of Hannan'’s speech reflects one central syllogism: If highrngoent
spending is responsible for Britain’s financial crisis and Gordon Brown is rebjpofi high
government spending, then Gordon Brown is responsible for Britain’s financial ditngs
syllogism adequately expresses Hannan’s method and purpose in the speech: leaphoves
premise with the ultimate goal of ascribing blame to Gordon Brown. When combitred wit
Hannan's relatively liberal use of data and statistics as proof of hisiassgthe syllogism is
compelling and persuasive. Throughout my time as a public speaking instrinctoe, played
the speech for many university colleagues and for eight separate paalicrsy classes. A
common sentiment expressed by those who see the speech is that of rathéoamoise
sympathy for Gordon Brown. When the camera briefly shows a shot of Brown sminking a
jotting notes as Hannan speaks, the viewers inevitably ask, “Isitht Many laugh at the
image of Brown sitting there weakly, powerless to stop the onslaught of Hannaar&kseth
would not like to be him at that moment,” some say. They often express interesthemgret
not the Prime Minister replied to Hannan’s remarks: “What digdyafter that?!” they ask. This
focus on Gordon Brown, his attitude, his reactions, is all a direct result of theveifess of
Hannan'’s highly persuasive argument. Hannan succeeds in causing the viewer to look with
disdain, condescension, or disgust upon Brown, the culprit. For Americans, no doubt, Hannan’s
argument formed a customizable “insert-your-villain-here” attaake-as American

commentators in days following were quick to point out, many Americans responded by
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inserting their President into the scene, thus replacing Brown with their ownveeroaitional
culprit.
Believability

For the most part, Hannan does not cite his sources for the data he presents. There are
few appeals to authority in the brief speech. Only at the very end of the speech dpesdid¢o
the authority of the International Monetary Fund and the European Commission to support his
assertion that Britain is “worse off than any other country as we go int hlaed times.”
Interestingly, he also appeals to the economy as a witness to his diaermarkets have said
so, which is why our currency has devalued by thirty percent, and soon the voters g will
their chance to say so.” The “markets,” or the economy, obviously, is not a singleenti
organization to which Hannan can appeal; however, he draws credibility from an ingelezdgd’
is believing” argument—the listener, presumably, will agree that theoeay is an
incontrovertible witness to Britain’s poor situation in the midst of the recessaman’s
phrasing poses the markets as the ultimate authority on the matter, superiar leveies like
the IMF and the European Commission.

Powerfulness

As with Common Senspowerfulness comprises the bulk of the analysis, and provides
some of the richest insights into the textual charisma of the artifact undematiami All four
textual cues (declarative statements, exclamatory statemetaphmes/imagery, and rhetorical
guestions) are present in the brief speech, which amounts to scarcely a pagalawtienh
double-spaced.

There is only one rhetorical question in the text, of which | have more toteapra

There is also only one exclamatory statement, which falls near the end ofebk. dp@nnan
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states, essentially, that Gordon Brown'’s feckless rhetoric is little than recitation of political
platitudes, and he goes on to say emphatically, “You know, and we know, and you know that we
know that it's nonsense!” This choice of words is almost humorous; however, at this point in the
speech, Hannan has completely allied the audience to himself. One colleague reinmairied

on hearing that exclamatory statement, “If anyone else had said that, it weelsdwaded
ridiculous.” However, Hannan uses the statement in a powerful way, placing itpathef the
speech’s intensity. Whatever ridiculousness exists in the statemebfaitdetely on the head

of the Prime Minister—it is he who looks ridiculous, not Hannan.

There are a considerable number of declarative statements, an@oasmon Senséhe
short, clipped statements tend to appear in clusters: “The truth, Prime Misishat you have
run out of our money. The country as a whole is now in negative equity. Every British child is
born owing around £20,000. Servicing the interest on that debt is going to cost more than
educating the child.” These clusters are emphatic, and each point is distirfdunt, like a
slow, foreboding drum beat.

Some of the most powerful rhetorical force in the speech comes from Hannbiaistbri
use of metaphor and imagery. He says early in the speech, “You've spoken aboatiéeand
‘amen’ to that.” He uses “amen” as a metaphor for almost religious devotiba tdea of free
trade, and immediately afterward points out Brown’s hypocrisy in claiming to dupgetrade
while in actuality bringing large parts of the private sector under goverrooetibl. Moments
later, in the middle of the speech, Hannan crafts and extends another powerful metaphor:

It is true that we are all sailing together into the squalls, but not every retize

convoy is in the same dilapidated condition. Other ships used the good years to caulk

their hulls and clear their rigging, in other words, to pay off debt. But you usgddie
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years to raise borrowing yet further. As a consequence, under your cgptainhull is
pressed deep into the water line under the accumulated weight of your debt.
Later Hannan invokes this nautical metaphor once again when he refers to thelformisias
“a storm”—possibly drawing from Brown’s own earlier use of a hurricanapher™*®
Another similarity withCommon Sensgas Hannan’s extremely effective use of
hyperbole and sarcasm throughout the speech. No doubt this acerbic quality is Ipertlyakes
the speech so interesting and engaging to listen to or watch. Hannan sets apti& $aine early
on, when he asks the only rhetorical question of the speech: “You've spoken here &bout fre
trade, and amen to that. Who would have guessed, listening to you just now, that you were the
author of the phrase ‘British jobs for British workers’ and that you have subsidireck wou
have not nationalized outright, swathes of our economy, including the car industry andfman
the banks?” Hannan weaves this type of sarcasm throughout the speech. | alwaysEhjing
my students’ reactions when he says straight-facedly, “Now, it's not thaeyoof
apologizing—Ilike everyone else, I've long accepted that you're pathollygreapable of
accepting responsibility for these things.” Their eyes widen and they lagghpinse—this bit
of repartee is sharp, exaggerated, and penetrating. Generally, however lo¢thaeis youth
and lack of familiarity with Cold War history, they miss the meaning in Hasn@erhaps most-
famous line: “When you repeat, in that wooden and perfunctory way, that ourositisabetter
than others, that we’re ‘well-placed to weather the storm,’ | have tooelthat you sound like a
Brezhnev-era apparatchik giving the party line.” Countless Americans, hqwederstood that
reference, and that remarkably hyperbolic line became a popular sound bite amenmpAm

commentators.

138 Eyropean Parliament, “Debates.”
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Reflections

Analysis of Hannan’s speech only strengthens the case for textuahtadaHaving
looked at the devices he used to make the speech persuasive, believable, and powbkdd, it is
to imagine that his success was merely coincidentally correlated to theapobntext, resultant
from his own superior speaking delivery, or attributable to the sensory génefdbe medium
in which the speech was transmitted. There can be little doubt that the chansthaf his
speech was a significant factor in bringing about the political stir tHatwedl. In the final
chapter of this study, | will tie together the two artifacts that | lzanadyzed, drawing inferences

for the study of American protest rhetoric, and making recommendations for fesesech.
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Chapter 6

Final Thoughts on Charisma and American Protest Rhetoric

This study has attempted to unravel a tangled and complex thread, and even at the
conclusion of this study | cannot assert that that thread has been fully unwound. Hbweper
that my work can serve as a starting point for what can be done with textuainehanialysis.
More than that, | hope that there is something to be gleaned here about the natoesicdR
political protest rhetoric. In the final pages of this thesis, | will rewévat | have done thus far,
draw some conclusions about the artifacts | have analyzed, and present sontessdges
future research.

Review and Conclusions

My journey into this project began with a few initial impressions. When IHeatd
Daniel Hannan’s “Devalued Prime Minister” speech, | was struck by tefidness and
penetrating nature. | was intrigued to see it spread across the nation amaidfdgbe most
unusual circumstances: its origin and context made it an unlikely poster child fortihlent
political climate of early 2009. However, | could not help being reminded of anothergdiec
rhetoric, two and a half centuries old, also originating in the mind of an Englishmah, spleid
to national prominence with shocking force. Daniel Hannan and Thomas Paine were both,
arguably, in the right place at the right time; however, | felt that therenwesto the story than
just that. As | began researching these two unique texts, | was stunned ail#rgissn found
in them, and my interest was captivated by the possibilities that textusinshanalysis offered
for delving more deeply into them. While textual charisma analysis isrdgnteit a popular
framework with which to approach rhetorical texts, | am now more convincedubathat it

promises rich results for anyone willing to apply it.
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| found both texts to be highly charismatic; however, certain aspects oh#restnca
stood out more than others. Believability, for example, was the most weaklyteahéitual
trait in both of the artifacts according to the cues which | ascribed todhtatNeither author
seemed much inclined to appeal to outside authorities, perhaps because of a tentpetatad
streak of independence. Roth says of Paine, “Tom Paine is a man who will not be bound, and he .
. . anticipate[s] the male heroes of nineteenth-century American literattoeeself-reliant
individuals, repudiating and free from all attachments, all relationships, all.bbfd&ere is a
similar self-reliance in Hannan, the upstart MEP from Southeast England. Bgitbhifnen,
though separated by centuries, exhibited similar traits of intelleciependence. Perhaps this
independence, this abandonment of traditional deference to outside authority, worked in thei
favor in times when the American public was feeling stirrings of its own indepesplieit.

Persuasiveness, while relatively strong in both texts, did not come acrosseuily the
amount of force that powerfulness did. Powerfulness was a key feature of bothrtesttiohed
previously that the forcefulness of Hannan'’s rhetoric was one of the firgstthiat impressed
me about his speech. So also with Paine—both men used compelling imagery, particularly
metaphors, balanced with strong declarative statements, exclamatenyestts, and rhetorical
guestions. However, the most striking and powerful aspects of their rhetorithedveo textual
cues which 1 did not initially seek out, and which Rosenberg and Hirschberg did not include in
their analysis of lexical charisma: sarcasm and hyperbole. This is nmaeprio Rosenberg and
Hirschberg, however: their study on the rhetoric of Democratic presideatididates dealt
more with charismatic traits that the public would find appealing and even digaifhe nature
of American elections makes this approach reasonable. The charisma dfrpeitesc must

necessarily emphasize some different aspects of charisma becaugspdsepof protest

139 Roth, “Tom Paine and American Loneliness,” 180.
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rhetoric and campaign rhetoric differ from each other. Future reseanstygrsconsider
categorizing the differing traits which, in the context of a specific genre wiritiemight be
highly charismatic, while at the same time being completely lacking msafeain the context of
a different genre.

Hyperbole and sarcasm were both extremely powerful devices in the handsechii
Hannan. Their rhetoric is saturated with an almost acrimonious negativity-gtiaits to
assassinate whatever feelings of goodwill their audiences retairdttvegpolitical enemy. Both
of these rhetorical tools are used as devices of invective. In Revolutionasy tima “sarcastic
repetition of an enemy’s own words as if they were caught in one’s throat,” seasmaon tool
of invective!*° Paine uses this multiple times in his pamphlet, once to mock those who favor
reconciliation and twice to mock George 11l (30, 34, 35). Hannan employs this saméné&vol w
he references Brown’s “wooden and perfunctory,” Brezhnev apparatchik-epgtigar of the
idea that Britain is “well-placed to weather storm.”

Metaphors and imagery were another common thread in both texts—both authors use
imagery very effectively in their rhetoric. In Hannan'’s case, padity, this is likely a very
important facet of his textual charisma. The metaphor, it can be argued, is an uhdexise in
American political rhetoric. One would be hard-pressed to think of many Asngualitical
speeches including any phrase as elegantly phrased and descriptivel{iaphan’s
pronouncement that “under your captaincy, our hull is pressed deep into the waterlin@einder t
accumulated weight of your debt.” It would be difficult, perhaps, to even think of many
American rhetorgapableof inventing such a turn of phrase. Hannan’s extensive use of
metaphors, such as the nautical metaphor just referenced, is immedidtely sbrithe

American ear.

149 1hid., 179.
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It has not been my intention in this study to assert that the two artifattea@me or
even that Hannan’s speech is the modern equivalent of Paine’s pamphlet. However, ishope it
clear by now that there are significant similarities between thegnifisant enough to be
beyond coincidence. What most interests me is what these two artifactdl carabout an
American trend in protest rhetoric. It is this idea that | would like to hightiglat possible path
for future research.

The Rhetoric of Outrage: A New Path?

A vast deal of literature has been devoted to the study of protest rhetoraylpdyti
American protest rhetoric. This thesis is yet another cog in that wheelevkow think it has
the potential to reveal an as-yet untapped mine in the study of the Americast greteric
tradition.

As | conducted this study, | became dissatisfied with the availablaptests for the
type of rhetoric used by Hannan and Paine. “Protest rhetoric” is a broadrgateagought—
surely there is a more specific way to classify my artifacts thahltteen arrived at agitative
rhetoric as a slightly more specific (though still rather broad) subkeggrprotest rhetoric, which
is often applied to the rhetoric of those who lead social movements or effect changetin s
However, this category also seemed inadequate; for | could not bring myselivteither Paine
or Hannan aprimarily agitative rhetors, though certainly there was an agitative elemémit
rhetoric.

When one thinks of “agitation,” one tends to envision something that was formerly still
or relatively still, being stirred up and set in motion. So it is with agitativenkethe agitator is
one who brings turbulence to the status ftion the case of Hannan and especially Paine, the

status quo was already greatly troubled. The people were algadtied, and it was no small

141 McEdwards, “Agitative Rhetoric,” 36.
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faction of the populace that had experienced the feelings of agitation—thessotvarew
grumbling malcontents. Rather, the agitation was widespread. Paine and Hansktedthe
feelings of a widespread audience into texts that could be passed around anicatisdemthe
popular media of the day. Their rhetoric gave form to the thoughts that the people hadyg alre
been thinking, and their words provided a vehicle for the outrage that people wady alre
experiencing. It is for this reason that | prefer to term this sub-gemhetoiric “outrage
rhetoric.”

It would be hard to make the case tGatnmon Sensagitated what had formerly been
still. As Davidson notes, Thomas Paine “sensed as few others the radical aechpeuld
express to people what they themselves thought and felt in striking, populamjerigaa
Ferguson tells us th&ommon Sen&eexpression of anger brought Americans together in “a
formative act of self-recognition”:

Of all of the emotions, anger is the most difficult to control, and Paine's triumpis in t

regard is the great master stroke in his rhetorical plan . . . . Only Paiyehexakssed

these forces in 1776. He alone, of all the writers of the Revolution, fathomed the depths

of "popular rage" in America, and he plied that resentment to construct a vital
identification between narrator and reader. It is this perception, more thathan, that
carries Common Sense from story toward spell-binding ffyth.

Hannan'’s speech created a similar type of identification between dmet@udience. In
an interview with the Australian Broadcasting Corporation, Hannan himself odgbrse

phenomenon:

142 pavidson Propaganda and the American Revolutiad.
143 Ferguson, “The Commonalities of Common Sense,” 493
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There is a real anger in Britain about the extent of our deficit, about tér ek our debt
and about the fact that, you know, we've never had an election with Gordon Brown. He
came in after a kind of internal deal in the Labor Party. . . . So, people feel unconsulted.
And | think a lot of people would've liked to have grabbed the guy by the lapels and
shouted at him because he isn't a very listening sort of leader. Now, obviously, most
people don't get the opportunity to do that. Under a quirk of the rules of the European
Parliament, | did get to do that. And | suppose the next best thing if you can't do it
yourself, you get a certain vicarious pleasure in watching somebodyoatggitdor you.
That, | suppose, is why it caught .
The same thoughts and motives that Hannan ascribes to his fellow Britons apply rtoetteaA
audience that popularized the YouTube clip of Hannan’s speech to Brown: the “insert-your
villain-here” adaptability of the speech gave conservative Americangdids to express their
feelings about the new President. That “vicarious pleasure,” that idattifiovith the outrage
expressed by Hannan, parallels the experience that many colonists hadg Geedmon Sensé
was not necessary for Paine or Hannan to convince the audience to be outraged—efeelings
outrage were already widespread. It is for this reason that Paine coelanatter-of-factly, “I
offer nothing more than simple facts, plain arguments, and common sense” (233kHanth
Hannan'’s task, was tearnesshe common sentiments. Both rhetors were so effective at
accomplishing that task that their rhetoric became an instantaneously Sucagss.
| view outrage rhetoric and agitative rhetoric on a continuum: it would be diffacult

absolutely assert that an artifact were wholly one or the other. A ptatésbay both agitate

144 “youTube Hit Speechmaker Discusses G20 Politis&C Transcripts (Australia), April 3, 2008exisNexis,
accessed March 10, 2011, http://www.lexisnexis.eaproxy.liberty.edu:2048/Inacui2api/results/docview
docview.do?docLinkind=true&risb=21 T11444563374&f@at=GNBFI&sort=BOOLEAN&startDocNo=76&resul
tsUrlKey=29 T11444563391&cisb=22_T11444563390&treaMrue&treeWidth=0&csi=300228&docNo=99.
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andgive legitimacy to latent public outrage; however, the central matter ofynguvhich
function predominates. | am interested in seeing future research béttertdese sub-genres of
protest rhetoric.

Conclusion

At the outset of this study, it was clear to me that the artifacts | hadrchsswvell as the
method of analysis which | adopted would be difficult to handle—an ambitious choice of
subject, to be sure. However, with every phase of the research, | have becomeawhore f
convinced of its worthiness as a topic. It is my hope that others will also attepiptrtb the
depths of textual charisma analysis and outrage rhetoric.

Common Sensand “The Devalued Prime Minister of a Devalued Government” are
inspiring and instructive examples of how a rhetor, no matter how atypical hiistiances or
how unknown he may be, can captivate the minds and hearts of a public. The colonial ne’er-do-
well and the parliamentary back-bencher together have demonstrated acrass anwH
centuries that the “hero” who can shape the destinies of nations is not almays—oftentimes
it can be a message. It is not always the power of the leader that inspirespuafitience, but
the power of a simple word. Lest we forget this truth, the study of rhetostlime on and

thrive.
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