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12 GREAT SPEECHES.

not loss ii hog ; indeed, liis swiniflh

<|\ialitie8 are emphasized hy the ituioii-

gniouB gems. Sterne, I think it is,

who says that the dwarf who brings

a standard of height along with liiiii is

something worse tl'.an a dwarf.

All that we know of public speak-

ers who have attained (Mninence, from
DemosthenoK to liright, shows that

excellence can be had only at the price

of hard work. The genius of oratory

does not smile on us without years of

oourtship. Mr. (iladstone, some time

ago, dwelt on the evidence of i)ains-

taking thought and labour found in

the MS. of Mr. Canning. How
Brougham worked is familiar to all

who have read the works of that great

buh vain and garrulous man. Yet,

probably, thei'e is no art in which so

many are amV)iti()U8 of excellence as

that of speaking, and in which they

think succ(!8s so easy.

Now, what is the end aimed at
'

speaking—whether in the forum, fro...

the ])ulpit, or in the 8enat(' '? Lectu-

res do not properly come untler the

he.id of sptvches. The name imports

that a lecture is a composition thought

out, and prf^parcnl, and written in the

study for the purpose of being read.

If a lecture pleases, if it has enabled

you to i)ass an evening pleasitntly or

instructively,it has justified itself. Not
so a sermon, a legal argument, an ad-

ilrcss to a jury, a speech in Parlia-

ment or on the stump. What raises

the sei'mon, the legal argiunent, the

jury spee<^h, the political harangue, in-

Hnitely above the lecture is this—they

all contemplate action as an end. And
so far as any one of them, or any part

of any om; of them, is not instinct

with this aim, the speaker is guilty of

Mtipertinence. The eiul aimed at is

iiot to delight the imagination or

tickle the fancy, thoujfh delighting the

imagination and tickling the fancy

help you on your way, Imt to convince

the judgment. Jfow can this best be

done? iiy giving adeipiate reasons

why the course you propose must be

considered the best, and intlaming the

]iassions so as to bring tliem to your
aid. The logic should be red hot.

\[«)st oratory in modern times is ad-

drt^ssed to the masses of the inhabi-

tants of the country of the orator.

Therefore a speech, or sermon, or oi*a-

tion, which aims at persuasion must
be easy of comprehension, must ap-

peal to the understanding, must court
the weakncfsses of those whom we try

to persuade, and must pay some re-

gard to the fact that we do not live in

antediluvian times, when, no doubt, a
f(!w years might le spared to digest a
discourse.

A great deal of the speaking in the

course of the Hyndicate debate was ex-

cellent, a great deal made me fancy
that the speakers had forgotten all that

Hazlitt says on the subject <>f oratory,

with the exception of his striking but
only half-true words, ' that modesty,
impartiality )»n<l candour, are not the

virtues of a public speaker.' They cer-

tainly forgot that brevity is. Tlu; fii-st

men in the British Parliament rarely

s])eak beyond an hour or an hour and
a (piai'ter. The latter is the utmost
limit Mr. Bright used to allow himself.

Mr. Cobden always spoke within mo-
dm-ate comjuLss. Mi'. Gladstone is

dill'use. Yet his speoch moving the

House into (Jommittee to consider the

Acts relating to the Irish Ciiurch, con-

tiiiiuid only twelve thousand words.

His speech on March 2nd, IS()9, bring-

intr in the church measu :e—

a

large

(piestion necessitating a d(^tailed state-

ment and (elaborate calculations, con-

tained only 22,G80 words. Sir Charles

Tu|)per's speech introducing his Syn-

dicate resolutions, contained .SG,000

words; Mr. Blake's reply .'i2,400 words.

Mr. Lowe's speech on the second read-

ing of the Borough Franchise Bill, 1866
contained 6,960 words ; his speech on
the first reading of the Representa-

tion of t.lu^ People's Bill, '.),2S0 words
;

on the second reading, 16,008 words,

(.irattan's great speech on the rights

of Ireland, contained 11^,524 words;
on ' Sim\)le Repeal,' in reply to Mr.
Flood, 7,674 words ; his philippic
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