
 

 

Mod B- Speeches essay 

 

Great speeches have the power to move people across time. Discuss this statement in 
relation to at least TWO of the speeches set for study. 

Speeches exemplify how combined form can be used as a powerful vehicle to voice 
personal and cultural concerns of one's time, and often, compel audience to 
accumulate new insights and even initiate a certain course of desired action. 
The bilateral themes of a state's national identity and the regarding equality of its 
citizens are themes in which didactically resonate with all audiences throughout the 
scrutiny of history as no text is created within a vacuum. The enduring value of any 
text lies in its rhetorical ability, to rouse emotion, persuade with conviction and to 
instigate controversial issues throughout varying audiences despite changing 
contexts. Paul Keating's “Redfern speech” that was given in 1993 amongst the 
height of the reconciliation movement, acts to bridge the widening gap between 
Australia's Aboriginal and post colonist communities. This is as well depicted in the 
speech “An Australian history for us all”, and Anwar Sadat's address to the Israeli 
Knesset both effectively demonstrates how the correct use of rhetoric can allow for 
progressive shifts in national identity and equality.  
 

A country's national identity is one in which enshrines their cultural and social values 
as well as their history. The way in which this information is projected through 
rhetorical and literary devices, develops and furthers its significance so that its effect 
on audiences can didactically always resign. Paul Keatings quote “We need to take 
the dispossessed out of the shadows and add them to our own” highlights the theme 
of national identity as he encompasses all groups under a state of nationhood. 
Through using the techniques of symbolism and inclusive language, he illuminates 
the fact that the Aboriginal community in 1993 has not yet been fully recognised into 
Australian identity.  Nevertheless, the Redfern Speech uses multisensory imagery 
and accumulative language of increasing modality like in “if we open one door others 

will follow” to compel the Australian public to imagine themselves in the shoes of the 
dispossessed Indigenous people.  
Similarly the theme of equality is presented throughout keating's “Redfern speech” 
through his effective use of rhetoric. This can similarly be depicted in the quote “the 
Mabo decision lays the fundamental form in justice”. By historically citing a recent 
event and its importance for the idea of equality and justice Keating is able to 
resonate with his present audience effectively. Alternatively through the use of 
emotive language in “laying down justice” audiences in our modern society are able 
to understand due to the resounding nature of the ideal of justice. Lastly another 
quote that depicts equality is when can we recognise what we have in common”. The 
technique in this quote is emotive language and diatyposis as keating is providing 
rhetorical advice for his present and future audiences to accept equality for an 
ultimate better cause. Overall Keatings use of rhetoric can still resonate through its 
development of a more informed and empathetic understanding of the lasting legacy 
of such dispossession, in turn he contribute to the reconciliation between Indigenous 
and non-Indigenous Australians. 
 



 

 

 

 

Whilst Keating uses emotive rhetoric techniques, Noel Pearson logically tackles the 
complex and personal issue on the development of national history.  He achieves 
this through a collective appeal to logic throughout his proposal, meaning transcends 
times and continues to speak to us, marking Pearson’s speech as great. 
Contextually this speech was addressed towards academics at the PM John Howard 
has criticised certain view about Aboriginal history, especially the 'black armband 
view of history." This derogatory term was applied to the work of historians who saw 
the history of relations between indigenous Australians and their colonisers as a 
story of dispossession, exploitation and violence. Howard implied that the guilt for 
such actions was now being laid upon the whole non-Aboriginal population. Pearson 
effectively uses historical allusions such as Gallipoli, the Kokoda Trail to connect 
Australia's 'collective consciousness' of the past and therefore, makes a statement 
that it should include the Aboriginal past stating that “clearly the debate today is not 
about the facts of the past...The debate is on how Australians should respond to 
them”he then later reiterates “how do we explain the past to our children?”. Similarly 
his presentation of logical (logos) of statistics it  is used as exemplum to strengthen 
his argument/point however this additionally has the inverse effect in reducing the 
emotion and connectivity to the populus which is necessary. Lastly “John Howard 
implies that a history has been cultivated by politically correct classes which urges 
guilt and shame” through directly quoting John Howard Pearson conveys 
"commonly" held or perceived public opinion and connects to the audience through 
this rhetorical technique. Thus, it is clear that Pearson oration embodies a timeless 
nature and reveals an underlying and continuous tension between Australia's revised 
national identity of the past and its place in contemporary society. 
 

Similarly, Anwar Sadat also acknowledges the universal desire of the citizens of the 
Middle East for a possibly lasting peace based on justice and religious inclusion.  
Unlike Keating, who relies on pathos, Sadat employs logos using an ongoing allusion 
to religious duty. He begins his speech by effectively by highlighting the unity of God, 
‘We all, on this land, the land of God, we all; Muslims, Christians, Jews, worship God 
and no one but God.’ The repetition of God and the inclusive pronoun reaffirms the 
oneness of God and provides Sadat with a legitimate that effectively appeals to 
logos and is hard to contradict. As such, this allows Sadat to ironically use this 
oneness of God to undermine the ongoing conflict and further the possibility of 
peace. Sadat promotes a sense of responsibility, and creates an urgency for political 
action through the use of pathos as he emphasizes the actual horror both their 
nations are suffering from and questions ‘Why should we bequeath to the coming 
generations the plight of bloodshed, death, orphans, widowhood, family 
disintegration and the wailing of victims?’. The effective imagery of war created by 
Sadat alludes to a need for ceasefire whilst his use of anacoenesis evokes a sense 
of guilt and alludes to the fact that the delegates in the Knesset are one of the 
causes of inherent tensions.  Thus, in a tone of sincerity and affirmation, Sadat 
proposes, ‘Why don’t we…together…destroy this barrier?’ Sadat’s use of the 
inclusive pronoun and caesura appeals to the audience's’ pathos and accentuates a 
need for peaceful delegations. Such a proposition proves to be an effective and 
universal desire in the Middle East as there is still an ongoing conflict within the 



 

 

nations. Thus, it is clear that Sadat’s oration embodies a timeless nature and reveals 
an underlying tension between ending conflict and seeking peace.  
In conclusion all speeches use advanced literary and rhetorical techniques to 
express his opinions on the themes of equality and national identity. Henceforth both 
are accepted by the wider and immediate audience due to their eternal human 
nature. Both speeches are powerful examples of rhetoric, though uttered in different 
contexts and by people from vastly different walks of life, these variables do not less 
manage to engaged audience emotionally and intellectually over an extended period 
of time and has often made a significant impact through history collectively.  
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