
 

 

The most effective orators are those that use rhetoric to rally their audiences behind the 

sacrifice of others. The martyrs they create inform the legacy of the associated conflict. The 

effectiveness of such orators can be assessed in Kyi’s ‘Keynote Address at the Beijing World 

Conference on Women’ and Keating’s speech ‘Funeral Service of the Unknown Australian 

Soldier’. Their well structured, effectively presented speeches utilise logos, pathos and ethos 

appeals, as well as rhetorical language techniques to exploit the bias’ of their audience. 

Furthermore, the contextual exigency of both messages gives weight to the orator's words. The 

culmination of these facets detailed in ‘Aristotle’s Treatise on Rhetoric’ seek to persuade the 

minds of its audiences and unite them behind a common cause.  

 

Emerging from a time of revolution for women, Kyi’s Keynote address martyred the women of 

the past who sacrificed their freedom and safety to preserve civilian life in the midst of a war 

torn era. She unites her audience in the struggle of these women, acknowledging the important 

role women have played throughout history and the oppression they have suffered as a result. 

Third wave feminism sort to remedy the exclusions of second wave feminism. Due to the 

prevalence of feminist ideologies, the demand for Kyi’s speech contributed to its success in 

unifying her audience. As an empowered woman, Kyi was situated in an ideal space to bring her 

perspective on the contemporary effects of the historical era of female oppression. Though Kyi’s 

speech predominantly focused on past events, she employs ‘deliberative’, or ‘legislative’ rhetoric 

to persuade her audience to avoid repeating incidents of the past, and thereby make decisions 

that align with the goals for female empowerment. She begins her speech by giving the listeners 

an insight into her story. ‘Last month I was released from almost six years of house arrest. The 

regaining of my freedom has in turn imposed a duty on me to work for the freedom of other 

women and men in my country.’ This ethos appeal seeks to increase her credibility and 

communicate her honesty. This recount also communicates that her freedom was essentially 

accompanied by a lack of freedom. This paradoxical idea demonstrates to the audience that she 

felt obliged to fight for others to gain the same freedom she had received, thereby affirming her 

credibility with her audience. Kyi then goes on to discuss the significance of feminine 

stereotypes in society, addressing the belief that women talk too much. ‘Recent scientific 

research on the human brain revealed that women are better at verbal skills while men tend 

towards physical action.’ Kyi’s utilisation of scientific research is an example of logos., and 

assists her in accurately comparing the tendencies of both genders. The factual evidence 

makes her audience more invested in the reliability of her message. Kyi’s emotional appeal is 

also crucial to the persuasion of her audience. She relies on past trauma and the promise of 



 

 

future restoration of the female identity, rallying listeners behind the sacrifice women have 

made. ‘And in times of crisis when their menfolk are unable to give them protection, women 

have to face the harsh challenges of the world outside while continuing to discharge their duties 

within the home.’ Though Kyi illustrates a very romanticized idea of female suffering, it was 

through this pathos that she effectively engaged the emotions of her audience. Not only this, but 

the confronting nature of this pathetic appeal compels listeners to change their mindset to match 

that of one that martyrs women and acknowledges their significant contributions throughout 

history. Her use of ethos, logos and pathos, as well as responding to the demand for a speech 

such as this following an era of war, were all fundamental in the success of this speech. 

Through Kyi’s speech, she was able to convince her audience of the significance of female 

empowerment. She immortalised women and their legacy of strength and perseverance, while 

simultaneously acknowledging past hardship. 

 

In a much more literal translation of martyrdom, Keating’s speech ‘Funeral of the Unknown 

Australian Soldier’ immortalises the dead soldier, branding him the ‘every man’. The ‘Unknown 

Soldier’ becomes a symbol for every soldier and civilian affected by World War I; which is to say 

all of them. Similar to Kyi’s speech, Keating’s speech emerged after an era of war. The kairos of 

the Prime Minister’s speech significantly contributed to his ability to persuade his audience. 

There is slight controversy in the ethos of PJ Keating, as his role as Prime Minister would 

indicate an assumed sense of credibility and honesty, however this political occupation could 

also cause people to view him as untrustworthy. The contents of his speech would suggest that 

his message is far from political and focused more on honouring the sacrifice of soldiers and 

civilians in the Great War; his ethos is therefore high. Keating utilises statistics to further 

increase the reliability of his speech. “One of the 416,000 Australians who volunteered for 

service in the First World War. One of the 324,000 Australians who served overseas in that war 

and one of the 60,000 Australians who died on foreign soil.” This logos appeal is used by 

Keating to demonstrate to the audience the extent of the soldiers’ sacrifice. By giving specific 

numbers to his listeners, he is able to highlight the idea that the ‘Unknown Soldier’ is really a 

symbol for all of the martyrs. Keating’s use of pathos was also crucial in unifying his audience 

behind those that sacrificed their safety to ensure the safety of others. ‘For out of the war came 

a lesson which transcended the horror and tragedy and the inexcusable folly. It was a lesson 

about ordinary people - and the lesson was that they were not ordinary.’ The antithesis in this 

pathetic appeal is used to heighten the emotional tone of his language and communicate that, 

though he illustrates the ‘unknown soldier’ to be the ‘everyman’, he understands that each 



 

 

individual was just that, individual. His use of emotional language further captures the 

audience's attention as he appeals to their sense of empathy. Effective orators can use pathos 

to create a common sense of identity with their audience. Keating has been able to show that 

the ‘unknown soldier’ that he refers to throughout his speech is synonymous with all who 

sacrificed and continue to make sacrifices for the wellbeing of others. It is through these ethical, 

logical and pathetic appeals that Keating was able to persuade the audience that these martyrs 

would be immortalised through their legacy. The timing of his speech’s delivery was 

fundamental to its significance, as he took advantage of the global turmoil and depression to 

unite his country and, similar to Kyi’s keynote address, recognise individual and mass suffering.  

 

Through Keating and Kyi’s use of rhetoric the audience is persuaded to support a future 

honouring these martyrs. The ‘Keynote Address at the Beijing World Conference on Women’ 

focused specifically on the sacrifice of women, while ‘Funeral Service of the Unknown Australian 

Soldier’ was more directed to the wider services of soldiers and civilians, that is to say 

everyone. Both speeches propose a united front against injustices of the past and present the 

sacrifices paid as an obligation to work towards a better future. Contextually, Keating’s speech 

is presented from a distant view of the Great War, as is Kyi’s speech a distant view of legislated 

political and social restrictions on women. This being said, through ethos, pathos, logos, kairos 

and exigence, both orators made timely and significant impacts on the minds of their audiences. 

Their use of Aristotle’s Treatise on Rhetoric, as well as other rhetorical techniques allowed the 

speakers to rally their audience in acknowledging the sacrifice of others throughout history.  


