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At an International Biodiversity Conference, Professor Chris Lee delivered a formal speech (25-27 
October, 2010) to other leaders in the area of biodiversity, addressing global environmental targets. 
Lee adopts a solemn tone to demand that action must be taken in order to conserve the world’s 
current level of biodiversity. His address is bolstered by an accompanying slideshow presentation.  
 
Lee’s opening slideshow is designed to impress upon the audience just how essential biodiversity is 
for the world’s survival. Silhouettes of ‘life on earth’, including a tree and fish, are intended to place 
nature at the forefront of viewer’s minds. The outline of a parent and child further enforces the need 
to preserve a variety of plant and animal species for ‘human wellbeing’. The figures, shown holding 
hands, also attempt to demonstrate a need for unity on the issue. The drawings are inside the 
emboldened date ‘2010’, which aim to strengthen Lee’s first claim, that 2010 ‘is a year of vital 
significance’.  
 
The actual speech commences with ‘Ladies and Gentlemen’, a greeting which establishes a 
terseness and sense of formality, which will continue throughout the address. Lee describes the 
year as ‘vital…to our world’. The term vital hopes to connote a sense of urgency, and implies action 
must be taken for survival to occur. This same term and its synonyms are repeated throughout the 
speech, ‘essential to human wellbeing’, ‘vital to regulating the global climate’ and ‘crucial to a global 
action plan’. The use of repetition seeks to impress a sense of urgency upon listeners, and reinforce 
the dire nature of Lee’s speech.  
 
Shortly after, an expert quote from the ‘United Nations’ follows. The inclusion of a statement from a 
well-regarded institution (‘the world is invited to take action in 2010’) aims to fortify Lee’s message 
with a sense of authority. Lee is trying to endow his own argument with increased credibility, since 
he is in accordance with a highly-reputed organisation. Lee then utilises two consecutive rhetorical 
questions, ‘has this been a year of celebration…?’ and ‘has this…been a year of action?’ in a bid to 
truly engage the audience and cause contemplation on the issue. Such a device implies the answer 
is obvious, and thus appeals to the human desire to be included and regarded as knowledgeable. 
By placing one question directly after the other and repeating the words ‘has this’, Lee aims to 
ingrain the concept that the recent efforts to promote biodiversity have been inadequate.  
 
The next paragraph also concludes with a rhetorical question ‘how well have we done?’, further 
encouraging reflection and implicitly stating that inertia has been a problem in the past. By 
commenting that his speech is ‘not without a tinge of sadness’ and commencing a point with ‘sadly’, 
Lee positions the audience to view his concern as though extremely dire, and requiring immediate 
assistance. Terms such as ‘re-establish’ and ‘strengthen’ are intended to reaffirm Lee’s claim by 
illustrating that there have been past efforts but these were simply not ample.  
 
Another rhetorical question follows, ‘how far have we really come?’, which aims to force consistent 
cogitation and additionally maintain the audience’s attention through means of engagement.  
Statistics such as ‘we have lost 35% of mangroves’, ‘38% [of assessed species] are today 
threatened’ and ‘804 already extinct’ target the audience’s sense of reason and make Lee’s 
argument sound increasingly reliable, as it is supported by hard evidence.  
 
Lee also makes extensive use of inclusive language (‘our countries’, ‘we will be’, ‘have we?’, our 
own thoughtless human actions’, ‘we are in the grip’) which is apparent all throughout his speech 
(‘we all well know’, ‘we stopped kidding ourselves’, ‘our world’). This technique aims to evoke fear of 
being an outsider, hoping to cause agreement because of the human desire to belong.  
 
  



Lee maintains a grave atmosphere by using connotative terms like ‘destruction’ and ‘grim situation’ 
and the ‘spread of alien predators, disease and climate change’. Lee is making a direct appeal to 
health and safety, attempting to inspire action in his audience who will wish to remove all potential 
dangers and will also be more inclined to agree with Lee because he is ostensibly interested in their 
welfare.  
 
 


