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Chance Encounters’ Rhetorical Analysis
Sage Leslie-McCarthy’s article, Chance Encounters: The Detective as ‘Expert’ in Arthur Machen’s The Great God Pan, provides a more in-depth insight into the works of Machen. The article delves into the ignorance demonstrated by the criticizers of Machen’s work as it attempts to bring out the actual meaning behind his dull words. McCarthy exploits the use of rhetoric strategies accordingly to make all her arguments clear. Its result is quite a convincing article even to critics that Machen meant what he wrote. The article states quite plainly that Machen did not take an event as important as the forces behind it. From this basis, McCarthy attempts to offer a controversial statement that whoever is capable of reading text and deriving meaning out of an occasion is the initiate or the professional. In the article The Detective as ‘Expert’ in Arthur Machen’s The Great God Pan, McCarthy brings out the picture of amateur detectives being experts as they tend to use their curiosity to solve a crime.
The article’s purpose could be viewed from two different perspectives. One aim is to persuade the individuals who find Machen’s work uninteresting or meaningless that it carries an implication. The implication, however, is only available to the few who are neither morbid nor unhealthy in mind (Leslie-McCarthy, 35). The article is also meant to persuade readers that the amateur detective who takes time to understand the real situation surrounding a crime is the professional. Such a detective is wise in that, instead of viewing a condition from the outside physical occurrence, he strives to understand and interpret the event as a symbolic relation to society. The other perspective would be considering the article’s purpose as an inspiration. The common man tends to criticize the wise who stop to wonder what forces would have caused a particular incident. This article serves as an inspiration to the wise who will understand it and observe it from their lives’ viewpoint.
McCarthy emphasizes her position in an example where she bases her argument on Machen’s work, Hieroglyphics. This position is an appeal to logos as it attempts to appeal to the reader’s logic with the comparison between a human soul and the camera. In the instance where McCarthy writes about Hieroglyphics, her main aim is to allow the reader to understand the aspiration of a human soul, given a camera’s perspective (Leslie-McCarthy, 36). A camera’s purpose is to take pictures of the outside world, and portraying the surface of life. Yet, a man’s soul, although it might not always aspire to, is capable of looking at the event’s symbolic meaning and implication in a particular society. This derivation provides readers with a logic comparison and might act as a convincing tool of the point McCarthy intends to put across.
In another appeal to logos, McCarthy describes how the experiments conducted by Machen’s scientists are turned into horror by chance and unpredictability (Wachsmuth, et al). In this instance, McCarthy’s position is that Machen’s works do not merely underscore the perils of science. Instead, she insists that the scenes of a scientific turnaround are Machen’s way of criticizing the ignorance of science. In the article, she states that the writers of this era were engaged themselves in knowledge construction triggered by the subjects of the focus of upcoming sciences.

The intended concept that the author focuses on is the conviction that the person who is capable of analyzing the inner mysteries that cause outward occurrences is the expert. To pass through her concept, McCarthy brings out the smartness of amateur detectives, as provided in Machen’s works and other urban fiction pieces. The attributes of curiosity and urban experience that McCarthy outlines as essential in the detective work are her way of creating loveable characters. This is an appeal to pathos. These characteristics not only persuade the reader to fall in love with the amateur detectives but also Machen’s works, and perhaps Machen himself. Grounding her argument with Merlin Coverley’s work, McCarthy brings out the extraordinary mind-powers of a detective (Leslie-McCarthy, 37). That way, she can instill love into the hearts of the readers and somehow persuade them to agree with her point.
Through the entire article, the author bases her work on various writers to make her concept clear. She also refers to Machen’s work when bringing out an idea; for instance, the detective is an expert. This is an appeal to ethos. McCarthy portrays an image of herself as one who is not biased to her thinking or Machen’s thinking only (Machen). As she attempts to bring out the importance of amateur detective characters in urban fiction, she refers to other works like the flâneur, Psychogeography, as well as Arthur Machen’s other works like The London Adventure.
In conclusion, McCarthy presents her argument effectively as she strives to persuade readers about the importance of viewing the innermost part of an event rather than the extravagant event itself. She provides readers with a comprehension of Machen’s works and citing the reasons why Machen did not concentrate so much on occasion. Her conviction comes out clearly due to her professional use of rhetorical strategies throughout the entire article.
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