The Royal Society was chartered in 1662 combining a group of natural philosophers who had been meeting in London, largely at Gresham College with the “invisible college”  centered on Samuel Hartlib, and a third group meeting at Oxford since 1648,   overlapping with the first two. The Society has since met regularly to this day except for a brief recess in 1666? due to the plague. It  first met at Gresham College until 1710, when in moved to Crane Court; in 1780 the society moved to its present location at Somerset House.  Over the years its membership has changed from a small and mixed group of aristocrats, gentlemen and tradesmen into a select group of the most preeminent scientists in the United Kingdom.


From the earliest years the society has been dedicated to empiricism and the free circulation of knowledge.  Early meetings were devoted to the presentations of demonstrations of empirical phenomena for the communal witnessing and validation of events and the sharing of  philosophic communications from throughout the world.  With the establishment of the first scientific journal, Philosophical Transactions of the Royal Society, the demonstrations and communications were made available more widely, and genres of scientific papers developed within the public and print forums.  At first a wide range of topics were considered proper topics for the natural philosophic concerns of the society, but throughout the eighteenth and nineteenth century, subjects of interests narrowed and became specialized into modern disciplinary divisions of the natural and physical sciences.


The place of the society in rhetorical history is usually identified to the overt program of purifying language from the  “colors of rhetoric” in order to create a universal philosophic language that place words in direct relation to true objects.  This program derives from Francis Bacon’s concern to establish a philosophic language based on a proper naming of things freed from the 4 idols: The Idols of the Marketplace, The idols of       

Such a program, however, has not historically taken into account Bacon’s full concern for the role of both concepts and experiment in formulating knowledge, for the conventional nature of language, and for the nature of Rhetoric (see Zappen).  Nonetheless, under the banner of Bacon, Thomas Sprat in his History of the Royal Society 1667, denounced tropes, figures, metaphors  and other “ornaments of Speaking” and described the languagepolicy of the Royal Society:

a constant Resolution to reject all the amplification, digressions and swellings of style; to return back to the primitive purity and shortness, when men delivered so many things almost in an equal number of words.  They have exacted from all their members a close, naked, natural way of speaking; positive expressions; clear senses; a native easiness; bringing all things as near the Mathematical plainness as they can.

John Wilkins in An Essay Towards a Real Character and a Philosophical Language proposed in 1668 an ideographic lexicon which embodied and ordered all concepts and objects, while expelling words that did not refer to true things.  Although these projects of language purification have regularly been criticized (in the Hobbes-Locke-Hume-Berkeley tradition) and even ridiculed (as in Swift’s Gulliver’s Travels) as misguidedly optimistic about possible relation between world and word, they have continually served as heuristic goals for much scientific discourse since then, although scientific language necessarily remains attached to metaphoric language.  They also stand behind projects of lexical ordering of language, expressed through taxonomies, nomenclature debates, and dictionaries. The spare style they proposed has also served as heuristic for much English style since then although proving a statistical correlation has proved elusive (see Jones; Arkelian).  


Whatever the impact of the overt proposals of language purification on written style in limited scientific and more general discourse domains, The Royal Society has concretely influenced rhetorical history by creating new forums and institutions within which new kinds of communication took place.  The early meetings which organized discussion around common witnessing of demonstrations provided not only new criteria for credibility of claims, but put constraints on argument about ideas removed from shared concrete experience. Further it created a sequestered forum for discussion of ideas about the nature of the world removed from the contentiousness of public political debate.  Such a move to diffuse public contention over fundamentally divisive issues has been in fact seen as both major motive and major consequence of the formation of the society.  There is a direct line between this Restoration political solution to the enthusiasm of the Puritan Revolution and the removal  of many public issues today to the worlds of specialized expertise, which are considered objective and scientific.  

contentiousness, tie to politics.  Extended to journals which extended reports of meeting. virtual witnessing. (in pubs as well as journals).  emergence of form of modern experimental article.  But other later genres to emerge out of descendent forums.  Also surrounding institutions of communication.  Relation between demonstration and account.  role of expert audiences, referees.  Specialized critical audioences.  Society spionsored publication.  Debate over empirical status.  Journals devoted to making of knowledge.  Configuration of modern disciplinary publication.  Original wide range, specialization to natural sciences, emergences of other forms in imitation in 19th century.
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ﬁ in 1665 Theby the then secretary of the organization Hans Oldenburg, Data, facts and reports of specialized occurrences removed from the common experience of life became increasingly important warrants  for claims within natural philosophic discussion and the more genral public sphere (Dear). the society  (Jacob)
The esion of the society’s discussion (along with the attendant system of letter-writing) into the first scientific journal created a new kind of print forum which has blossomed into the wide range of scientific and professional journals which today are primary vehicles for proposing, arguing for and archiving knowledge, and which provide the intertext upon which new investigations and claims are asserted. The reports of demonstrations in the Philosophic Transactions began the development of the narrative modes in which events to be taken as evidence of natural phenomena are presented for the virtual witnessing of the readership and of the form of the modern experimental report.  Other genres of scientific communication also developed within the pages of this and consequent scientific journals.  


As the Philosophical Transactions developed over the eighteenth and nioneteenth centuries, it gave rise to many of the social and institutional features of modern science, including the sponsorship of journals by professional societies, expert readership, expectation of focused criticism according to anticipatable professional and methodological criteria, the system of  the prior review of articles by experts in the field to assure appropriate quality, and specialization.


An even more underlying rhetorical consequence of the formation of the society, the specialization of its discourse, the increasingly focussed strictures placed on the character and quality of the spoken and print discourse, the credentialling of membership, the formation of strong professional networks among members, and the public dominance over certain questions gained by the membership of the society and its professional extensions, has been to create a new source of ethos that breeds trust internally among members of scientific communities and that warrants individual scientists speaking to the wider public with the ethical probity of the entire communal endeavor of science.  Currently, in the United Kingdom being Fellow of the Royal Society grants one not only honor and respect, but great public credibility.  Similar honors and statuses in the United States and elsewhere carry similar public force.

Slaughter, Universal Languages. Tribe (from human nature), the Cave (from individual idiosyncracy), the (from human interchange, including language)and the Theatre (from dogma and philosophy).meeting at Oxford since 1648,  since thenmixed   including reports of non-European learning and culture, archeological findings, and educational experiments. Thowever,   Other societies and journals arose in the wake of the Royal Society of London, at first to serve different regions, but then to serve different classes of people as the Royal Society came to serve a professionalized class of , and different branches of knowledge, with the greates proliferationIn 1665 the society’s secretary Henry Oldenburg founded as a private venture the English-language following by only three months the founding of the French Journal des Scavans, which was the first scientific journal. Ownership of the journal was taken over by the Royal Society, which has published it continuously since then. By means of the Philosophical Transactions of the society . Appropriate genres for the reporting, arguing for, synthesizing, and criticizingfindings and claims developed, establishing the modern forms for the communication of science.were foundedspecializedgroup of increasingly elite scientists and technology as differentiated professions developed in the nineteenth century.Historians of Rhetoric and style have most frequently attended to the society’s overtof cleansing language of the figuress and  the consequent discussion of them,ve usually not, published in  assuchlabiors under the same constraints and dynamics as all languages and other symbolic formationsPrograms of language purification, which have been a regular concern since then not only of acience, but all branches of knowledgeby the early Royal Society , further
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The first and foremost society of natural philosophers, later scientists, in Great Britain; publishers of the Philosophical Transactions of the Royal Society.
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b  Chartered in 1662, it has provided a forum and institutional basis for the development of modern science, influencing scientific communication by its overt programs of language reforms; the specific media, institutions and practices of communication it fostered; and the overall social practice of scientific knowledge making it helped develop, which both provided a context for scientific communication and made that communication fundamentally instrumental in the growth of knowledge.  Despite an overt philosophy that at times has eschewed rhetoric, the Royal Society has helped set the social and disciplinary terms within which the modern rhetoric of science operates.
l Society was chartered by King Charles II of England in 1662, bringing together s, until 1710 at Gresham College of the University of Londont r


ursiveteby modern commentators crucial role of journals in arguing for scientific claims, ly honor and respect, but great within science and to the wider public

Bibliography

Bazerman, Charles.  Shaping Written Knowledge: The Genre and Activity of the Experimental Article in Science. Maidson: University of Wisconsin Press, 1988.

Dear, Peter.  “Totius in Verba: Rhetoric and Authority in the Early Royal Society.” Isis 76 (1985): 145--161.

Hall, : The Royal Society in the Nineteenth Century. Cambride: Cambridge UP, 1984.

Jacob, Margaret. The Newtonians and the English Revolution, 1689-1720. Ithaca: Cornell UP, 1976.

, Richard Foster.  “Science and English Prose Style.”  PMLA 45 (1930): 977--1009

, MichaelScience and Society in Restoration England  Cambridge: Cambridge UP, 1981.

Shapin, Steven.  A Social History of Truth: Gentility, Credibility, and Scientific Knowledge in Seventeenth Century England.  Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 1994. 

, Steven Simon . Leviathan and the Air Pump.  Hobbes, Boyle, and the Experimental Life.  Princeton:  Princeton UP, 1985. 

M.M.  and  Scientific Taxonomy in the Seventeenth Century Cambridge: Cambridge UP, 1982.

, Dorothy. Scientists and Amateurs: A History of the Royal Society. New York: Henry Schuman, 1948. archaeologicalidiosyncrasyTheaterlanguage policylaborssciencePhilosophic TransactionsMadison

Cambridge

Suggested Index Terms 

Bacon, Francis

ethos

experimental report

Hartlib, Samuel

Hobbes, Thomas

Hume, David

ideograph

Locke, John

Oldenburg, 

