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Aristotle (384-322 BC), the great Grecek
thinker, rescarcher, and educator, ranks
among the most important and influential
figures in the history of philosophy, theol-
ogy, and science. He joined Plato’s Acad-
emy in Athens in 367 and remained there
for twenty years. After spending three
ycars at the Asian court of a former pupil,
Hermeias, where he married Pythias, one
of Hermeias’ relations, and living for a
time at Mytilene, he was appointed by
King Philip of Macedon in 343/2 to be-
come tutor of his teenaged son, Alexander.
After Philip’s death in 336, Aristotle be-
came head of his own school, the Lyceum
at Athens, whose followers were known as
the Peripatetics. Because of anti-Macedo-
nian feeling in Athens after Alexander’s
death in 323, Aristotle withdrew to Chal-
cis in Euboea, where he died in 322,

Aristotle wrote voluminously on a very
broad range of subjects analytical, prac-
tical, and theoretical, but nearly all the
works that he prepared for publication are
lost; extant are lecture-materials, notes,
and memoranda, some spurious. Rhetoric,
a manual for public speakers, was probably
composed while Aristotle was still at
the Academy and Isocrates was still alive.
Instead of the sophistic and Isocratean
method of imitating model speeches, Ar-
istotle devised a systematic method based
in dialectic, on which he had recently writ-
ten the first manual. The goal of rhetoric
is ta find the available means of persuasion
for any given case using argument, the
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PREFACE

When the editors of the Loeb series asked me whether
they should commission a new translation of Aristotle’s
Rhetoric, since the Greek text would in any case have to
be revised according to the new authoritative edition of
Rudolf Kassel (1976), I took a look at the three scholarly
translations I had at hand—by W. Rhys Roberts, a transla-
tion that was published at the same time as Freese’s Loeb
volume and is now again available in a revision by ]. Barnes,
and the more recent translation by G. A. Kennedy (1991).
It seemed to me that it would be a pity to abandon what
I still see as one of the best translations, ounly to re-
place it by one that would sound only slightly more mod-
ern. Freese’s English now sounds old-fashioned, but not
so antiquated that readers of the twenty-first century
would no longer understand it. Comparing it with Rob-
erts’, I found that though Roberts’ version is probably the
most elegant available, it also very often tends to resort to
paraphrase where a more literal translation would be pos-
sible. It is rather more literary in style than Aristotle’s text,
while Freese comes much closer to Aristotle’s unadorned
and concise Greek. Incidentally, that also makes it easier
for readers to compare the translation with the Greek text.
So I suggested that a revision of Freese would be enough
to bring the Loeb volume up to date.
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Apart from the necessary changes in the Greek text and
the corresponding changes in translation, 1 also tried to
take into account the scholarly literature that had been
published since the 1920s. This concerns especially the
technical terminology, where words that might have
seemed to be merely stylistic variants had been shown to
be relevant. So for instance the words eixos (likely or
probable) and édoov (plausible) were indiscriminately
translated as “probable”; the word wiorets (in most cases
translated as “means of persuasion”) was throughout
translated as “proofs,” which now sounds odd when ap-

lied to such things as emotions; in fact, only in Book 3 is
it used in the loose sense of “proof” to cover everything
that an orator would put forward to support a proposal or
judgment.

Finally, Roberts evidently had a talent for English ver-
sification, always translating Aristotle’s quotations from
drama or poetry into English verse. Freese did not try, but
then his translations sometimes sound so much more awk-

ward than the surrounding prose that 1 have often tried to
give them at least some rhythm.

In places where T had to adapt the translation to cor-
respond to Kassel’s text, I have consulted the English
translations of Roberts (revised) and Kennedy, but also the
French of M. Dufour in the Budé edition and the German

of C. Rapp. In the very few places where 1 decided to

diverge from Kassels text, I have indicated that in a foot-
note,

In closing, I would like to thank the editors of the Loeb
Classical Library, and in particular Jeffrey Henderson and
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Michael B. Sullivan, for entrusting the revision of this
volume to me, for their help in editing it, and for their
patience with a very slow worker.

GISELA STRIKER

Hamburg
December 2019




INTRODUCTION

Aristotle’s Rhetoric is a manual for public speakers written
by a philosopher. While this might raise some cyebrows
today, it was not so surprising at a time when neither phi-
losophy nor rhetoric were clearly established as distinet
disciplines. They had a common ancestor in the fifth-
century generation of the great sophists Protagoras and
Gorgias, which also included Socrates. Though Socrates,
of course, always insisted that he had no expert knowledge
that he could teach, but was simply a lover of wisdom, even
Plato’s dialogues show that he was seen as the Athenian
counterpart of the visiting sophists from abroad. By the
end of the fifth century, the label “sophist” had obviously
acquired a derogatory sense. New words were needed to
describe what these public teachers were doing, Isocrates,
a slightly older contemporary of Plato, was a student of
Gorgias, but also at least for some time amang the cow-
panions of Socrates. He founded a schaol in Chios around
390, where he taught the art of speaking well (ev Aéyew),
not just (albeit primarily) in style, but also in content. He
described what his students were learning as philosaphy.
though not in the sense of the subtleties and scientific
exercises practiced in the Academy, but only to the extent
that it would be of practical use for good citizens. The
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ion
ure writers of court speeches of his time he called sophists,
y, 2 obviously in the negative sense.
ly i The noun “rhetoric” as a label for the sophists’ skill
t appears for the first ime in our sources in Plato’s dialogue

s Gorgias, where the famous sophist declares that all he
re teaches is the ability to speak persuasively. But then Soc-
H rates denounces rhetoric as a pseudo-craft, aiming only at
the pleasure of the audience. A serious rhetoric, he says
12 later, would be able to teach the truth and aim at the moral
ne improvement of the listeners. The same ideal of a philo-
or sophical rhetoric, together with the condemnation of the
T existing versions, is set out in more detail in Plato’s Phae-
drus. So it might have seemed strange that Aristotle, as a

member of Plato’s school, should turn to the teaching of

" rhetoric. Perhaps to explain this move, an ancient anec-
dote, reported by Cicero (De or. 3.35.141) and Quintilian

(Inst. 3.1.14), tells us that Aristotle, seeing the great num-

k ber of distinguished students going to Isocrates’ school,

Ic

parodied a line from Euripides and said, “A shame to stay
silent and let Isocrates speak.”

. It is not likely that Aristotle envied Isocrates for his
: many students. Isocrates had founded his school to make
k a living; his students would pay a fee and stay for a year or

two with him. The Academy, by contrast, was at least as
much a place of common research, in the sciences as well
l as in philosophy, and its members did not have to rely on
fees. But unlike Plato, Aristotle accepted the importance
of rhetoric in the political life of the Athenian democracy.
He had made a collection (now lost) of existing manuals,
and found them wanting. As he puts it, these teachers
would give their students model speeches or parts of
speeches to memorize and then use them to compose

Xii

d



-

INTRODUCTTON

their own, acting like shoemakers who present te i
prentices with finished pairs of shoes fustend of fogte e
tions (Soph. el. 34, 184a1-6), Aristotle riglily thought
he could do better by providing a systemidie method for
all kinds of speechmaking, thus offering a useful tool 1)
students of politics and writers of trial specches,

His Rhetoric opens with a programmatic stutement;
“Rhetoric is a counterpart of dialectic”—similar hut g
identical with the art of arguing for and against any given
thesis. Not long before, Aristotle bad written the firss
manual of dialectic, as he proudly says at the end of Ly
Topics. Both dialectic and rhetoric are not sciences thiat
have a specific subject matter; they provide methady that
can be used in almost any ficld and are thus tools for phi-
losophers and politicians, respectively. Aristotle goes on to
criticize the rhetoricians of his time, mostly writers of triul
speeches, for neglecting precisely the arguments ahout
the case at hand that ought to be at the core of any attempt
to support an accusation or a defense. He then sets out
his own conception of rhetoric and its uses: public audi-
ences, whether in the courts or in political assemblies,
usually consist mainly of simple people with little or no
education. Such people cannot be persuaded by precise
scientific teaching that is beyond their grasp; so rhetoric
must start from plausible opinions that the listeners may
already hold to convince them of the truth, The objection
that rhetoric can also be misused could he raised equally
about many other good things, such as strength, wealth, or
power. And given that language is what mukes humans
superior to all other animals, one ought to be: ashamed if
one could not defend oneself by words, especially il one
has the truth on one’s side—no doubt an allusion to Plato’s

xiii
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i Gorgias (521e-22¢), where Socrates claims that if he had
to defend himsell in court, he would be in the situation of
a doctor before children who tries to persuade them to
accept healthy medicines while competing with a pastry
cook who promises them tasty sweets. The chapter ends

J} with a definition of rhetoric: its function consists in finding
L:_ the available means of persuasion for any given case. [t
' aims at persuasion, but just as even an excellent doctor
;1 may not be able to heal every one of his patients, so even

a good orator cannot be expected to succeed on every oc-
v casion. Some illnesses are incurable, and some audiences
I may be too prejudiced or hostile. Finally, just like a dia-
.‘ lectician, the orator must be able to recognize fallacious

*' arguments as well as sound ones. For sophistry is not a
separate skill besides dialectic—the sophist’s skill is dia-
lectic, and the difference between dialectician and sophist

, lies only in the purpose.
1 In the next chapter, Aristotle lists the means of persua-
sion that an orator will use: argument first of all, but also
y the character of the speaker—who must be trustworthy—

and the emotions of the audience that may have to be
aroused or calmed down. So rhetoric turns out to be “a
-. kind of offshoot from dialectic and the study of character,
: which is justly called the science of politics”(1356a25-27).
. §t is based for its account of argument on dialectic, and for
its account of character and emotion on ethics, which Ar-
istotle considered a part of political science.

Like the other works of Aristotle that have come down to
us, the Rhetoric was not a polished work intended for
publication, but a text that could be used for lecture
courses. It was probably first composed while Aristotle

v
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was still a member of Plato’s Academy and Isocrates was
still alive, that is, before the death of Plato in 347, after
which Aristotle left Athens until about 335. This is sug-
gested not anly by the fact that the story of Aristotle’s joke
about Isocrates would hardly make sense if [socrates had
been long dead but also by the observation, convincingly
argued by F. Solmsen in 1929,! that the logical theory of
argument used here is that of the Topics, not the later
Analytics, which contains the formal version of Aristotle’s
logic now known as syllogistic. Like any textbook that is
used repeatedly over the years, the Rhetoric contains ad-
ditions and marginal notes, either Aristotle’s own or those
of later copyists. Much ingenuity used to be invested for
a while in tracing temporal layers of composition in the
Rhetoric, with little success. For instance, the very first
chapter seems to argue that orators should limit them-
selves strictly to arguments about the facts under discus-
sion, but then the second chapter introduces three differ-
ent “means of persuasion”: argument, the character of the
speaker, and the emotional state of the audience. So per-
haps the first chapter belongs to an earlier version of the
work and should eventually have been replaced? But then
in the first chapter Aristotle speaks only of trial speeches,
where the time for the speakers was strictly limited; he
does not say that other things besides the facts do not con-
tribute to the persuasiveness of a speech. (See the remarks
about the effects of delivery and style in Book 3 [1403b30-
4a7].) Again, references to events from the 330s need not
indicate a late composition of the chapters in which they

L F. Solmsen, Die Entwicklung der aristotelischen Logik und
Rhetorik (Berlin, 1929).

TR - — - -
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occur; those examples may well have been added by Aris-
totle when he had returned to Athens. The same probably
holds for the very few references to the Analytics. This
means that the word cvAhoyrouds—syllogism—in this
work usually just means a deductive as opposed to an in-
ductive argument, not an argument in one of the moods
of syllogistic. The definition of the term “syllogism” is the
same in the Topics and the Analytics except for a different
formulation of its last clause, but the discussion of the
finding of enthymemes and argumentative strategies in
Book 2 can hardly be understood if one supposes that the
deductive arguments would have to be syllogisms in the
strict sense of the Analytics.

The first two books follow the list of means of persua-
sion listed at the beginning. First comes a chapter on rhe-
torical argument in which Aristotle adapts the theory of
the Topics to a rhetorical context. For although the Topics
opens with the claim that it will offer a method of con-
structing arguments for and against any given thesis, it
is actually designed for a very specific debating exercise
of the Academy centered on the discovery of definitions.
Its books are divided up according to four predication-
relations to be found in simple sentences of the form “S
is/is not P"—the so-called predicables (definition, genus,
proprium and accident), and contain advice about ways of
proving or disproving that some subject stands in one or
the other relation to its predicate. Clearly, the predicables
are of no interest to orators and do not appear in the
Rhetoric; what Aristotle takes over is the division of argu-
ments into deductive and inductive, and in later chapters
some of the “common,” that is, subject-neutral argument
patterns. He appropriates a word already current in ora-

xvi
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tory, “enthymeme” (évfupnua), which literally simply
means “something to keep in mind” or “to think about,”
and declares that it stands for a rhetorical syllogism. Sim-
ilarly, he explains that example or paradigm (rapddeiypa)
corresponds to inductive arguments. He also modifies the
definition of “syllogism” to make room for premises that
are not asserted as true, but only as likely or probable.
Instead of the chapters on predicate-relations in the Top-
ics, Aristotle then provides plausible assumptions that can
be used for each of the three different types of speeches
he distinguishes: political deliberation, display or ceremo-
nial speeches (epideictic), and forensic speeches.

In the second book he turns to the emations as influ-
encing the judgments of an audience. Here we find the
most detailed discussion of emotions in the entire corpus,
for though Aristotle had previously said that rhetoric is
based in this part on ethics, his own Ethics do not contain
a philosophical theory of the emotions. Each of the chap-
ters on the particular emotions begins with a definition,
introduced simply as an assumption. Most of these can
indeed be found either in the Ethics or in the Topics,
which shows that there must have been a lively discussion
about these definitions in the Academy. The eleven long
chapters in the Rhetoric suggest a theory that might have
treated pleasure and pain as generic terms, with the other
emotons as species; but the definition of pleasure comes
already in Book 1, where a desire for pleasure is treated
as the most important motive for wrongdoing, and pain is
then simply defined as the opposite of pleasure. Oddly, the
definition of pleasure comes from Plato. It does not fit well
with Aristotle’s own examples and is rejected in the Ethics
(EN 7, 1152b33-53a17) and even already in the Topics

xvii
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(4.1, 121a35-36). Perhaps Aristotle never found the time
to revise this chapter of the Rhetoric in accordance with
his detailed treatments of pleasure in the Ethics.

After the chapters on the emotions, there follows a
brief discussion of character as the third means of persua-
sion. Here Aristotle points out that most of the material
has already been covered: for the qualities that give the
impression of a good character in the section on epideictic
speeches, and for the emotions in the preceding section.
So he adds only brief chapters about the typical characters
of different age groups and about those who enjoy the
benefits of fortune, such as noble birth, wealth, or power.

Clearly, emotions and character will have an influence
in all three kinds of rhetoric; only the arguments require
special collections of plausible opinions for their respec-
tive subject matter. So at this point Aristotle adds a section
about argumentative patterns and strategies that can oc-
cur in every kind of speech, as well as refutations of falla-
cious arguments. Here we find a wealth of quotations, not
only from speeches but also from earlier “Arts of Speak-
ing” and poetry from Homer to Euripides as illustrations.

At the end of Book 2, the program outlined at the be-
ginning seems to have been completed: Aristotle has dealt
with all the means of persuasion for each of the three kinds
of speeches. But then a single sentence leads on to a sub-
ject that had not been mentioned before: “It only remains
to speak of style and arrangement.” It has long been rec-
ognized that Book 3 had probably been a separate treatise:
Aristotle begins to address the reader in the second per-
son, and there are frequent references to the Poetics for
details. Also, the list of Aristotle’s books in Diogenes Laer-
tius’ biography of Aristotle mentions only two books on

I
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rhetoric, but also two books on style (Diog. Laert. 5.24).
Perhaps this book had been a kind of complement for
prose composition to the Poetics. Style, organization, and
delivery of speeches are not themselves means of persua-
sion, but they can contribute to the persuasiveness of a
speech, such as by keeping the attention of the listeners,
while a boring speech or a monotonous voice may put
them to sleep. Indeed, the parts of speech and style had
been treated in detail in earlier “Arts”—more detail than
Aristotle found necessary. Aristotle himself places the
greatest emphasis on clarity, a language that is appropriate
to the subject, and the vividness of metaphors that can put
a scene as it were before the eyes of the listener—all those
things that may make a speech easier to understand and
to remember. There is then no reason to think that it was
not Aristotle himself who decided to add this book to the
Rhetoric.

It is obvious that Aristotle’s work went far beyond what
could be found in earlier manuals of rhetoric. Yet in an-
tiquity it did not have much of an influence—in part no
doubt because it was not written for publication. But the
main reason for the development rhetoric took in the fol-
lowing centuries was probably that after the end of the
Athenian democracy rhetoric no longer had the important
role in political life that Aristotle had envisaged. His suc-
cessor Theophrastus still taught rhetoric in the Lyceum,
but later Peripatetics do not seem to have had an interest
in it, and besides, Theophrastus had left his library, includ-
ing most of Aristotle’s school treatises, to his nephew Ne-
leus, who took them with him to Asia Minor.

Apart from trial speeches, rhetoric developed into an
art of prose writing, of which Isocrates’ epideictic orations

Xix
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were seen as a shining model (cf. Cic. Orat. 37-38), and
speeches became declamations. The later terminology of
forensic rhetoric was developed by Hermagoras of Tem-
nos in the second century. Cicero, who was of course a
politician, an orator, and also an advocate, knew that Aris-
totle had written on rhetoric, but he probably never read
the book: it may have been unavailable or at least hard to
get, since Aristotle’s school treatises had only just begun
to be re-edited by Andronicus of Rhodes. In any case,
Cicero mainly appealed to the authority of Aristotle for
the claim that a good orator ought also to study philesophy
or at least ethics. Eventually, rhetoric became a part of
general education for young students who had finished
their basic studies—reading, writing, arithmetic—with a
grammarian.

It is therefore not much of a surprise that we have no
Greek commentary on Aristotle’s Rhetoric from late antig-
uity—rhetoric had become a part of the literary rather
than the philosophical tradition. In the traditional order
of Aristotle’s works given in the edition of Immanuel Bek-
ker (1831), which has been used for references to Aris-
totle’s text ever since, the Rhetoric appears at the very end,
alongside the Poetics. And even though the Rhetoric was
translated and also re-edited by the humanists of the Re-
naissance and later by philological scholars of the nine-
teenth century, its rediscovery as a work of serious interest
to philosophers and political scientists came only in the
twentieth century, when rhetoric was again seen as an im-
portant tool of public communication, and scholars of an-
cient philosophy recognized its connections with Aris-
totle’s logic and political theory.
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CHAPTER INDEX

Page references are to the edition of Aristotle’s complete
warks by Immmanuel Bekker (Berlin 1831}, used by schol-
ars to refer to Aristotle’s works.

BOOK 1
General Introduction (chs. 1-3)

1 Rhetoric as an art of argument similar to dialectic;
criticism of existing manuals; usefulness of rhetoric
(1354a1-55b25}

2 Rhetoric defined as “the faculty of considering what
may be persuasive in reference to any subject what-
ever”; means of persuasion that belong to the art (ar-
gument, character, emotion) and those that do not
belong to the art (laws, witnesses, etc.); types of rhe-
torical argument (enthymemes, paradigms, signs) and
their premises (1355b26-58a35)

3 The three kinds of rhetoric:

deliberative, concerned with what is good and ex-
pedient or harmful (chs. 4-8)

forensic, concerned with what is just or unjust
{chs. 10~15)

epideictic, concerned with what is noble or dis-
graceful (ch. 9) (1358236-59a29)

Be——

-
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CHAPTER INDEX

Deliberative Rhetoric (chs, 4-8)

Subjeets of deliberation the orator must know abont:
wavs and means, war and peace, defensce of the coun-
try, imports and export, legislation (1359a30-60b3)
Commonly accepted views about happiness and its
components (1360b4-62al4)

Commonly accepted views about what is good or bad
for people (1362a15-63b4)

Comparisons of things that are more or less good,
more or less bad (1363b5—-65b20)

Also useful to know for orators: the different forms of
government (1365b21-66a22)

Epideictic Rhetoric (ch. 9)

Commonly accepted views about what is noble: virtue
in general and particular virtues, also whatever leads
to virtue, is a manifestation of it, or brings honor, ete.;

amplification as particularly useful in epideictic rhet-
oric (1366a23-68a37)

Forensic Rhetoric (chs. 10-15)

Wrongdoing defined as “voluntarily causing injury
contrary to the law”; causes of human action, involun-
tary or voluntary; aims of human action: either what
is or appears as good, or what is or appears as pleasant
(1368h1-69b32)

Pleasure and what is pleasant; what is good or appears
as good (already discussed, cf. chs. 5, 6) (1369b33~
72a3)



I——
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13

14
15

2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9

CHAPTER INDEX

State of mind and circumstances of wrongdoers and
their victims (1372a4-73a38)

Just and unjust action; equity as a corrective for writ-
ten law (1373b1-74b23)

Greater and lesser wrong actions (1374b24-75a21)
Means of persuasion outside the art: laws, witnesses,
contracts, torture, oaths (1375a22-77b11

BOOK II
Emotions as Means of Persuasion (chs. 1-11)

Introduction: emotions and character of a speaker as
influences on judgment. Each emotion will be consid-
ered under three aspects:

the state of mind that leads to the emotion

the persons at whom the emotion is directed

the occasions that give rise to the emotion
The character of the speaker as a means of persuasion
depends on three qualities: good sense, virtue, and
goodwill. Good sense and the virtues have already
been discussed (1.9); goodwill and friendship will be
treated among the emotions (2.4) (1377b16-78a30)
Anger (1378a31-80a4)
Mildness (1380a5-b33)
Love or friendship and enmity (1380b34-82a20)
Fear and confidence (1383a21-b11)
Shame and shamelessness (1383b12-85al5)
Gratitude and ingratitude (1385a16-b10)
Pity (1385b11-86b8)
Indignation (1386b9-87b20)
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CHAPTER INDEX

10 Envy (1387b21-88a28)
11 Emulation (1388a29-b30)

The Character of Persons at Various Ages (chs. 12~
14) and in Fortunate Circumstances
(chs. 15-17)

12 Character of young people (1388b31-89b12)

13 Character of old people (1389b13-90a27)

14 Character of those in the prime of life (1390a28-b14)
15 Character of people of noble birth (1390b15-b31}
16 Character of the wealthy (1390b32-91al19)

17 Character of those who have power (1391a20-b7)

-

18 Members of the audience as judges (see 2.1.2-5);
transition from specific advice for different kinds of

speech to subjects and argument forms common to all
kinds (1391b8-92aT)

Common Elements of All Kinds of Speeches
(chs. 19-26)

19 Common subjects: what is possible or impossible:
what has happened or will happen; degrees of good-
ness for various kinds of goods (1392a8-93a21)

20 Use of paradigms (1393222-94a18)

21 Use of maxims {1394a19-95b19)

22 How to find the right material for enthymemes
(1395b20-97a6)

23 Ways of introducing an argument (1397a7-1400b33)

24  Kinds of fallacious arguments (1400b34-1402a29)
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CHAPTER INDEX

95 Refuting arguments by countersyllogisms or by rais-

26

ing objections (1402a30-3a16)
Amplification and depreciation are not forms of argu-
ment; countersyllogisims have the sume form as syl-

logisms (1403a17-h2)

BOOK If!
Style (chs. 1-12)

[ntroduction: style and delivery are not themselves
means of persuasion, but must be considered because
they have an influence on the effect of a specch.
Brief discussion of delivery, on which there are as yet
no treatises (§§4-7); style has been mostly discussed
in poetry, but speeches and prose writings require a
different style (1403b6-—4a39)

Two main virtues of speeches: perspicuity and ap-
propriateness; metaphor as the most important stylis-
tic device (1404b1-5b33)

Causes of a “frigid” style (1405b34-6b19)

Similes are like metaphors and should be used in the
same way (1406b20-7a18)

Correctness of Greek, a basic requirement for good
style (1407a19-b25)

Loftiness of style (1407b26-8a9)

Appropriateness of style with respect to subject mat-
ter, emotion, and credibility (1408a10-b20)

Rhythm: speeches should not be metric like poetry,
but still have some rhythm; the best of these may be
the paean (1408b21-9a23)

. e
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10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18
19

CHAPTER INDEX

Continvous style of older writers, mostly replaced by
the periodic; characteristics of a good periodic style
(1409224-10b5)

Smart and popular sayings: remarks will appear smart
if they allow the hearer to grasp a new point quickly;
this is best achieved by the use of metaphors (1410h6-
11b23)

How to “set something before the eyes” of the audi-
ence (1411b24-13b2)

Styles appropriate for the different kinds of speeches
(1413b3-14229)

Arrangement of the Parts of a Speech
(chs. 13-19)

Two parts are indispensable: statement of the case and
proof; to these a preamble and epilogue may be added.
Further subdivisions are superfluous (1414a30-
14b18)

Functions and content of the preamble in different
kinds of speeches (1414b19-16a3)

Ways of removing or exciting prejudices (1416a4-
b15)

Function and content of the narrative in different
kinds of speeches (1416b16-17b20)

Function and content of arguments in forensic and
political speeches (epideictic speeches will rely more
on amplification or depreciation) (1417b21-18b38)
Use of interrogation and jests (1418b36-19b9)

Form and content of the epilogue (1419b10-20b3)

1.‘
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BOOK I

1. Rhetoric is a counterpart! of dialectic; for both have to
do with matters that are in a manner within the cognizance
of all men and not confined to any special science. Hence
all men in a manner have a share of both; for all, up to a
certain point, attempt to criticize or upho[d an argument,
to defend themselves, or to accuse. Now, the majority of
people do this either at random or with a familiarity arising
from habit. But since both these ways are possible, it is
clear that it can also be done systematically, for it is pos-
sible to examine the reason why some attain their end by
familiarity and others by chance; and such an examination
all would at once admit to be the function of an art.

At this point, previous compilers of “Arts”? of rhetoric
have worked out only a small portion of this art, for the
means of persuasion are the only part that comes within
the province of art; everything else is merely an accessory.
And yet they say nothing about enthymemes, which are
the body of proof, but chiefly devote their attention to
matters outside the subject; for the arousing of prejudice,

1 Not an exact copy, but making a kind of pair with it, and
corresponding to it as the antistrophe to the strophe in a choral
ode. 2 Manuals or handbooks treating of the rules of any

art or science.




1354 b

ARISTOTLE

L] ~ -~ "~ b -~
OpYN Kkal A Towavta wally TS Puxhns ov mep Tov
’ [ + 3
mpaypards éorriv dAAQ Tpos OV OkarTiv. Gor €

LY ¥ » -
mEPL wacas N Tas kpioes xallamwep v éviais Te viv
€Tl TOVY MONEw Kal pANTTA Tals eVVOUOVUEvaLs, 0D-

A ¢ % 1
Oér v elyor 6 Tt Néyworw: AmavTes Yap ol jev olovra
~ ) ¥ b Al -~
Setr olirw Tods vouous dyopedew, ot 8¢ kai yphrTul
kai kwhvovow €w 100 wpdypates héyew, xefdmes
xai €v Apeip maye, opbios Tovto vouilovres: ol yap
det Tov dwcaatyv Swotpéper els dpynr wpodyovras
» N
M ¢lovov 7 é\eov: Sporov yap kav € Tis, @ uéAde

-~ ~ »

xpnotfol kavévr, Tovrov mowjoete orpefhov. €re Oé

L3 1~ ~ b ¥ fa] i ’ ¥ »

davepdr 871 Tob pév dudraByrodvros ovdéy éorw Efw
Tol 8etéar 7O wpdyua 8TL €T 7 oUk 0T 7) Yéyovey
- L] 7 2 8\ # N s kN 8! b 118

N 0V yéyover: €l O€ péya 1) uikpov 1 Oikaiov 7 ddikov,
Soa u1 & vouolérns dupier, avrov 87 mov Tov Si-
kagTy O€l yryvaoker kal ov pavfdvew mapa Tov
apdioBnrovvrwy.

Mahwrra pev olv wpoaixer Tovs oplos keruévovs
vouovs, doa évdéxerat, mavra Owpilew avrovs, ral
O71 éNaxwoTa KaTehelTaw émt TOlS Kpivovot, mplToy

-~ %\
pév 6Te éva Aafetv kat Ohiyouvs piov 7 moAdovs | €
Ppovotvras xai duvauévous vopoferely xar Sikdlew
o ] [ 4 LY 7, ] ~— - #
émeldl’ ai puév vopoleaiar ék mohhov xpovov okebaué
var ylvovtai, ai 8é kpiaeas € vmoydov, doTe yake
* } ] I * r L) A\ ’ -~
7oy amoddovar 16 dikawov xal 16 cvudépor xalds
» -
TOVS KpivovTas, 70 O¢ wadvTwy pwéyiatov, &Ti 1) uev Tob
/ Id 1 A / ¥ ) N #
vopolérov kpiois ov kata pépos, dAAa mwepi peAAov-
. r ) 2 ¢ 31 3 N \8
Twy 7€ Kot Kalohov éoTiv, 6 O ékkAnaaaTis xal di-

4




RHETORIC I. 1.4-1.7

compassion, anger, and similar emotions has no connec-
tion with the matter in hand, but is directed only to the
dicast.? So if all trials were now carried on as they are in
some states, especially those that are well administered,
there would be nothing left for these rhetoricians to say.
For all men either think that the laws ought so to pre-
scribe, or in fact carry out the principle and forbid speak-
ing outside the subject, as in the court of Areopagus, and
in this they are right. For it is wrong to warp the juror’s
feelings, to arouse him to anger, jealousy, or compassion,
which would be like making the rule crooked which one
intended to use. Further, it is evident that the only busi-
ness of the litigant is to prove that the fact in question is
or is not so, that it has happened or not; whether it is im-
portant or unimportant, just or unjust, in all cases in which
the legislator has not laid down a ruling, is a matter for the
juror himself to decide, not to learn it from the litigants.
First of all, therefore, it is proper that laws, properly
enacted, should themselves define the issue of all cases as
far as possible, and leave as little as possible to the discre-
tion of the judges; in the first place, because it is easier to
find one or a few men of good sense than many, capable
of framing laws and pronouncing judgments; secondly,
legislation is the result of long consideration, whereas
judgments are delivered on the spur of the moment, so
that it is difficult for the judges properly to decide ques-
tions of justice or expediency. But what is most important
of all is that the judgment of the legislator does not apply
to a particular case, but is universal and applies to the

3 His functions were a combination of those of the modern
judge and juryman,
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RHETORIC L. 1.7-1.10

future, whereas the member of the public assembly and
the juror have to decide present and definite issues, and
in their case love, hate, or personal interest is often in-
volved, so that they are no longer capable of discerning the
truth adequately, their judgment being obiscured by their
own pleasure or pain.

Eventhing else, as we have just said, should be left to
the anthority of the judge as seldom as possible, except
where it is a question of something having happened or
not, of its going to happen or not, of being or not being so;
this must be left to the discretion of the judges, for it is
impossible for the legislator to foresee such questions. If
this is so, it is obvious that all those who lay down, for in-
stance, what should be the contents of the preamble or the
narrative, or of the other parts of the discourse, are bring-
ing under the rules of art what is outside the subject; for
the only task to which their attention is devoted is how to
put the judge into a certain frame of mind. They give no
account of the means of persuasion that properly belong
to the art, namely those that make a man a master of en-
thymemes.

Hence, although the method of public and forensic
rhetoric is the same, and although the pursuit of the for-
mer is nobler and worthier of a statesman than pursuit of
the latter, which is limited to transactions between private
citizens, they say nothing about the former, but without
excepton attempt to bring forensic speaking under the
rules of art, because in public speaking it is less worth-
while to talk of what is outside the subject. For in the as-
sembly the judges decide on their own affairs, so that the
only thing necessary is to prove the truth of the statement
of one who recommends a measure, but in the [aw courts

-
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RHETORICI. 1.10-1.11

this is not sufficient; there it is useful to win over the listen-
ers, for the decision concerns other interests than those of
the judges, who, having only themselves to consider and
listening to what they like to hear, surrender to the plead-
ers but do not give a real decision.# That is why, as I have
said before, in many places the law prohibits speaking
outside the subject in the law courts, whereas in the as-
sembly the judges themselves take adequate precautions
against this.

Itis obvious, therefore, that a system arranged accord-
ing to the rules of art is concerned with the means of
persuasion. Now persuasive argument is a sort of demon-
stration, since we are most strongly convinced when we
suppose anything to have been demonstrated; rhetorical
demonstration is an enthymeme, (which, generally speak-
ing, is the most authoritative of the means of persuasion);
and the enthymeme is a kind of syllogism. Now, as it is the
function of dialectic as a whole, or of one of its parts,® to
consider equally every kind of syllogism, it is clear that he
who is most capable of examining from what elements and
how a syllogism comes about will be in the highest degree
a master of rhetorical argument, if to this he adds a knowl-
edge of the subjects with which enthymemes deal and the
differences between them and logical syllogisms. For, in
fact, what is true and what resembles it come under the
purview of the same faculty, and at the same time men
have a sufficient natural capacity for the truth and indeed

6 It is not clear what Aristotle means here by a part of dialec-
tic that deals with syllogism in general. Rapp suggests that he
might want to exclude Book 7 of the Topics, which deals with
debating strategies, or the Sophistici elenchi, on Fallacies.
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RHETORIC . 1.11-1.12

in most cases attain to it; for which reason one who divines
well in regard to the truth will also be able to divine well
in regard to what is plausible.”

It is clear, then, that the other writers on rhetoric bring
under the rules of art what is outside the subject, and why
they have rather inclined to the forensic branch of oratory.
Nevertheless, rhetoric is useful, because the true and the
just are naturally superior to their opposites, so that, if
decisions are improperly made, the defeat must be the
orator’s own fault, which is reprehensible. Further, in
dealing with certain persons, even if we possessed the
most accurate scientific knowledge, we should not find it
easy to persuade them by the employment of such knowl-
edge. For scientific discourse is instruction, but in the case
of such persons this is impossible; our arguments and
speeches must rest on generally accepted opinions, as we
said in the Topics, when speaking of converse with the
multitude. Further, the orator should be able to prove
opposites, as in logical arguments; not that we should do
both (for one ought not to persuade people to do what is
wrong), but that the real state of the case may not escape
us, and that, if another makes an unfair use of arguments,
we ourselves may be able to refute them. Rhetoric and
dialectic alone of all the arts prove opposites; for both are
equally concerned with them. However, it is not the same
with the subject matter, but, generally speaking, what is
true and better is naturally always easier to prove and

7 What is plausible: é&v8ofa, plausible or reputable opinions,
defined in the Topics (1.1) as “things generally admitted by all, or
by most men, or by the wise, and by all or most of these, or by the
most notable and esteemed.”
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RHETORIC I 1.12-1.14

more likely to persuade. Besides, it would be absurd if it
were considered disgraceful to be unable to defend one-
self with the help of the body, but not disgraceful as far as
speech is concerned, whose use is more characteristic of
man than that of the body. If it is argued that one who
makes an unfair use of such power of speech may do a
great deal of harm, this objection applies equally to all
good things except virtue, and above all to those things
which are most useful, such as strength, health, wealth,
generalship; for as these, rightly used, may be of the great-
est benefit, so, wrongly used, they may do an equal amount
of harm,

It is thus evident that rhetoric does not deal with any
one definite class of subjects, but is just like dialectic; also,
that it is useful; and further, that its function is not so much
to persuade, as to find out in each case the existing means
of persuasion.® The same holds true in respect to all the
other arts. For instance, it is not the function of medicine
to restore a patient to health, but only to promote this goal
as far as possible; for even those whose recovery is impos-
sible may be properly treated. It is further evident that it
belongs to the same discipline to discover what is really
persuasive and what appears to be so, just as it belongs to
dialectic to discover the real and apparent syllogism. For
sophistry lies not in the faculty, but in the purpose. But
there is a difference: in rhetoric, a man will be called a
rhetorician either with regard to his knowledge of the art
or with regard to his purpose, while in dialectic he is called

8 In Plato’s Gorgias (453a), rhetoric was defined as the art of
producing persuasion.
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% The essence of sophistry lies in its purpose, the deliberate
use of fallacious arguments in order to win a debate. In dialectic,
the dialectician has the power or faculty of making use of them
{since he must be able to recognize a fallacy); when he does so
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RHETORIC I. 1.14-2.2

a sophist with regard to his purpose, a dialectician not with
respect to the purpose, but only with respect to the fac-
ulty.®

Let us now attempt to treat the method itsell, to see
how and by what means we shall be able to attain our
objects. And so let us as it were start again, and having
defined rhetoric anew, pass on to the remainder of the
subject.

9. Let rhetoric, then, be defined as the faculty of con-
sidering what may be persuasive in reference to any sub-
ject whatever. This is the function of no other of the arts,
each of which is able to instruct and persuade in its own
special subject; thus, medicine deals with health and sick-
ness, geometry with the properties of magnitudes, arith-
metic with number, and similarly with all the other arts
and sciences. But rhetoric, so to speak, appears to be able
to see what is persuasive in reference to any given subject.
That is why we say that as an art its rules are not applied
to any particular definite class of things.

As for the means of persuasion, some do not belong to
the art, athers properly belong to it. By the former I un-
derstand all those that have not been furnished by our-
selves but were already in existence, such as witnesses,
tortures, contracts, and the like; by the latter, all that can
be constructed by system and by our own efforts. Thus we
have only to make use of the former, whereas we must
discover the latter.

deliberately, he is called a sophist. In rhetoric, this distinction
does not exist; he who uses sound arguments as well as he who
uses false ones are both known as rhetoricians.
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RHETORIC 1. 2.3-2.7

Now the means of persuasion furnished by a speech are
of three kinds. The first depends on the character of the
speaker, the second on putting the listener into a certain
frame of mind, the third on the speech itself, in so far as
it proves or seems to prove.

The orator persuades by character when his speech is
delivered in such a manner as to render him worthy of
trust; for we feel confidence in a greater degree and more
readily in persons of worth in regard to everything in gen-
eral, but where there is no certainty and opinions are di-
vided, our confidence is absolute. But this must be due to
the speech itself, not to any preconceived idea of the
speaker’s character; for it is not the case, as some writers
of rhetorical treatises lay down in their “Art,” that the
worth of the orator in no way contributes to his powers of
persuasion; on the contrary, character, so to speak, consti-
tutes the most effective means of persuasion. The orator
persuades by means of his listeners, when they are roused
to emotion by his speech; for the judgments we deliver are
not the same when we are influenced by joy or sorrow, love
or hate; and it is to this alone that, as we have said, the
present-day writers of treatises attempt to devote their
attention. (We will discuss these matters in detail when we
come to speak of the emotions.) And persuasion is pro-
duced by the speech itself, when we establish the true or

apparently true from the persuasive propositions appli-
cable to each individual subject.

Now, since those are the means of persuasion, it is
evident that, to be able to grasp them, a man must be
capable of logical reasoning, of studying characters and
the virtues, and thirdly the emotions—the nature and
character of each, its origin, and the manner in which it is

17




—

ARISTOTLE

" ’ 3 * \ I 4 2
WaTE trnp.ﬁawu ™My PUTOPLENY DLOY wapar/)veq T ™S
”~ ™ ) b » ’
diakexTinns etvay kni THS wepl To KM wpaypureias,
v 4 A %
fv Sikawy éom mpoayopedewr moliTikny. S Ka
Sy - o~ [ L4 LY
vmodveral Do TO ryMua TO TS TOMTIKNS 1) HNTOPLKT)
L4 F * * k) > ra
kal ol drrirowdperor TavTys T pév O dradevoior
LY Y 3 » > 7 3
ra 8¢ &' dialovelav To. 8¢ xai O dAhas airias av-
Bpwmikds &ori yop popdy 1o THs Oduahektikils kal
>’ » ] ¥ )
dpota xkafdmep kai dpxduevoL eimopEy: TEPL OVOEVOS
A r ”~ ¥ bl > ’ E]
yap wpiouévov ovderépa alrdv €0Twv EMOTNMY, TGS
éxet, akha duvdues Twes ToU maplaal Aoyovs. mept
- -~ -~ o~
pév ovv s Ouvduews aUTOY, KAl THS EXOVOL TPOS
> rd L \ ¢ -~
aAdndas, eipyras oxedov ikavds.

Téov 8¢ dwa Tov Sewcvivar 7) Paiverfar dewrivar,
xaflamep xal év Tols OtalexTikots | T0 uév émaywyn
éori 70 O¢ ouAAoyiouds T Be dawduevos ovAhoyi
ouos, kai évrabfa ouoiws e €L yap 16 uev wopd-

;) r b 3 > , ’ b A
deryua émaywyn, 70 8 évfiunpa cuvkloyioruds, T ¢
daivopevor Gawduevos cvAhoywruds. kakd o évli-
pnue pey fmropikov oulhoyiopov, mapdderypa O€
ETaywyNY PNTOPIKNY. TAVTES O€ TAS TLOTELS TOLODY-
rar dd 1ot dewxvivar ) mapadelypara Aéyovres 1) év-
fupurpara, kot mopa Tavra odér dar elmep xol
- 2 ' ) I ) ¥ 4 ’
dhas dvdyxy 1 avAloylouevor 1) émdyovra Sekvv-
vae oTeoty (9nhov & Nuiv TotTo €k TGV draluTikidy),

10 Rhetoric, as dealing with human actions, characters, vir-
tues, and emotions, is closely cannected with politics, which ac-
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RHETORIC 1. 2.7-2.8

praduced. Thus it appears that rhetoric is as it were an
offshoot of dialectic and of the study of character, which
may fairly be called politics.'® That is also why rhetoric
slips into the role of politics, and those who claim to pos-
sess it, partly from ignorance, partly from boastfulness,
and partly from other human weaknesses, do the same.
For, as we said at the outset, rhetoric is a sort of division
of dialectic and resembles it, since neither of them is a
science that deals with the nature of any definite subject,
but they are merely faculties of furnishing arguments. We
have now perhaps said enough about the faculties of these
arts and their mutual relations.

As for persuasion by proving, or appearing to prove:
just as dialectic possesses two modes of argument, induc-
tion and the syllogism, real or apparent, the same is the
case in rhetoric; for the example is induction, and the
enthymeme a syllogism, and the apparent enthymeme an
apparent syllogism. Accordingly I call an enthymeme a
rhetorical syllogism, and an example rhetorical induction.
Now everyone produces persuasion through proof by em-
ploying either examples or enthymemes and nothing else;
so that if, generally speaking, it is necessary to prove any-
thing whatever either by syllogism or by induction—and
that this is so is clear from the Analytics'!—each of the

cording to Aristotle (EN 1.1, 1094a26-b7) includes the study of
character--i.e., ethics (the word “ethics” is derived from the
Greek 7fos, “character”). Hence it may alsa be described as an
offshoot of politics, with which the sophists sometimes identified
it {cf. Pl. Prt, 319a),

11 An. pr. 2.23 (68b8-14); An. post. 1.1 (71al-11),
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12 From the definitions of syllogism (1.1) and induction (1.12).
No particular passage, however, explains the difference here
mentioned.
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RHETORIC 1. 2.8-2.11

latter must be identical with one of the former. The dif-
ference between example and enthymeme is evident from
the Topics,'2 where, in discussing syllogistn and induction,
it has previously been said that the proof from a number
of particular cases that such is the rule, is called in dialec-
tic induction, in rhetoric example; but when, certain
things being posited, something different results along-
side of them from their being true, either universally or in
most cases, the argument in dialectic is called a syllogism,
in rhetoric an enthymeme.

It is evident that each form of rhetorical argument has
its advantages—for what has been said in the Methodica®
holds good also in this case—for rhetorical speeches are
sometimes characterized by examples and sometimes by
enthymemes, and orators themselves are similarly either
fond of examples or of enthymemes. Now speeches that
depend on examples are no less persuasive, but those that
depend upon enthymemes meet with greater applause.
The reason for this and the way in which each should be
used will be discussed later;' for the moment let us define
more clearly these arguments themselves.

Since what is persuasive is persuasive in reference to
some one, and is persuasive and convincing either at once
and in and by itself, or because it appears to be proved by
arguments of this sort; and since no art has the individual
in view, medicine for instance what is good for Secrates or
Callias, but what is good for this or that class of persons

13 A lost treatise, mentioned by Diogenes Laertins in his Life
of Aristotle (5.24), and by Dionysius of Halicarnassus in the first

letter to Ammaeus (6). It is supposed to have dealt with some
branch of logic. 14 2.20-24.
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RHETORIC T, 2,1)-2.13

(for thiv is a matter thal comes within the provinee of an
arl, whereas the individuals are infinile in number and
cannot be the snbject of a science); so neither will rhetoric
consider what seems plausible in each individual ease, for
instance to Socrates or Hippias, but what seems plausible
to this or that class of persons. Itis the same with dialectic,
which does not draw conclusions from any random prem-
ises—for even madmen have some fancies—but it takes
its material from subjects that demand reasoned discus-
sion, and rhetorie from those that arc common subjects of
deliberation.

The function of rhetorie, then, is to deal with things
about which we dcliberate but for which we have no sys-
tematic rules; and in the presence of such listeners as are
unable to grasp many points at once, or to follow a lengthy
chain of argument. But we only deliberate about things
that seem to admit of issuing in both of two ways; as for
those things that cannot in the past, present, or future be
otherwise, no one deliberates about them, if he supposes
that they are such; for nothing would be gained by it. Now,
it is possible to construct syllogisms and to draw conclu-
sions partly from what has been previously proved by a
syllogism, partly from what has not, which however needs
proof, because it is not plausible. The first of these meth-
ods is necessarily difficult to follow owing to its length, for
the judge is supposed to be a simple person; the second
will not be persuasive because it does not depend upon
what is either accepted or plausible. The necessary result
then is that the enthymeme and the example are con-
cerned with things which may, for the most part, be other
than they are, the example being a kind of induction and
the cnthymeme a kind of syllogism, and deduced from few
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15 mpdros: not, as has sometimes been thought, a syllogism in
the mood Barbara of the first fgure, but one which has less than
the minimal number of premises. In both the Topics and the
Analytics, Aristotle assumes that a valid deductive argument must
have at least two premises.

16 Son of Diagoras of Rhodes, and like his father celebrated
for his victories in the Greek athletic contests.
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RHETORIC I. 2.13-2.15

premises, often from fewer than the first regular!5 syllo-
gism; for if any one of these is well known, there is no need
to mention it, for the listener can add it himself. For in-
stance, to prove that Dorieus!® was the victor in a contest
at which the prize was a crown, it is enough to say that he
won a victory at the Olympic games; there is no need to
add that the prize at the Olympic games is a crown, for
everybody knows it

But since few of the propositions of the rhetorical syl-
logist are necessary, for most of the things that we judge
and examine can be other than they are, human actions,
which are the subject of our deliberation and examination,
being all of such a character and, so to speak, none of them
necessary; since, further, propositions that hold only in
most cases and are possible can only be demonstrated by
other propositions of the same sort, and necessary facts by
necessary propositions (and that this is so is clear from the
Analytics'?), it is evident that the propositions on which
enthymemes are based will be sometimes necessary, but
most of them will only hold in the majority of cases. Now
since enthymemes consist of either probabilities or signs,
it follows that these two elements must correspond to
these two kinds of propositions, each to each.!® For what
is probable is what happens in most cases, not however
without qualification, as some define it, but what is con-

17 An. pr. 1.8 (20b29-35); An. post. 1.4 (73a21-24).

18 That is, probabilities and signs correspond to probable
and necessary propositions. This is not strictly correct; only the
Texurpia correspond to the necessary propositions, the other
signs and the probabilities to the probable or contingent proposi-
tions.
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RHETORIC 1. 2.15-2.18

cerned with things that may be other than they are, being
so related to that in regard to which it is probable as the
universal to the particular. As to signs, some are related as
the particular to the universal, others as the universal to
the particular. Necessary signs are called tekméria; those
that are not necessary have no distinguishing name. I call
those necessary signs from which a logical syllogism can
be canstructed, for which reason such a sign is called
tekmérion; for when people think that their arguments are
irrefutable, they think that they are bringing forward a
tekmérion, something as it were proved and concluded;
for in the old language tekmar and peras (limit, conclu-
sion) have the same meaning.

Among signs, some are related as the particular to the
universal; for instance, if one were to say that all wise men
are just, because Socrates was both wise and just. Now this
is a sign, but even if the particular statement is true, the
argument can be refuted, because it cannot be reduced to
syllogistic form. But if one were to say that it is a sign that
a man is ill, because he has a fever, or that a woman has
had a child because she produces milk, this is a necessary
sign. This alone among signs is a tekmérion; for only in this
case, if the fact is true, is the argument irrefutable. Other
signs are related as the universal to the particular, for in-
stance, if one were to say that it is a sign that this man has
a fever, because he breathes hard; but even if the fact is
true, this argument also can be refuted, for it is possible
for a man to breathe hard without having a fever. We have
now explained the meaning of probable, sign, and neces-
sary sign, and the difference between them; but in the
Analytics'® we have defined them more clearly and stated

19 An. pr. 2.27.
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20 Kasse! indicates a lacuna here, partly for grammatical rea-
sons, but also because it is unclear what the limits are that the
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RHETORIC 1. 2.18-2.20

why some of them can be converted into logical syllo-
gisms, while others cannot.

We have said that example is a kind of induction and
with what kind of material it deals by way of induction. It
stands neither in the relation of part to whole, nor of whole
to part, nor of one whole to another whole, but of part to
part, of like to like, when both come under the same ge-
nus, but one of them is better known than the other. For
example, to prove that Dionysius is aiming at a tyranny
because he asks for a bodyguard, one might say that Pisis-
tratus before him was aiming at tyranny, and when he
obtained what he asked for made himself tyrant, and
Theagenes did the same at Megara. All the other tyrants
known serve as an example of Dionysius, whose reason for
asking for a bodyguard we do not yet know. All these ex-
amples are contained under the same universal proposi-
tion, that one who is aiming at a tyranny asks for a body-
guard.

We have now stated the materials of arguments that are
thought to be demonstrative. But a very great difference
between enthymemes has escaped the notice of nearly
everyone, although it also exists in the dialectical method
of syllogisms. For some of them belong to rhetoric, others
to other arts and faculties, some already existing and aoth-

ers not yet established. Hence it is that this escapes the
notice of the listeners, ***20 and going into a subject more
than is appropriate, the speakers transgress the limits. But
this will be clearer if stated at greater length.

orators transgress. The sense is clear if one compares the later
passage 1358a23-26 (s. 21).
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RHETORIC 1. 2.21-2.22

I mean by dialectical and rhetorical syllogisms those
that are concerned with the subjects for which we list the
topics, which may be applied alike to questions of justice,
physies, politics, and many other things that differ in kind,
such as the topic of the more or less, which will furnish
syllogisms and enthymemes equally well for law, physics,
or anything else whatever, although these subjects differ
in kind. Specific topics on the other hand are derived from
propositions which are peculiar to each species or genus
of things; there are, for example, propositions about phys-
ics which can furnish neither enthymemes nor syllogisms
about ethics, and there are propositions concerned with
ethics which will be useless for furnishing conclusions
about physics; and the same holds good in all cases. The
first kind of topics will not make a man wiser about any
particular class of things, because they do not deal with
any particular subject matter; but as to the specific topics,
the happier a man is in his choice of propositions, the more
he will unwittingly produce a science quite different from
dialectic and rhetoric. For if he hits upon first principles,
it will no longer be dialectic or rhetoric, but that science
whose principles he has grasped. Most enthymemes are
constructed from these specific or particular kinds, fewer
from those that are common. As then we have done in the
Topics,?t so here we must distinguish the kinds and the
topics, from which enthymemes may be constructed. By
“kinds” I mean the propositions peculiar to each class of
things, by topics those common to all alike. Let us then
first speak of the kinds, but before doing so let us ascertain

21 Sophistici elenchi (“Fallacies™) 9. This treatise is really the
ninth and concluding part of the Topics.
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spectator as a “critic”}, although in the previous sentence only the
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RHETORIC I, 2.22-3.4

the differcut forms ol rhetoric, so that, having determined
their number, we may separately ascertain their elements
and propositions.

3. The forms of rhetoric are three in number, corre-
sponding to the three kinds of listeners. For every speech
is composed of three parts: the speaker, the subject that
he treats, and the person to whom it is addressed, I mean
the listener, to whom the end of the speech is related. Now
the listener must necessarily be either a mere spectator or
a judge, and a judge either of things past or of things to
come. For instance, a member of the general assembly is
a judge of things to come; the juror, of things past; the
spectator, of the ability of the speaker.2? Therefore there
are necessarily three forms of rhetorical speeches, delib-
erative, forensic, and epideictic.

The deliberative kind is either hortatory or dissuasive;
for both those who give advice in private and those who
speak in the assembly invariably either exhort or dissuade.
The forensic kind is either accusatory or defensive; for
litigants must necessarily either accuse or defend. The
epideictic kind has for its subject praise or blame.

Further, to each of these a special time is appropriate:
to the deliberative the future,? for the speaker, whether
he exhorts or dissuades, always advises about things to

members of the assembly and the jurors were described as judg-
ing. This is why Kassel deletes the last clause (“the spectator .. .”},
which appears in all MSS. For the spectator as a kind of judge,

ef 2.18 (s. 1, 1391al6-17).
23 In 1.6.1 and 8.7 the present is also mentioned as a time

appropriate to deliberative rhetoric.

33




—__—d

ARISTOTLE

6 yevdpevos (wepl yap TGV wewpoypbvomy GEL O pév
kot yope€l 6 O0¢ amohoyeiTar), 7@ O EMOEKTIKG Ku-
L * r »
PLAITOTOS péy O TPV KATO YOP TA VTAPXOVTU émdi-
vovow 7 Wéyovor mdvTes, wpooxpavTal 86 ToANdKy
Kal 7O YEVOLEVR AVOULUVNOKOVTES Kal 74 pérkovre
mpoewd.lovTes.
5 Téhos dé éxdoTois TOUTWY ETEPOY €0°TL, KAl TPLOlY
oot Tpia, TG pév oupBovkedorti To ovnpEpor kai
r4 L4 by b 4 € 4
BraBepér 6 pév yap mwporpémwr ws Beértior avpBov-
\ Aever, 6 B¢ dmorpémev ws Xe€lpor amorTpéme, Ta &
¥ * ”~ I kil , e
dAha mpos Tovro ovurapahauBdver, § Sikawov 3 bt
xov, 7} kahov T aloxpév: Tois O¢ duxalopévois 7o
’ L3 b » \ ] o N 7
Sixatov kol 176 dowov, ta. & dA\a kal odror oup-
wapahapBavovas mpos Tavrar Tols & €Emaivoivay Ko
7 b M \ . a Id M L] » .
Péyovar 16 kahov kal TO oloypéy, Ta O dAAa kai
oUTOoL wPOSs TaiTa emavadépovoiy. anueiov & Stu 10
8 ELPNvOY €XAOTOLS TENOS' TEPL ueY yap TOV aAAwy
/ éviote ovk Qv auduoBymiaaey, ofov ¢ Sualdpevos ws
L) s nor > »” 14 > s ~ 34N 2 ¥
oV yéyorer N ws ouk €BAafrer: 01t & ddiker, ovdé Tor
dv opoloyfaewy ovdéy yap Gv &det dikms. dpolws O
kot ol ovuBovAevorres Ta pév dAAa wolhdkis wpalev-
T LY 3 I ¥ ¥ b ]
1 TaL, ws 6¢ aovvudopa cguuBovhevovow % am ade
i 3 k) e €
Atpwy damorpémovaw ovk v dupoloynoaier oS O
ovK adikov TOUS doTvyelTovas katadovhatofar kal



RHETORIC I. 3.4-3.6

come; to the forensic the past, for it is always in reference
to things done that one party accuses and the other de-
fends; to the epideictic the present is most important, for
it is the existing condition of things that all those who
praise or blame have in view. It is nat uncommon, how-
ever, for epideictic speakers to avail themselves of other
times, of the past by way of recalling it, or of the future by
way of anticipating it.

Each of the three kinds has a different end, and as
there are three kinds of rhetoric, so there are three ends.
The end of the deliberative speaker is the expedient or
harmful; for he who exhorts recommends a course of ac-
tion as better, and he who dissuades advises against it as
worse; all other considerations, such as justice and injus-
tice, honor and disgrace, are included as accessory in ref-
erence to this. The goal of the forensic speaker is the just
or the unjust; in this case also all other considerations are
included as accessory. The goal of those who praise or
blame is the honorable or the disgraceful; and they also
refer all other considerations to these. A sign that what 1
have stated is the goal that each has in view is the fact that
sometimes the speakers will not dispute about the other
points. For example, a man on trial does not always deny
that an act has been committed or damage inflicted by
him, but he will never admit that the act is unjust; for
otherwise a trial would be unnecessary. Similarly, the de-
liberative orators, although they often disregard every-
thing else, will never admit that they are reconimending
what is inexpedient or dissuading from what is useful; but
often they are quite indifferent about showing that the
enslavement of neighbaring peoples, even if they have
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24 The omission of o before ddukov has been suggested. The
sense would then be: “As to the injustice of enslaving . . . he s
uite indifferent.” There is no doubt a reference to the cruel
treatment by Athens of the inhabitants of the island of Melos {416
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RHETORIC I. 3.6-3.9

done no harm, is not an act of injustice.? Similarly, those
who praise or blame do not consider whether a man has
done what is expedient or harmful, but frequently make it
a matter for praise that, disregarding his own interest, he
performed some deed because it was honorable. For ex-
ample, they praise Achilles because he went to the aid of
his comrade Patroclus,® knowing that he was fated to die,
although he might have lived. To him such a death was
more honorable, although life was more expedient.

From what has been said it is evident that the orator
must first have in readiness the propositions on these
three subjects. Now, necessary signs, probabilities, and
signs are the propositions of the rhetorician; for the syl-
logism in general consists of propositions, and the en-
thymeme is a syllogism composed of the propositions
above mentioned. Again, since what is impossible can
neither be done nor have been done, but only what is pos-
sible, and since what has not taken place nor will take place
can neither have been done nor will be done, it is neces-
sary for the deliberative, the forensic, and the epideictic
orator alike to have in readiness propositions dealing with
the possible and the impossible, and as to whether any-
thing has taken place or will take place, or not. Further,
since all, whether they praise or blame, exhort or dissuade,
accuse or defend, not only attempt to prove what we have

BC) lor its loyalty to the Spartans during the Peloponnesian War
(Thuc. 5.84~116). The Athenian envoys declined to discuss the
question of right or wrong, which they said was possible only
between equal powers, and asserted that expediency was the only

thing that had to be considered.
25 To protect his body and avenge his death (Hom. II. 18).
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RHETORIC 1. 3.9-4.4

mentioned, but also that the same things. whether good
or bad, honorable or disgraceful, just or unjust, are great
or small, either in themselves or when compared with
each other, it is clear that it will be necessary for the orator
to be ready with propositions dealing with greatness and
smallness and the greater and the less, both universally
and in particular; for instance, which is the greater or less
good, or act of injustice or justice; and similarly with re-
gard to all other subjects. We have now stated the subjects
concerning which the orator must provide himself with
propositions; after this, we must distinguish between each
of them individually, that is, with what the three kinds of
rhetoric, deliberative, epideictic, and forensic, concern
themselves.

4, We must first ascertain about what kind of good or
bad things the deliberative orator advises, since he cannot
do so about everything, but only about things that may
possibly happen or not. Everything that of necessity either
is or will be, or that cannot possibly be or come to pass, is
outside the scope of deliberation, Indeed, even in the case
of things that are possible advice is not always appropriate;
for they include certain advantages, natural and acciden-
tal, about which it is not worthwhile to offer advice. But it
is clear that advice is limited to those subjects about which
we take counsel; and such are all those that can naturally
be referred to ourselves and the cause of whose origina-
tion is in our own power; for our examination continues
until we find out whether we can or cannot do something.

However, there is no need at present to attempt to
enumerate exactly or to classify those subjects that men
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RHETORIC I. 4.4-4.8

are accustomed to discuss, or to define them as far as pos-
sible with strict accuracy, since this is not the function of
the rhetorical art but of one that requires more intelli-
gence and truth, and further, more than its legitimate sub-
jects of inquiry have already been assigned to rhetoric. For
what we have said before is true: that rhetoric is composed
of analytical science and of that branch of political?® sci-
ence which is concerned with character, and that it re-
sembles partly dialectic and partly sophistical arguments.
But in proportion as anyone attempts to make of dialectic
or rhetoric, not what they are, faculties, but sciences, to
that extent he will, without knowing it, destroy their real
nature, in thus altering their character, by crossing over
into the domain of sciences whose subjects are certain
definite things, not merely arguments. Nevertheless, even
at present we may mention such matters as it is worthwhile
to analyze, while still leaving enough for political science
to investigate.

Now, we may say that the most important subjects
about which all men deliberate and deliberative orators
make their speeches, are five in number, to wit: ways and
means, war and peace, the defense of the country, imports
and exports, and legislation.

Accordingly, the orator who is going to give advice on
ways and means should be acquainted with the nature and
extent of the state resources, so that if any is omitted it
may be added, and if any is insufficient, it may be in-

26 Kassel brackets the word mokerucijs (political) though it
appears in all MSS, suggesting that it is a gloss taken from 1356a26
above. However, given the reference to political science below, it
seems appropriate here too.
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RHETORIC 1. 4.8-4.10

creased. Further, he should know all the expenses of the
state, that if any is superfluous, it may be removed, or, if
too great, may be curtailed. For men become wealthier
not only by adding to what they already possess but also
by cutting down expenses. Of these matters it is not pos-
sible to acquire a general view from individual experience
alone, but in view of advising about them it is further
necessary to be well informed about what has been dis-
covered among others.

In regard to war and peace, the orator should be ac-
quainted with the power of the state, how great it is al-
ready and how great it may possibly become; of what kind
it is already and what additions may possibly be made to
it; further, what wars it has waged and its conduct of them.
These matters he should be acquainted with, not only as
far as his own state is concerned but also in reference to
neighbaring states, and particularly those with whom
there is a likelihood of war, so that toward the stronger a
pacific attitude may be maintained, and in regard to the
weaker, the decision as to making war on them may be left
to his own state. Again, he should know whether their
forces are like or unlike his own, for herein also advantage
or disadvantage may lie. With reference to these matters
he must also have examined the results not only of the
wars waged by his own state, but also of those waged by
others; for similar results naturally arise from similar
causes.

Again, in regard to the defense of the country, he
should not be ignorant how it is carried out; he should
know both the strength of the guard, its character, and the
positions of the guard-houses (which is impossible for one
who is unacquainted with the country), so that if any guard

43

| —



12

13

ARISTOTLE

ENdTTWl 7 Pudaxy TpooTel) kal € TS wepiepyos
whaepelly kai rods émrndeiovs Témovs m™pdot pdk.
Aov,

“lire 8¢ mept Tpods, oo ikavn T wENeL kai mola
N aUTOD TE Yryvopérn Kol eloaywyLeos, Kal Twwy 1
éfaywyns Séovral wal Tivwr eoaywyhs, va wpos
rouTous kat guvfxar kal avpBola yiyvwyrar mpos
Svo yop Owaduldrrery dvaykaior GreykAnTovs Tovs
TOALTAS, TPOS TE TOUS KPELTTOUS Kail TPOS TOUS €l
TAUTA XPV)TLAOVS.

Bis & dodarear dmavra pév tadra avaykatoy
Suvaafar Bewpeiy, ovx éhdyiaror 8¢ mept vopolerias
émaier év yap TOls vopols éoTiv 1) cwrypla T
moNews, GoT dvaykaior e€ldévar méoa T éoTi moh-
Tely €l07), kal wolo OVUPEPEL €kaoTy, Kal VIO Tivwy
d)ﬁfiﬂfﬂ'gﬂ-t 1T€’¢()UK€ KO.E OEKEI:OJV Tﬁs‘ ﬂ'o)u,frefag K(I.E
évavtiov. Aéyw O 70 Um0 oikelwr Ppleipeabar, o éfw
s BehtioTys molreias ai ahlaw maoar kai avéue
var kal émrewdpevar Pleipovtar, olov Smpoxparis
oV ubvov aviepérn) dolleveatépa yivetnr GoTe TENOS
née eis ohvyapyiav, ahhd kai émrewouévy adadpe,
domep kai 1) YpvmorTns kal 1) oudTns oV udvor Gy
peva €pxeral €is 70 péoov, dAAa kai odddpa ypurd
ywopeva 1) owpa ovre datiflerar dare undé puxripa
Soxety elvar. xprioywov 8¢ mpos Tds vopobeaias ro un
udvov émaiew Tis TOATELa CUndEpel €k TV TapelT:
Avfdrwv Gewpovrre, GAMG Kal Tds mapd Tois dAAOY

44

)_41

is insuffici
it may be
suitable p
Again,
is sufficier
duced at }
imports a
ments ma’
it is neces
their relat
stronger &
poses.
With a
the orator
but an ur
tance, for
based. Tt
governme
natural ca
to the par
being ruir
the excep
restare ru
democrac
to excess,
similarly,
mean wh
becomes :
extent th:
with refer
understar

judging i

i



RUETGORIC {. 4.10-4.13

is insufficient it may be increased, or if any is superfluous
it may be disbanded, and greater attention deveted to
suitable positions.

Again, in regard to food, he should know what amount
is sufficient to support the state; what kind of food is pro-
duced at home or can be imported; and what exports and
impaorts are necessary, in order that contracts and agree-
ments may be made with those who can furnish them; for
it is necessary to keep the citizens free from reproach in
their relations with two classes of people—those who are
stronger and those who are useful for commercial pur-
poses.

With a view to the safety of the state. it is necessary that
the orator should be able to judge of all these questions.
but an understanding of legislation is of special impor-
tance, for it is on the laws that the safety of the state is
based. That is why he must know how many forms of
government there are; what is expedient for each; and the
natural causes of its downfall, whether they are peculiar
to the particular form of government or apposed to it. By
being ruined by causes peculiar to itself, I mean that, with
the exception of the perfect form of government, all the
rest are ruined by being relaxed or strained to excess. Thus
democracy, not only when relaxed but also when strained
to excess, becomes weaker and will end in an oligarchy;
simnilarly, not only does an aquiline or snub nose reach the
mean when one of these defects is relaxed, but when it
becomes aquiline or snub to excess, it is altered to such an
extent that even the likeness of a rose is lost. Moreover,

with reference to acts of legislation, it is useful not only to

understand what form of gavernment is expedient by
judging in the light of the past, but also to become ac-
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RHETORIC 1. 4.13-5 .4

quainted with those in existence in other nalions, and to
learn what kinds of government are suitable to what kinds
of people. 1t is clear, thercfore, that for legislation buoks
of travel are useful, since from them we may learn the taws
of other natious, and {or political debales the accounts of
historians.?” All these things, however, belong to politics
and not to rhetoric.

Such, then, are the most important questions about
which the would-be deliberative orator must be well in-
formed. Now let us again state the sources from which we
must derive our arguments for exhortation or discussion
on these and other questions.

5. Men, individually and in common, nearly all have
some aim, in the attainment of which they choose or avoid
certain things. This aim, briefly stated, is happiness and its
component parts. Therefore, for the sake of illustration,
let us ascertain what happiness, generally speaking, is, and
what are its constituent parts; for all who exhort or dis-
suade discuss happiness and those things that conduce or
are detrimental to it. For one should do the things that
procure happiness ar one of its parts, or increase instead
of diminishing it, and avoid doing those things that destroy
or hinder it or bring about what is coutrary to it.

Let us then define happiness as well-being combined
with virtue, or independence of life, or the life that is most
agreeable combined with security, or prosperity and a
goad state of body, combined with power to protect and
make use of them; for virtually all men admit that one or
more of these things constitutes happiness. If, then, such

27 Literally, “the investigations of those who write about hu-
man actions” {cf. {oropixds, §8).
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28 That is, of mind and body; or Surdue:s may mean “positions
of authority and influence.”
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RHETORIC I 5.4-5.6

is the nature of happiness, its parts must necessarily be:
noble birth, numerous friends, good friends, wealth, good
children, numerous children, a good old age; further,
bodily excellences, such as health, beauty, strength, stat-.
ure, fitness for athletic contests, a good reputation, honor,
good luck, virtue. For a man would be entirely indepen-
dent, provided he possessed all internal and external

oods; for there are no others. Internal goods are those of
mind and body; external goods are noble birth, friends,
wealth, honor. To these we think should be added certain
powers® and good luck; for on these conditions life will
be perfectly secure. Let us now in the same way define
each of these in detail.

Noble birth, in the case of a nation or state, means that
its members are sprung from the s0il? or of long standing;
that its first members were leaders, and that many of their
descendants have been famous for qualities that are highly
esteemed. In the case of private individuals, noble birth is
derived from either the father’s or the mother’s side, and
on both sides there must be legitimacy; and, as in the case
of 4 state, it means that its founders were distinguished for
virtue, or wealth, or any other of the things that men
honor, and that a number of famous persons, both men

and women, young and old, belong to the family.

The blessing of good children and numerous children
needs little explanation. For the community it consists in
a large number of good young men, good in bodily excel-
lences, such as stature, beauty, strength, fitness for athletic
contests; the virtues of the mind for a young man are

29 This was a favorite boast of the Athenians.
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30 A similar charge against Spartan women is made in the
Politics (2.9.5): “Further, the looseness {&veais) of Spartan
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RHETORIC ). 5.6-5.7

temperice and courage. For the individnal it consists in
a nmmber of good children of his own, hoth male and fe-
male, and such as we have deseribed, 7 emale bodily excel-
lences arc beauty and stature, virtues of their mind are
temperance and industrious hdl)its, free from servility.
The ohject ol both the individnal and of the community
should be to secure the existence of each of these qualities
in both men and wowmen; for all those states in which the
character of women is unsalisfactory, as in Sparta,® may
be considered only half-happy.

The parts of wealth are abundance of money, owner-
ship of land and estates remarkable for number, size, and
beauty, and {urther of movables, cattle, and slaves, re-
markable tor number and beauty, il they are all ane’s own,
secure, liberal, and useful. Property that is productive is
more useful, but what has enjoyment for its object is more
liberal. By productive I mean what is a source of income,
by enjoyable what offers no advantage beyond the use of
it—at least, nane worth mentioning. Security may be de-

fined as possession of property in such places and on such
conditions that the use of it is in our own hands; and own-

ership [or not?!] as the right of alienation, by which [ mean
giving the property away or selling it. In a word, being
wealthy consists rather in use than in possession; for the
activity in the use of such things is wealth.

waren is injurious bath to the purpose of the constitution and

the well-being of the state,”
3 £ un: Kassel prints the MS text; most editors and translators

transler these words to follow draAAorpiiiaac (alienizing), with
Spengel. I follow Spengel's second suggestion by deleting them.
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rav arfpanivar § 14y TheloTor.

32 Qf Selymbria, physician and teacher of hygienic gymnastics
{ca. 420 BC). He is said to have made his patients walk from
Athens to Megara and back, about seventy miles. He was satirized
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RHETORIC I. 5.8-5.10

A good reputation consists in being considered a man
of worth by all, or in possessing something of such a nature

that all or most men, or the good, or the men of practical
wisdom desire it.

Honor is a token of a reputation for doing good; and
those who have already done good are justly and above all
honored, not but that he who is capable of doing good is
also honored. Doing good relates either to personal secu-
rity and all the causes of existence; or to wealth; or to any
other goad things which are not easy to acquire, either in
any conditions, or at such a place, or at such a time; for
many obtain honor for things that appear trifling, but this
depends on place and time. The components of honor are
sacrifices, memorials in verse and prose, privﬂeges, grants
of land, front seats, public burial, statues, state mainte-
nance, and among the barbarians, prostration and giving
place, and all gifts that are highly prized in each country.
For a gift is at once a giving of a possession and a token of
honor; for that reason gifts are desired by the ambitious
and by those who are fond of money, since they are an
acquisition for the latter and an honor for the former; so
that they furnish both with what they want.

Bodily excellence is health, and of such a kind that
when using the body we are free from sickness; for many
are healthy in the way Herodicus® is said to have been,
whom no one would consider happy in the matter of
health, because they are obliged to abstain from all or
nearly all human enjoyments.

by Plato and by his old pupil Hippocrates as one wha killed those
whom he treated (cf. 2.23.29),
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3 Five contests: jumping, running, discus throwing, javelin
throwing, wrestling,
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RHETORIC 1. 5.11-5.14

Beauty varies with cach age. [nayoung man, it consists
in possessing a body capable of enduring the efforts either
of the racetrack or of bodily strength, while he himself is
pleasant to behold and a sheer delight. This is why the
athletes in the pentathlon® are most beautiful, because
thev are naturally adapted for bodily exertion and for
swiftness of foot. In a man who has reached his prime,
beauty consists in being naturally adapted for the toils of
war, in appearing pleasant and at the same time awe-
inspiring. In an old man, beauty consists in being able to
contend with unavoidable labors and not being an eyesore,
thanks to the absence of the disagreeable accompani-
ments of old age.

Strength consists in the power of moving another as
one wills, for which purpose it is necessary to pull or push,
to lift, to squeeze or crush, so that the strong man is strong
by virtue of being able to do all or some of these things.

Excellence of stature consists in being superior to most
men in height, depth, and breadth, but in such proportion
as not to render the movements of the body slower as the
result of excess.

Bodily excellence in athletics consists in size and
strength; for to be swift is also to be strong. For one who
is able to throw his legs about in a certain way, to move
them rapidly and with long strides, makes a good runner;
one who can hug and grapple, a good wrestler; one who
can thrust away by a blow of the fist, a good boxer; one
who excels in boxing and wrestling is fit for the pancra-
fion,* one who excels in all for the pentathlon.

34 A combination of wrestling and boxing,
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3 Health may be the result of fortune, as well as of the art of
medicine; beanty and strength, of fortune as well as nature.
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RHETORIC ], 5.15-5.17

A happv old age is one that comes slowly with freedom
from pain: for nenher one who rapidly grows old nor one
who grows old insensibly but with pain enjoys a happy old
age. This also depends upon bodily excellences and good
fortune: for unless a man is free from illness and is strong,
he will never be free trom suffering, nor will he live long
and painlessly without good fortune. Apart from health
and strength, however. there is another power of longevity
in certain cases; for many live long who are not endowed
with bodily excellences. But a minute examination of such
questions is needless for the present purpose.

The meaning of numerous and worthy friends is easy
to understand from the definition of a friend. A friend is
one who exerts himself to do for the sake of another what
he thinks is advantageous to him. A man to whom many
persons are so disposed, has many friends: if they are wor-
thy men, he has good friends.

Good fortune consists in the acquisition or possession
of either all, or the most, or the most important of those
goods of which fortune is the cause. Now fortune is the
cause of some things with which certain arts also are con-
cerned, and also of many which have nothing to do with
art, for instance, such as are due to nature (however, the
results of fortune may also be contrary to nature); for art
is a cause of health, but nature of beauty and stature.®

Speaking generally, the goods that come from fortune are
such as excite envy. Fortune is also a cause of those goods
that are beyond calculation; for instance, a man’s brothers
are all ugly, while he is handsome; the others did not see
the treasure, while he found it: the arrow hit one who
stood by and not the man aimed at; or, one who frequented
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RHETORIC I. 5.17-6.3

a certain place was the only one who did not go there on
a certain occasion, while those who went there then for
the first time met their death. All such instances appear to
be examples of good fortune.

The definition of virtue, since it is most closely con-
nected with the topic of praise, must be left until we come
to deal with the latter.

6. It is evident, then, what things, likely to happen or
already existing, the orator should aim at, when exhorting,
and what when dissuading; for those are the opposites.
But since the goal before the deliberative orator is what is
expedient, and men deliberate not about the end but
about the means to the end, which are the things which
are expedient in regard to our actions; and since further
the expedient is good, we must first grasp the elementary
notions of good and expedient in general.

Let us assume good to be whatever is desirable for its
own sake, or for the sake of which we choose something
else; whatever is the aim of all things, or of all things that
possess sensation or reason, or would be, if they could
acquire the latter. Whatever reason might assign to each
and whatever reason does assign to each in individual
cases, that is good for each; and that whose presence
makes a man fit and also independent; and independence
in general; and what produces or preserves such things, or
on which such things follow, or all that is Jikely to prevent
or destroy their opposites.

Now things follow in two ways: simultaneously or sub-
sequently; for instance, knowledge is subsequent to learn-
ing, but life is simultaneous with health. Things which
produce act in three ways: as healthiness produces health:
and as food does; and as does exercise, since it produces
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36 The excellence of anything is proportionate to its success in
the performance of its proper function. The function of acquisi-
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””‘iaﬁ\ RHETORIC 1. 6.3-6.11

?b‘i health in most cases. This being established, it necessarily
{ follows that the acquisition of good things and the loss of
g™ . evil things are both good; for it follows simultaneously on

' 1,1 the latter that we are rid of what is bad, and subsequently
" on the former that we obtain possession of what is good.
YAWW The same applies to the acquisition of a greater good in
place of a less, and a lesser evil in place of a greater; for in
30)41]'. " proportion as the greater exceeds the lesser, there is an
. % acquisition of the one and a loss of the other. The virtues
%™y also must be a good thing; for those who possess them are
rv i in a good condition, and they are also productive of good
things and actions. However, we must speak separately
b o concerning each: what it is, and of what kind. Pleasure also
e f?n must be a good; for all living creatures naturally desire it.
KifR  Hence it follows that both agreeable and beautiful things
yipit  must be good; for the former produce pleasure, while
%amd among beautiful things some are pleasant and others are

desirable in themselves.

Lo To enumerate them one by one, the following things
:f ‘f" must necessarily be good. Happiness, since it is desirable
Hamg iy jtself and self-sufficient, and to obtain it we choose all
tom:n.i other things. Justice, courage, temperance, magnanimity,
e magnificence, and all other similar states, for they are vir-
ey tues of the soul. Health, beauty, and the like, for they are

.7 excellences of the body and produce many advantages; for
Y™ instance, health is productive of pleasure and of life, for
Xt 8 which reason it is thought to be best of all, because it is
inded  the cause of two of the things which the majority of men

. 4  prize most highly, pleasure and life. Wealth, since it is the
,-‘q\rl' J excellence of acquisition3 and productive of many things.
; tion is to get something valuable, such as money, and its “excel-

"‘l lence” may be judged by the amount of wealth obtained,

»
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37 Hom. I1. 1.255: Nestor to Achilles and Agamemnan, point-
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RHETORIC I. 6.12-6.20

A friend and friendship, since a friend is desirable in him-
self and produces many advantages. Honor and good re-
pute. since they are agreeable and produce many advan-
tages. and are usually accompanied by the possession of
those things for which men are honored. Eloquence and
capacity for action; for all such faculties are productive of
good things. Further, natural talent, good memory, readi-
ness to learn, quick-wittedness, and all similar qualities;
for these faculties are productive of good things. The same
applies to all the sciences and arts. And life, for even
though no other good should result from it, it is desirable
in itself. Lastly, justice, since it is expedient for the com-
mon welfare.

These are pretty much all the things generally recog-
nized as good; in the case of things about which there is
disagreement, the arguments are drawn from the follow-
ing. That is good whase opposite is evil, or whose opposite
is advantageous to our enemies; for instance, if it is most
advantageous to our enemies that we should be cowards,
it is clear that courage is most useful to the citizens. And,
speaking generally, the opposite of what our enemies de-
sire, or in what they rejoice, appears to be useful; for this

reason it was well said:
In truth Priam would be delighted.?”

This is not always the case but only in most cases, for there
is nothing to prevent one and the same thing being some-
times advantageous to two opposite parties; hence it is said
that misfortune brings men together, when the same thing

is harmful to them both.

ing out how their enemies would rejoice if they heard a full ac-
count of their quarrel.
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38 Hom. Il 2.160: Hera to Athena, begging her to prevent the
Greeks from departing Troy and leaving Helen behind.

39 Hom. Il. 2.298: Odysseus, while sympathizing with the de-
sire of the army to leave, points out that it would be "disgraceful
after waiting so long “to return unsuccessful,” and exhorts them

to hold out.
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RHETORIC 1. 6.21-6.24

What is not in excess is good, whereas what is greater
than it should be is bad. And what has cost much lahor and
expense, for it then appears to be good, and such a thing
is regarded as an end, and an end of many efforts; now, an
end is a good. For which reason it was said:

And they would leave for Priam a boast®
and,
Disgraceful it is to wait too long,3

and the proverb, “to break the pitcher at the door.”40

And what many aim at and is seen to be competed for
by many; for what all aim at was recognized as a good, and
the majority may almost stand for “all.” And what is the
object of praise, for no one praises what is not good. And
what is praised by enemies, for this amounts almost to a
universal recognition of it; and what is praised by those
who have suffered, for it is because its goodness is evident
that they would acknowledge it. So also those are worth-
less whom their friends blame and their enemies do not
blame. For this reason the Corinthians imagined them-
selves insulted by Simonides, when he wrote,

Corinthians are not blamed by Troy.4!

40 Proverbial for “lost labor.” Cf. French “faire naufrage au
port,” and the English “there’s many a slip "twixt cup and lip.”

41 In the Iliad Glaucus, a Corinthian, is described as an ally
of the Trojans. Simonides meant to praise, but the Corinthjans
were suspicious and thought his words were meant satirically, in
accordance with the view just expressed by Aristotle. The Simon-
ides referred to is Simonides of Ceos (PMG fr. 67, where the line
is differently given).
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RHETORIC I. 6,25-6.30

And what one of the practically wise or good, man or
woman, has chosen before others, as Athena chose Odys-
seus, Theseus Helen, the goddesses Alexander, and Ho-
mer Achilles.

And generally speaking, all that is deliberately chosen
is good. Now, men choose to do the things just mentioned,
and those that are harmful to their enemies and advanta-
geous to their friends, and things that are possible. The
last are of two kinds: things that might happen, and things
that easily happen; by the latter are meant things that hap-
pen without labor or in a short time, for difficulty is de-
fined by labor or length of time. And anything that hap-
pens as men wish is good; and what they wish is either
what is not evil at all or is less an evil than a good, which
will be the case if the evil is unnoticed or the penalty at-
tached to it is light. And things that are peculiar to them,
or that no one else possesses, or that are out of the com-
mon; for thus the honor is greater. And things that are
appropriate to them; such are all things befitting them in
respect of birth and power. And things that they think they
lack, however unimportant; for none the less they choose
to go after them. And things that are easy of accomplish-
ment, for being easy they are possible; such things are
those in which all, or most men, or those who are equals
or inferiors have been successful. And things whereby
they will gratify friends or incur the hatred of enemies.
And all things that those whom they admire choose to do.
And those things in regard to which they are naturally
talented and experienced; for they hope to be more easily
successful in them. And things which no worthless man
could achieve, for that makes them the more commend-
able. And things for which they have a strong desire, for
such things seem not only agreeable, but also better.
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BRHETORIC I. 6.30-7.4

Lastly, and above all, each man thinks thase things good
which are the object of his special inclination, as victory
of the lover of victory, honor of the lover of honor, money
of the money-lover, and so in other instances. These then
are the materials from which we must draw our means of
persuasion in reference to good and the expedient.

7. But since men often agree that both of two things
are useful, but dispute which is the more so, we must next
speak of the greater good and the more expedient. Let one
thing, then, be said to exceed another, when it is as great
and something more, and to be exceeded when it is con-
tained in the other. “Greater” and “more” always imply a
relation with less; “great” and “small,” “much” and “little”
with the general size of things; the “great” is what exceeds,
and what falls short of it is “small”; and similarly “much”
and “little.” Since besides, we call good what is desirable

for its own sake and not for anything else, and what all ,
things aim at and would choose if they possessed reason I
Mz

and practical wisdom; and what is productive or protective
of good, or on which such things follow, and that is good
for each man which relatively to him presents all these
conditions, it necessarily follows that a larger number of
good things is a greater good than one or a smaller num-
ber, if the one or the smaller number is reckoned as one
of them, for the larger number exceeds the smaller num-
ber contained in it.

And if what is greatest in one class surpasses what is
greatest in another class, the first class will surpass the
second; and whenever one class surpasses another, the
greatest of that class will surpass the greatest of the other.
For instance, if the biggest man is greater than the biggest
woman, men in general will be bigger than women; and if
men in general are bigger than women, the biggest man
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RHETORIC I. 7.4-7.12

will be bigger than the biggest woman; for the superiority
of classes and of the greatest things contained in them are
proportionate. And when this follows on that, but not that
on this, then the second is the greater good, for the enjoy-
ment of what follows is contained in that of the other.
Things follow simultaneously, or successively, or poten-
tially; thus, life follows simultaneously on health, but not
health on life; knowledge follows subsequently on learn-
ing; and simple theft potentially on temple robbery, for
one who commits such sacrilege would also steal. And
things that exceed the same thing by a greater amount
than something else are greater, for they must also exceed
what exceeds by a smaller amount. And things that pro-
duce a greater good are greater; for this was meant by
“productive of greater.” And similarly, what is produced by
a greater cause; for if what produces health is more desir-
able than what produces pleasure and a greater good, then
health is a greater good than pleasure. And what is more
desirable in itself is superior to what is not; for example,
strength is a greater good than the wholesome, which is
not desirable for its own sake, while strength is; and this
we agreed was the meaning of “a good.” And if one is an
end, the other not: for the latter is desirable for the sake
of something else, the former for its own sake; for in-
stance, exercise is only a means for the acquirement of a
good constitution. And what has less need of additional
things than something else is a greater good, for it is more
independent, and what needs fewer or easier additions has
less need. And when one thing does not exist or cannot be
brought into existence without the aid of another, but that
other can, then what needs no aid is more independent,

and accordingly is seen to be a greater good.
And if one thing is a first principle, and another not; if
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42 Oropus, a frontier town of Boeotia and Attica, had been
occupied by the Thebans (366 BC). Callistratus suggested an
arrangement that was accepted and carried out by Chabrias, that
the town should remain in Theban possession for the time being.
Negotiations proved unsuccessful and the Thebans refused to
leave, whereupon Chabrias and Callistratus were brought to trial.
Leodamas was an Athenian orator, pupil of Isocrates.
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RHETORIC |. 7.12-7.14

one thing is a cause and another not, for the sume reason;
for without cause or first principle nothing can exist or
come into existence. And if there are two first principles
or two causes, what results from the greater is greater; and
conversely, when there are two first principles or two
causes, what is the first cause or principle of the greater is
greater. It is clear then, from what has been said, that a
thing may be seen to be greater in both ways: for if it is a
first principle but another is not, it will appear to be
greater, and also if it is not a first principle, while another
is, for the end is greater and not a first principle. Thus,
Leodamas, when accusing Callistratus,*2 declared that the
man who had given the advice was guiltier than the one
who carried it out; for if he had not suggested it, it could
not have been carried out. And conversely, when accusing
Chabrias, he declared that the man who had carried out
the advice was guiltier than the one who had given it; for
it could not have been carried out had there not been
some one to do so, and the reason why people devised
plots was that others might carry them out.

And what is scarcer is a greater good than what is abun-
dant, as gold than iron, although it is less useful, but the
possession of it is more valuable, since it is more difficult
to acquire. From another point of view, what is abundant
is to be preferred to what is scarce, because the use of
it is greater, for “often” exceeds “seldom”; whence the

saying:
Water is best.43

43 Pind. Ol 1.1.
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RHETORIC L. 7.15-7.21

And speaking generally, what is more difficult is prefera-
ble to what is easier to attain, [or it is scarcer; but from
another point of view what is easier is preferable to what
is more difficult; for it is as we wish it to be. And that, the
contrary or the deprivation of which is greater, is the
greater good. And virtue is greater than non-virtue, and
vice than non-vice; for virtues and vices are ends, the oth-
ers not. And those things whose works are nobler or more
disgraceful are themselves greater; and the works of those
things, the vices and virtues of which are greater, will also
be greater, since between canses and first principles com-
pared with results there is the same relation as between
results compared with causes and first principles. Things
superiority in which is more desirable or nobler, are to be
preferred; for instance, sharpness of sight is preferable to
keenness of smell; for sight is better than smell. And loving
one’s friends more than money is nobler, from which it

follows that love of friends is nobler than love of money.

And on the other hand, the better and nobler things are,

the better and nobler will be their superiority; and simi-

larly, those things the desire for which is nobler and better,

are themselves nobler and better, for greater longings are

directed toward greater objects. For the same reason, the

better and nobler the object, the better and nobler are the

desires.

And the nobler and more dignified the sciences, the
nobler and more dignified are their subjects; for as is the
science, so is the truth that is its object, and each science
prescribes what properly belongs to it; and similarly, the
nobler and more dignified the objects of a science, the
nobler and more dignified is the science itself, for the
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RHETORICI. 7.21-7.26

same reasons. And what men of practical wisdom, either
all, or more, or the best of them, would judge, or have
judged, to be a greater good, must necessarily be such,
either absolutely or in so far as they have judged as men
of practical wisdom. The same is true in regard to every-
thing else; for the nature, quantity, and quality of things
are such as science or practical wisdom would say. But our
statement applies to goods; for we defined that as good
which everything, if possessed of practical wisdom, would
choose; hence it is evident that that is a greater good to
which practical wisdom assigns the superiority. So also are
the things that better men possess, either absolutely or in
so far as they are better; for instance courage is better than
strength. And what the better man would choose, either
absolutely or in so far as he is better; thus, it is better to
suffer wrong than to commit it, for that is what the more
just man would choose. And what is more agreeable rather
than what is less so; for all things pursue pleasure and
desire it for its own sake; and it is by these conditions that
the good and the end have been defined. And that is more
agreeable which involves less pain and is agreeable for a
longer time. And what is more beautiful than what is less
so; for the beautiful is what is either agreeable or desirable
in itself. And all things that we have a greater desire to
procure for ourselves or for our friends are greater goods,
and those as to which our desire is least are greater evils.
And things that last longer are preferable to those that are
of shorter duration, and those that are safer to those that
are less so; for time increases the use of the first and the
wish that of the second; for we can make use of things that

are safe whenever we wish.
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RHETORIC I. 7.27-7.31

And what holds for one of the coordinates or inflections
of the same stem follows for the others as well; for in-
stance, if “courageously” is nobler than and preferable to
“temperately,” then courage is preferable to temperance,
and it is better to be courageous than temperate. And what
is chosen by all is better than what is not; and what the
majority choose than what the minority choose; for, as we
have said, the good is what all desire, and consequently a
good is greater, the more it is desired. The same applies
to goods that are recognized as greater by opponents or
enemies, by judges, or by those whom they select; for in
the one case it would be, so to say, the verdict of all man-
kind, in the other that of those who are acknowledged
authorities and experts. And sometimes a good is greater
in which all participate, for it is a disgrace not to partici-
pate in it; sometimes when none or only a few participate
in it, for it is scarcer. And things that are more praisewor-
thy, since they are nobler. And in the same way things that
are more highly honored, for honor is a sort of measure of
worth; and conversely those things are greater evils for
which the punishment is greater. And those things that are
greater than what is acknowledged, or appears, to be
great, are greater. And the same whole when divided into
parts appears greater, for there appears to be superiority
in a greater number of things. Whence the poet says that
Meleager was persuaded to rise up and fight by the recital

of#

All the sorrows that befall men whose city is taken:
people perish, and fire destroys the city,
strangers carry off children . . .

Combination and piling up, as employed by Epichar-
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45 Epicharmus fr. 146; for “piling up” of. Gen. an. 1 (724428).
4 Simon. Epigr. Gr. 4. 7 Or, the yoke to which the
basket, like our milk pails long ago, was attached. 46 The
Athenian commander and mercenary soldier; of. 1367b18.
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RINFKTORIC 1, 7.31-7.35

mus ¥ produce the samo offect, for the same reason as
division, for combinntion is an exhibition of great superi-
ority, and also beenuse it appears 1o he the origin and
cause of great things. And since what is harder to obtain
wwd searcer iy grenter, it follows that special occasions,
ages, places. times, and powors, produce groat offects; for
if a man does things beyond his powers, heyond his age,
and beyond what his equals could do, if they are done in
such a2 muminer, in such a place, and at such a time, they
will possess importance in aclions that are noble, good, or
just, or the opposite. Hence the epigram® on the Olym-
pian victor:

Formerly, with a rough basket” on my shoulders,
1 would carry the fish from Argos to Tegea.

And Iphicrates landed himself by speaking of where he
had come from. And what is self-made is a greater good
than what is acquired, because it is harder. Whence the
poet says:

Self-taught am 1,19

And what is the greatest part of what is great is more to be
desired; as Pericles said in his funeral oration, the removal
of the youth from the city was like the year being robbed
of its spring.® And those things that are useful in greater
need, as in old age and illness, are greater goods. And of
two things what is nearer the goal proposed is preferable.

49 Hom. Od. 22.347. The words are those of the bard Phe-

mius, who was forced to sing for the suitors of Penelope.
50 Not in the aration as reported by Thucydides (2.35).
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ber of proposed emendations in his apparatus but finds none of
them really convincing,
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RHETORIC I, 7.35-7.40

And what is useful for the individual is preferable to what
is useful absolutely; what is possible ta what is impossible;
forit is the possible that is useful to us, not the impossible.
And those things that belong to the goal of life; for they
are more like ends than what leads to the end.

And things that are really good are preferable to those
that are good according to opinion, the latter being de-
fined as thase that a man would not choose if he were likely
to remain unnoticed by others. It would seem then that it
is better to receive than to confer a benefit; for one would
choose the former even if it should pass unnoticed,
whereas it seems that one would not choose to confer a
benefit, if it were likely to remain unknown. Those things
also are to be preferred that men would rather possess in
reality than in appearance, because they are nearer the
truth; for which reason it is said that justice is a thing of
little importance, because people prefer to appear just
than to be just; and this is not the case, for instance, in
regard to health. The same may be said of things that serve
several ends; for instance, those that assist us to live, to live
well, to enjoy life, and to do noble actions; for which rea-
son health and wealth seem to be the greatest goods, for
they include all these advantages. And what is more free
from pain and accompanied by pleasure is a greater good;
for these are more than one, so that we have the good of
pleasure and also of freedom from pain. And of two goods
the greater is what, added to one and the same, makes the
whole greater. And those things, the presence of which
does not escape notice, are preferable to those that pass
unnoticed, because they tend toward the truth; whence
being wealthy would appear to be a greater good than the
appearance of it.5! And what is held most dear, sometimes
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RHETORIC [. 7.41-8.4

alone, sometimes accompanied by other things, is a greater
good. For which reason the loss is not equal if a man puts
out the eye of a one-eyed man and when he puts out one
eye of another who has two, for in the former case, the
man has been deprived of what he held most dear.

8. These are more or less all the topics from which
arguments may be drawn in persuading and dissuading.
But it is most important and decisive for the ability to
persuade and to provide good counsel to know all the
forms of government and to distinguish the customs, in-
stitutions, and interests of each; for all men are persuaded
by considerations of expediency, and what preserves the
state is expedient. Further, the declaration of the authority
is authoritative, and the different kinds of authority are
distinguished according to forms of government; in fact,
there are as many authorities as there are forms of govern-
ment.

Now, there are four kinds of government, democracy,
oligarchy, aristocracy, monarchy, so that the supreme and
deciding authority is always a part of these, or the whole.
Democracy is a form of government in which the offices
are distributed by the citizens among themselves by lot; in
an oligarchy, on the basis of a certain property qualifica-
tion; in an aristocracy, according to their education, mean-
ing an education that is laid down by the law. In fact, in an
aristocracy, power and office are in the hands of those who
have remained faithful to what the law prescribes, and
who must of necessity appear best, whence this form of
government has taken its name. In a monarchy, as its name
indicates, one man alone is supreme over all; if it is subject
to certain regulations, it is called a kingdom; if it is unlim-
ited, a tyranny.
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RHETORIC I. 8.5-9.1

Nor should the end of each form of government be
ignored, for men choose the things that lead 1o the end.
NOW, the end Df damocracy is hberty, Df Oljgarchy wea]th}
of aristocracy matters of education and the legal institu-
tions, of tyranny self-protection. It is clear then that we
must distinguish the customs, institutions, and interests
related to the end of each form of government, since it is
in reference to this that men make their choice. But as
persuasion is achieved not only by demonstrative argu-
ment, but also by considerations of character—since we
trust an orator who exhibits certain qualities, such as good-
ness, goodwill, or both—it follows that we ought to be
acquainted with the characters of each form of govern-
ment; for, in reference to each, the character most likely
to persuade must be what is characteristic of it. Ends and
characters will be understood by the same means; for
characters reveal themselves in accordance with plans and
decisions, and decision has reference to the end.

We have now stated what things, whether future or
present, should be the aim of those who recommend a
certain course; from what topics they should derive their
proofs of expediency; further, the ways and means of being
well equipped for dealing with the characters and institu-
tions of each form of government, so far as was within the
scope of the present occasion; for the subject has been
discussed in detail in the Politics.5?

9. We will next speak of virtue and vice, of the noble
and the disgraceful, since they constitute the aim of one

who praises and of one who blames; for, when speaking of
these, we shall incidentally bring to light the means of

52 3,7-18, 4.
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RHETORIC 1. 9.1-4.8

making us appear of such and such a character, which, as
we have said, is a secand method of persuasion; for it is by
the same means that we shall be able to inspire confidence
in ourselves or others in regard to virtue. But since it hap-
pens that men, seriously or not, often praise not only a
man or a god but even inanimate things or any ordinary
animal, we ought in the same way to make ourselves fa-
miliar with the propositions relating to these subjects, Let
us, then, discuss these matters also, so far as may serve for
illustration.

Noble, then, is what, being desirable in itself, is worthy
of praise, or which, being good, is pleasant because it is
good. If this is the noble, then virtue must of necessity be
noble, for, being good, it is worthy of praise. Virtue, it
would seem, is a faculty of providing and preserving good
things, a faculty productive of many and great benefits, in
fact, of all things in all cases. The components of virtue are
justice, courage, temperance, magnificence, magnanimity,
liberality, gentleness, practical and theoretical wisdom.
The greatest virtues are necessarily those that are most
useful to others, if virtue is the faculty of conferring bene-
fits. For this reason justice and courage are the most es-
teemed, the latter being useful to others in war, the former
in peace as well. Next is liberality, for the liberal spend
freely and do not raise disputes about money, which is the
chief object of other men’s desire. Justice is a virtue that
assigns to each man his due in conformity with the law;
injustice claims what belongs to others, in opposition to
the law. Courage makes men perform noble acts in the
midst of dangers according to the dictates of the law and
in submission to it; cowardice is the opposite. Temperance
is a virtue which disposes men in regard to the pleasures
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RHETORIC 1, 9.9-9.17

of the body as the law prescribes; licentiousness is the op-
posite. Liberality does good in matters of money; avarice
is the opposite. Magnanimity is a virtue productive of
great benefits; magnificence, a virtue that produces great-
ness in matters of expenditure; small-mindedness and
meanness are their opposites. Practical wisdom is a virtue
of reason, which enables men to deliberate well in regard
to the good and evil things, which have been mentioned
as connected with happiness.

Concerning virtue and vice in general and their parts,
enough has been said for the moment. To discern the rest
presents no difficulty; for it is evident that whatever pro-
duces virtue, as it leads to it, must be noble, and so also
must be what comes from virtue, and such are its signs and
works. But since the signs of virtue and such things as are
the works and sufferings of a good man are noble, it neces-
sarily follows that all the works and signs of courage and
all courageous acts are also noble. The same may be said
of just things and of just actions (but not of what one suf-
fers justly; for in this alone among the virtues what hap-
pens justly is not always noble, rather, being punished
justly is more disgraceful than being punished unjustly),
and the same applies to the other virtues. Those things of
which the reward is honor are noble; also those that are
done for honor rather than money. Also, those desirable
things that a man does not do for his own sake; things
absolutely good, which a man has done for the sake of
his country, while neglecting his own interests; things
that are naturally good; and things that are not such as are
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RITETTORIC ), U 17-5.28

good for the individual, sinen sneh gy serve o’ soflf

”‘ihq interest.
f{,‘7 And those things are noblo that it s possible foy s man
l to passess after death cather thun during Dy lifetime, for
! the latter involve more soll interost; wl uets done for the
u”'_i sake of others, for they are more disinterestecd; the suc-
cesses gained, not for onesell, but for others; and things
A done for one’s benefactors, for that is justice; in a word, all
,%‘ acts of kindness, for they are disinterosted. And the con-
I“?. trary of those things of which we are ashamed; for we are
Iy ashamed of what is disgraceful, in words, acts, or inton-
s tion; as, for instance, when Aleacus said: "1 wonld say
something, but shame holds me back,” Sappho rejoined:

Had you desired what was good or noble,
had not your tongue stirred up some evil ultering it,

shame would not fill your eyes,
but you would have spoken of what is right.5

Those things also are aoble for which men anxiously

strive, but without fear; for men are thus alfected about

yf  goods that lead to good repute. Virtues and actions are
p nobler, when they proceed from those who are naturafly
worthier, for instance, from a man rather than from a
woman. It is the same with those that are the cause of
f  enjoyment to others rather than to ourselves; this is why
s justice and what is just are noble. To take vengeunce on
/ one’s enemies and not to come to terms with them s no-
ble; for to retaliate is just, and what is just is noble; and
further, a courageous man ought not to allow himself to be
beaten. Victory and honor also are noble; for both are

-

83 Fr, 137 Lobel-Page.
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RHETORIC I. 9.25-9.30

desirable even when they bring no profit, and are mani-
festations of superior virtue. And things worthy of remem-
brance, which are the more honorable the longer their
memory lasts. Those that follow us after death, and those
that are out of the common, and those that are only pos-
sessed by a single individual are more noble, because they
are more easily remembered. And possessions that bring
no profit; for they are more gentlemanly. Customs that are
peculiar to individual peoples and all the tokens of what
is esteemed among them are noble; for instance, in Sparta
it is noble to wear one’s hair long, for it is the mark of a
free man, the performance of any servile task being diffi-
cult for one whose hair is long. And not carrying on any
vulgar profession is noble, for a free man does not live in
dependence on others.

We must also assume, for the purposc of praise or
blame, that qualities close to the real qualities are identi-
cal with them: for instance, that the cautious man is cold
and designing, the simpleton good-natured, and the emo-
tionless gentle. And in each case we must adopt a term
from qualities closely connected, always in the more favor-
able sense; for instance, the choleric and passionate man
may be spoken of as frank and open, the arrogant as mag-
nificent and dignified; those in excess as possessing the
corresponding virtue, the foolhardy as courageous, the
recklessly extravagant as liberal. For most people will
think so, and at the same time a fallacious argument may
be drawn from the motive; for if a man risks his life when
there is no necessity, much more will he be thought likely
to do so when it is honorable; and if he is lavish to all com-
ers, so will he be to his friends; for the height of virtue is
to do good to all. We ought also to consider in whose pres-
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54 Pl. Menex, 235d. 55 See abave, 1365a28.
% See ahove, 1365a28, 57 Epigr. Gr. 26. Archedice,

daughter of Hippias (tyrant of Athens), and wife of Aeantides, son
of Hippocles (tyrant of Lampsacus).
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RHETORIC 1. 9.30-9,32

ence we praise, for, as Socrates said, it is not difficalt to
praise Athenians among Athenians,® We ought also to
speak of what is esteemed among the particular audience,
Scvthians, Spartans, or philosophers, as belonging to our
subject. And, generally speaking, what is esteemed should
be classed as noble, since there seems to be a close resemn-
blance between the two. Again, all such actions as are in
accord with what is fitting are noble; if, for instance, they
are worthy of a man’s ancestors or of his own previous
achievements: for to obtain additional honor is also noble
and conduces to happiness. Also, if the tendency ol what
is done is better and nobler, and goes beyond what is to be
expected; for instance, if a man is moderate in good for-
tune and stouthearted in adversity, or if, when he becomes
greater, he is better and more forgiving. Such was the
phrase of Iphicrates, “from where I got to this,”3 and of
the Olympian victor:

Formerly, with a rough basket on my shoulders 5
and of Simonides:

She whose father and husband and brothers were
tyrants.57

Since praise is founded on actions, and acting accord-
ing to his own decision is characteristic of the worthy man,
we must attempt to show that a man is acting in that man-
ner, and it is useful that it should appear that he has done
50 on several occasions. For this reason also one must as-
sume that accidents and strokes of good fortune are due
to decision; for if a number of similar examples can be
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RHETORIC 1. 9.32-0.38

adduced. they will be thought to be signs of virtue and
moral principle.

Now praise is language that sets forth greatness of vir-
tue; hence it is necessary to show that a man’s actions are
virtuous. Attendant circumstances, such as noble birth
and education, contribute to persuasion; for it is probable
that virtuous parents will have virtuous offspring and that
a man will turn out as he has been brought up. Actions, in
fact, are signs of moral attitude; for we should praise even
a man who had not achieved anything, if we felt confident
that he was likely to do s0.%

Praise and counsels have a common aspect; for what
vou might suggest in counseling becomes encomium by a
change in the phrase. Accordingly, since we know what we
ought to do and the qualities we ought to possess, we
should make a change in the phrase and turn it, employing
this knowledge as a suggestion. For instance, the state-
ment that “one ought not to pride oneself on goods which

are due to fortune, but on those that are due to oneself
alone,” when expressed in this way, has the force of a sug-
gestion; but expressed thus, “he was proud, not of goods
that were due to fortune, but of those that were due to
himself alone,” it becomes praise. Accordingly, if you wish
to praise, look what you would suggest; if you wish to sug-
gest, look what you would praise. The form of the expres-
sion will necessarily be opposite, when the prohibitive has
been changed into the non-prohibitive.

We must also employ many of the means of amplifica-

Aristotle does not seem to observe those distinctions here, as the
following paragraph shows,

g9
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RHETORIC 1. 9.38-5.40

tion; for instance, if a man is the only one, or the first, or
one of a few who has done something, or has been chiefly
responsible for it; all these circumstances render an action
noble. Similarly, topics derived from times and seasons,
that is to say, if our expectation is surpassed. Also, if a man
has often been successful in the same thing; for this is of
importance and would appear to be due to the man him-
self, and not to be the result of chance. And if it is for his
sake that distinctions which are an encouragement or
honor have been invented and established; and if he was
the first on whom an encomium was pronounced, as for
instance Hippolochus,® or to whom a statue was set up in
the marketplace, as to Harmodius and Aristogiton.% And
similarly in opposite cases. If he does not furnish you with
enough material in himself, you must set him in contrast
with others, as Isocrates used to do, because of his experi-
ence of forensic speaking. And you must compare him
with illustrious personages, for it affords ground for am-
plification and is noble, if he can be proved better than
men of worth. Amplification is with good reason ranked as
one of the forms of praise, since it relies on superiority,
and superiority is one of the things that are noble. That is
why, if you cannot compare him with illustrious person-
ages, you must compare him with ordinary persons, since
superiority is thought to indicate virtue. Speaking gener-
ally, of the topics common to all rhetorical arguments,
amplification is most suitable for epideictic speakers,
whose subject is actions which are not disputed, so that all
that remains to be done is to attribute nobility and impor-
tance to them. Examples are most suitable for deliberative
speakers, for it is by examination of the past that we divine
and judge the future. Enthymemes are most suitable for
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RHETORIC I, 9.41-10.4

forensic speakers, hecause the past, by reason of its obscu-
rity, above all lends itself to the investigation of causes and
to demnonstrative proof. Such are the materials of virtually
all praise or blame, the things that thos¢ who praise or
blame should keep in view, and the sources of encomia
and invective; for when these are known their contraries
are obvious, since blame is derived from the contrary
things.

10. We have next to speak of the number and quality
of the propositions of which those syllogisms are con-
structed which have for their object accusation and de-
fense. Three things have to be considered; first, the nature
and the number of the motives that lead men to act un-
justly; secondly, what is the state of mind of those who so
act; thirdly, the character and dispositions of those who are
exposed to injustice. We will discuss these questions in
order, after we have defined acting unjustly.

Let injustice, then, be defined as voluntarily causing
injury contrary to the law. Now, the law is either particular
or general. By particular, I mean the written law in ac-
cordance with which a state is administered; by general,
the unwritten laws which appear to be universally recog-
nized. Men act voluntarily when they know what they do,
and do not act under compulsion. What is done voluntarily
is not always done with premeditation; but what is done
with premeditation is always known to the agent, for no
one is ignorant of what he decides to do. The motives
which lead men to do injury and commit wrong actions are
depravity and weakness of will. For if men have one or
more vices, it is in what makes him vicious that he shows
himself unjust; for example, the illiberal in regard to
money, the licentious in regard to bodily pleasures, the
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L kai: Kassel inserts <rdv 8¢ dcdpefw> (of the results of
desire) instead of xai {(and), based on a conjecture in a late MS,
but [ think this can easily be understood from the context.

2 Kassel inserts <7) 8¢ Bovhyaee> after BovAnas, following
an old conjecture by Spengel; the translation would have to be:
“one is wish, and wish is a desire for good.” But I see no reason

104



~ [ ®-

RHETORIC 1. 10.4-10.8

effeminate in regard to what makes for ease,? the coward
in regard to dangers, the ambitious in his desire for honor,

the irascible owing to anger, one who is eager to conquer

in his desire for victory, the rancorous in his desire for

vengeance; the foolish man from having mistaken ideas of

right and wrong, the shameless from his contempt tor the
opinion of others. Similarly, each of the rest of mankind is
unjust in regard to his underlying weakness.

Now this will be clear, partly from what has already
been said about the virtues, and partly from what will be
said about the emotions. It remains to state the motives
and character of those who do wrong, and to whom they
do so. First, then, let us define what those who set about
acting unjustly desire or try to avoid; for it is evident that
the accuser must examine the number and nature of the
motives which are to be found in his opponent; the defen-
dant, which of them are not to be found in him. Now, all
humans act either not on their own initiative, or on their
own initiative. Of the former actions, some are due to
chance, others to necessity. Of those due to necessity,
some are to be attributed to compulsion, others to nature,
so that the things which men do not do of themselves are
all the result of chance, nature, or compulsion. As for

those that they do of themselves and of which they are the
cause, some are the result of habit, others of desire, and
some are due to rational, others to irrational desire. Now

61 Or, “in the matter of ease,” taking 7d pdfvua as = paflvuia.

to change the MS text—if anything were missing, it would be a
word like Aoyworucy (rational), which some translators supply;
again, it seems clear from the context that wish is rational desire.
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RHETORIC I. 10.8-10.11

wish is a desire for good, for no one wishes for anything
unless he thinks it is good; irrational desires are anger and
appetite. Thus all the actions of men must necessarily be
referred to seven causes: chance, nature, compulsion,
habit, reason, passion, and passionate desire.

But it is superfluous to establish further distinctions of
men’s actions based upon age, dispositions, or anything
else. For if the young happen to be irascible, or have pas-
sionate desires, it is not because of their youth that they
act accordingly, but because of anger or strong desire. Nor
is it because of wealth or poverty; but the poor happen to
desire wealth because of their lack of it, and the rich desire
unnecessary pleasures because they are able to procure
them. Yet in their case too it will not be wealth or poverty,
but their desire, that will be the mainspring of their action.
Similarly, the just and the unjust, and all the others who
are said to act in accordance with their dispositions, will
act from these causes, namely either from reason or emo-
tion, but some from good characters and emotions, and
others from the opposite. Indeed, it so happens that such
and such dispositions are followed by such and such con-
sequences; for no doubt from the outset the fact of being
temperate produces in the temperate man good opinions
and desires in the matter of pleasant things, in the licen-
tious man the contrary. Therefore we must leave these
distinctions on one side, but we must examine what are
the usual consequences of which conditions. For, if a man
is fair or dark, tall or short, there is no rule that any such
consequences should follow, but if he is young or old, just
or unjust, it does make a difference. In a word, it will be
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RHETORIC . 10.11-10.18

necessary to take account of all the circumstances that
make men's characters different: for instance, if a man
fancies himself rich or poor, fortunate or unfortunate, it
will make a difference. We will. however, discuss this
later:52 let us now address what remains to be said here.
Things that are the result of chance are all those of
which the cause is indefinite, those that do not happen for
the sake of an end, and that neither always, nor in most
cases, nor regularly. The definition of chance makes this
clear.® Things that are the result of nature are all those of
which the cause is in themselves and regular; for they turn
out always, or in most cases, in the same way. As for those
that happen contrary to nature, there is no need to inves-
tigate minutely whether their occurrence is due to nature
or some other cause (it would seem, however, that such
cases also are due to chance). Those things are the result
of compulsion that are done by the agents in opposition to
their own desire or reasoning. Things are the result of
habit, when they are done because they have often been
done. Things are the result of reasoning that are done
because of those among the goods already mentioned that
appear to be expedient, either as an end or means to an
end, provided they are done by reason of their being ex-
pedient; for even the intemperate do certain things that
are expedient, though for the sake, not of expediency, but
of pleasure. Passion and anger are the causes of acts of
revenge. But there is a difference between revenge and
punishment; the latter is inflicted for the sake of the suf-
ferer, the former for the sake of him who inflicts it, that he
may obtain satisfaction. Anger will be defined when we
come to speak of the emotions;* passionate desire is the
cause of things being done that appear pleasant. (The
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RHETORIC I. 10.18-11.3

things which are familiar and to which we have become
accustomed are also among pleasant things; for men do
with pleasure many things that are not naturally pleasant,
when they have become accustomed to them.)

In short, all things that men do of themselves either
are, or seem, good or pleasant; and since men do volun-
tarily what they do of themselves, and involuntarily what
they do not, it follows that all that men do voluntarily will
be either what is or seems good, or what is or seems pleas-
ant. For I reckon among goad things the remaval of what
is evil or seems evil, or the exchange of a greater evil for
a less, because these things are in a way desirable; in like
manner, | reckon among pleasant things the removal of
what is or appears painful, and the exchange of a greater

pain for a less. We must therefore make qurselves ac-

quainted with the number and quality of expedient and

pleasant things. We have already spoken of the expedient
when discussing deliberative rhetoric;® let us now speak
of the pleasant. And we must regard definitions as suffi-
cient in each case, provided they are neither obscure nor
too precise.

11. Let us assume that pleasure is a certain movement
of the soul, a sudden and perceptible settling down into

its natural state, and pain the opposite. If such is the na-
ture of pleasure, it is evident that what produces the con-

dition we have described is pleasant, and that what de-
stroys it o produces the settling down in the contrary state
is painful. Necessarily, therefore, it must be pleasant in
muost cases to enter into the natural state {especially when
what is done in accordance with that state has come into

88 CS. 1.8, above.
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RHETORICI. 11.3-11.5

its own nature); and the same with habits. For what has
become habitual becomes as it were natural: in fact, habit
is something like nature, for the distance between “often”
and “always” is not great, and nature belongs to the idea
of “always,” habit to that of “often.” What is not compul-
sory is also pleasant, for compulsion is contrary to nature.
That is why what we are forced to do is painful, and it was

rightly said,
For ali that is done from necessity will bring pain.56

Application, study, and intense effort must also be painful,
for these involve necessity and compulsion, if they have
not become habitual; for then habit makes them pleasant.
Things contrary to these are pleasant; for which reason
states of ease, freedom from pain and from care, amuse-
ment, recreation,’” and sleep are among pleasant things,
because none of these is in any way compulsory. Every-
thing for which we have passionate desire is pleasant, for
this is a desire for pleasure.

Now, of desires some are irrational, others rational. I
call irrational all those that are not the result of any as-
sumption. Such are all those that are called natural; for
instance, those that come into existence through the
body—such as the appetite for food, thirst and hunger; the
appetite far such and such food in particular; the desires
connected with taste and sexual pleasures, or generally.
with touch; and with smell, hearing, and sight. I call those
desires rational that are due to being convinced,; for there

68 From Euenus of Paros, IEG fr. 8.
67 Or, “rest.”
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68 davracia, the faculty of forming mental images (variously
translated “imagination,” “mental impression,” “fantasy”), is de-
fined by Aristotle (De an. 3.3.11) as a kind of movement, which
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RHETORICI. 11.5-11.9

are many things that people desire to see or acquire when
they have heard them spoken of and are convinced that
they are pleasant.

And since pleasure consists in the perception of a cer-
tain affection, and imagination is a weakened perception,
then both the man who remembers and the man who
hopes will be attended by a mental image of what he re-
members or hopes.8 This being so, it is evident that there
is pleasure both for those who remember and for those
who hope, since there is also sensation. Therefore all pleas-
ant things must either be present in sensation, ar past in
recollection, or future in hope; for one perceives the pres-
ent, recollects the past, and hopes for the future. Now our
recollections are pleasant, not only when they recall things
that when present were agreeable, but also some things
that were not, if their consequence subsequently proves
noble or good; whence the saying:

Sweet to remember toils one has escaped,®

and,

Even pains will be a joy to remember later for a man
who has suffered much and achieved many things.”

The reason of this is that even to be free from evil is pleas-
ant. Things which we hope for are pleasant, when their

cannot arise apart from sensation, and the movement produced
must resemble the sensation which produced it.

68 Eur. Andromeda, TrGF fr. 133.

70 Hom. Od. 15.400—401, but adapted in the second line,
which runs “who has suffered much and wandered much” (wdA\'
éradnfy).
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RHETORIC 1. 11.6-11.12

presence seems likely to afford us great pleasure or advan-
tage, without the accompaniment of pain. In a word, all
things that afford pleasure by their presence in most cases
also afford pleasure when we hope for or remember them.
For which reason even being angry is pleasant, as Homer
said of anger that it is

Sweeter by far than dripping honey;”!

for no one grows angry against those whom vengeance
clearly cannot overtake, or those who are far more power-
ful than he is; against such, men feel either no anger or at
any rate less.

Most of our desires are accompanied by a kind of plea-
sure, for the recollection of a past or the hope of a future
pleasure creates a certain pleasurable enjoyment; thus,
those suffering from fever and tormented by thirst enjoy
the remembrance of having drunk and the hope that they
will drink again. The lovesick always take pleasure in talk-
ing, writing, or composing verses’? about the beloved; for
it seems to them that in all this recollection makes the
object of their affection almost perceptible. Love always
begins in this manner, when men are happy not only in the
presence of the beloved, but also in his absence when they
recall him to mind. They are really in love when his ab-
sence is also painful. There is a certain amount of pleasure
even in mourning and lamentation; for the pain is due to
his loss, but there is pleasure in remembering and, as it
were, seeing him and recalling his actions and personality.
For which reason this, too, was rightly said:

7l Hom. Il. 18.108.
2 Or, “doing something that has to do with the beloved.”
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73 Hom, Il. 23.108, on the occasion of the mourning for Pa-
troclus; also Hom. Od. 4.183, referring to the mourning for the
absence of Odysseus.
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RHETORIC 1. 11.12-11.16

Thus he spoke, and excited in all a longing to weep.”™

And revenge is pleasant; for where it is painful to be
unsuccessful, it is pleasant to succeed. Now, those who are
angry are pained beyond measure when they fail to secure
revenge, while the hope of it delights them. Victory is
pleasant, not only to thase who love to conquer, but to all;
for there arises an impression of superiority, which all with
more or less eagerness desire. And since victory is pleas-
ant, amusements that involve fighting or competitive de-
bate must be sa too, far victories are often gained in them;
so also in games with knucklebones, ball games, dicing,
and drinking. It is the same with serious sports; for some
become pleasant when one is familiar with them, while
others are so from the outset, such as the chase with
hounds and every kind of hunting; for where there is com-
petition, there is also victory. This is why practice in the
law courts and in debate are pleasant to those who are
familiar with them and well qualified. Honar and good
repute are among the most pleasant things, because every
one imagines that he possesses the qualities of a worthy
man, and still more when those whom he believes to be
sincere say that he does. Such are neighbors rather than
those who live at a distance; intimate friends and fellow
citizens rather than strangers; contemporaries rather than
those who come later; the sensible rather than the sense-
less; many rather than a few; for such persons are more
likely to speak the truth than their opposites, since to those
whom men look down upon, such as children and animals,
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RHETORIC [. 11.16-11.23

they pay no heed with regard to their respect or esteem,
or, if they do, it is not for the sake of their esteem, but for
some other reason.

A friend also is among pleasant things, for it is pleasant
to love (for no one loves wine unless he finds pleasure in
it), just as it is pleasant to be loved; for in this case also a
man has the impression that he is really endowed with
good gualities, a thing desired by all who notice it; and to
be loved is to be cherished for one’s own sake. And it is
pleasant to be admired, for the same reason as to be hon-
ored. Flattery and the flatterer are pleasant, for the flat-
terer appears to be an admirer and a friend. It is pleasant
to do the same things often; for what is familiar is, as we
said, pleasant. Change also is pleasant, since change is in
the order of nature; for perpetual sameness creates an
excess of the existing condition; whence it was said:

Change in all things is sweet.™

This is also why what we only see at intervals, whether
men or things, is pleasant; for there is a change from the
present, and at the same time it is rare. And learning and
wondering at something are in most cases pleasant; for
wondering implies the desire to leam, so that what causes
wonder is desired, and learning implies a return to the
natural state. It is pleasant to bestow and to receive bene-
fits: the latter means the attainment of what we desire, the
former both possession and superiority, both of them
things that men desire. Since it is pleasant to do good, it
must also be pleasant for men to set their neighbors on
their feet, and to supply their deficiencies. And since

74 Eur, Or. 234.
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RHETORIC 1. 11.23-11.26

learning and wondering are pleasant, all things connected
with them must also be pleasant; for instance, a work of
imitation, such as by painting, sculpture, or postry, and all
that is well imitated, even if the object of imitation is not
itself pleasant; for it is not the object that causes pleasure,
but the inference that this is an imitation of that, so that
the result is that we learn something.” The same may be
said of sudden changes of fortune and narrow escapes
from danger; for all these things excite wonder. And since
what is in accordance with nature is pleasant, and things
which are akin naturally go together, all things akin and
like are for the most part pleasant to each other, as man to
man, horse to horse, youth to youth. This is the origin of

the proverbs:

Mate delights mate,

Like to like, 76

Beast knows beast,

Birds of a feather flock together,”

and all similar sayings.

And since things that are like and akin to oneself are
always pleasant, and every man in the highest degree feels
this in regard to himself, it must follow that all men are

75 Cf, Poetics 4.1448b8-17,
76 Attested as early as Hom. Od. 17.218.
77 Literally, “ever jackdaw to jackdaw.”
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RHETORIC I. 11.26-11.29

more or less self-lovers; for it is in himself above all that
such conditions are to be found. Since, then, all men are
self-lovers, it follows that all find pleasure in what is their
own, such as their deeds and words. That is why men as a
rule are fond of those who flatter and love them; of honor;
and of their children; for the last are their own work. It is
also pleasant to supply what is wanting, for then it be-
comes our own work. And since it is most pleasant to be a
ruler, it is also pleasant to be regarded as wise, for practi-
cal wisdom belongs to rulers, and theoretical wisdom con-
sists in the knowledge of many things that excite wonder.
Further, since most men are ambitious, it follows that it is
also agreeable to find fault with our neighbors, and to rule
over them. And if a man thinks he excels in anything, he
likes to devote his time to it; as the poet says:

And that is what he is striving for,
to give the best part of each day
to that in which he happens to be at his best.”

Similarly, since amusement and every kind of relaxation
are pleasant, and so is laughter, ridiculous things—men,
words, or deeds—must also be pleasant. The ridiculous
has been discussed separately in the Poetics.”™ Let this
suffice for things that are pleasant; those that are painful
will be obvious from the contraries of these.

78 Eur. Antiope, TrGF fr. 184,
7 Only the definition appears in the existing text: “The ni-
diculous is an ervor, painless and nondestructive ugliness” (5).
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RHETORIC I. 12.1-12.6

12. Such are the motives of injustice; let us now state
the frame of mind of those who commit it, and who are
the sufferers from it. Men do wrong when they think that
it can be done and that it can be done by them; when they
think that their action will either be undiscovered, or if
discovered will remain unpunished; or if it is punished,
that the punishment will be less than the profit to them-
selves or to those for whom they care. As for the kind of
things which seem possible or impossible, we will discuss
them later,3 for these topics are common to all kinds of
speeches. Now men who commit wrong think they are
most likely to be able to do so with impunity, if they are
eloquent, business-like, experienced in judicial trials, if
they have many friends, and if they are wealthy. They think
there is the greatest chance of their being able to do so, if
they themselves belong to the above classes; if not, if they
have friends, slaves, or accomplices who do; for thanks to
these qualities they are able to commit wrong and to es-
cape discovery and punishment. Also, if they are friends
of those who are being wronged, or of the judges; for
friends are not on their guard against being wronged and,
besides, they seek reconciliation before taking proceed-
ings; and judges favor those whom they are fond of, and
either let them off altogether or inflict a small penalty.

Those are likely to remain undetected whose qualities
are out of keeping with the charges, for instance, if a man
wanting in physical strength were accused of assault and

battery, or a poor and ugly man of adultery. Also, those
who act quite openly and in sight of all; these things are
not guarded against, because no one would think of them.
Also, actions that are so great and of such a nature that no
one would even be likely to attempt them, for these also
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RHETORIC I. 12.6-12.12

are not guarded against; for all guard against ordinary
wrongs just as they do against ordinary illnesses, but no
one takes precautions against crimes that no one has ever
attempted. And those who have either no enemy at all or
many; the former hope to escape notice because they are
not watched, the latter do escape because they would not
be thought likely to attack those who are on their guard
and because they can defend themselves by the plea that
they would never have attempted it. And those who have
ample opportunity to hide their crimes, either by the way
they do them, or by the place they are in, or by disposing
of things. And those who, even if they do not remain un-
detected, can get the trial set aside or put off for a long
time, or corrupt the judges. And those who, if a fine be
imposed, can get payment in full set aside or delayed for
along time, or if, owing to poverty, a man has nothing to
lose. And those for whom the profit is obvious, large, or
close at hand, while the punishment is small, negligible,
or remote. And where there is no punishment equal to the
advantages, as seems to be the case with tyranny. And
when the unjust acts are real gains and the only punish-
ment is disgrace; and when, on the contrary, the unjust
acts tend to our credit, for instance, if one thereby avenges
father or mother, as was the case with Zeno,8! while the
punishment only involves loss of money, exile, or some-
thing of the kind. For men do wrong from both these
motives and in both these states of mind; but the persons
are not the same, and their characters are exactly opposite.
And those who have often been undetected or have es-
caped punishment. And those who have often been unsuc-
cessful: for in such cases too, as in actual warfare, there
are men ready to return to the fight. And those who expect
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RHETORIC 1. 12.12-12.20

pleasure at once, while the pain comes later, or profit,
where the loss comes later. Such are the weak willed,
weakness of will being concerned with all things that men
long for. And those for whom, on the contrary, the pain or
the loss is immediate, while the pleasure and the profit are
later and more lasting; for self-controlled and wiser men
pursue such aims. And those who may be thought to have
acted by chance or from necessity, from some natural im-
pulse or from habit, in a word, to have committed an error
rather than a crime. And those who might obtain indul-
gence; and all those who are in need, which is of two kinds;
for men either need what is necessary, as the poor, or what
is superfluous, as the wealthy. And those who are highly
esteemed or held in great contempt; the former will not
be suspected, the latter no more than they are already.

In such a frame of mind men attempt to do wrong, and
they do wrong to men of the following kind and in the
{ollowing ways. Those who possess what they themselves
lack, things either necessary, or superfluous, or enjoyable;
hoth those who are far off and those who are near, for in
the one case the gain is speedy, in the other reprisals are
slow, so, for instance, those who plunder the Carthagin-
ians.$? And those who never take precautions and are
never on their guard, but are trusting; for all these are
easily taken unawares. And those who are careless; for it
requires a man who takes pains to prosecute. And those
who are bashful; for they are not likely to fight about
money. And thase who have often been wronged but have
not prosecuted, being, as the proverb says, “Mysian

82 Who were too far off to retaliate.
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83 A proverb meaning “easy prey” The Mysians were ve-
garded as cowardly and unwarlike. 84 gikia (assault) was a

less serious offense than hybris (wanton outrage).
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RHETORIC L. 12.21-12.28

booty.”® And those who have never, or those who have
often, suffered wrong; for both are off their guard, the one
because they have never yet been attacked, the others
because they think it could not happen again. And those
who have been slandered, or are easy to slander: for such
men neither care to go to law, for fear of the judges, nor,
if they do, can they convince them; to this class belong
those who are exposed to hatred or envy. And those about
whom the wrongdoer can pretend that either their ances-
tors, or themselves, or their friends, have either commit-
ted, or intended to commit, wrong either against himself,
or his ancestors, or those for whom he has great regard;
for, as the proverb says, “evildoing only needs a pretext.”
And both enemies and friends; for it is easy to injure the
latter, and pleasant to injure the former. And those who
are friendless, And those who are unskilled in speech or
action; for either they make no attempt to prosecute, or
come to terms, or accomplish nothing. And those to whom
it is no advantage to waste time waiting for the verdict or
damages, such as strangers or farmers; for they are ready
to compromise on easy terms and to drop proceedings.
And those who have committed numerous wrongs, or such
as those that are done to them; for it seems almost no in-
justice that a man should suffer a wrong such as he had
been accustomed to make others suffer; if, {or instance,
one were to assault a man who was in the habit of outrag-
ing others.®* And those who have already injured us, or
intended, or intend, or are about to do so; for then it is
both pleasant and honarable, and seems to be almost not
an injustice. And those wronging whom will please our
friends, or persons whom we admire or love, or our mas-
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85 In our relations with whom, almost = from whom. Ancther
interpretation is: “In reference to whom there is a chance . ..
consideration from others,” i.e., the judges.

86 Callippus was a friend of Dion, who freed Syracuse from
Dionysius the Younger. He afterward accused Dion and contrived
his murder. His excuse was that Dion knew what he intended to
do, and would be likely to strike first, if he did not anticipate him.

87 Aenesidemus, tyrant of Leantini, being anticipated by
Gelon, tyrant of Syracuse, in the enslavement of a neighboring
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RHETORIC I. 12.28-12.35

ters, in a word, those by whom our life is ruled. And those
in reference to whom there is a chance of obtaining mer-
ciful consideration.85 And those against whom we have a
complaint, or with whom we have had a previous differ-
ence, as Callippus acted in the matter of Dion:% for in
such cases there seems to be almost no injustice. And
those who are going to be attacked by others, if we do not
attack first, since it is no longer possible to deliberate;
thus, Aenesidemus is said to have sent the prize in the
game of cottabus to Gelon,%” who, having reduced a town
to slavery, had anticipated him by doing what he had in-
tended to do himself. And those to whom, after having
injured them, we shall be enabled to do many acts of
justice, in the thought that it will be easy to repair the
wrong; as Jason the Thessalian®® said, one should some-
times commit injustice in order also to be able to do many
just things.

Men are ready to commit wrongs that all or many are
in the habit of committing, for they think they will be
forgiven. They steal objects that are easy to conceal; such
are things that are quickly consumed, as eatables; things
that can easily be changed in form or color or composition;
things for which there are many convenieat hiding places,
such as those that are easy to carry or stow away in a cor-
ner; those of which a thief already possesses a consider-
able number exactly similar or hard to distinguish. Or they
commit wrongs that the victims are ashamed to disclose,

state, sent him the cottabus prize, as a complitnent for having
“played the game” so skillfully. The cottabus was originally a Sicil-
ian game.

88 Tyrant of Pherae.
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RHETORIC I. 12.35~13.2

such as outrages upon the women of their family, upon
themselves, or upon their children. And all those wrongs
in regard to which appeal to the law would make a man
appear litigious; such are wrongs that are unimportant or
venia). These are more or less all the dispositions that in-
duce men to commit wrong, the nature and motive of the
wrongs, and the kind of persons who are the victims of
wrong.

13. Let us now classify just and unjust actions generally,
starting from what follows. Justice and injustice have been
defined in reference to two kinds of laws, and in reference
to persons in two ways. By the two kinds of laws I mean
the particular and the common, and by particular laws
those established by each people in reference to them-
selves, which again are divided into written and unwritten;
by common laws I mean those based upon nature. In fact,
as all men in a manner divine, there is a common idea of
just and unjust in accordance with nature, even if there is
neither communication nor agreement between them.,
This is what Antigone in Sophocles®® evidently means,
when she declares that it is just, though forbidden, to bury
Polynices, as being naturally just:

For neither now nor yesterday, but for all times
these statutes live, and no man knows their source,

And as Empedocles says in regard to not killing what has
life, for this is not right for some and wrong for others,

But this is a law for all, and extends throughout
the wide-ruling sky and the boundless light.

88 Ant. 456.

137



:—4 F

ARISTOTLE

e ~ Ay 2 s , .
KQl WS & T MEO’O‘?}MGKC{J K'E'y’ﬂ A)\Ktsﬂ-}tﬂ-q- TPOS of:g
’ » -4
8¢, Se.wpl.(r'rﬂ.c. St.xa' HMOTAL YAP TPOS TO Kowév'}']
[a) L4 0 -
Tpas &va ThY KOWWYOUVTWY, & d€l TPATTEW Kal pi
TPATTELD.
LY 1, 11 4 X, \ r o~y -
AtO kal TAdKNUATA KOL TA OLKALOUETE. Siyds EoTw
3 ~ A o~ bt b ~ o ]
adukely Kot dukalompayéir 7 yap mPos €va xai b
+ i €
TpEvoy ) TPOS TO KOWOY' O YAP UOLXEVWY KAl TUATWY
- ~ “ Y
aBikel Twa TOV Opiopévev, 6 BE un oTpareuduevos
10 Kowdy. amdrrev 01 TEv Adipudror dipprpiver,
kal TOVY pév STy TPOS TO KOOV TOY O TPds Aoy
by A S M 1 Ed I 1 * ] -~
kol wpos GANous, dvakafBdvres 71 éore 7O ddiketarfa,
’ . ’ s Y A 3 - T 1A
Méyaper Td Aawwd., €ore &%) 70 ddwetafar 10 Uma
Y - [4
éxdvros 0. ddica mdayew TO yap aOweEw dpLoTe
L L b ] ’
TpOTEPOV €KoVTIov elvay. émel 8 dudyrn TOV aduKob-
3 € L
uevor Brdrrecfar kai deovains Bhdrrectar, at pev
BhaBar éx T@v mpdrepov davepai elawr T Yup
X * * M b3 i L ¢ b I
dyefo kat ta xaxa Supmrar kol avre wpdrepov,
o * LI
KOl T6 EKOVTLa, OTL €0Tiy O0a €OOTES. OUT avayKy
’ 3 . "y \
wdvta T4 éykhMpara ) wpos TO KOWOV 7 TWPOS TO
» 3 A -~ )
OV elvas, Kal %) ayvoovrTos 1) dkovTos, 1) EKOvTOS KL
98" A ’ ~ N ’ by 8\ 8 \
€100T0S, KAt TOUTWY Ta ey TPoeEAopérov Ta Q€ 0
I - - 5 - r - b
nwabos. mept pév oty Bupod pmbncerar év Tois wepr 10

90 Of Elis, pupil of Gorgias. The oration is not extant, but the
scholiast supplies his words: éevfépovs adijne mdvras Beds
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free; nature has made none a slave”). The Messenians had re-
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Alcidamas™ also speaks this way in his Messeniacus. And
in relation to persons, there is a twofold division; for what

one ought to do or ought not to do is determined with
regard to the community, or to one of its members.

Therefore there are also two kinds of just and unjust
acts, since they can be commiitted against a definite indi-
vidual or against the community; he who commits adul-
tery or an assault is guilty of wrong against a definite indi-
vidual, he who refuses to serve in the army, of wrong
against the community. All kinds of wrong acts having
heen thus distinguished, some of which affect the com-
munity, others one or several individuals, Jet us repeat the
definition of being wronged,” and then proceed to the
rest. Being wronged is to suffer injustice at the hands of
one who voluntarily inflicts it, for it has already been es-
tablished that injustice is a voluntary act. And since the
man who suffers injustice necessarily sustains injury and
that against his will, it is evident from what has been said
in what the injuries couosist; for things good and bad have
already been distinguished in themselves,® and it has
been said that voluntary acts are all such as are committed
with knowledge of the case.?® Hence it necessarily follows
that all accusations concern the community or the indi-
vidual, the accused having acted either ignorantly and
against his will, or voluntarily and with knowledge, and in
the latter case with malice aforethought or from passion.
We will speak of anger when we come to treat the pas-
sions,™ and we have already stated® in what circumstances
9218 93 3.10.3.

51 1.10.3.
851,11, 12.

8422
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RHETORIC . 13,8-13.12

and with what dispositions men act with deliberate por-
pose.
But since a man, while udmitting the: lact, often denies
the description of the charge or the point on which it
turns—Tfor instance, admits that he took something, but
did not steal it; that he was the first to strike, but commit-
ted no outrage; that he had relations, but did not cornrnit
adultery, with a woman; or that he stole something hut was
not guilty of sacrilege, since the object in question was not
consecrated; or that he trespassed, but not on public land;
or that he held converse with the enemy, but did not com-
mit treason—for this reason we will need a definition of
these things also—of theft, outrage, or adultery, in order
that, if we desire to prove that an offense has or has not
been committed, we may be able to make clear what is
just. In all such instances the question at issue is to know
whether the supposed offender is a wrongdoer and a
worthless person, or not; for vice and wrongdoing lie in
the purpose, and such terms as outrage and theft further
indicate purpose; for if a man has struck, it does not always
follow that he has committed an outrage, but only if he has
struck with a certain aim, for instance, to insult the other
or to please himself. Again, if a man has taken something
by stealth, it is not always certain that he has committed
theft, but only if he has taken it to harm another or to get
something for himself. It is the same in all the other cases

as in these.

We have said that there are two kinds of justice and
injustice (for some are written, but others are unwritten),
and have spoken of those actions concerning which the
laws are explicit; of those that are not written down there
are two kinds. One kind arises from an excess of virtue or
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RHETORIC I. 13.12-13.17

vice, which is followed by praise or blame, honor or dis-
honor, and rewards; for instance, to be grateful to a bene-
factor, to render good for good, to help one’s friends, and
the like; the other kind contains what is omitted in the
particular written law. For what is equitable seems to be
just, and equity is justice that goes beyond the written law.
These omissions are sometimes involuntary, sometimes
voluntary, on the part of the legislators; involuntary when
it may have escaped their notice, voluntary when, being
unable to give precise definitions, they are obliged to make
a universal statement, which does not hold for all, but only
for most, cases; and whenever it is difficult to give a defi-
nition owing to the infinite number of cases, as, for in-
stance, the size and kind of an iron instrument used in
wounding; for life would not be long enough to reckon all
the possibilities. If then no exact definition is possible, but
legislation is necessary, one must have recourse to general
terms; so that, if a man wearing a ring lifts up his hand to
strike or actually strikes, according to the written law he
is guilty of wrongdoing, but in reality he is not; and this is
a case for equity.

If then our definition of equity is correct, it is easy to
see what things and persons are equitable or not. Actions
which should be leniently treated are cases for equity; er-
roneous acts, wrong acts, and misfortunes, must not be
thought deserving of the same penalty. Misfortunes are all
such things as are unexpected and not vicious; erroneous
acts are not unexpected, but are not vicious; wrong acts
are such as might be expected and vicious. And it is equi-
table to pardon human weaknesses. Also, to look not to the
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86 1 7.13. Callistratus and Melanopus were rival orators.
Nothing is known of this particular charge.

87 The magistrates who superintended the building and its
maintenance.
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law but to the legistator; not to the letter of the law but to
the intention of the legislator; not to the action itself, but
to the purpose; not to the part, but to the whole; not to
what a man is now, but to what he has been, always or most
of the time. Also, Lo remember good rather than ill treat-

ment. and benefits received rather than those conferred;
to bear injury with patience; to be willing to appeal to the
judgment of reason rather than to force; to prefer arbitra-
tion to the law court, for the arbitrator keeps equity in
view, whereas the juror looks only to the law; and indeed
for this reason arbitrators were appointed, that equity
might prevail. Let this suffice as a determination of what
is equitable.

14. Wrong acts are greater in proportion to the injus-
tice from which they spring. For this reason the most tri-
fling are sometimes the greatest, as in the charge brought
by Callistratus? against Melanopus that he had fraudu-
lently kept back three consecrated half-obols from the
temple builders;?” whereas, in the case of just actions, it is
quite the contrary. The reason is that the greater poten-
tially inheres in the less; for he who has stolen three con-
secrated half-obols will commit any wrong whatever.
Wrong acts are judged greater sometimes in this way,
sometimes by the extent of the injury done. A wrong act

is greater when there is no adequate punishment for it, but
all are insufficient; when there is no remedy, because it is
difficult if not impossible to repair it;* and when the per-
son injured cannot obtain legal satisfaction, since it is ir-

88 Understanding ig.oflat. Or, “to punish adequately,” supply-
ing ol pt loy Tepwpia,
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3 1n Kassel's text the word {npiotrae (is punished) is enclosed
in daggers, though the apparstus simply lists it as the readieg of

MS A. I suspect the daggers ure a printer’s error and have removed
them in the text.

® An orator, not the tragic poet,
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RHETORIC I. 14.3-14.7

remediable; for justice and punishment are kinds of rem-
edies. And if the sufferer, having been wronged, has
inflicted some terrible punishment upon himself, the
guilty person deserves even greater punishment; for which
reason Sophocles,® when pleading on behalf of Eucte-
mon, who had committed suicide after the outrage he had
suffered, declared that he would not assess the punish-
ment at less than the victim had assessed it for himself. A
wrong act is also greater when it is unprecedented, or the
first of its kind, or when committed with the aid of few
accomplices; and when a man has committed the same
crime many times; or when because of it new prohibitions
and penalties have been sought and found: thus, at Argos
the citizen owing to whom a new law has been passed is
punished, as well as those on whose account the prison
had to be built. The crime is greater, the more brutal it is;
or when it has been for a long time premeditated; when
the recital of it inspires terror rather than pity. Rhetorical
ways of making the case are the following: the statement
that the accused person has swept away or violated several
principles of justice, for example, oaths, pledges of friend-
ship, plighted word, the rights of intermarriage; for this
amounts to heaping crime upon crime. And that the act
was committed in the very place where wrongdoers are
sentenced, as is done by false witnesses; for where would
a man not commit wrong, if he does so in a court of justice?
Crimes are also greater when accompanied by the greatest
disgrace; when committed against one who has been the
guilty person’s benefactor, for in that case, the wrongdoer
is guilty of wrong twice over, in that he not only does
wrong, but also does not return good for good. Se too,
again, when a man offends against the unwritten laws, for
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10 Although the use of these means aof persuasion is almost
entirely confined to forensic oratory, they may alsa sametimes be
used in deliberative oratory; see, e.g., 1376al and 1376al5 in this
chapter.

10} The first line {456) is quoted at 1.13.2. The second differs
somewhat from Sophocles (Ant. 458), where the passage runs
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RHETORIC 1. 14.7-15.6

there is greater merit in doing right without being com-
pelled; now the written laws involve compulsion, the un-
written do not. Looked at in another way, wrongdoing is
greater if it violates the written laws; for a man who com-
mits wrongs that involve a terrifying punishment will also
be ready to commit wrongs for which he will not be pun-
ished. So much, then, for the treatment of the greater or
less degree of wrongdoing,

15. Following on what we have just discussed, we have
now briefly to run through what we called the means of
persuasion that do not belong to the art, for these properly
belong to forensic oratory. They are five in number: laws,
witnesses, contracts, torture, oath. Let us first then speak
of the laws, and state what use should be made of them
when exhorting or dissuading,'% accusing or defending.
For it is evident that, if the written law is counter to
our case, we must have recourse to the common law and
equity, as more in accordance with justice; and we must
argue that the words “to the best of my judgment” mean
that one will not abide rigorously by the written laws; that
equity is ever constant and never changes, even as the
common law, for it is based on nature, whereas the written
laws often vary (this is why Antigone in Sophocles justifies
herself for having buried Polynices contrary to the law of
Creon, but not contrary to the unwritten law:

For neither now nor yesterday, but for all times . . .
this I would not [infringe through fear] of any man. 10!

Todrww éyw ovx EueAloy, dvBpos ovderds | ¢pomua Beicao,
év Beotae T Sixmy | Bdiaer (“I was not likely, through fear of
the thought of any man, to incur the penalty for violating these
statutes in the court of heaven”).

149



10

11

12

13

ARISTOTLE

o . 8; [ ’ 0’ A s * 1
kat 0TL 7o Dirmoy et almifés TL kal cvpudépor, ai)
~ 1
0¥ TH Bokodr G’ ov vopOS O Yeypuppévos: ob yiy
-~ * i it
7owel TO Epyor TG TOU POROV KUL OTL OUTED Apyupo-
r *, A .
YIORWY O KPTNS €TTW, OTTWS Suakpivy 10 xt35mhov
- LS r 3 A
Sikawor ki 70 dAnhés. kai 07t Bertiovos avdpos 1o
* ~ 4 - AT Y
rois dypadois 7 Tols yeypaupévors xphohar kai ép
4 -~
pévew. xai € wov évartios vopuw eddoxupoture ) Kol
avros avrd)r olov éviore 0 pey Kelevel kKipLa. €lvar drt
" -~ v L ’ b ’ \
dv cuvbavrar, 6 8§ amayopetel uy ovvrifferBar wapa
. # - L . ] ’ hid 4 *~ f ]
rov vépov, kai e audifokos, wore oTpéderr kow dpdv
LRI ’ . ] \ hal \ 8' 3 ? *
¢’ Smorépuy THL dywymy 7 TO Oikalov ébapuoce §
-~ L) ¥ L]
0 ovudépor, era Tovtw Xphafai xal € Ta pev
e L3 K » y 7 £ 7’ ’ s 4 8\
npaypoate éd ots éréfn 6 vopos umkére péver, o O€
’, - -~ LY ”
vouos, meparéor TouTo dnhoby kai pdxeofur Taimy
mpos TOv vouov. dav O€ O yeypaupévos 7 wPOS 1O
TpAypa, 76 TE Yv@py TN GptoTy) NekTéOr OTL OV TOU
L] L ’ L4 ’ ¥ ’ L] r L
mapa Tov vopov évexe dikdlew éotiv, aAN’ iwva, éav
dyvonoy Ti AéyEL O POROS, K1) €MLOPKT). K@i OTL OU 10
’ - 3 LY ' -~ 18 4 ] X, N r ~ L
amhiss ayabor aipelral ovdeis, AAAa 7O avThH. Kai oM
LA / had 2 ~ ke . -~ v
ovder Siadéper ) ) xetoBar © pv xprofar. kat ér
> - w ’ y -~ r
€ Tais dAAas Téxvats ov hwoirekel mapaocodileria
T0v luTpdy ov yap tooobro BAdmwrer vy duapria Tou
luTpov daov 10 €Bilecbar arelbev 7o dpyovr. xai ot
10 WY vopwy codwrepor {nrely €lval, TovT €0TY O
€v TOlS €muLYOVUErOLS VOROLS ATAYOPEVETML. Kal Tep]
pév 16w vopwy otre Swpicfw.

Hepi 8¢ paprvpwr, pdprvpés elor Sirrol, of pév

150

—




I——

RHETORIC I, 15.7-15.13

and further, that justice is real and beneficial, but not what
only appears just; nor the written law either, because it
does not do the work of the Taw; that the judge is like an
assayer of silver, whose duty is to distinguish spucious from
genuine justice; that it is the part of a better man to make
use of and abide by the unwritten rather than the written
law. 12 Again, it is necessary to see whether the law is
contradictory to another approved law or to itself; some-
times, for instance, one law prescribes that all contracts
should be binding, while another forbids making contracts
contrary to the law. If the law is equivocal, we must turn
it about, and see which interpretation suits the application
of either justice or expediency, and have recourse to that.
If the conditions that led to the enactment of the law are
now obsolete, while the law itself remains, one must at-
tempt to make this clear and to combat the law by this
argument. But if the written law favors our case, we must
say that the words “to the best of my judgment” does not
mean that a juror should decide contrary to the law, but is
only intended to relieve him from the charge of perjury, if
he is ignorant of the meaning of the law. That no one
chooses what is good absolutely, but what is good for him-
self; that there is no difference between not using the laws
and their not being enacted. And that in the other arts
there is no advantage in trying to be wiser than the physi-
cian, for an error on his part does not do so much harm as
the habit of disobeying the authority. That to seek to be
wiser than the laws is just what is forbidden in the laws
that are praised. So much for the laws.

Witnesses are of two kinds, ancient and recent; of the

102 Cf, 14.7 above.
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18 Hom, II. 2.557-58: “And Ajax brought twelve ships from
Salamis / and placed them next to where the Athenian forces
were mustered.” The Spartans, acting as arbitrators between Ath-
ens and Megara, who were fighting for the possession of Salamis,
decided in favor of Athens on the strength of these two lines,
which were taken to show that Salamis belonged to Athens. But
ancient sources cite an alternate version of the lines that favored
Megara, or state that the second line, absent from some early
MSS, is an interpolation by Solon or Peisistratus,
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RHETORIC 1. 15.13-15.14

latter some share the risk of the trial, others are outside it.
By ancient I mean the poets and men of repute whose

judgments are known to all; for instance, the Athenians,
in the matter of Salamis, appealed to Homer!"3 as a wit-

n

- =

ness, and recently the inhabitants of Tenedos appealed to
Periander of Corinth!™ against the Sigeans. Cleophon
also made use of the elegiacs of Solon against Critias,
claiming that his family had long been notorious for licen-
tiousness, otherwise Solon would never have written:

Bid me the red-haired Critias listen to his father.103

One should appeal to such witnesses for the past, but also
to interpreters of oracles for the future; thus, for instance,
Themistocles interpreted the “wooden wall” to mean that
the Athenians must become a naval power.!% Further,
proverbs too, as stated, are evidence; for instance, if one

man advises another not to make a friend of an old man,
the proverb

Never be good to an old man

104 1t is not known to what this refers.

105 JEG fr. 22a, where the line runs eimépevar Kpirig Eav-
Bérpiy matpos axovew. The Critias attacked by Cleophon is the
well-known oligarch and grandson of the first. Cleophon argued
from the phrase “bid him listen to his father” that his ancestor was
a disobedient son and a degenerate. In reality, Solon had a high

opinion of the family and probably meant to praise the father.
106 Hdt. 7.143.2.

153




15

16

17

18

ARISTOTLE
Kal 7O TOUS ViOUS GUALPELr @V KOL TOUS TATERAS,
Fl ® £ ’ Aa ’
PTIOS 0§ TRTEPA KTEVAS TALDUS KATANELTEL,

4 LI 4 s ’, . ’
Tipoordaror &' door yropyaol TL KEKpikaT L Xpi-
TLHoL YaP GL TOUTWY KPioes TOLS TepL TGV alriw
~ T -
dpdioBnrotow ofov EiBoukes év Tols Swkavrnpioss
¥ # ) ’ “ 4 5 N L] /
éxpnaaro kara Xapnros o HAarwy eime mpos Apxi-
Buav, §re émdéduxer év 1) woAEL TO Opodayew wovy-
povs €lvar. kai ol weréyovres Tob kwdivov, av d6fwo
Yevdeofai. of weév obv Tow0UTOL TAY TOWUTWY MOVOY
papTupés elow, el yéyover 1 ut, € EoTw T u, TeEpL
- ~ LI »
3¢ Tob molov ov pdpTupes, olov € dikator N GOLKoY, &
4 7 1 s L4 >y W . “
oupdépov % datpdopor ot & dmwler kai wepi Tou-
F ’ 3 < ’ ) ’ L4
ovTwy. morérarol & of maacot Gdtddopor yap. mi-
oTOpaTe 8€ TEPL PaPTUPLGY UAPTUPAS peV (1) EXOVTL,
87t €K TOV €iKOTWY O€l KPLVELy KOL TODT €U0TL TO YV
-~ L bl 3 -~ h i
™ apioTy, kai 8T ovk EoTw éfamarnoal Ta €KOTE
émi dpyvplw, kal dti oy aliokeras T4, elxdTa Yevdo-
uapTUPLGY. ExorTL 8¢ TpEOs MY Exovra, GTL oty VWO-
¥ ) -~
Ouka Td €lkoTa, kai 6Te oUOEr v €dew papTUPLOY, € €K
-~ 4 L3 b 5 -~ ] rl
TV Adywy wovov Hy Bewpnoar. elal 3¢ ai paprvpial
L L] LY -~ LS -~ -
ai pev mept avTod ai de mEpL ToU dudioBnTovrTos, Kai

+ * b ~ , Ay -~
ai pev mepl Tol wpdypatos ai 8¢ mwept Tov 7fovs,

W7 GEF fr. 23, from the Cypriag of the epic cycle.

104 Eubulus was an opponent of Demosthenes, Chares an
Athenian commander both naval and military. Nothing is known
of Archibius. Plato is probably the comic poet.

103 Or, “witnesses wholly unconnected with the case.”
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RHETORIC I. 15.14-15.18

will furnish testimony for him. And if he advises another
to kill the children, after having killed the fathers, he can

sy,
Foolish is he who, killing the father, leaves the sons
behind.197

By recent witnesses I mean all well-known persons
who have given a decision on any point, for their decisions
are useful to those who are arguing about similar cases.
Thus, for instance, Eubulus,'® when attacking Chares in
the law courts, made use of what Plato said against Ar-
chibius, namely, “that the open confession of wickedness
has increased in the city.” And those who share the risk of
the trial if they are thought to be perjurers. Such persons
are witnesses only with regard to whether an act has taken
place or not, whether it is or is not the case; but not if it is
a question of the quality of the act, for instance, whether
it is just or unjust, expedient or inexpedient; but witnesses
from the outside!%® are trustworthy even in regard to this.
The ancient witnesses are the most trustworthy of all, for
they cannot be corrupted. Regarding the confirmation of
evidence, when a man has no witnesses, he can say that
the decision should be given in accordance with probabil-
ities, and that this is the meaning of words “to the best of
my judgment”; that probabilities cannot be bribed to de-
ceive, and that they cannot be convicted of bearing false
witness. But if a man has witnesses and his adversary has
none, he can say that probabilities are not subject to trial,
and that there would have been no need of testimonial
evidence were a consideration of the arguments sufficient.
Evidence partly concerns ourselves, partly our adversary,
as to the fact itself or to character; so that it is evident that
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RHETORIC I. 15.18-15.23

one never need lack useful evidence. For if we have no
evidence as to the fact itself, neither in confirmation of our
own case nor against our opponent, it will always be pos-
shle to obtain some evidence as to character that will es-
tablish either our own respectability or the worthlessness
of our opponent. As for all the other questions relative to
awitness, whether he is a friend, an enemy, or neutral, of
good or bad or middling reputation, and for all other dif-
ferences of this kind, we must have recourse to the same
topics as those from which we derive our enthymemes.

As for contracts, argument may be used to the extent
of magnifying or minimizing their importance, of proving
that they do or do not deserve credit. If we have them on
our side, we must try to prove them worthy of credit and
autharitative; but if they are on the side of our opponent,
we must do the opposite. In view of rendering them wor-
thy or unworthy of credit, the procedure is exactly the
same as in the case of witnesses; for contracts are trust-
worthy according to the character of their signatories or
depositaries. When the existence of the contract is admit-
ted, if it is in our favor, we must strengthen it by asserting
that the contract is a law, private and partial; and it is not
the contracts that make the law authoritative, but it is the
laws that give force to legal contracts. And in a general
sense the law itself is a kind of contract, so that whoever
disobeys or subverts a contract, subverts the laws. Further,
most ordinary and voluntary transactions are carried out
according to contracts; so that if those lose their authority,
the mutual relationships of men are destroyed. All other
arguments suitable to the occasion are easy to see. But if

the contract is against us and in favor of our opponents, in
the first place those arguments are suitable that we should
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RHETORIC I. 15.23-15.26

oppose to the law were it against us; for it would be strange
if, while we consider ourselves entitled to refuse to obey
M-made laws, whose authors have erred, we should be
obliged to consider ourselves always bound by contracts.
Or, that the judge is an arbitrator of justice; so that it is not
the contents of the contract that he has to consider, but
what is more just. Further, that one cannot alter justice
either by fraud or compulsion, for it is based on nature,
whereas contracts may be entered into through fraud or
compulsion. In addition to this, we must examine whether
the contract is contrary to any written law of our own or
{oreign countries, or to the common laws, or to other pre-
vious or subsequent contracts. For either the latter are
valid and the former not, or the former are right and the
latter fraudulent; we may put it in whichever way it seems
fit. We must also consider the question of expediency:
whether the contract is in any way opposed to the interest
of the judges. There are a number of other arguments of
the same kind that are equally easy to discern.

Torture is a kind of evidence that appears trustworthy
because a sort of compulsion is attached to it. Nor is it
difficult to see what may be said concerning it, and by what
arguments. If it is in our favor, we can exaggerate its im-
portance by asserting that it is the only true kind of evi-
dence; but if it is against us and in favor of our opponent,
we can refute it by speaking about all kinds of torture
generally; for those under compulsion are just as likely to
lie as to speak the truth, some being willing to endure ev-
erything rather than tell the truth,!'® while others are

but in speaking about torture generally, the MSS reading seems
quite appropriate.
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6 This passage {8¢t 8¢ Aéyew . . . Baodvors], which is found
in the best MS (Paris A°), but not in the other branch of the MS
tradition, is now generally rejected, mainly as being linguistically
un-Aristotelian. The translation would be: [“One should say that
evidence given under torture is not true; for many thick-witted
and thick-skinned persouns, and those who are stouthearted
heroically hold out under sufferings, while the cowardly and
coutious, before they see the sufferings before them, are bold
enough; wherefore evidence from torture may be cansidered
utterly untrustworthy.”}
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RHETORIC I. 15.26-15.29

ready to make false charges against others, in the hope of
being sooner released from torture. One should be able to
refer to actual examples of the kind with which the judges
are acquainted.

As to oaths,!! four divisions may be made, for either
one tenders an oath and accepts one, or one does neither,
or the one without the other, and in the last case one either
tenders but does not accept, or accepts but does not ten-
der. In addition, one may consider whether an oath has
already been taken either by oneself or by the other party.
If you do not tender an cath, it is because men readily
perjure themselves, and because, after he has taken the
oath, the adversary will refuse to repay the money, while
if he has not taken the oath, you think that the jurors will
condemn him; and also because the risk incurred in leav-
ing the decision to the jurors is preferable, for you have
confidence in them but not in your adversary. If you refuse
to take the oath yourself, you may argue that the oath is
only taken with a view to money; that, if you had been a
scoundrel, you would have taken it at once, for it is better
to be a scoundrel for something than for nothing; then, if
you would take it, you would win your case, if not, you

1) In Attic legal procedure, the challenge (wpoxhnais) to
take an oath on the question at issue was one method of deciding
it. One party offered the other something to swear by (8idwor
dpxov), and the other party either accepted (AapBdve:, Séxerar)
it or refused it. Both parties, of their own accord, might propose

to take the oath.
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RHETORIC 1. 15.29-15.33

would lose it. So your refusal to take it is due to moral
excellence, not to fear of committing perjury. And the
saying of Xenophanes!'!? is apposite: that “it is unfair for
animpious man to challenge a pious one,” for it is the same
as a strong man challenging a weak one to hit or be hit. If
you accept the oath, you may say that you have confidence
in yourself, but not in your opponent, and, reversing the
remark of Xenophanes, that the only fair way is that the
impious man should tender the oath and the pious man
take it; and that it would be monstrous to refuse to take
the oath yourself, while demanding that the judges should
take it before giving their verdict. But if you tender the
oath, you may say that it is an act of piety to be willing to
leave the matter to the gods; that your opponent has no
need to look for other judges, for you allow him to make
the decision himself; and that it would be ridiculous that
he should be unwilling to take an oath in cases where he
demands that the jurors take one.

Now, since we have shown how we must deal with each
case individually, it is clear how we must deal with them
when taken two and two: for instance, if one wishes to take
the oath but not to tender it, to tender it but not to take
it, to accept and tender it, or to do neither the one nor the
other. For such cases, and similarly the arguments, must
be a combination of those already mentioned. And if one
has already taken an oath that contradicts the present one,
one may argue that it is not perjury; for whereas wrong-
doing is voluntary, and perjury is wrongdoing, what is done
in error or under compulsion is involuntary. Here you
must draw the conclusion that perjury consists in the in-
tention, not in what is said. But if the opponent has taken
such an oath, you may say that one who does not abide by
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RUETORIC 1. 15.33

what he has sworn subverts everything, for this is the rea-
son why the jurors take an oath before applying the laws.
“They demand that you abide by your oath as judges. while
thev themselves do not abide by theirs.” Further, whatever

else one might say by way of exaggeration. Let this suffice
for the means of persuasion that do not belong to the art.

165



1378 a

B

1. 'Bx Tivwv uér odv 06l kal mPOTPETELY KAl AToTpé-
TEW Kai ETaely xal PEYer xal KaTnyopewr Kat dmo-
hoyeioBar, kai wolae Sdfar xai mpordaoes xpnoiun
TPOS TGS TOVTwY MOTELS, TADT E0TLY TEPL YAP TOUTWY
Kai €k ToUTwy Ta evfvunuara, ws wEpL EkaoTov elneiy
8ig 1o yévos TGV Adywr. émer & Evexa kplaens éoTw
7 pyrapwcn {kai yap tas ovpBovAas kpivovar Kai
din7 kplows €oTiv), drdyxkn pn Movor mpos Tov Adyor
Opav, OMWS ATODEKTIKOS ETTOL KAL TOTOS, AANG Kol
AUTOV TOLOY Tva KGL TOV KPLTHY KaTaoKxevalew molv
yap Buaéper mpos wioTiv, pakiora pév év Tais ovy-
BovAals, elra xor év rals Sikais, 16 mowdy Twa daive-
oflar Tov Aéyovra xai 70 TPOS avrTovs vmohapBdvew
éxew mws avTov, wpos 8¢ TovTois éav rxal avrol du-
KELUEVOL TWS TUYXAVWOLY. TO év ovy Towdr Twa dai-
veoBar Tov Aéyovra xpnowuwtepor els Tas ovuBovids
éorw, 10 0é duwakeloBar mws rov dxpoariv eis rds
Oixas' ov ydp Tadrd daiverar duhodot kai ooy,
oUd’ Spyrfopévois kai wpdws Exovaiw, | dAN 3 75
" .
mapdmay €repa N kata 70 péyelos Erepar TH by yap

166



BOOK II

1. Such then are the materials that we must employ in
exhorting and dissuading, praising and blaming, accusing
and defending, and such are the opinions and propositions
that are useful to produce conviction in these circum-
stances; for they are the subject and source of enthymemes,
if we take each class of speeches by itself. But since the
object of rhetoric is judgment—Ifor judgments are pro-
nounced in deliberative rhetoric and the judicial verdict
is a judgment—it is not only necessary to consider how to
make the speech itself demonstrative and convincing, but
also that the speaker should show himself to be of a certain
character and should know how to put the judge into a
certain frame of mind. For it makes a great difference with
regard to producing conviction—especially in delibera-
tive, and, next to this, in forensic oratory—that the speaker
should show himself to be possessed of certain qualities
and that his hearers should think that he is disposed in a
certain way toward them; and further, that they them-
selves should be disposed in a certain way toward him. In
deliberative oratory, it is more useful that the orator
should appear to be of a certain character, in forensic, that
the hearer should be disposed in a certain way; for opin-
ions vary, according as men love or hate, are angry or mild,
and things appear either altogether different, or different
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RIETORIC I FA4-1.8)

in degree; for when a man is favorably disposed toward
one on whomn he is passing judgment, he either thinks that
the accused has committed no wrong at all or that his of-
fense is trifling; but if he hates him, the reverse is the case.
And if 2 man desires anything and has good hopes of get-
ting it, if what is to come is pleasant, he thinks that it is
sure to come to pass and will he good; but it a man is un-
emotional or in a bad mood, it is quite the reverse.

For the orator to be trusted three qualities are neces-
sary; for, aparl from demaonstrations, the factors that in-
duce belief are three in number. These qualities are good
sense, virtue, and goodwill; for speakers are wrong, both
in what they say and in the advice they give, because they
lack either all three or one of them. For either through
want of sense they form incorrect opinions, or, if their
opinions are correct, through viciousness they do not say
what they think, or, if they are sensible and good,' they
lack goodwill; wherefore it may happen that they do not
give the best advice, although they know what it is. These
qualities are all that are necessary, so that the speaker who
appears to possess all three will necessarily win the trust
of his audience. The means whereby he may appear sen-
sible and good must be inferred from the classification of
the virtues;? for to make himself appear that way, he would
employ the same means as he would in the case of others.
We must now speak of goodwill and friendship in our
discussion of the emotions.

The emotions are all those affections that change men
50 as to influence their judgments, and are accompanied
by pleasure and pain; such are anger, pity, fear, and all
similar emotions and their contraries. And the discussion
of each of them must be divided under three headings; for
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t The definition of anger is difficult to translate because itis
unclear whether the word ¢atwopéims(y) should be rendered as
“conspicuous” or as “apparent.” The translators seem to be di-
vided between those options, but both seem unsatisfactory: it is
hard to see why anger should be caused only by obvious slights;
however, the double occurrence of “apparent” strongly suggests
that the slight is merely apparent, not real. Freese tried to avoid
this problem by translating “real or apparent” in both places.
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RHETORIC II. 1.9-2.2

instance, in regard to anger, the disposition of mind that
makes men angry, the persons with whom they are usually
angry, and the occasions that give rise to anger. For if we
knew one or even two of these headings, but not all three,
it would be impassible to arouse anger. The same applies
to the rest. Just as, then, we have given a list of proposi-
tions? in what we have previously said, we will do the same
here and divide our discussion in the way we mentioned.

2. Let anger, then, be defined as a desire, accompanied
by pain, for [an apparent] revenge, due to an apparent
slight affecting a man himself or one of his friends, by
persons who ought not to slight him. If this definition is
correct, the angry man must always be angry with a par-
ticular individual {for instance, with Cleon, but not with
men generally), and because this individual has done, or
was on the point of doing, something against him or one
of his friends; and lastly, anger is always accompanied by
a certain pleasure, due to the hope of revenge to come,
For it is pleasant to think that one will obtain what one
aims at; now, no one aims at what is obviously impossible
of attainment by him, [but the angry man aims at what is
possible for himself]. Wherefore it has been well said of
anger, that

Far sweeter than dripping honey down the throat
it spreads in men’s hearts.

3 In Book 1 generally (cf. 1.2.22).
41 Hom. Il. 18.109 (cf. 1.11.9).

However, Aristotle himself discusses this definition at Topics 8,
156a30-33, but without the word datvouéims. (The parallel is
not listed in Kassel’s apparatus.) This gives a much better sense,
and I have therefore followed Spengel in bracketing the word.
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5 The thought of revenge in the future, as distinguished from
dwelling on it in the present.

6 In Attic law hybris (insulting, degrading treatment) was 3
more serious offense than aikia (bodily ill-treatment). 1t was the
subject of a State criminal prosecution (ypa¢y) of a private 3¢-
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RHETORIC I1. 2.2-2.5

for it is accompanied by a certain pleasure, for this reason
first,5 and also because men dwell on the thought of re-
venge, and the vision that rises before us produces the
same pleasure as a vision seen in dreams.

Slighting is an actualization of opinion in regard to
something that appears valueless; for things that are really
bad or good, or tend to become so, we consider worthy of
attention, but those unimportant or trifling we ignore.
Now there are three kinds of slight: disdain, spitefulness,
and insult. For he who disdains, slights, since men disdain
what they consider valueless and slight what is of no ac-
count. And the spiteful man [appears to show disdain]; for
spitefulness consists in placing obstacles in the way of an-
other’s wishes, not in order that any advantage may accrue
to him who spites, but to prevent any accruing to the other.
Since then he does not act in this manner from self-
interest, it is a slight; for it is evident that he has no idea
that the other is likely to hurt him, for in that case he would
be afraid of him instead of slighting him; nor that he will
be of any use to him worth speaking of, for in that case his
thought would be how to become his friend.

Similarly, he who insults another also slights him; for
insult® consists in doing or saying things whereby the suf-
ferer is disgraced, not to obtain any other advantage for
oneself besides the performance of the act, but for one’s

tion (Sixm) for damages. The penalty was assessed by the dicasts
and might even be death. It had to be proved that the defendant
struck the first blow (2.24.9). One of the best-known instances is
the action brought by Demosthenes against Midias for a personal
outrage on himself, when choregos of his tribe (responsible for
the equipment of a chorus for musical competitions at public
festivals).
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RHETORIC II. 2.6-2.7

own pleasure; for retaliation is not insult, but punishment.
The cause of the pleasure felt by those who insult is the
idea that, in ill-treating others, they are more fully showing
their own superiority. That is why the young and the
wealthy are given to insults; for they think that, in com-
mitting them, they are showing their superiority. Dishonor
is characteristic of insult; and one who dishonors another
slights him; for what is worthless, whether as good or evil,
receives no honor. Hence Achilles in his wrath exclaims:

He has dishonored me, since he keeps for himself the
prize he has taken,’

and
like a dishonored vagrant,®

as being wrathful for these reasons. Now men think that
they have a right to be highly esteemed by those inferior
to them in birth, power, and virtue, and generally, in what-
ever respect a man is far superior to another; for example,
the rich man to the poor man in the matter of money, the
eloquent to the incompetent speaker in the matter of ora-
tory, the governor ta the governed, and the man who
thinks himself worthy to rule to one who is only fit to be
ruled. Wherefore it has been said:

Great is the wrath of kings cherished by Zeus,?
and

Yet it may be that even afterward he cherishes his
resentment, 19

10 Hom. I, 1.82. The wards are those of the soothsayer Cal-
chas to Achilles, and the reference is to Agamemnon.
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