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SUMMARY

The aim of the thesis 1is to conduct a rhetorical
analysis of the introductions of the speeches in the
Demosthenic corpus and of the introductions in the
collection of prooemia. The recommendations for
introductions of the rhetoricians, Anaximenes and
Aristotle, are itemized as numbered features so that they
can be cited whenever they occur in Demosthenic
introductions. The relevant research of modern authors on
rhetorical style and introductions 1is considered. The
first task of the thesis is to define the introductions of
the speeches in the Demosthenic corpus and the parts of
those passages in the collection of prooemia which
constitute introductions. To facilitate this task lists
were made of criteria which helped to indicate the point at
which an introduction ends and the point at which the main
part of a speech begins. To compile the lists an initial
sample of orations 1-26 was considered. The rest of the
speeches and the collection of prooemia were then subjected
to the criterion test. Two of the speeches, orations 13
and 46, were found to have no introductions at all. While
most of the prooemia are complete introductions some of
them, pr.1, pr.2, pr.24, pr.27, pr.29, pr.30, pr.31, pr.35,
pr.37, pr.40, pr.41 and pr.56, were found to combine an
introduction with a few lines, or even a single sentence,

that are equivalent to the beginning of the main part of a



speech. Next, a preliminary survey was carried out to
discover common themes that recur in introductions. The

following themes were observed:

1. Justice and the record of one's life
2. Litigiousness

3. The speaker's disadvantage

4. Brevity

5. Divine support

6. The public interest

A chapter of the thesis 1is devoted to analysis of
individual introductions. Speakers' tactics are assessed
with respect to three aims, the provision of preliminary
statement, the securing of attention and the winning of
goodwill. The arrangement of an introduction's contents is
tabulated in terms of these three aims.

The findings of the thesis are as follows:

1. Criteria exist which help to define the point at
which an introduction ends.

2. Criteria exist which help to define the point at
which the main part of a speech begins.

3. The collection of prooemia for the most part
contains introductions which were composed to provide a
supply of introductions to be available for use when
occasion demanded.

4. The majority of the introductions of deliberative

speeches are thematic. Some display a distinctness from

vii



thelr respective speeches -hat suggests that they were
composed to be available for use and were then selected and
attached to thelr respective speeches. Others are integral
components of their speeches. The 1introductions of
forensic speeches, with only three exceptions, are integral
parts of their respective speeches.

5. There 1s evidence in the introductions of some of
those speeches whose Demosthenic authorship is suspect
which lends some support to the suspicions.

6. While the introductions of public forensic
speeches contain some of the arguments that can be found in
the introductions of deliberative speeches, they are more
akin to the introductions of private forensic speeches so
that it cannot be said that they are transitional to any
great extent between the introductions of private forensic
speeches and the introductions of deliberative speeches.

7. Although Demosthenes conforms to some of the
recommendations of Anaximenes and Aristotle for
introductions, there is not enough evidence to suggest that
he has done this deliberately. As for the arrangement of
an introduction's contents Demosthenes does not follow the
patterns recommended by Anaximenes but employs more complex

patterns.

The designation of criteria, the division of certain
prooemia into introduction and beginning of main ‘part of
speech, the observations on the relationship between
introductions and their respective speeches, the discovery

of evidence in introductions that confirms susplclons about

viii



Demosthenic authorship, and the comparison of Demcsthenes'
tactics in introductions with the recommendations of
Anaximenes and Aristotle constitute contributions to

knowledge.
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1. INTRODUCTION

(1) Aim and Objectives

The aim of this study is to analyse the introductions
of Demosthenes, 1i.e. to analyse the introductions of the
speeches in the Demosthenic corpus and the introductions in

the collection of prooemia. There are several objectives:

1. To list «criteria which help to identify the point
at which an introduction ends and at which the main part of
a speech begins.

2. To define the introduction of each speech in the
Demosthenic corpus and of each passage in the collection of
prooemia that is not merely an introduction, 1i.e. that
consists of a passage that constitutes an introduction
followed by a few lines that resemble the start of the main
part of a speech.

3. To establish the raison d'é€tre of the
collection of prooemia.

4. To assess whether the introductions of the speeches
were composed as integral elements of their respective
speeches.

5. To collect evidence in the introductions that confirms
or refutes doubts about the Demosthenic authorship of those

speeches whose authenticity is suspect.



6. To assess the extent to which the introductions of
public forensic speeches are transitional between the
introductions of private forensic speeches and the
introductions of deliberative speeches.

7. To determine how far the introductions of Demosthenes

conform to the recommendations of Anaximenes and Aristotle.

The analysis of the introductions is rhetorical in the
sense that tactics designed to secure attention and
goodwill are appraised with respect to their effectiveness
and particular consideration is given to the speaker's use
of Anaximenes' and Aristotle's rules for 1introductions,
which are itemized as numbered features that are cited
whenever the respective rules are used in Demosthenic
introductions. The first task of the thesis 1is to define
the introductions. Decisions are based on the occurrence
of criteria that 1indicate where an introduction ends and
where the main part of a speech begins. To assemble the
lists of these criteria an initial sample of orations 1-26
was considered in order to observe recurring patterns. The
whole corpus, including the collection of prooemia, was
then considered. The final lists, which appear in Chapter
2, are followed by instances of each «criterion in turn.
Definitions of the introductions of the speeches are made
next in their Demosthenic corpus sequence. Those prooemia
which contain criteria are included in the order in which
they occur in the collection of prooemia. Definitions are
made of the introductions of those prooemia which consist

of an introduction followed by a short passage akin to the



start of the main part of a speech. Those prooemia which
contain no introductory material are ruled out of
consideration. After the definitions there are surveys of
criterion occurrence and of criterion deployment. The
first two objectives of the thesis, to list criteria and to
define introductions, are achieved in Chapter 2, because
they cannot be postponed to the chapter of conclusions
since they are preliminary tasks that must be completed
before analysis can be undertaken. Chapter 3 reveals the
results of a preliminary survey to discover common themes
that recur in Demosthenic introductions. The contents of
individual introductions are analysed in Chapter 4. It has
been considered appropriate to depart from the Demosthenic
corpus order by keeping all the deliberative introductions
together. Accordingly the introductions from the
collection of prooemia are inserted after orations 1-17. A
further refinement 1s that those introductions from the
collection of prooemia which equate to or resemble
introductions from the extant speeches are inserted in the
running order immediately after their respective
counterparts. Thus pr.3, for example, is discussed
immediately after oration 1. Forensic introductions follow
their Demosthenic corpus order. In Chapter 5 conclusions

are made regarding objectives 3-7.



(11) Rhetorical Theory: Anaximenes and Aristotle

Cicero, Brutus, xii.46, alluding to Aristotle's lost
work, Zuvaywyh Texvlv , says that after the expulsion of the
tyrants from Sicily 1in 467 Corax and Tisias compiled a
handbook of instructions for litigants trying to recover
property that had been 1illegally confiscated by the
tyrants. The development of rhetorical theory from this
beginning up to the time of Aristotle 1is traced by J.H.
Freese 1939, pp. vii-xxvi, and by G. Kennedy 1963,
pp.52-124. Freese 1lists chronologically rhetoricians of
the Sicilian school and the West and then rhetoricians from
Greece itself and the eastern colonies. He devotes to each
a paragraph in which he describes his contribution.
Kennedy is more selective and offers more detailed analysis
of the work of the major rhetoricians while relegating to
brief mention in a single paragraph, p.70, the names of
less important rhetoricians. Moreover he distinguishes
between two ways of teaching rhetoric: the production of
specimens and the writing of handbooks, pp.52-58. Both
writers give much attention to two rhetoricians who are of
interest to this treatise because they were contemporaries
of Demosthenes and because they expressed opinions on the
introduction. They are Aristotle in Rhetoric 1III
xiv-xv and Anaximenes in Rhetorica ad Alexandrum xxix,
xxxvi and xxxvii.

The Rhetoric of Aristotle is a philosophical work



in three books. Book 1 deals with the means of persuasion,
the logical proofs based on dialectic. Book 2 considers
the psychological or ethical proofs derived from a
knowledge of the human emotions and their causes, and of
the various kinds of character. Book 3 deals with style
and arrangement.

Freese, pp.xxii-xxiii, presents the evidence from
which it 1s thought that Aristotle wrote the work in Athens
around 330 B.C. He also mentions, p.xxii, six other
rhetorical works of Aristotle, now lost, which are cited by
Diogenes Laertius: (1) a literary history of rhetoric,
Iuvaywyn Texvdv, (2) a dialogue called 'Gryllus’, (3),
(4) and (5) simply called 'Arts' of Rhetoric and (6)
Theodectea.

The introduction 1is featured in Rhetoric ITI

xiv-xv. Freese, pp.xliv-xlv, summarizes the contents:

'(xiv) Exordium 1is the beginning of a speech,
resembling the prologue in poetry and the prelude in flute-
playing. In an epideictic speech it resembles the musical
prelude, and is connected with the body of the speech by
the key-note; it is derived from topics of praise or blame.
In a forensic speech, it resembles the prologue of a play
or epic poem; hence it must declare the object of the
speech. In a deliberative speech, the proems are derived
from those of the forensic, but they are rarest in this
kind of rhetoric (deliberative), being only neeéed (1) on
account of the speaker himself, or (2) of his opponents;

(3) to impress the hearer with the importance or otherwise

(a1



of the case; (4) for ornament.

Other exordia are collective and general. They are
derived (1) from the speaker; or (2) from the opponent; (3)
from the hearer, to make him well-disposed towards us or
ill-disposed towards the opponent; (4) from the subject,
making 1t out to be important or unimportant. Arousing
the hearer's attention belongs to any part of a speech.
(xv) The topics that may be employed in dealing with

slander or prejudice.'

The Rhetorica ad Alexandrum was preserved among
the works of Aristotle. A spurious dedicatory epistle
gives it its title and claim of authorship by Aristotle.
However it bears little resemblance to his work. 1Indeed it
is exactly the type of handbook of rhetorical features
frowned upon by Aristotle in Sophistical Refutations
(183 b 36 ff) where he complains of teachers who thought
they could educate by imparting not art but the products of
art and uses as an illustration the offer of a variety of
shoes as a prevention of sore feet instead of the teaching
of shoemaking. A terminus post gquem for the work's
date appears at chapter VIII in a reference to the
Corinthian expedition to Sicily of 341 B.C. The authorship
of Anaximenes is suggested by a passage in Quintilian III

iv 9:

'Anaximenes iudicialem et concionalem generales partes
esse voluit; septem autem species hortandi, dehortandi,

laudandi, vituperandi, accusandi, defendendi, exquirendi



fa

) e / . . . . . :
(quod €LeTaotLndv dicit): quarum duae primae deliberativi,
duae sequentes demonstrativi, tres ultimae iudiciales

generis sunt partes.'

The identification of this reference with the
Rhetorica ad Alexandrum was first made by Publius
Victorius in the preface of his 1579 edition of Aristotle's
Rhetoric. A discrepancy is that the author of the
Rhetorica ad Alexandrum divides oratory into not two
but three types: forensic, assembly and epideictic.
However this should be overlooked, as Kennedy convincingly
argues, p.ll4, because the author immediately introduces
seven species which exactly correspond to those mentioned
by Quintilian.

Bnaximenes came from Lampsacus and was a tutor of
Alexander the Great whom he accompanied on his Asiatic
expedition. Dionysius of Halicarnassus, Isaeus 19,
suggests that he was a Jack-of-all-traces: history,
criticsm, oratory; but master of none. For discussion of
Anaximenes by a modern author see P. Wendland 1905.

The Rhetorica ad Alexandrum may be divided into
three parts:

(1) chapters i-v, the seven species of oratory.

(2) chapters vi-xxviii,elements common to all species.

(3) chapters xxix-xxxviii, structure of speeches.

The introduction is considered in chapters xxix, xxxvi
and xxxvii. At xxix Anaximenes discusses the contents of
the 1introduction of an Ecclesia speech of exhortation or

dissuasion. He suggests that it should contain summary



statement of the «case, request for attention, arguments
which will win over a particular audience, friendly,
neutral, or hostile due to misrepresentation of the past or
the present or because of one's personality or as a result
of circumstances. At xxxvi he deals with a forensic
speech's introduction: it should win the court's goodwill
and refute misrepresentation. At xxxvii he remarks that
for the examinational species an introduction should follow
the pattern of refuting a misrepresentation. Its aim is to
make a speaker's action seem reasonable before he proceeds
to the main part of the speech.

From a closer study of the rules advocated and the
specimen arguments suggested by Aristotle and Anaximenes we
can form a list of criteria with which to analyse the
contents of Demosthenic introductions. We shall consider
three aspects:

(a) The aim of an introduction.

(b) The contents of an introduction.

(c) The arrangement of an introduction's contents.

In references, Rhetorica ad Alexandrum will Dbe
abbreviated to RAA. Aristotle's Rhetoric III will

be signified with RH.
(a) The Aim of an Introduction
Anaximenes identifies a threefold aim: to provide a

preliminary explanation to facilitate the audience's

understanding, to secure the audience's attention, and to



obtain the audience's goodwill.

" I ’ ~ ~ ~ >

€oTL 68 mpoolutov naddAou pdv elmelv aQnpoativ TapaorevT
nal 1ol mpdypatog ev regahale prn elddol SAAuoig, Lva yi-
vlonuwor mept &v & Adyos maparorovSol te % UmoYécel, xal

r - N < ~ ~
L 10 mpocéyelv napanahéoat, wat xwat Soov 1E Adye duvatdv,

~

M ~ 4 N ’ ~ ~
gbvoug MUTV abToUg¢ moilToat. 7ToVTwv pEv obv elval SeT 1O

npooluLov TapacrevaoTirdv. RAA xxix 1436a

Anaximenes applies these principles to Ecclesia
speeches in xxix. At xxxvi he discusses the role of the

introduction in a forensic speech.

npttov pEv obv &v Tol¢ mpooirulolg mpoSfcopev 1O MEFYLQ
~ x ’ I A 7’ 11 b N ~ ”
MEQL OV HATNYOPNOOUEV T anoloynodueda, WOTEP ENL TEV GAAWV
H ~ ’ N ’ ’ ~ ) ~ hd ] ~
eLdlv. mpooéyxeLv 6 mapanar€copev ex THV aLIAV av €V T
TPOTPENTLUG xal &v TP auoroyntiwl. ETL 8& wmal mepL THG
’ ’ ~ ~ ’ ~ , ~ N
gbuevelag, ¢ pév eb Sdraneipéve unde SraBePAnuéve T 1pog
1 N\ N N N ~ " ~ N\ ’ ~ ’ ’
QUTOV T TMPOS TO ML AYHa T TPog TOVv Adyov Toug arovoviacg
Sdvoyepalvelv, 1OV abtov tpdnov ¢ mepl Enelvwv elpntat
\ ’ ’ . ~ -~ z 4 ~
tnv ebuéveltav nopacrevactéov’ TP 88 phAte €l ufte nanlic
StaneLpévy nal TE N ex 10U mapoiyopévouv xpdvou N Ex TOU
’ \ \ ~ N N\ ~ ,
napdvtoc N StEautov N 10 mpdypa N TOv Abyov SraBepBrnuévy
” N ’ ” (] 4 = ) z 7
EVia PLEV peplypéves evia & LOLwg MPOg EVHEVELAVY TOPLOTEOV.
RAA xxxvi 1441b-1442a
Again we have the three elements: explanation,
attention and goodwill.
Anaximenes' aim is to teach the art of persuasion.

His approach is systematic. He states the aims and then



shows how to apply them.
Aristotle handles the introduction in a more literary
manner. He compares oratory with other genres. This is

apparent in his first pronouncement about the introduction.

’ N ’ [} 1 4
oTLv apy”n Adyou, dmep €v moLfoet

m~

N I'd z

3 piEv obv mpooluLdyv

’,- N ’ y , ’ . ’ N ] N ~
TPOAOYOG ®al EV QUATOEL TPOGUALOV® mavta yap apyat talT

AN

etol, nal olov d8omolnoig T& EmLbvrL. RH xiv 1

S}

Nevertheless he mentions first the same aim with which
Anaximenes began. The introduction is the beginning of a
speech and should prepare the way for what follows.
Aristotle's picturesque expression b5onoi{nocic, 'making of
roads', corresponds to Anaximenes' NAPEOREUT
'preparation’'.

Aristotle next mentions the role of the introduction

in epideictic speeches.

70 pev olv mpoalAtov Suoitov TF TTV ENLOELKTLXEY Tpo-
7’ . ~ ~ t ? P4 bAY " ? ~
oLplw” nol yap ol aUAnTal, & Tv av €U E€xwoLv ouAFoar, TOUTO
’ ~ 4 . N ’ ~ ?
npoavAfcavteg cuviidbav 1P evdooluw, nal €v ToTg emtdeLnti-
4 ~ [ ’ . ] N\ n ’ » ~ ’
noTg AOyoLg SeT oULTW YPAPELV & T yap av BolAntaL eIV el-
’ ? ~ N ’ ] ’ ~ ’
névia evdoUvaL nal ouvvidatr Omep mévteg moLoVoLv. Tapddelyua
N ’ Vs 3 ’ . ? N ~ ’ —~ 3
10 1%¢ ' Iooupdrovg ‘Erévng mpoolpLov® ouvSEv yap olmelov U-
~ ~ 3 S N (Y ’ ,
népxetr Tolg EptoTinols nal EAévn. &pa 8¢ nar eav extonion,
¢ , ~ 6 \ 6 b ~6 '[ RH XiV 1
appdtter un BAov TOV AOYov OpOeTO¥ elvat.
Some explanation is needed of what Aristotle means by

10 mpoa®Aiov which is translated 'the key-note'. He refers

10



to the Helen of Isocrates. The subject of the speech
is Helen but in the speech Isocrates also attacks the
Sophists. In the 1introduction 1Isocrates mentions the
key-note, Helen, but also attacks the Eristics.

At section 4 Aristotle mentions some aims of epideictic

introductions.

N \ . ~. 1) ~ ’ ’, » ’,

Ta pev obv TCv EmLdelntindy Adywv Tpootuita exn TOoUTWYV,
b ’ ’ ’ P L " ? - ? 1] ~
€L enalvou, e ¢OYou, Ex TPOTPOTTG, €& amnoTpon¥c, €x TV

N ~ y ’ . ~ ~ }AY ’ ”n » ~ ~ 1 ’
O¢ Tov anpoatnNv® Sel 8¢ 71 £éva 1 olmnela elvel ta EviécoiLua

=
©

¢ Adye. RH xiv 4

Aristotle deals with forensic speeches in sections 5-6.
& 68 ToU Sunavixob mpooluta SeT AaRelv 8TL TabTd
SUvatatl Bnep Tv Spaundtwy ol m droyoL mal TBV ENTV T&

T[pOOl:H,L(Z. RH xiv 5

) ~ 7 (4
Lv 88 Tolc AbyoLc nal Eneoy 8eTypé Eoti o Adyou, lva
~ ~ 7 L3 é . ~»
npoeLdToL nepL oU Fv & Abyog nal pf upéuntar M duavoia” TO
% T 1 Dv thon i hv yeToa THV &pynv
Ydp &dpLotov mAavy® & SoLg obv wonep elg TNV X
~ i~ P4
noLel Exbépevov anolou¥eTv TE AOYY ...
~ ’ ~ "
15 piv obv avaynairdtatov Epyov ToU mpooitplov wal LbLov
x ¢ ’
ToUto, 6m\Boal T{ EotL 1O TéNog oV Evera & Aéyog. Sibmep

Bv 87hov § mal puwpdv TO mpdiypa, ob xpnotéov mpooiply.

RH xiv 6

He stresses the importance of the aim noted 1in

BAnaximenes and in section 1 of chapter xiv, preparation.

11



He then says that other items in every kind of

introduction are remedies.

~ N o > ~ , ~
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-~ ~ y ~ A Y ~ ~ ~ -~
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, ~ ~ y , A 1 —~ ~ ~ ~
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Soa mepl Stalornv AVoal xal molLToal...

~ N ~ ~ ? ~ ~ ) ~ ~
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? ~ ’ ~ ) ’ Ny 2 ~ N N

ex 100 Opyloal, xat eviote O6€ en TOD MPOCEXTLHUIV T TOU-

vavt{ov® RH xiv 7

These remedies are to be wused to cure weaknesses
arising from the speaker, the hearer, the subject and the
opponent.

In relation to speakers and opponents the aim is to
remove and create prejudice. Aristotle refers to this

again at section 10.

N L ~
néviec ... N SitaBériovolv N ¢bBoug amohlovial €V ToTg

npootploLc. RH xiv 10

With regard to the hearer one should aim to excite
goodwill, anger, attention and inattention. At section 11
Aristotle quotes Odyssey vii 327 to cite two more responses

to be sought from the hearer.

gnel &8 €l Aéyetal
86¢c p’ Ec @alnnag @lAov EASETV N6 Eheervév,

12



aAh’ B Boov 1O mpiyna eLneTV negahalwdlg, Uva Exn Gomep

toltuv 6eT SU3 ctoy

~

QN
i

o
<
-
.

£C RH xiv 11

Of course, all responses would not be required for each

occasion, but when appropriate.

The remedy for a bad, or apparently bad, subject is to

spend time on irrelevancies.

ol ol movnpdv 1O Tplyua Exovieg N SouoTviec' maviayod
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Aristotle mentions the aim of an introduction which

has no need of remedies.

. -~ N N\ ’ L ’ "
AeT dg um Aavdavelv OTL mavia €

y™

w ToU Adyov Ta ToLal-
Ta® Tmpd¢ galiov yap axpoaTthv xal T& E&w ToU mpdypatog
anobovta, Emnel Qv ph Toirobtog fi, olEv el mpooiplov,
GAN" f Boov 10 mplypa elnelv xepahaiwdic, Uva Eyn Oomep
olpa weQaAfv. RH xiv 8
Lva Exn Oomep obpa wepaAfv suggests that Aristotle
considered it appropriate for a speech to have an
introduction since it would not sound right without one.
The introduction of deliberative speeches are

discussed in section 12.

T& 58 10D &nunyopixoU Ex THV ToU Sixavixol Adyou Eotlv,

, ’ ” . N N ~ ~ x v N ’6\
QUOEL & ﬂnLOTa EYEL HaL yap ®at MEPL oV Loaot, HaL OVOEV

13



~ ~ ) A \
SeTtatr 1d wplyua mpootulov, aar’ 7 & obtov & 12Y¢ Gvii-

IN 2N y "

\ B . R
Aéyovtag, 1 gav um falwov pofier UnmonauSéveciv, arA’ 7

-

~ A ~ N N ~ 7 - N ’ - ’ ’
LETCOV 1 EAaTTOV. OLO 7 drafdihely 1 aiohlVectaL avaynr,

N »n | n ~ ’ \ [ , ~
nalt 7 auifioat N peldoal.  ToUTwy OS¢ Evena mpooiul{ou Sel-

IN ’ ~ R , N\
Tat, 7T wdopov y&piv, Gg avtondBdaia galvetal, £av i

EXTl. RH xiv 12

Aristotle seems to disparage deliberative
introductions: they derive from forensic introductions and
are very scarce. If there is no need for remedies their
function is merely decorative. It will be interesting to
see 1if Demosthenes' deliberative introductions fit this
picture.

We must now gather together these statements to form

an overall view of the aim of an introduction.

1. The 1introduction 1is the beginning of a speech, RH
xiv 1. It must therefore state the subject of the speech,
RAA xxix 1436a, xxxvi 1441b, RH xiv 6. In an
epideictic speech it should contain the key-note, RHA
xiv 1. It should prepare the audience for what follows,
RAA xxix 1436a, RH xiv 1. The introduction's
relationship to the speech is that of the head to the body,

RH xiv 8. An introduction 1is decorative, RH xiv 12.

2. The introduction must elicit a response from the
audience. Anaximenes 1looks for attention and goodwill,
RAA xxix 1436a, xxxvi 1441b-1442a. In epideictic

speeches the audience reacts to the speaker's praise,

14



blame, exhortation, dissuasion and to appeals, RH xiv 4.
Aristotle also suggests for all kinds of oratory remedies

connected with the speaker, the hearer, the subject and the

opponent, RH xiv 7.
(b) The Contents of an Introduction

The specimen arguments of Anaximenes and Aristotle can
provide a list of features for analysis of the contents of
Demosthenic introductions. The list has eight sections:

1. Preliminary statement

2. Appeal for attention

3. Win goodwill of a friendly audience

4. Win goodwill of a neutral audience

5. Win goodwill of an audience prejudiced against the
speaker

6. Win goodwill of an audience prejudiced against the
subject

7. Win goodwill of an audience prejudiced against the
speech

8. Aristotle's arguments for the removal of prejudice.

Sections 1-7 follow Anaximenes' subdivision of the
subject. Where appropriate Aristotle's suggestions have
been incorporated into this framework. However most of the
argquments from Rhetoric III xv have been added at the end
as section 8. There are three broad groups: gtatement,

attention, goodwill.

Features which appear more than once retain the number

15



assigned on first appearance.
Abbreviations (D), (E) and (F) signify deliberative,
epideictic and forensic respectively, and represent that

Anaximenes or Aristotle has allotted a particular example

to a specific genre.

STATEMENT
1. Preliminary statement
SUMMARY STATEMENT OF THE CASE

Anaximenes says that the introduction is a preparation
of the hearers and a summary explanation for those
unacquainted with the subject in order to inform them about

the speech and so that they can follow the argument.

101  "Eoto 68 mpoolutov xadérou piv elneTyv anpoatdv mapaonevn
wal 10D mpbynatog £v wepahalp ph eiddor SMrworg, Lva
yiyvlonwoL mept &v & Adyog mapanorovslol te T Uno%é-
OEL, oo RAA xxix 1l436a
Aristotle says that an introduction should make a

summary statement of the subject so that like a body it may

have a head.

101 (F) ...71d mpdyma elnelv wepahaiwdls, Tva Exp dotep

obpa HEPAATV. RH xiv 8

16



A SAMPLE OF THE SPEECH

Aristotle also says that the introduction should
provide a sample of the speech so that the hearers may know
in advance what the speech is about and that the mind may

not be kept in suspense.

102 (F) &v 88 toTg Abyorc nal Eneot SeTypd €oti 10U Adyou,
Iva mpoeLdTor mepl o0 v & Adyoc nal ph wpéuntau

N didvora’ RH xiv 6

THE KEY NOTE

Aristotle compares the introduction of an epideictic

speech with a prelude. Both should contain a key-note, 1%

» 4
gvodoLuOV.

103 (E) 15 piv olv mpoadiiov Bpoilov TP TV ETLOELHTLREV
rd . N N 3 2 ’ . ”n " ]
npootulw® wol yap ol abAntal,d TL av €0 Eéywoirv ab-
AfoaLl, toUto mpoavkficavies ocuviidav 1§ EvSooiuw, nal
Ev ToTg entdetntinolg Abyors SeT oltw ypdoerv' d Tu

\ ~
Y&p Qv BodAntal b8V eilnbvrta EVEoUvaL nal ouvidat.

RH xiv 1

ATTENTION

2. Appeal for attention

17



Straightforward request

201 (D)

202

203

204

205

206

207

208

eo. 8ENSToLv Aulv anolool abUTTV MEOCEYXOVTIES TOV

voUv RAA xxix 1436b

because matters under consideration are:

(D)

(D)

(D)

important Ui€p peyérwv RAA xxix 1436b
TPOCERTLUOL O TOTC PEYEAOLC ... RH xiv 7
alarming Unip ¢ofeplv RAA xxix 1436b

related to the audience Umép t&v NuTv oluelwv
RAA xxix 1436b

TPOCEXTLHOL ... TOT¢ L&LoLg ... RH xiv 7

astonishing mPOCEUTLHOL ... TOTC SQUULACTOTC ...

RH xiv 7

pleasant mpooentinol ... Tolg H&€oLV RH xiv 7

because the course of action advocated is:

(D)

(D)

just g@donwoiv ol Aéyovteg bg Sluaia ...

Enude(Eovoly Hutv €9’ & mpdtteLv maparnaroloLv

honourable ¢donwolv ot Aéyovteg ©g oo. HOAX ...

LAY

extdelEovoly Hutv £¢’ & mpdtteLy mapa-

HaAOVOLV
18



209 (D) profitable o@donuclv ol Ayovieg &g ... ocuusipovia
enLdelZovoly Hulv 9’ & npdtteLy Tara-
nahoUoLv

210 (D) easy gdonwolv ol Aéyovteg &g ... PESia ...

? ’, ~ » 13 ’ ~
enidel&ovoly HpTv EQ & npdtTeLy TapararolcLv

211 (D) honest ogaoxwolv ol Aéyovieg Gc ... GAndLva

LAY

’ ’
entdelfovoly Hulv €¢’ & npditeLv

napanahoToLv RAA xxix 1436b

aanditvg is a variant reading. The editor of the
Teubner text, M. Fuhrmann 1966, p.60, prints #8€a . In his
apparatus, p.60, he records:

wal oAT3T Emudelfovoly Hulv E¢’ & mpdrtteLy codd.

... N6€a pro 4An9T Kays. an scrib. obun and¥?

The reading gAnS$ivé , which is preferred by the Loeb
editors, W.S. Hett and H. Rackham 1937, p.376, is retained
as feature 211 because Aristotle's toTc h6éoLv occurs as
feature 206.

Anaximenes recommends for defensive oratory the same
approach that he suggested for exhortation. Thus we may
expect to see in forensic introductions the same appeals

that may occur in deliberative introductions.

? ~ ~ ~
(F) mpoofyelv 62 mapanaréoopev En TOV abTZv &v Ev 1 mpo-

TEPEMTLXY nal €V TP GnoNoynTixf. RAA xxxvi 1441b

Aristotle suggests the appearance of respectability as

19



a way of securing attention.

14 4 ,r ’ e ~ 7
212 elg 6t ebudserav &ravia avéiel, E€&v Tic FolATTaL, wal
~ ) . ~ (4
10 entewn? galveohal npocéyouoL yap uUFIAAov ToUTOLC.

RH xiv 7

Aristotle also suggests how to do the opposite:

Promote inattention

State that the subject is:

213 unimportant eav && pd mpooentinolc, 8TL pLupdvV ...

RH xiv 7

N

214 unrelated to audience &gv 68 ph mpooentTinolc, OTL oL~

S¢v mpog enelvoug ... RH xiv 7

14

215 painful v 88 uh mpocentinods, ... OTL Aumnnpdv.

m~
R

RH xiv 7

Another method is to get the audience to laugh.

216 ol yap &el ovppéper moLeTV mpocerTLRSY, &L0 MOAAOL €lg

~ ’ )
véAwTa TELPDVTAL TPOAYELV. RHE xiv 7

20



GOODWILL

Anaximenes suggests a three-fold approach depending on

whether the audience is friendly, neutral or hostile, RAA

xxix 1436b.

3. Win goodwill of a friendly audience

Anaximenes thinks it is superfluous to ask a friendly
audience for goodwill but, if one 1insists, it must be done

briefly and with irony in this way:

~ ’
301 (D) &ti uptv obv ebvoug elul 1% nbreL, nol TOANEMLG pOL
2 N ’ N ~
neltodévieg ovppepdviwg enpéfate, xal OLOTL TPOC Tx
& 8¢ : ¢ Eyw nal PEANS v L6(-
nowva S{uoLov epautov mapfyw nal UEAASY TL TR
~ 1 , rd
wv mpotléuevov N and 1&v dnpoclwv bperoduevov, mepl-
( o¢ bud 16 Tc elddta
epyov elval vopllw mpog Luldg ToVTd ye ocaPlg €l S
Aéyelv® &g 68 Aiv nal vUv pou melodfte noAlc Bov-
AeVoeoc%e, 1ToUTO meilphoouat SLddonelv.

RAA xxix 1436Db

The same approach is recommended for forensic

speeches.

(F) &1L 8& nal nepl THg ebpevelas, T pev eb Sranerpévy
undt SLaBefAnuéve @ mpds abTdV A mpdg TO MpAyna N
npdc TOv Abyov 1o anoboviag dvoxepalveilv, TOV abTOV
tpbnov bc mepl Exelvwv elpntar Thy ebuéverav napa-

onevactéov”® RAA xxxvi 1441b-1442a
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4. Win goodwill of a neutral audience

Suggestion: it is just and profitable ...
401 (D) 10oTg 8¢ pfite SraBeBinuévorc uhte €0 Sranernévolc
pntéov @g Slnaldv EotL nal ocvupépov ToTg um meTpav
bdedundor TEV MOALTRV eVvoug anpoatdc yevéodol'

RAA xxix 1436b

Flattery:
*, ? Id
402 (D) gmeita TOLS anovoviag Enalvye Sepanevtéov, Sinaluwg

ol vouveyxlc ToUg Adyoug Gc eldBaot SonitpdleLv’

RAA xxix 1436Db

Self-depreciation:
403 (D) &t. 8& Tag Erattdoers olotéov, Aéyoviag &g ob Sei-
vétntL nmiotedwy avéotnv, aila vopllwv TE nolvd 1O

ovupépov elonyficectal. RAA xxix 1436b

Praise of «clients, 1.e. the speaker, 1in forensic
speeches:
404 (F) &eT 6& alToVc &x TolTwv EmaLVvelv v péhiota uéteotu
ToT¢ anolouoLY, ... RAA xxxvi 1442a
for: Ayw &€
405 (F) loyalty to country PLAOTONLY

406 (F) loyalty to friends PLAETaLpPOV

407 (F) gratitude geLY&pLOTOV
408 (F) compassion eErefuova
409 (F) and such things nal Ta toiadia

RAA xxxvi l442a

i
N



410

411
412
413
414

415

416

417

418

419
420

421

422

423

Abuse adversary

(F)

7 ] ~
anobovteg OpyLoUvial, ...

for:
(F)
(F)

(F)

disloyalty to country
disloyalty to friends
ingratitude

(F) hardness of heart

(F) and such things

Praise jury

(F)

because they are:
(F)
(F)

just

competent

Client disadvantaged in
(F) speaking
(F) action

(F) anything else

Further topics
(F) Jjustice

(F) 1law

~ ’ 1
Tov & evavtlov uanohoyelv £x tobtwy £9 olc ol

RAA xxxvi 1442a

~ ’ ) A
Talta & eotL
probdmoliv

’

HLOoOpLAOV
’ ’
aYapLoTOV
b ’
aveilenuova
nal Ta ToLaUTa

RAA xxxvi 1l442a

xpT 8& wnal Tovg Sumaotag Emalvy SeponeVoat ...

RAA xxxvi 1442a

¢ ~ ?
weg OLUaoTAL «eos ELOLV
Siuaror

Seuvol

RAA xxxvi 1l442a

natadeeotépwc EYEL TPOC
10 AEyeLv

n ’

N Tp&TTELY

L ANER.S

~ N S ) o~
QAAO TL TV TEPL TOV aydva

RAA xxxvi 1l442a

> 4

10 O{naLov

70 véuLpov



424 (F) expediency T0 oupgfpov
425 (F) related topics Ta TolTolc arbhovSy

RAA xxxvi 1442a

5. Win goodwill of an audience prejudiced against the

speaker
Prejudice against the speaker arising from the past

Anticipate:
501 (D) mp@&Tov pEvV SeT mpdc TOoUC aupoatac mporatarfdeL

xpfHotal RAA xxix 1437a

Claim knowledge of charges and promise to prove them
false:
502 (D) wal Aéyelv bg obd’ abtdc ayvol raBepAnpévoc, aA\ -

SelEw ¢evdeTlc oboag tag SiaPfordc. RAA xxix 1437a

State your argument:

503 (D) EmneLta REQaAaLwdl g gEv 1ol¢ mpoorufoLg anoroyntéov,

av gxng TL Aéyelv Unép ocavto¥, ... RAA xxix 1437a

Object to trials:

504 (D) <&c wploeirg ¢entéov RAA xxix 1437a

Trial conducted unjustly:
505 (D) pntéov &g &8luwg fh xplois Eyéveto
RAA xxix 1437a
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Enemies have overpowered by faction:
506 (D) &g UTMO TV EYSPLV MaTeoTaoLboINueV

RAA xxix 1l437a

Misfortune sufficient punishment:
507 (D) Aéye G¢ bravdv Hulv atvyhoaoct tdTe

RAA xxix 1437a

It is unfair to mention previous judgements:
508 (D) &¢ Siumaldv EotL ThV mpaypdtwy 6N menpipévev ph

~ ~ ) o~ ” 6 N ” .
nepl TV aUTRV eTL OLafOATMV EXELV. RAA xxix 1437a

When a trial is expected ...
509 (D) qv 8’ Enidofoc H nploic h yevéoSal, hentéov bg EtoL-
poc €l mepl THOV StaBoAdv &v toT¢ nadnuévors A5 wpl-
veodal, nav EAeyXSiic T THV méALV adindv, &roSvA-

oreLV UNOTLUE. RAA xxix 1437a

When accusers decline to prosecute ...
510 (D) Egqv 8¢ ol eynorfoavieg uh Enefiwoiv, abTd ToUTo XPN
onuetov moreTodatl SLdtL TNV StaBorfv ¢evdlic hubv

nathveyrnav' RAA xxix 1437a

Accuse opponents of slander:
511 (D) Sel 8% uatnyopeTv xpn OSLaBOATGS, ...
and say that slander is nat Aéyeuv Gg
512 terrible SELVOV nal
513 of public concern KOLVOV Hal

514 the cause of many evils TOAADV nauldv alTLov

RAA xxix 1437a
25



Many people have been ruined by wicked slander

515 (D) gugaviotéov &' BtL naL moAhol Nén SLepdbdpnoav adlnug

Stapangéviecg RAA xxix 1437a

Do not be influenced by slander

516 (D) xpn 6e naiL &udGonerv b eUnSéc Eotiv Umep THV ®OLVEV

511
517
518

519

Bouhevopévove pn mapa TEvTwv Toug Adyoug arolovTacg

1o ovpgépov onomelv, arla Tals eviwv Siafolals

Svoyepalvetv. RAA xxix 1437a

Aristotle also suggests using the slander argument:

Accuse "ANOG Ex TOU SLaBoATc HaTtnyYopeTV, ...
How great it is M Clrov, ...
It changes judgements 0tL aMag nploerg moLeT, ...

It does not rely on fact xat &tv o mLoteldel T TE&YLOTL

RH xv 9

Claim that you will prove that your advice is just and

expedient.

520 (D) 6eT 6% woal EnayyéAreoSal S{nata nal ocvugépovia ETL-

Sel{Eewv & Uméoyxou ouvpBovielelv.

RAA xxix 1l437a

The same arguments hold good in forensic speeches.

N ’

520 (F) < 6t SrafepAnuévw, Eav pev en 1o napolyxopévou

ypbvou al SiaBorat Gou mept TOV Adyov, Louev dg el
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~ ~ ) ~ .
T& tora¥ta Adelv en Thv mpoTépwy. RAA xxxvi 1l442a

Prejudice against the speaker arising from the present

Due to Age. (1) Youth
npogacilecdar 8 UNEp abLTWV 6eT 1OV pEV VedTEPOV

plead:
521 (D) 1lack of advisers &x 1f¢ epnulas T®V ocvuBovAevdviwy,

522 (D) special interest gy &x ToY mpoochirovrog ToUTE, Aéyw

IAS I\

8" olov bnép Aaunadapylac N Ynep yvuvaclou # Ynep
Smawv  f Umamev 1 moAéuou’

RAA xxix 1437b

523 (D) wisdom of young man
dbntéov 88 wal Gg el phAnw wod’ MAinlav 1O @povelv,
] ~ N ’ ~ ’ ’
oANQ rata PUOLY  Hal ETLUEAELQV.

RAA xxix 1437b

524 (D) success of young man beneficial to the community
) z ~ ~ 3 [ ’ ~ o ~
eppavioTéov 6 nal wg apapTdvti pev LOLov 1o
atéynua, ratopSdoavii 88 nolvn B boéhela.

RAA xxix 1437b

At xxxvi Anaximenes suggests how a young man should
proceed in a forensic speech.
525 (F) Lack of friends wua® &xdotnv 88 TNV StaBoAnv T&de
xph mpopaclleodat, TOV HEV vedTepov mPecBuTépwy

~ < ~ ) ~
el wv anoplav Thv aywviouvpévwy UmEp avtol, ...



526 (F) Magnitude of offences against him ﬁ Léyeroc G-
HNUATWV, o

527 (F) Number of offences against him # mA%Soc,

528 (F) Time-limit 4 npoSeoulav ypdvou, ...

529 (F) Anything else of the kind f drio TL ToLOTUTOV.

RAA xxxvi 1442b

(2) 01d Age
An old man should plead % yépovti 8¢ mpogaciotéov
521 (D) Lack of advisers €% Te T¥¢ Epnulec v ovu-

ROVAEVOVTWY Hol

530 (D) His experience En ¢ euneitplac alTob,

531 (D) The magnitude of the dangers mpoc¢ &8 toUTolLg nal
En ToU peyéSoug ... TEV nLvSlvwy

532 (D) The unfamiliarity of the dangers xal &x TTg naoi-
vdTntoc Thv ®Lvdivev el

533 (D) Other such arguments En TUV GAAwvY T&v toLolTwv.

RAA xxix 1437b

Habitual Speaker
530 (D) Experience En Th¢ epmelplac
534 (D) Disgraceful not to declare opinion xgl &x 1TOU
’ N y N N7 ~ N
aLoxpov elvar mpbtepov ael Aéyovia vOv uh amno-

palvecdal yvopcas. RAA xxix 1437b

Unaccustomed Speaker
531 (D) The magnitude of the dangers 1p 8¢ un el$iopévy

~ 7’ \
Ex te 10D peyéfouvg TV uLVEOvwy nal

28



535 (D) The necessity for everyone's contribution {» 159

’ ~ ’ ~ ~ <
avayrzTov elvel mévie TLva TT¢ 1hheuc wéteoTLy

.E{

< ~ ~ ~ I ? ’ r ’
UTED TLV VUV TIDORELREVLY QUOTALVECZCL YVLUNV.

RAA xxix 1437b

Anaximenes has several specimen arguments for use in
forensic speeches to refute prejudice against a speaker
arising from the present. His advice for a young speaker
has already been observed. He states that two methods are
common to all cases: anticipation and transfer of

responsibility.

501 (F) Anticipate 600 p&v 8% otolyela AéYwW ®OLVE ®aTa
’ ~ 7 > n ’ N ~ ’
ndvtwv, TO pév, olg¢ av vopllng Touc upLTag EmL-

/- ’ i N ~ b ’ .
TANZELY, TPORATAAAUBOVE QUTOUG Hal ETLTANTTE

Transfer responsibility:
536 (F) to opponents 10 &t Etepov el Tag mpdlfelg pudiiLota
pEv elc Tovg avtidinoug anotpédels,
537 (F) or to some others el &8 pfl, e€lL¢ &GAlovg TLVécg,
538 (F) and say that you are acting under compulsion by
adversaries mpogdoel yxpluevog dTL oLy &utv aAA’
Y7d THV aviaywviothv avayraldépevog elg 1OV ayliva

watéotng.

RAA xxxvi 1442b

We can insert here two arguments suggested for the

examinational species.



539 Not bad motive but good motive
t - ~
tpudcovor 8t al toiralbde, Ev pBv Tolc 7ohLTLxoTc GUA-
¢ ’ ’ ~ ~ N
AdyoLg, (g ou gLhovewrlg ToLoDTo moLoBuev &rh’ Btc

N ’ N 1 ’
UM Aadn Toug anolovTac, ...

538 Compulsion by adversaries

elta 8711 Auds obroL mpdtepol Avdyrnoav®

RAA xxxvii 1445a-1445b

Meanwhile at =xxxvi Anaximenes goes on to mention a
young speaker, which we have noted, and then what to say
when you are speaking on behalf of another. He suggests

the expression of motives.

540 (F) Friendship &av 68 Umep dihov Aéyng, $ntépov b
Sita puilav ovvnyopeTg,
541 (F) Enmity for opponent % 8.’ Ex%pav 10U &avitLdinov,
542 (F) Your presence at events 1 6.g 10 ToTg mpdynaot
napayevéosdat,
543 (F) The Public Interest % 8ua 10 nouvl ocvugépov,
544 (F) His isolation and the wrong done to him # &§.& 10

i '{ \ ’ ~ I d ~
gpnpov elvar nal adinelodbar @ ocvvnyopels.

RAA xxxvi 1442b

Similar motives are expressed for use in private cases

of the examinational species.

541 Hostile Feeling Ev 88 10Tg L6loLg N ExSpa
545 Bad morals of those under examination f ta& %H%n 1BV
eEetalopnévwy padia dvrta
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546 Friendship for those under examination, so that they

may change their ways A ounla npdc Tove Efetalopé-

vovg, 6nwg cuvévies & mpdtTovol unuétL Talta molhowoLv’

RAA xxxvii 1445b

Back at xxxvi Anaximenes mentions more occasions when

anticipation should be used.

501 (F)

547 (F)

This

argument.

\

Anticipate Eav 8¢ bduohoyolpevog 1 EywAfiuaty

bnevavtios 9 natnyoplq YévnTai, Tl Te mporaToAfGeL
xerodar ...
Listen to fact, not opinion or suspicion

N 4 < 14 4 ~ ’ 4 ~ rd
nal Aéyelrv b¢ ob 8{marov nat véuipov obLSE cvugépov
) 3 4 N ~ 3 7 7’ \

En Thic Umolfidewe N TtHe Vmo¢lag natanplveLlv mplv
ToU mpéypatog axoBool.

RAA xxxvi 1442b

argument is on the same lines as the slander

6. Win goodwill of an audience prejudiced against the

subject

501 (D)

601 (D)

602 (D)

Anticipate 8eT 6t mepl T&V ToLlolTwv mpdTepov

pEv mpd¢ Tovg ampoatas mporaTaAfdeL xpfodal.

] N ’ ’
Blame: Enetta TNV altlav elg
. N ) yd ~
Necessity TNV avayunyv natl
Chance TV ToYNV ®al
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603 (D) Opportunities TOUC “alpobc nol
604 (D) Expediency 10 ocvugépov avagépeLy
605 (D) Not advisers but facts nal Aéyelv &g oly ol cup-

4 ~ ’ A A N\
Bovhebovteg T¥V ToLoltwy arhha ta npdyuaté €cTLv

altia. RAA xxix 1437b
Blame: v attlav elc
536 (F) Opponents ToU¢ Evavilioug Tpénoviec,

Accuse of:

606 (F) Abuse N AolLSoplav EyxaroUviec abTolc
607 (F) Injustice N adirlav
608 (F) Greed N mheovel {av

609 (F) Contentiousness n oLAovelnliav

-
P

) 4

610 (F) Bad temper N OPYNV, ee.
611 (F) Say that it is impossible to get justice any other
way npogacitléuevol 4Tl ToU Sinalov o1’ GAhov
tpbmov TUYETV adlvatov.

RAA xxxvi 1442b

For a bad, or apparently bad, subject Aristotle
suggests spending time on any other subject.
612 ... ol movnpov 1O MpAyna Exovies H SonmoUvieg® mavtayol
yap BEATLOV SLatplBelv N Ev ¥ mpdypati.

RH xiv 10

7. Win goodwill of an audience prejudiced against the

speech

701 (D) If lengthy blame the number of facts
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y TO TATSO¢ altiatéov Tlv =poy-

naTwy RAA xxix 1437b

702 (D) If old-fashioned say that it is opportune
eav 68 apyaloc, OLdautéov 3TL vOv KaLpdC @V aUTol

eln’ RAA xxix 1437b

703 (D) 1If unconvincing so far promise to show the truth
in the course of your speech
el 8t anlSavog, LmiLoyveToSal 6eT Gc aANSH EnLdel-

EeLg Enl 12U Adyou. RAA xxix 1437b

8. Aristotle's argumentsfor the removal of prejudice

Use arguments with which you can free yourself from

disagreeable suspicion.

g » ]

liepl 88 SdLaforfic &v pkv 10 €L Ov &v Tig UVadandLv

Svoyep? amolvoalto’ RH xv 1

802 Contest disputed matters

’ ) ’ ~
GANo¢ Tpdrog (hoTe mpdg Ta auPLOBNTOOREVA ATEVTAV, ...

803 Deny a fact's existence N Gc obn EoTLV, ...
804 Deny its harmfulness f &g ol BAaBepdv, ...

805 Deny its harmfulness to your opponent A ol to0TL, ...
806 Deny that it is as important as claimed f &g ol TnAL-
HoUTOV ...

LAY

807 Deny that it is unjust N obn adixov ...
JAY ’

808 Deny that it is seriously unjust 7 ov péya ...

. . s JAY 14 ’ ~
809 Deny that it is disgraceful T OUX QlLCYXPOV ...
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810 Deny its importance n obw €yov péyesoc”

RH xv 2

811 Example of Iphicrates. Admit charges but deny quilt.
nepl Ydp ToLoUTuLv H anpLosAinors, (otep IouupdTng
npO¢ LavounpdTtnv’ €9n yap molRool & EAeye nal BAGLoL,

N ’ ~
arh’ oUW adLmeTv. RH xv 2

812 Strike a balance 1 aviiunatoAr&ttecdaL adLHOTVTA, +..
813 Deed though harmful was honourable
el BAaBepOV GAND naAbV, ...
814 Deed though painful was beneficial
el AURMPOV aiX’ GeéALpov
815 Or anything else of the kind A TL GAAO ToLOUTOV.

RH xv 2

Say that it was: "AA\oc tpbnog bh¢g EOTLV
816 a mistake dpdptnua
817 a misfortune

818 a necessity

Example of Sophocles
olov ZowonA¥g Egn tpépelv oby &g & SraBéiiwv Epn, [va
SouR Yépuwv, oA EE &véynng® ol yap Exbvti elvar abtd

£€tn oybdofinovta. RH xv 3

819 Substitute motive

o X ’ ’
nal aviixataldtteoSalt 1O o &vera, &tL ov BAadal

~ 14 ~ ’
tBolheto, &N 166e, mal ol ToUto O SLeBdireto
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G~y vEcfw S - 2 . A A ing
Tolfical, ouvifn S fhaiTvel "SHlrworov 58 uiLocelTv, el

e ¢ ToVTo YévrTar Enolouv."

820 Cite other similar charges
LI ’ ’ ’ o ’ ”"n ~ [ z
AAAOG, €L eumepLelAnmTal & dielddidwv, m vOv 1 mpi-
EAY ? N ~ ’ ’ 114 ’ " »
TEPOV, T QqUTOG 1M T&V €YYUgC. QAANOG, €L QAAOL EUTE-
~ 7 o ~ ~ b ’
pLAcuiédvovtal, olg duohoyoUou pn eviyovg elver e

SuaBort, olov el d1L watéprog poiyds, nat & 8elva

wal 5 8elva apa. RH xv 4 and 5

821 Cite innocence of others
? v Jd N N\
"ANNOc, el GA\ovc 6LéBakev, N GaAog altolc, T &veu
N ~
SLaBortic Ymehaufévovto fonep abtdg viv, ol meghva-

oLy oUn €voyoL. RH xv 6

822 Counter-attack the accuser
"AANNOC En TOT aviidiaBéArelv TOV StaBdAlovia” dtomov
N ’ [A) ) N " t ’ ’”
vdp el 8¢ altdc amiotog, ol TolTtou AbyoL Ecoviat

nLotol. RH xv 7

823 Cite a previous verdict
"mNoc, el yvéyove wploig, Gomnep EUpinldng mpds ‘Yyial-
vovta Ev 17 avtiddoel watnyopobvia wg aceffig, 8¢ v’
’ ’ ’ ? ~ ’ ? ’ ’ N
gnolnoe neredwy EnLOopneTv M yADoo opdpoy , N S& pnv
’ 7 ” ~ y N ? N 1 ~ —~
avdpotoc. E€on yap abtdov adinelv tdg &x ToU AlovuoLanol
&yTvoc uploels elg T& SinaothpLa ayovia® Exel yap

N
abtiv  Seduwnévar Abyov 1N Sdoevv, el Bolhetal
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HATMYOLETV. RH xv 8

Aristotle next suggests an attack on slander. This

was incorporated earlier: 511, 517, 518, 519.

824 Cite tokens
rowvdg 6 auwolv & 1ténog 1O obuBora Aéyelv, ofov Ev
¢ Tednpy & “06voocebc dtL olmelog T§ lipudpy” 1 yap
‘Houbvn aderoh” b 8¢ dtu b mathp Ex%pd¢ TR lpLduw,
& Teraplv, nal 8TL ol watelne IOV uoTaodmuy.

RH xv 9

The point being made here 1is that association with
someone or something can be used as evidence of guilt or
innocence. In the example cited Teucer's kinship with
Priam is used as evidence of treachery. Teucer counters
this token with another token, the enmity between his

father and Priam.

825 Praise something unimportant at great length

"EAROog TE SLaBdAAovii, TO ETMQLVOUVTL pLupEdV panplic

826 Condemn something important concisely

GéZar péya ocuvtduwg,

827 Mention many of the opponent's virtues and condemn the
one which is related to the case.
N moANd aya®a mpoévia, & elg 10 mpRypa npopéper £v

¢EEaL. RH xv 10
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828 Choice of motives. Choose the most advantageous.

y - ~ S ~ T ~ ~ ) ’, ? ~
Kouwvov de Tl diafarnhovii vol TQ amohvouévu, €eTeld?,

~

\ r N ’ ’ o ~ ~ N
TH autd evdéyetal mietdvuev Evexe Tpaxdfival, T mEV
-~ 3 ’ N ~ ~ ’
StaBdhlovTL naxonSLotéov EnL 10 YeTpov ExAaulévovTu,

~ ) 7’ ~ ’ Y .y
10 6€ amohuvopévye ETL TO BEATLOV' olov &1L & Ailoufi-

O
=3

b LY ’ ’ - ~ ~ ~ N W
¢ tov " Obvocfa mpoelieto, TE pev 1L die 1O apil-
< . ’ N ’ z ~ ) o " ) 5 N\
ctov vnoAaufaverv 1ov  Odvocéc, T & OTL oV, aiha

N N ’ N ~ t ~
dta 10 pbvov pmn avtaywviotelv wg @aliov.

(c) The Arrangement of an Introduction's Contents

Anaximenes suggests two methods for Ecclesia speeches.
m ~ 7’ P ’ s 7
Tag pev obv dnpnyoplag &n ToUTwV maTaoinodpeda, TE-
— -~ -~ 2N\ N 7 N "
gouev 6 mlg; &Eav pev undeptav dLaBoAnv gxwuev

’ » ~ ’ ’ ’d N ~ N 7
uhte avtol phte & Adyoc phAte TO mpdypa, TNV nPd-
Seowv Ev apyl ev9éwc EndSfoopev, EmL 868 TO mMpooé-

A Y ~ ’ 2 ~ b 4 ’
YeLv nat ToU Adyouv euvpevg anoveirv Votepov mapa-
wak€copev® Eav 6& SiLaforf Tig f TEV mpoelpnuévwy
N ~ ré N\ ’ ’ ~ N

TeEpL Muds, mporataraBdviec ToUg anpoatds, Hal mepl
~ ~ N H ’ A AY ’
TV SLafoAly Tag anoloylag ®alL Tag MPOPACELS CUV—

’, ) [ ’ ~ N\ »
Téuwg eveynbvteg, oUTw MPOVNOOUEV KAl TOUS aupoa-

? N N 4 4
Tag ENL TO MPOCEYELV TAPAUANECOUEV.
ToUTov ptv olv TOV Tpbdnov Tag uaTtaoTdoeilg TV

dnunyopLidv moLnTéov.
RAA xxix 1437b-1438a

Forensic introductions should follow the same
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patterns.
7 - ~ ~ v’ ~ ’ N ’ .
TaZouev 6 Ta Siravind nmpooluLa TOV aLTOV TPATOV Oviep

val Ta dmunyoplué” RAA xxxvi 1442b

The governing factor is the prejudice of the audience.
Thus for an audience without prejudice the order is
statement, appeal for attention, and then appeal for
goodwill. When an audience 1is prejudiced the introduction
should begin with arguments which will remove prejudice and
secure goodwill. Next should follow statement and appeal
for attention.

Aristotle does not have a separate section on the
arrangement of an introduction's contents. Nor does he
mention arrangement in passing. But there are a couple of
references worth mention. At xiv 7 he suggests that a
defendant and a prosecutor should remove or create
prejudice in different places.

E€otu 62 oby dpolwg” amohoyouvuévyp pEv yap mpdTov 1T&

npd¢c StaBorfiv, matnyopolvii & Ev TF EmAdye. &L 6

8¢, obu &bnrov® 1OV pEv yap amnoloyobuevov, Btav péi-

AT eloéEerv abTtdv, avaynalov avelelv 1& wwhbovta,
bote Avtéov mpltov TNV StaBoArfiv. TP SE SLaBéArovTL

Ev 1 Emudbyw StaBAntéov, Uva pvnuovedowoL pEANoVv.
RH xiv 7

Aristotle says that a defendant should remove
prejudice in the introduction while a prosecutor should
create prejudice in the epilogue. The reason, he claims,
and rightly so, is obvious. What he does not say is

whether in practice prosecutors, as well as defenders, used
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arguments to create or remove prejudice in introductions.
We must observe behaviour in Demosthenic introductions.
At section 9 he questions the inclusion in an
introduction of appeal for attention.
ETL TO TMPOCEATLHOVC TOLETV TEVTWY THV pePTV noLlvdv,
2N ’ Y ~ AN ’ ~ ~ ”" ’ ’
gav O€m TavTaxol yap aviaolL UEAAOV T apXOUEVOL.
~ ~ ] ’
510 yehoTov ev apxl Térttervv, 8te pédiioto mévies
Jd 2 ~ o 1 N 7z
npocéyovieg oupolvtat. ote dmov av f natpdg, Ae-
4 n ’ ’ N ~ . ’ ~ ~
MTEOV "nal potr Tpocexete TOVv volUv®™ ouSev vap L&AIOV

N\

PN 3 ~ ~ ?
epov 1 Lpétepov" wnal  "Epd ydp Yulv olov obLdendmo-

’

y ’ ~ "N . ’ ~
" annndbate Servov 1 oltw Savuaoctdv. ToTTo & E-

x3
I'4 *r ” N ’ °r ’ N
otiv, wonep epn Lpddinog, Ote vuotdZoirev ol

anpoatal, mapeuBdArerv TH¢ mevinuovtadpbyuov abtolc.
RH xiv 9

In fact he considers its inclusion in the introduction
ridiculous. But this is not his final word. He adds:

1L 8E mpdg 1OV ampoathv oby Hnep anpoatic, SfAov®

névtec yap N StaBdirouvolv i péBovg &mohlovial Ev ToTc

npolplotg. RH xiv 10

What does this mean? Aristotle is saying in section 9
that (in an 1ideal world with open-minded impartial
audiences) there should be no need to ask for attention at
the start of a speech when most people are attentive
anyway. One should wait till attention slackens and then
one should attract attention 1in one of the ways he
suggests. However at section 10 he comes back to reality
and says that given the hearer one may expect to address in
real life (who may well be prejudiced), one should remember

the universal practice of creating prejudice and removing
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fears, i.e. one should invite attention in one of the ways
suggested at section 7, e.g. by suggesting that the subject
is important, or that it concerns the audience.

We can therefore conclude that Aristotle thinks that

appeal for attention does belong in an introduction.

(1ii) Related Research: Modern Authors

The research of modern authors, which is related to
this thesis, is now considered. Works on rhetoric are

examined first.

O. Navarre, Essai sur la Rhétorique Grecque avant
Aristote (Paris, 1900).

This work 1is divided into two parts. Part one
consists of a history of Greek Rhetoric in the time before
Aristotle. There are separate chapters on the rhetoric of
the Sicilians, the Sophists, Gorgias, Antiphon, the period
between Antiphon and 1Isocrates, and of Isocrates himself.
In the introduction to part two Navarre comments, p.211,
that part one was a superficial study whereas part two will
examine in detail the rhetoricians' observations and
precepts. Part two is titled 'Essai de restitution d'une
rhétorique grecque du IVe siécle avant J.-C.' The
constituent parts of a speech provide chapter headings:

the introduction, the narrative, the proof, the epilogue.
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The book has a brief conclusion, pp.327-33, which is also
divided 1into two ©parts. First Navarre summarizes the
points made in each chapter on the different types of
rhetoric, and with regard to his analysis of precepts he
claims to have been the first to reinstate an art of the

4th Century B.C. Two points are given special mention:

(a) that he has refuted the opinion that the body of
pre-Aristotelian rhetoric did not survive antiquity by
showing that it can be distinguished no less than the

works of later rhetoricians;

(b) that he has shown that the 1influence of
rhetoricians on speechwriters was greater than has
been previously supposed and that the contents, as
well as the structure, of speeches were to a large
extent worked out in advance from the rules of

rhetoric.

In the second part of his conclusion Navarre states
that his foremost desire 1is to restore the good name of
rhetoric which is held in low repute by his contemporaries
due to association with the schools of declamation which
flourished much later in Asia and Rome. He stresses that
Attic rhetoric was completely different from these. Using
the analogy that a tree should be judged by its fruit he
cites the speeches of Lysias, Isaeus, Demosthenes and
Hyperides. He commends the articulation of popular

psychology found there and its universal worth, p.331. He
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says also, ©p.333, that rhetoric contains nearly all the
elements of literary education. Consequently he believes
it has a natural place in education.

Of special interest to this thesis 1is the chapter

which deals with the introduction, pp.213-239. Navarre

considers the triple function of an introduction: to
render the audience tractable, attentive, and
well-disposed. 'Tractable' is not a good word to use here,

since Navarre observes that the means of achieving this aim
is to provide a summary of the subject. 'Receptive' is a
better description. To secure attention orators suggest
that the subject is 1important, 1incredible, or that it is
without precedent; in addition that it applies not only to
the speaker but also to the audience and to the state in
general; orators also make direct requests that the jury
listen. Navarre says, p.217, that the third aim, to secure
the audience's goodwill, was the <chief aim. Methods used
were praise and flattery of the audience; avoidance of
giving offence generated by Athenian distrust of the
Sophists; the assertion by speakers that they are humble
and without experience or skill in 1litigation; the mention
of one's risk or disadvantage to evoke sympathy; the
transfer by plaintiffs of the responsibility for litigation
to defendants by attacking their injustice, greed, or
contentiousness which forced a recourse to 1litigation, a
tactic that 1is particularly apt for prosecutions of
relatives, friends, or hosts; 1in public speeches an
expression of personal enmity to avert suspicion of

sycophancy. In a separate last paragraph, p.239, Navarre
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concludes that Athenian forensic introductions were
confined to three or four types for which 'les Manuels'
offered thoroughly prepared plans and 'les Recueils'
completed formulae. Navarre does not give precise
references for these but he goes on to quote Dionysius of
Halicarnassus, Lysias 17, who says that orators
incessantly return in their introductions to the same
common rules.

Navarre deals with a subject considered in this
thesis: the relationship between rhetorical theory and
oratory. A difference is that Navarre <considers several
orators while this thesis considers only Demosthenes with
particular regard to Demosthenes' introductions. However
Navarre raises questions which require discussion in this
thesis. Are introductions' contents worked out in advance
from the rules of rhetoric? Are there only three or four
types of forensic introduction? These questions will be
discussed 1in relation to the 1introductions in the

Demosthenic corpus.

G. Kennedy, The Art of Persuasion in Greece (London,
1963).

This book 1is a history of oratory and rhetorical
theory. Kennedy begins with a chapter on the nature of
rhetoric and then examines oratory as it appears in
literature before 400, e.g. in Homer, Herodotus, Aeschylus,
and Thucydides. Chapter 3 traces the development of early
rhetorical theory. Chapter 4 <considers the Attic orators

while Chapter 5 deals with Hellenistic rhetoric.
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Demosthenes 1is discussed at pp.206-36. Kennedy analyses
speeches which he considers milestones in Demosthenes'
career: the speeches against Aphobus which set him on his
way as a logographer; orations 36 and 45 receive passing
comment concerning Demosthenes' change of loyalty towards
Phormio; the speeches against Leptines and Androtion which
form the background for discussion of Demosthenes' entry to
public cases; Demosthenes' earliest surviving deliberative
speech, On the Symmories; the first Philippic with
its 'new wvigor', p.223; succeeding speeches with their
'similar intensity', p.224; On the false embassy which
Kennedy considers a failure, p.227: ‘'Despite some fine
bursts of rhetoric, it is wunpersuasive and misleading';
On the Crown, which Kennedy, p.229, describes as 'a
splendid compendium of all those features which in other
speeches seem most characteristic of Demosthenes.' As well
as rhetorical analysis Kennedy offers objective criticism
of Demosthenes' political stance and comments on what he
considers Demosthenes' unattractive features, e.g., p.229,
'the personal attack on the background, private life, or
appearance of an opponent.' However, his concluding
assessment, p.236, is favourable: 'He knew all the tricks
and rules of rhetoric, but they were to him only means to a
far more important end. As his career developed he made
that end the preservation of Athenian democracy and

institutions as he knew them and the recovery of the spirit

that had made them.'

Consideration is now given to work on introductions.



P. Grau, Prooemiengestaltung Bei Lysias (Bonn,
1972).

This work, although concerned with Lysias, is of
interest because it deals with the introductions of Lysias'
speeches. Grau divides his book into three parts:

A. I. Aim of the work , pp.l-4.

II. Interpretation of Lysias' 32nd speech by
Dionysius of Halicarnassus , pp.5-11.

III. Rhetoric as met9o¥U¢ SnpiLovpyds , pp.12-23.

IV. On the judgement of Lysias , pp.25-29.

v. Remarks on Prooemium , pp.30-35.

B. Interpretations of individual speeches, pp.36-99.

C. Summing Up.

In his 'Remarks on Prooemium', pp.30-35, Grau says
that the prooemium must be regarded as an organic part of
the whole speech and not just as a beginning. He
acknowledges that logographers had collections of prooemia,
but prefers to think that Lysias composed his introductions
for particular speeches and consequently that each of
Lysias' introductions had a function within the context of
the whole speech with a view to persuasion. Grau does
mention that an introduction has three objectives: to
secure goodwill and attention and to give information.
This is the role defined for an introduction by Anaximenes

and Aristotle. Nevertheless in the main part of the book
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Grau considers each introduction as part of and in the

context of its speech.

The collection of prooemia has prompted the

following studies:

A. Rupprecht, 'Die demosthenische Procemiensammlung',

Philologus 82, (1927), 365-432.

F. Focke, Demosthenesstudien (Stuttgart, 1929),

pp.30-68.
R. Clavaud, Démosthéne Prologues (Paris, 1974).

Rupprecht, pp.365-66, summarizes and evaluates the
contributions of 19th Century scholars, ©P. Uhle 1885, S.
Reichenberger 1885/86, R. Swoboda 1887 and F. Blass 1893,

pp.322-28. Rupprecht's own study has three sections:

1. The authenticity and character of the collection.
2. The prooemia as historical documents.
3. The literary significance of the collection and

the problem of editing.

Rupprecht accepts the collection as the work of
Demosthenes with the reservation that some of the passages
are nbt introductions at all since they cannot be
attributed to any specific speech. He rejects the view

that they are rhetorical exercises. He identifies as many

-
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of the passages as possible with actual historical
situations and regards them as drafts or sketches for
sections, not necessarily the introductions, of
Demosthenes' speeches. He considers the introductions
which introduce orations from the Demosthenic corpus final
literary versions intended for the reading public.

Focke includes in his book, pp.30-68, a section on the
collection of prooemia. He rejects the view of Rupprecht
that on stylistic grounds the authenticity of the majority
of the prooemia can be proved. He also disputes
Rupprecht's suggestion that the collection consists of a
variety of material that is not confined to introductions.
For Focke the passages are all either introductions of
speeches or introductions intended for speeches. He
attributes two dozen of the passages to the hand of the
redactor of the collection whom he designates as a
schoolmaster of mediocre talent. The remainder he compares
with the introductions of published speeches. He considers
the prooemia first drafts. He believes that
occasionally more than one prooemium was drafted for a
particular oration to provide alternatives from which the
most apposite could be selected.

Clavaud has provided a commentary on the collection of
prooemia in the Budé Text series. This 1includes an
extensive introduction, pp.5-83, in which he considers the
nature of the passages, the number of prooemig , their
chronology, the light they throw on the political practices
of the 4th Century B.C., the rhetorical tradition,

Demosthenes' style, the origin of the collection, the
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creative process of Demosthenes as well as providing an
explanation of the manuscript tradition. Clavaud accepts
all of the passages as introductions. He subdivides pr.2
and pr.23 to form two introductions in each case.
Conversely he couples pr.3 and pr.4 to form a single
introduction. He attempts to 1link the prooemia with
historical situations but he concedes, p.13, that all the
prooemia do not lend themselves to such interpretation.
In this thesis reference will be made to Clavaud's
Commentary in the analyses of the prooemia.

Another book to which frequent reference is made in
the chapter of analyses is an appreciation of Demosthenes'

art:

L. Pearson, The Art of Demosthenes, Beitrage =zur
klassischen Philogie 68 (Meisenheim am Glan, 1976).

Pearson has a preliminary chapter on Demosthenes'
predecessors and their influence on him and then proceeds
to concentrate on his main theme, Demosthenes' use of
narrative. He assesses Demosthenes' development as an
orator from the law courts to the Ecclesia. He highlights
Demosthenes' innovative use of characterization in
political oratory. This work is of interest to the present
thesis because Pearson assesses the effectiveness of
Demosthenes' tactics as means of persuasion.

Another assessment of Demosthenes' influence on his

audiences is found in the following book:

H. Montgomery, The Way to Chaeronea (Oslo, 1983).
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Montgomery subtitles his book 'Foreign Policy,
Decision-Making and Political Influence in Demosthenes'
Speeches'. The aim of the book 1is to elucidate the
Athenian decision to go to war against Philip of Macedon
during the Elatea crisis in 339. Montgomery assembles
Demosthenes' views on politics, then analyses his
involvement in political trials. Montgomery concludes that
these suits gave Demosthenes the opportunity to show his
knowledge about the working of the democracy, the fiscal
and administrative pattern in the Athenian state forming an
intricate system. This allowed him to market his political
insight and experience and perhaps build up a reputation
for being a competent, <clever politician. A tabulated
account of Demosthenes' Ecclesia speeches follows and then
analysis of the various means of persuasion. A chapter is
devoted to analysis of the contest between Demosthenes and
Aeschines while in the final chapter Montgomery places
responsibility for the defeat at Chaeronea with the
Athenian people who followed the recommendations of a
leader who had succeeded in formulating a foreign policy
the Ecclesia was willing to accept.

The text of Demosthenes used 1in the thesis, unless
otherwise stated, 1is the Oxford Classical Text of S.H.

Butcher 1903 and 1907, and W. Rennie 1921 and 1931.
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2. DEFINING THE INTRODUCTIONS

(i) Criteria
INTRODUCTION IDENTITY

The first task in a study of Demosthenes'
introductions is to define the part of each Demosthenic
speech which constitutes the introduction.

An introduction introduces what is going to follow in
the main part of a speech. Therefore we can expect to see
future tenses: a speaker may tell his audience what he is
going to deal with in his speech or how he means to begin.
He may promise to be brief. A speaker may introduce
himself and explain his reason for speaking. It may be
necessary to give information about a case or a context.
An audience may be asked to 1listen attentively, to give
both sides an impartial hearing, to treat a speaker with
goodwill, to make a just decision. These are some of the
features of introductions which we can use to determine
whether a passage belongs in the introduction of a speech.

There are other features which can hélp us to decide
that a passage does not belong in the introduction. When
future tenses are succeeded by present or past tenses it
may be a sign that the main part of a speech has started.
Narrative belongs in the main part of a speech, as does the

reading of laws and evidenc%.



An introduction has an identity distinct from the rest
of a speech, It 1s necessary to identify the point at

which the introduction ends and the main part of each

speech begins.

CRITERIA

Certain particles, words, phrases and themes, which
will be called criteria, recur near the point where an
introduction ends and the main part of a speech starts.
None of these, except for asyndeton, can establish by its
individual presence the position of the point. Each need
not be present to identify the point. Some are mutually
exclusive. Collectively they suggest by cumulative effect
the likely 1location of the point. All may occur elsewhere
in a speech.

Criteria will be considered in two groups: the first,
itemized alphabetically, helps to define the end of an
introduction; the second, itemized numerically, helps to

define the start of the main part of a speech.

CATALOGUE

(a) Criteria which help to define the end of an

introduction:

A. Decision of audience
B. Listen

C. Pay Attention
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D. Prediction
E. Brevity

F. E& apxMs
G. nplTOoV

H. Vocative

K. Ring Composition

(b) Criteria which help to define the start of the main

part of a speech:

1. Asyndeton

2. pdv odv

3.  yép

4. Vocative: § Gvépeg 'A8nvaTor, & &vépec Sinactal
5. nplTOoV

6. The present situation

7. odtoc, the speaker's opponent

8. &Y

ANALYSIS OF CRITERIA

Criterion A. Decision of Audience

The speaker refers to the decision about to be made by

his audience. There are five types.
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(1) The choice of the best policy by the Ecclesia.
Thv 10U ocuppépovrog buTv alpeoiv 1.1 and pr.3

4 < ~ -~
T0Tg anovoovoLv vultv 1& BEATLoTa nal Ta odoovia THV

piotwv ual THv hd(otwv mpoalpetéov. 6.5

& nal T7 nbérer uapol ovppépelv péArer, Tabt’... dplv

Enéodar. pr.25.3

grbpevor T& upétiota Todg dTLoTv TolToLg EmLTLuBVTaC
pr.29.3

padhoug VouLeTTE.
Eav peEv ocvupépovd’ ebpnt’, ayadsy tOxp melecdar, av &
&p' Enaota AoyiLZouévoig arroidtepos Pavii, mpiv &uaptelv pe-

taBovrevoapévoug, Tolg Opdg Exouvot xpfioacHal. pr.32.4

od uRv AN’ Epdov pev Epyov eimetv lows & mnémewn’ Epav-
Tdv oupgéperv, dpétepov 8’ Anoboaviag wplvar, wav &péouy,
xpfioacSatl. pr.33.3

vOv 8t ovppépovta pdv bpTv anwoboai, ... olopar Aéyerv
ExeLy ... onbgacde & bduoboavteg, udv dutv apéoun, yphoa-

6,9.8. pr-36.2

Deliberation is stressed at 4.1 and pr.18:

el yip En 70U mapeAniudbrog xpbvou Ta Séovd’ odTol

ouveBotievoav, obSev &v dulic vOv E8eL Bouvrebeodarl. 4.1
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Y pev olv apxh ToU ononelv OpSlic €otL ph BeBouleTodal

nplv £ v 6eT BouvheloaocSar anoBoat. pr.18

At pr.50.3 the speaker states the Athenians' duty

regarding decisions:

SeT 60 toiralta gaviivar BeBovAevpévouvg 8.° Ov mavtayis
ouvoloer tfi néheL nal ph peldovodv Even’ EAn(Swv THg
napodong ebdaipoviag xeTpbdv TL morfocete.

pr.50.3

(2) The audience's vote.

At 8.1 the Athenians are encouraged to vote for

beneficial policy:

budc, & &vdpec 'ASmvator, Tob¢ mMOAAOV¢ OeT mévta TEAN’
aperbvtag, & T nérelr vopllete ovppépelv, Tabta nal ¢nelle-

ofaL nal mp&TTELV. 8.1

At 21.8 the speaker bids his audience give the most

just vote:

& gawvépev’ adtd Sduxairbtatr’ elvai, tabta ¢npLododw.

21.8

At 48.3 the audience should vote for the speaker whose

arguments are just:

™ ta Sluara Aéyovti, TolTH Tthv ¢Mpov bpdg mpoodé-
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gdal. 48.3

(3) The jury's aid.

If I seem to have been wronged, grant me the aid that

is my due.

This formula appears in the following forms:

wav hduutficdaL Soud, Bondfoal poir T& Slnaia

27.3

E&v HoLufodaL nal mapavevoptiodal donl, BondHoal pot

ta Slnava. 54,2
buwv obv, & &vlpec ’ASnvatol, dpolwg andvrwv Sebueda
uwal tuetedopev Bon$fioat HuTv, av SouBpev &dineTodat.
56.4

It also appears with slight variation at 35.5.:

ndv EAEYEw abTov &SinoUvia Hplic ... BondeTlte Hulv td

Siuara. 35.5

(4) The audience's judgement.

At 18.8 the speaker prays that the gods will ‘guide the

jury in their judgement:

8 ti péArer ouvoloeLv xal mpog ebSoElav noLvll nal mpdg
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~ N
eboéBeLav énéct@, ToUT0 mapactioal wIoLY LUTvV mepl

tautnol THS YpapHc yvhvai. 18.8

At 19.4 the speaker says he will tell the Jjury how to

make a just judgement:

-~ " ~ ~
bg 6f poi Soxelt’ av Suwg En Todtwv nat yvidval Ta

Sluara nal Sindoar vuvl, Tov9’ Hulv AéZw. 19.4

The speaker of oration 52 asks for an impartial

judgement:

Séopat olv budv, elnep TL nal &Aoo mdmnote mplyna
abTd xad’ ab1d ESundoate, pnde ped’ Etrépwv THV yYvdunv
yevbuevoir, pfite petd TOV Srwnbdviwv pAte petd TV

? -\ ~ ’ N ~
pevydviwv, aAA& 10 S(naitov onedduevor, obtw mal vUv

Stayvival. 52.2

The speaker of oration 36 and the speaker of oration
45 each tell the jury that they will form a judgement after

hearing what the speaker has to say:
eE Ov €0 ol6’ 8t # te tolTov cunopavila paveps
yevfioetatr, nal O¢ obu eloaydyipogc # 8(un yvdoeod’ &ua
taVt’ é&nodoaviec. 36.3
2 e 4 7’ U4 ’ ] AY »
€€ Ov anodoavteg thv t©’ €Exelvov movnplav xal- Todtovg,

8tL ta ¢evdf pepaptvpfHnaciv, yvoeode. 45.2
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(5) The audience's understanding.

The audience's decision 1is not mentioned, but a
speaker offers information from which the audience will
understand the 1issue and, it is understood, will

consequently make a judgement upon it.

€L abTv 6% THV ouvdnuiv xal Tdv dprwv ouedapévouc
v mepl ThHc xouvic elpfivng Efeotiv 186eTv Hén ...
17.2

vuvi &’ Etepov todtou petlov &ia toV ¢nplopatog £ot’

adlunua, & O6eT mpdtepov ual pafeTlv bulc nal QuUAG-

Eaodal. 23.7

EE apyfic obv Bpaxéolv ta mpaxdévia SCeLpL mpdc dudc,
Tva pdAlov pddnte nal mapaxolouvdfionte ToTg mepl TOV véuov

abtov adixApnaciv. 24.10

89ev olv pRota padficecde mepL abtdv, Evtetdev dudc

ual Eyd mpktov meilpdoopal SLb&oneLv. 27.3

GpEouat &' Eviet9ev 8%ev mal buelg Ppotr’ &v pddorte

L N 29.5

89ev 68 PpFota padficecde mepl abrtdv, EvieBoev bpdg
nal Eyd mwpltov meirpdoopar Subddouerv.

30.5

en tolTwv eldfTE 47.3
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v’ luetlg EE abTlv TV mpaypdtwy watapddnte 55.2

Criterion B. Listen

A speaker may ask his audience to listen. The
commonest form at the end of an introduction is to ask an

audience to listen with goodwill:

Eyw & budv Séopai, & &vépeg Sinactal, ebvoluds

anoloal pov ... 35.5

The same request is made at 37.3, 38.2, 47.3 and 54.2.

At 43.2 the request is made with a different verb:

Sebpesa olv dudv, & &vépec Sunaotal, ebvolulic anpo-

doacdar TEV Aeyopévwv ... 43.2

At 50.3 the speaker asks the audience to 1listen in

silence:

oLyl pov anoloat 50.3

At pr.36.2 the speaker tells the audience to listen to

what he has to say and to consider it:

onépacde &' auoboavieg " pr.36.2

The request may be accompanied by criterion C, pay

attention:
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npocéywv anovodtw 21.8

Séopar 6N mGviwv dulv anoboal pou nal mpocfyeLv TOV

VOOV ... 55.2

At 37.3 and 43.2 criterion C is also accompanied by

the request for goodwill:

defjoopatr 6& nal pétpira xal &Cnat’ Hudv &ndviwv,
anoVoal 1€ pov mepl v mapeypabdunv ebvolude, xal
npocéxeLv OAp 1P mpdypati TOV voUv.

37.3

Sebuesa obv budv, & avdpec Sinaoctal, ebvolubde
axpodoacdal THV Aeyopévwv xal mapanohovdeTv mpoofyoviag

ToV voUv. 43.2

Criterion C. Pay Attention

This exhortation may accompany criterion B and does so

at 21.8, 37.3, 43.2 and 55.2:

npocéywv anovodtw 21.8

Sdehoopat ... OuEV ... arxoboal Té pov ... nal mpocéyeLv

ese TOV VOUV. 37.3

Sebueda ... Vudv ... ebvoluddg anpodoacPal ... natl

napanoAovSelv npooéxoviag TOV volv 43.2
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Séopal ... dudv anodoal pov xal mpocéyelv TOV voUv. 55.2

At 32.3 the speaker asks the audience to pay attention
to his speech if they have ever paid attention to any other

matter:

Séopar &' Lukv méviwv, & dvépeg Sinaoctal, elmep GAAY

~ ~ 4
Tyl ndnote mpdypatt TOV volv mpoofoxete, nal Tolty mMpoo-

oXeTv" 32.3

At 41.2 the speaker expresses fear that he might not
be able to explain his case because of his inexperience.

Then he says:

Spwe &', & &vopeg Sinaotal, mpoofxete TOV volv. 41.2
Criterion D. Prediction

The commonest criterion is for a speaker to predict at
the end of an introduction what is going to follow in the
main part of a speech. Various methods may be used to
introduce a prediction. AéEw, 16.3, 19.4, &p®, 53.3, pr.4,
and gpdow, 57.7, are instances of a speaker's ‘'going to
tell'.

An audience may be 'about to hear': axoboecde, 32.3,
44.5.

Description may be offered: 6unyfjoopar , 37.3, 40.5,
42.4, 52.2, 54.2; &6(Cewpr, 24.10.

Proof may be promised: 6u845w, 17.2, pr.34; enidelfw,
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33.4, 51.3; &mnuvdelEopev , 28.2.

A prediction may be expressed as a wish: Bodiopat .,
7.1, 56.4, 59.1, pr.35, pr.52; or stated as a neccesity:
avayxatov 8’ Eotl, 34.5; &vayualov pot SoueTr 49.4; vopllw
SeTv, 44.5; olpat ... 86€Tv, pr.ls.

A speaker may predict how he will start: &pfopat ,
16.3, 29.5, 60.3.

Most frequently predictions are introduced by
neLpdoopat: 10.1, 11.2, 14.2, 27.3, 30.5, 31.1, 36.3,

43.2, 45.2, pr.l.2, pr.7, pr.8, pr.1l7, pr.30.

There are three main types of prediction:

(1) In public speeches a speaker may predict that he will

offer advice which in his opinion will benefit the

state:

netpdoopal ... elnelv & voulZw ovupéperv. 10.1
& ocvppéperv bptv vopllw ... Epd mpdg dudc pr.4
BolAopal ... & voulfw cuppépovt’, elnelv. pr.52

The prediction may be expressed with wp&tiLota:

GpEopat & updriiota vopllw Su84onerv. 16.3

netpdoopar ovpBovieberv & wpdtiot’ elvatr voullw.

pr.l.2
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61paL S5eTv ... & npdtiota vopllw Aéyelv. pr.15.2

nevpdoopar & & wupdtiota voullw ouBouvheToat.

pr.30.2

Alternatively the prediction may be expressed with

BérTLOTO:

& BéATiLota pEv tolTg mpdypaoiv, ocupgépovia & ToT¢ Bou-

Aevopévolg duTv fyoluar,ta¥s®’...elnwv watafficopat. pr.6.2

& BEATLoY buTv VmoAapBévw, Tabt’ H6n cvpBovielow.

pr.22.3

(2) A speaker may predict that he will prove his point:
bg Ot mepl peyérwv ocuvidpwg SLd&Ew. 17.2

teupunplotlg peydroig EmnibdelEopev, bg olt’ Dpeilrev
olt’ v wulvbuvog obdelg Hutv gavepd uextnpévoic T

dvia. 28.2

‘Qc tolvuv mapd ToVg vépoug Tobtoug elAnyé poi nv
8Cunv ’AnatobpLoc xal Td $eudft Eynéuhnuev, Ex TOAATV

butv tobt’ Emibeliw. 33.4

EnubelEw 8 buTv touvtovl ILtégavov wal pepaptvpnxdta

t&  ¢evdh, nal 6.’ aloyponépbderav tobto memoinuébra,
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nat xatfiyopov abtov altob yiLyvéuevov® 45.2

appdtep’ abrodg Enibe(Ew devdopfvouve, & 9° abrode
evenwplaoav wai 8¢’ elg¢ Yudc EBracopfiunoav, EE abTiv Thv
nenpaypévwy tnatéporg. 51.3
(3) A speaker may promise to describe the facts of a
case to a jury. He may include the promise of brevity,
the claim of thoroughness, EE apxfs » and the aim of

facilitating a jury's understanding:

EE apxf¢ obv &v Bpaxéouv t& mpaxdévta Sleipt mpdc
budg, Uva pdAlov pédnte ual mapanoloudfonte ToT¢ TEPL

tov vlpov abtdv &diunfpaociv. 24.10
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