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A IR
oThe time and eSfort ‘we in our. ‘age devote to the acqu151tlon
of ‘knowledge, éthe men of ant1qu1ty, among them men of the
. highest ability, too, put -into a study of form. There have
" come down to us a great number of speeches which had .once .-

-

.- served the Greeks and Romans as study models. These

demonstrate the deep chasm between the ‘ideals of that: age
and ours. gBven if we ask: ‘whether our age can’ really afford

to db without eloquence, ‘the fact is we 51mply lack the. tlmei

the Greeks had to devote to thlS art. R

R ‘ _" l g' ——Jacob~Burkhardt '

e

.'The judge sa1d f1ve to ten-—but 1 say double that agaln,fj.f

I'm not working for the clampdown, .
. No man born with a living soul, '
Can be ‘working for the clampdown, :
~ Kick over the.wall, cause gOVernments to, fall
.. How can you refuse it? g" -
_Let fury have the hour, anger can be power;
-+ D' you know that Xou can use 1t7

.

. --The Clash =



}ABSTRACT . - f’@ o .

- Unt11 recently, the study of the art of rhetor1c——the f
@ ‘\ o

art of persua51ve speak1qg—-formed part of the educatlon of”’

;men destlned for polltlcal leadershlp Today, as the result‘
of a. radxcal change 1n the character of hlgher educatlon, E

‘this is no ]onger the case._Thevpresent.thes1s is an attempfb

'to establlsh whether thlS dlstlnctly modern 1nattent10n to -
krhetor1c is problematlc or not, It proceeds by way of an o
nexamlnatlon\of;Arlstotle s Rhetorlc'la treatlse that

'fprov1des a systematxc account of rhetor1cal practlce, but

,that addresses, as well, theoret1ca1 questloﬂs regardlng the

”'role of persua51on and rhetorlc mn pol1t1cs. FolloW1ng L

."'

-certaln hlnts and suggestlons that~Ar15totle prov1des for
his. reader' the examlnatlon undertahen focuses on the -

analyses of the emotlons found 1n the: text and focuses,~ ’

K spec1f1ca11y, on anger. \‘; l;v ;,,.;'~“& »'tv?>ff:;; A

[N
g
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- I. INTRODUCTION"

‘._Rhet‘O‘r1c,_Pol’1‘t‘1‘cal Sc1enCe",“‘a‘nd“Ar1‘st0“tle"s Rhe‘tor1c
| Untll comparatlvely recently, those who sought a hlgher/'&'
'educatlon sought a llberal educatlon—-the study of seven"
'Jllberal'arts: grammar loglc, and rhetorlc (the S0- called
tr1v1um) and ar1thmet1c, geometry, astronomy, and music:
‘(the quadr1v1um) ! Thls.was the educatlon of a gentlemanly
Nellte, maklng them f1t to rule other men and capable of
employlng thelr lelsure ﬁor hlgher pursu1tsr;Such educatlon
A;has all but dlsappeared "H1gher educat1on bnow 1mp11es o
’-:somethlng d1fferent. LIt 1s now belleved to con51st of studyf
L;\ln a, spec1a11zed fleld of sc1ence or soc1al sc1ence-" " |
(tseconomlcs, zoology, med1c1ne, englneerlng, or anthropology,'
'.to name but a few. ThlS dramatlc change is llnked dec151vely:
”ffto our age s commltment to technlcal and sc1ent1f1c" B .
':,advance--an advance we are,_for the most part, bound to.
-pralse. Yet we would be 1ntellectually remlss not to ask
(whether the dlsappearance of a llberal educatlon, w1th 1ts
.attendant concerns, also deserves our pralse. Rlchard M “

b?Weaver, a man who has asked that quest1on, suggests that

C thlS change has left us poorer and suggests, further,_that :nl;ff.

/

;our poverty 1s most ev1dent when ‘on51der-the;art ‘of
,frhetorlc.,"fi’ ‘
our age has w1tnessed the decllne of a number of
i nsubjects that ‘once. enjoyed prestlge and general"
Hesteem‘“but no’subject, . . ‘has suffered more:
~~amazingly in this respect than rhetorlc. wWhen one *
. ‘recalls that a- century ago rhetoric was regarded a’s . _
'the most 1mportant human1st1c dlsc1p11ne taught 1n -

. 1 c -. o 1



.'fnecessary. Thls the51s is. an attempt to show that thls is,

our colleges—-when one recalls thls fact and
contrasts it with' the very different situation
. prevailing today--he is forced to see that a great
"shift of valuation has taken place. In tHose days,

—in—the—not-so~distant—Nineteenth-Century=to-be
professor of rhetoric, one had to be: somébody. ThlS
' was a teaching task that was: thpught td call for .
‘ample and varied resources;- and it was recognized as.
addressing itself to the most important of all en
. . the persuading of human beings to adopt right @ =
.-_attltudes and act 1n response to them. )

. p o
Indeed it can be sald w1th llttle need for quallflcatlon,

»that today the study of rhetorlc-—the art of persua51ve

2

speaklng-—stands in low estlmatlon. Oné might~ even have to

endure ridicule, some.goodrnatured and some - ‘not so

‘.good-natured,.upon'suggesttpg_that this'study:is somehow .

impOttant.:But, as weaver implies,fhuman’beings may,*byd

théir"very»nature, make:perSUasiOn'ang-the artkof rhetori¢”

N

“in fact, 'the case—-that men need to be, " and should be,

'persuaded to th1nk and act. 1n certa1n ways. To put 1t 1n

¢

_concrete polltlcal terms,,thls the51s 1s an attempt to. show

-'p011t1c1ans rece1v1ng an educatlon 1n rhetorlc and upon'

"To begln, we must make some general observatlons about

j-'polltlcs, persuas1on,.the study of polltlcs,band the present
.i_estate of rhetorlc. If one looks at- or, perhaps more ‘
dtcorrectly, llstens to polltlcal llfe, one reallzes that
‘hfp011t1c1ans routlnely try to persuade..Espec1a11y 1n the e

‘gjllberal democratlc West persuas1on is the very stuff of

ligelectloneerlng and also of the debate that precedes the

i

B that decent polltlcal llfe, in- some measure, depends upon, .

‘;;polltlcal sc1entlsts malntalnlng an 1nterest 1n rhetorlc. f"



: chamb

"*;character of the Amerlcan reglme or, as Lincoln’ hamself

‘enactment of leglslatlon. But these are only the most -

,obvxous manlfestatlons of persua51ve speech in pOllthS.,Jt o

-

o

gccurs... verywhere_therenls polrt;c&;nq. in city council a“~‘“
é/i, in boardrooms, and in meetlngs of many

sorts——those of school boards, churches,-or Unlversity o Y
_departments. Th1s form of - Speech is also found in- : S g

courtrooms The’ addresses of lawyers to Judges and Jur~1es '

are surely attempts to persuade. As &ell 1t takes but a

T
7 K

11ttle thought to recognlze that the speeches glven on rg\_‘v

'occa51ohs of celebrathn ‘and remembrance are a sort of

-

the: apparent consequences of: the speeches of p011t1c1ans
'Con51der1ng the careers of men . such as Abraham L1ncoln or
Slr wlnston Churchlll one must suspect that the outcome of SR
‘pol1t1cal events, some of wh1ch 1nvolve far reachlng or even ; s
_monumental consequences, are dec1s1vely 1nfluenced by spoken

'words. hnyone who reads the powerfhl speeches of Llncoln«
‘must at least con51der the p0551b111ty that they playe? a

_‘cruc1al role, not only 1n the v1ctory of the North in the

1Amer1can Civil. War, but also in fundamentally alter1ng,the

.0:'

,,.,

persuas1vely argued in fulfulllng the true character of

° LN

'v,that«reglme.} Someth1ng 51m11ar can *be said about Church111



and World'War Two Reading his speeches‘one is.forced td

-admlt that they—-both those glven before a live audlence and'

]

in rad1o broadcasts——may have roused the resolve of a peopler-

‘ ) g
_ reluctaqt to go to. war and decidedly- unprepared for war.

Sk .

C Certaln l1terary works also p01nt to the 1mportance of

o persuas1on 1n pOllthS. Homer and Shakespeare, arguably the

two greatest poets of the Western 11terary trad1t1on are
| accorded thelr stature at least partly, if not p;1mar11y,b
-:because they are thoughtful observers of human llfe. For-f
. these two poets, ‘human - llfe 1s, essentlally, polltlcal 11fe
;They recognlze that leadershxp is cr1t1cal to pol1t1cs and
5that ‘men . lead other men through peQSua51on securlng the1r
w1111ngness to follow. Readlng 05 the exp101ts of Odysseus;"
‘v.or ‘King Henry the Flfth for 1nstance, one cannot help but:
flmaglne them as consummate p011t1c1ans who w1eld power, atfﬂfr
.least in certaln respects, through their ab111ty tp
,:persuade;‘ If one allows oneself to be charmed by Homer S
',and Shakespeare s perceptlve poetry, one 1s forced aga1n to
:fthlnk ser1ously about the role persua51on plays 1n polltlcalv
A S .

Our 1mmed1ate experlence of pol;tlcs, the study of “

9 \

LR polltlcal hlstory, ‘and poetlc Imltataons of pOllthS all

A‘bespeak the need’ for-agreement 1n the co—operatlve and'
‘communal llfe that 1s polatlcs,_and one may add 'agreement

‘rthat is secured through persuas1on. ThlS observatlon is f,;ﬁ

suggestlve 1n two respects. F1rst -1t suggests that the art

~{of rhetorlc may be 1nvaluable to men who actlvely



fpart1c1pate 1n lelthS. Yet todayWS'budding.politicians
proceed to careers that certalnly demand persua51ve
‘speech- maklng, never conszderlng that the study of rhetorlc

,fmlght a551st-them -They ;ttempt to persuade w1thout1the

'rhetorlc

”beneflt of a rh&tor1cal educatlon. Second th1s observatlon
‘,suggests that persua51on should be of 1nterest to today s |
pol1t1cal sc1entlsts, as 1t is such an 1mportant aspect of
3pollt1cal llfe. One mlght even expect that they would defend ,
‘the xmportance of the study of the art of rhetorlc as part
of a general concern w1th the role of persua51on in .
’apolltlcal llfe.ﬂ But they do not What attentlon they do ff
._devote to persua51on is conflned to the study~of propaganda, 1
iwhlch may rlghtly be_accorded the eplthet of 'vulgar |
To be sure, the polltlciansﬂzdisregard‘of;rhetoric’ang.g
'y.the;politicalhscientistS' dfsregard~ofvpersualenvare"
related Pollt1cal sc1entlsts,‘and soc1al sc1entlsts in j,
general présent ‘a view of pol1t1cal 11fe that follows from ;

v

an commltment to a method of 1nqu1ry shaped by modern naturali

-

'h>‘sc1ence; Thls commltment it seems, leads to'a certa1n-‘

'jneglect. the neglect of persua51on._Thé men who asp1re to
: careers in pol1t1cs, who are’ almost all un1ver51ty 57 -
1dgraduates, learn from men who, through e1ther an: error of
eﬂom1551on or cbmmlss1on, do not regard persua51on ‘as an -
~1mportant aspect of polltlcs.lh‘ _’“ ~m'f;['7;i,

| Now, t would be 51mply nrong to. suggest that modern

——

pol1t1cal sc1ence has falled because of 1ts 1nattent10n to



rhetoric. Modern»political science has.much to teach about

contemporary pol1t1cs, an has much 1ndeed to glve the man N

w1th a practlcal 1nterest 1n pOllthS. Polllng methods,

which are’ surely an offspring of‘thls polltlcal sc1ence, are

\

a definite'requisite to success in democratic politics.'It

is: also pertlnent here, to th1nk of .those p011t1cal

sc1ent1sts ‘who are experts on the pOllthS of certain -

,geographlc areas or 1nd1v1dual countrles, and of those who

'are actually 1nvolved 1n pOllthS, dv1sxng bureaucrats and o

»

p011t1c1ans'.1n short men who ﬁknow whereof they speak

LTL'.F; They would be able to teach the Journeyman

;:p011t1c1an somethlng worth knowlng Nevertheless,_lf we

'treturn to- the fore901ng observatlons about agreement and

';persua51on we see, on, one hand- the p0551ble 1mportance of
“1’rhetor1c for polltlcs'.and on the other,‘a polltlcal sc1encef
‘fwh1ch Jin. sp1te of 1ts successes, neglects rhetorlc. For

vclarlty -8 sake we are prompted to ask whether persua51on and

,‘rhetorlc are truly a necessary part of pol1t1cs and whether»

’ ‘rhetorlc.

-wpolltlcal sc1entlsts should ma1nta1n an 1nterest 1n

AN

Even to begln to answer questlons of such magnltude‘

T

QWould seem at flrst blush at least 1mp0551bly d1ff1cult

f:But thlS need not be true. The study of works from the

E trad1t10q of p011t1ca1 phllosophy can a1d one in answerlng,
or at least in beglnnlng ‘to answer,_such questlons. The

ph1losophers who wrote the texts that compose that trad1t1one;"

'mrecognlze the 1mportance of persua51on for pol1t1cs, and

"



\

some devote entire books.to the subject' of rhetoric. This,
thesis examlneS'what'has come'to be regarded. as one of the
most 1mportant and 1nfluent1al works on rhetorlc.'the

Rhetorlc of Arlstotle. For anyone who 1s wont to ask

quest1on5jahout modern.pollt1calusc1ence_and the role’
persuasionfand rhetorlc play;'or shouldgplay,jin‘politics,,
th1s book espec1ally commends itself: .j_J‘VZ‘ -

Here, clarlflcatlon is.in order.vAnyo;e‘readlng the'
Rhetorlc flnds that 1t is practlcal——that 1t is 1ntended to .
prov1de men w1th a system of rhetorlc. But one can learn
AVmore“from Arlstotle S treatlse than ‘the "How £o-»'£'"

ﬁperSUasion A treatlse s pract1cal character need not
- preclude its serV1ng a hlgher purpose, and clearly Arlstotle'-
"had a higher purpose Qn m1nd ‘Wwhen he turned to the subject |
h:of rhetorlc.‘Carnes Lord dlscu551ng Arlstotle s 1ntentlon
H'1n wr1t1ng the Rhetorlc, neatly captures 1n a phrase thlS F-'
text s dual charactef ‘he. suggests that thoughtful o
'examlnatlon bids the reader regard 1t ‘as. be1ng of "hybrld o

- character,_and_ "at once ‘a theoretlcal treatlse and a

i_practical'handbooh» .l,. nie The h1gher purpose of the ,

Rhetorlc 1s theoretlcal u51ng the word "theoretlcal" in the -

"5fsense Arlstotle hlmself uses 1t 1n certaln other of his-

‘fworks, i. e., to descr1be a form of knowledge that is, valued
E for 1ts own sake rather than for 1ts pract1cal o

&~

-fconsequences.‘! Arlstotle wrote the Rhetorlc not only to

..teach men the art of persua51ve speaklng but also to reveal

‘theitruth about one 1mportantfaspect ofvpolltlcs--about.

2 .



fpersuasionr:This thesis look5~to'that higher theoretical
purpose,'drawing what insights.it can from Aristotle's

systematlc account of rhetorlcal practlce, w1th an eye to

understandlng the 1mportance of the art of rhetorlc for

pol1t1cs. _ |

‘ Evenlif”one‘recognizes thé‘theoretical character ofithe
>Rhetor1c, to speak of pract1ce may 1mply the 51mple task of
'learnlng lessons. It is poss1ble to learn both practlcal and
theoretlcal "lessons from the Rhetor1c, but to do 50 .
demands'aicertain effort The Rhetor1c is not a clear,
'.conc1se textbook that .can be read and understood w1th
m1n1mal effort _rather, 1t is a book wh1ch must ‘be readluithn
..a sort of care not usually lav1shed on’ most books. One must

q

i'read 1t many'tlmes, try to understand 1ts structure,‘see

‘.:

parts of it as. clarlflcatlon and. elaboratlon of ‘other. parts,nj'

and ponder 1ts examples{ puns,-and word—play In. short, -one
»must th1nk about what the book expl1c1tly says and L
eventually, thlnk about what 1t only 1nt1mates.ﬂ'

This reflectlve attltude becomes espec1ally cruc1al
vwhen the reader confronts what. some. scholars deem to be )
‘"‘dlscrepancles or anomalles\ln ‘the text Wthh they take to‘}vf,

 be ev1dence that the ‘Rhetoric 1s not a textual whole '2A _g?t
serious, careful readlng of\the Rhetorlc must at’ least'u‘u

1n1t1ally, place questlons concernlng the 1ntegr1ty of. the

’

.fpfexta1n abeyance. One i obliged f1rst, to step back from 15”"

pthe textual oddltles that scholars merely note and 1nstead['

'_th1nk'about them.kIt 1s_of the greatest ;mportance that the .




. reader think about these oddities--and, indeed, the entire
text—-in‘light‘of his. own'experience and appreciation of
persuas1on and pOllthS. Only by readlng ‘the text in a

paanstaklng fashlon does one enter into thls domaln of

Arlstotle [ thought ang dlscern somethlng ot hlS teaching
about rhetorlc. ‘ A -
| .Here, clarification is required7once more. This thesis,
"though gu1ded by the assumptlon that the Rhetorlc must be
ent1re text To begln to lay hold of the te?ch1ng of the
Rhetoric, it’ is not necessary, mor even ‘wise perhaps,
rattempt to deal-exp11c1tly w1th "the text 1n»1ts ent1rety.rln
fact, _certaln features of the text p01nt to a sefisible ‘
startlng p01nt for the task of deallng w1th the text as a
whole. The surface-of ‘the Rhetorlc, as.we.noted, seems%-to
‘use a kinder phrase;-tarnished by eduivooatiOn;'bUt,this
'fequ1vocatlon is not what it appears to be. it ls actually an
1nv1tat10n for one’ to think. Arlstotle s reader 1s 1nv1ted
to focus his thoughtful attentlon on the analyses of the
'varzous emotlons that take up a. major portlon of the second
-of the three books in the text Ar1stotle 1mp11c1tly
.fsuggests that understandlng the emotlons is central to
'4learn1ng rhetor1c and to learnlng about persuas1on.f’ And

'Lrhe 1nV1tes the reader to ‘think - prlmarlly about one
:'?emotlon——anger. It 1s 1nd1cated to be{‘ln some»sense, an"
"exemplary 1nstance of the emotlons presented in the text

that w1ll help the reader to grasp the nature of emotion in

‘cons1dered as a textual whole, is not an, exam1nat1on of the ,~.
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. géneral Stated boidly, then,?thls the51s proceeds assum1ﬁ§

$o
‘that ah understandlng of anger is. essentlal@to rhetorlcal
k! 8

practlce and to theoretlcal 1n51ght 1nto rhetorlc s . role fin
)

pol1t1cs. Thus, the major portlon’of what follows 1s glven

Y

—over to—a“close—commentary on—Arlstotl‘”s analy51s of“anger
‘f It would bé 1neffect1ve, however, to tufh 1mmed1ately
to that commentary The method of read1ng and studylng

Arlstotle s Rhetor1c employed here 1sfladm1ttedly,

controversial. Therevls the“poss;blllty that the present“

choice of subject~might-seem"to SOme at least, w1llful and

arbltrary, not to say m15gu1ded. Consequently, certaln

pre11m1nar1es must be dealt wlth before mov1ng to;;

'Ar1stotle S ana1y51s of anger. Textual ev1dence that

justifies thls 1nterest in emotlon and,. 1n-part;cu1ar, this

interest in: anger must - be prov1ded

.,The Central1ty of Emotxon in the Rhetorxc

In order to demonstrate that Arlstotle w1shes his .

reader to con51der hlS analyses of the emot1ons as central

to his system of rhetorlc, it is necessary to look at

statements from what might best be descrlbed as the |
1ntroductlon" to the Rhetfrlc (1354a1-1358a35) 14 Arlstotle

beélns w1th a terse account of the prOJeo¢ he undertakes.

: Rhetor1c is .a counterpart of d1a1ect1c- .for both-
"have to do with matters that are in a mannér within
the cogn1zance 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, '
endeavour to criticize or uphold an argument, to
defend themselves or to accuse. Now, the majority of
people do this e1ther at random or wlth a



“—*_—fxrfstotTEfstates—thatfrhetorICfTs—reIatedfto—dTaTectrcifand

familiarity arising from habit. But since both these
ways are .possible, it is clear that matters can be
reduced to.a system, for it is possible to observe
(theorein) the cause (aitia) of why some attain, 5
their end by fam111ar1ty and others by chance; and
such an examination all would at once admlt to be
“the function of an art (1354a1-11).

: : " ) . 9 .
seems to imply that both aim at. persuasion of a sort. He -

then enumerates three uays‘in which ‘men enjoy success in
_.persuading. First, he"claims that one might simply~per5uade!
by'chance. Presumably this means:that one may’say‘somethingp
that happens to persuade w1thout being aware of what
actually contrlbutes to persua51on. Second Arlstotle
asserts that _one can persuade because one has achleved "a
ﬁnfamlllar1ty arlslng from hablt." ThlS emp1r1ca1 fam111ar1ty
h would llkely arlse from attentlon to chance 1nstances of |
persua51on. Through thlS attentlon ‘one could concelvably,
"'become aware that on certaln occa51ons success 1n persua51on
follows“from the. use of the same tactlc.'As a result, one ‘
;would be able to say somethlng calculated to persuade whenr
"confronted hy-51m11ar c1rcumstances. Yet thlS is. not the |
knowledge of persuas1on that Arlstotle cons1ders an art.
This art—-the th1rd way one succeeds 1n persuad1ng—-follows
from observatlon of the successes by those who persuade by f
h-chance and by famlllarlty. Through observat:on the cause for
success may be dlscerned That knowledge would constltute a
true art of rhetorlc. E | |

After laylng out the nature of the enterpr1se

.undertaken 1n the Rhetorlc, Arlstotle turns to cons1der, IDV:



——devote-their-attention—to-matters-outside-the

~

a general way, other accounts of. rhetorlc.'

Now, those who complled arts of speech have
prov1ded us with only a small portlon of this art,
for proofs are the only things in.it that come
within the province of art-,everythlng else is
merely an accessory. And yet-they say nothing about
“enthymemes which are the body of proof, but chlefly

12

"subject; for.the arou51ng of prejudice, plty,'anger,
and similar emotions of the soul’ (pathe tes psyche)
has no connexion with the matter in hand, but is
- directed only to the dicast. The result would be
that, if all trials were.now carried on as they-are
in some cities, especially those that are well o
administered, there would be nothing left for the
rhetorician to say. For all men either think.that

".all the laws ought so to .presctibe, or in fact carry

out the pr1nc1ple and forbid- speaking outside the
subject, .as in the court of Areopagus," and in this

they are right. For it is wrong to warp the dicast's :
feelings, to arouse:him tb anger, jealousy, or pity, -

which would be like making the rule crooked which

only bu51ness of the lltlgant is to prove t@at the
fact in quest1on is or is not. so, that it -has L

'happened or not; whether it -is important or.

“unimportant, just or unjust, im-all cases- ‘in whlch
- the leglslator has not laid down a ruling, is a
matter for the dicast himself to decide;" it is not
‘the business of the lltlgants to 1nstruct h1m

":(1354a11 31)

7Arlstotle v01ces a cr1t1c1sm of others who have complled

“arts of speech " and who shall here, be called

. - one intended to use. Furtheér, it is evident that the, .

e

'"technologlsts,v'followlng Arlstotle s characterlzatlon of'

‘their actions (cf 1354b17 1354b26 1355a19 1356a11

fi1356a17), HlS cr1t1c1sm may be summarlzed as follows. They

N

'fhave not prov1ded a full account of the art of rhetorlc

"because they have neglected what Arlstotle refers to as

.w1th enthymemes, whlch are the’ "body of proofs.“ The_' .’_>

4"proofs, wh1ch are the whole of the: art' nor have they dealt

technologlsts, accord1ng to Arlstotle, neglect those aspects

.

'of rhetor1c and 1nstead concentrate “on arous1ng the var1ous :

R



.emotlons of the soul. "es Frgm—this“ohservation he drawS"a
conclu51on"1f all trlals were conducted the same way as ’\;’J?
they are conducted 1n c1t1es that are well ordered therell |
fwould be-nothlngvleftrfor‘the technologlstS»to say~'As'an .

-exampleL_Arlstotle c1tes the Athen1an Areopagus, where

'speaklng out51de the matter under con51derat10n 1s
»forbldden He concludes the passage by statlng that 1t is
‘the;buslness oiva lltlgant to‘dealvthh theftacts of‘a case(" _
~which are'alIVthose~th}ngS'"ln;nhich the’leglslatorfhas n_ot"I
' fla1d down a rullng 'ln.short Thls boint“is that those

.'-pass1ng judgement 1n a case should be gu1ded by the facts' ~.

"g,presented and by the law, rather than the1r emotlons.

Arlstotle, in thls passage,'appears to decry any app
to the emotlons by a speaker. He may be 1nterpreted as a

"[endor51ng a ratlonal sort of persUa51on (that of the

v'fi'enthymeme) Wthh he w1ll later state is. the rhetorlcal

cou51n 'of the loglcal sylloglsm fﬁ356a35 1356b18) It is
.thls passage espec1ally that - prov1des the grounds for f?f»'
'Ischolars to conclude that the Rhetorlc i's merely a |
‘ patch—work" of nrlstotle S wr1t1ngs on rhetorlc. They
belleve that the cr1t1c1sm of the technologlsts 1nterest in :T'
”,arou51ng.emot1ons 1mp11es that that means of persua51on 1s‘“17k:
Annot pért of the art of rhetorlc-—that 1t 1s not a true |
: fproof They also recognlze, however, that the arousal of-'d"'
'emotlon 1s treated as. an 1mportant means of persua51on in

”other portlons of the text These scholars bel1eve that

_'Arlstotle;both condemns and endorses the arousal of emotlon



,114p
as a‘means-of"perSuasjon,'and_theyddraupthejr Epnc}usionsh’
accord:holy - | - | ‘ | |

But 1s it correct to empha51ze Arlstotle S cr1t1c1sm of
ithe technologlsts concentratlon on the arousal of emotlons,_

or is it more to the p01nt to empha51ze hlS cr1t1c1sm of . the

) h‘ftechnologlsts 1nab111ty to. speak 1n well ordered reglmes7

th would perhaps be more to the p01nt to empha51ze the
'{cr1t1c1sm of the technolog1sts for the1r 1nab111ty, asT"
‘fArlstotle surely seeks to teach a rhetorlc that does not

suffer from the same 11m1tatlons as that of the

.'-

technologlsts. A plau51ble 1nference that may be drawn from’ ..:

”fthe attack on the technologlsts and Arlstotle s own

15proofs be enthymematlc-*t,wV.Ti-ntﬁt?'

-]concentratlon on the emot1ons 1s that he presents an accountf“

“of emotlonal persua51on that sat1sf1es hlS d1ctum that

\{.

Ev1dence supporting thlS 1nference 1s found 1n a .;1_v'f‘;_:

'h,subsequent statement made at some " dlstance from the -
-Cr1t1c1sm of the technologlsts (1356a1 20) There, Arlstotleg{ﬁ
: acqualnts hls reader w1th the means by whlch a speaker can '
tpersuade hls hearers3 Ee enumerates three. A speaker can_
ﬁpersuade by~ appearlng to\be/of/certaln character (ethos)

’of»trust.,Arlstotle clalms thls as

thlS renders h1m wort
1the strongest means of persua51on——and one whlch the
'?‘technologlsts have 1gnored The second means of persua51on

'.jenumerated 1s the arousal of emotlon (pathos) 7 Thls,fbf“jlj-

5sArlstot1e remarks,~1s the sole 1nterest of the

;'technologlsts. He also notes that men's Judgements are not
: 4 o+ - ;. ‘
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the same when 1nfluenced by pa1n and ]oy or love and hate.<"

' The content of -a speaker 'S speech also can persuade. Men, he.

says,'are persuaded by what is "true or appears true

(alethes e phalnomenon). Hav1ng enumerated these three means -
gk

of persua51on, Arlstotle br1efly dlSCUSSGS the ab111t1es

' versed 1n the nature of the emotlons, 1t also

:‘clearly that the arousal of emotlons 1s con51der d

requ1red by those whoéfeek to persuade. Here, one should

note, he speaks of proofs effected by these means éhd::r jvh.

B “clalms "a. man must be capable of reckonlng (sylloglsasthal) ;-"
‘;of observ1ng characters and v1rtues, and thlrd, of observ1ng :

the emotlons--the nature of each 1ts orlg1n, and the manner fd”

in. whlch 1t is produced" (1356a23 25) Not only do"fﬁhisi-

passage suggest that one who seeks to persuade

4.

Arlstotle to be part of the:“body of proofs he sp ~"ks of atf'

the outset of the 1ntroduct1on to h1s treatlse (cf 1354a15"“f"

1403b9 14)

i It 1s ev1dent, then, that Arlstotle 1ncludes pers a51on;ﬂad1

Y 5 .

through the arousal of emotlon as part of hlS systematlc\\\ jﬁﬁf

account of rhetorlc. ThlS means of persua51on 1s not to be

ff understood 1n opposztlon to a more 1og1cal means of

persuas1on, but that concluslon does not 1mply Ar1stotle S

analyses of the emotlons are 1n any way ‘the central feature

' of the Rhetorlc. From th; port1ons of text addressed thus

far 1t 1s correct to concludeginly that persua51on through

emotlon can: be accompllshed through loglcal means, and that b

. Arlstotle s d1v151on 1s not as str1ct as 1t seems.:a}'p



Arlstotle, however \makes .statements out51de the bounds

‘if*of hlS 1ntroduct10n that force a- further recon51derat10n of A'

'fthls taxonomy of the means of persua51on, a recon51derat10n

4

{<_Whlch shows that the analyses of the varlous emotlons

'ipresented in the Rhetorlc do not semply serve to teach about

,one artful means of persua51on,_but ‘that they must be seen

as a quallflcat1on of that taxonomy oi the means of

N

’gpersua51on.o' “_; ‘-yj_p ,:tiyg‘ T .}f"*.'j

"f The cruc1al 1nstance of quallflcatlon occurs in a-
| sectxon of text at the beg1n2il? of BOOk Two wh1ch 1s a~b
'"preface to the analyses of the emotlons (1378a6-19)
There, Ar1stot1e h1nts that an- understandlng of the emot1ons
,Ucontrlbutes, 1n’part vto an understandlng of persua51on
““through character. He asserts, f1rst that for a speaker to-
hlﬁ;persuade by seemzng to be of a certalhlcharacter, he must
ﬂ';tappear, through hlS speech to have three qualltles. i

.F}prudence, v1rtue,.and goodw1ll The appearance of prudence’ e

t . ﬂand v1rtue 1nd1cate that a man 1s capable of formulatlng

~fffgood adv1ce and that he would render 1t. One learns how‘f

1:these qualltles may be exempllfled in a speech from the'fff K

'7pdlscu551on of the materlals for ep1de1ct1c rhetorlc found in -

’fﬁf*Book One.{f Whlle the appearance of prudence and v1rtue

:,ﬂfwould seem suff1c1ent to secure the trust of a hearer,27_3

'“*f;iAr1stotle thlnks not- the quallty of goodw1ll is. also

Vﬂrequ1red Aristotle 1s not altogether exp11c1t when he;;f"
jspeaks of goodw111 he does, however, conclude hls prefatory -'3

fgremarks about the emoéuons w1th an 1nd1cat10n of what must
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'~

be done to acqu1re an understandlng of th1s quallty He

'states, somewhat cryptlcally, that "goodw1ll and fr1endsh1p

f(eun01as ka1 ph111as) will be dealt w1th "in the dlscu551on

]

~..of the emotions” (1378a18 19) To understand goodwlll then,’

O o

it is necessary to turn to’ the analyses of the emot1ons,

look1ng espec1ally to the emotlon of fr1endsh1p-—an emotion

of whlch‘Arlstotle treats (1380b35—1381b37)

Arlstotle s statements concernlng the art of rhetorlcn

and the emotlons support a tentatlve conclus1on regardlng

the p051t10n of the emotlons 1n his systematlc teachlng
about rhetorlc. They}seem to be at 1ts center. "This

conclu51on ultlmately stems from a confrontatlon with a

N

,problem' e problem of g1v1ng an account of the nature.of‘

the means of persua51on Arlstotle enumerates.;He f1rst
.,speaks of rou51ng emotlons 1n a: derogatory sense, but later a
hhlnts that there may be a reasoned appeal to the emotlons. |
.-Then, he prov1des a taxonomy whlch strlctly d1v1des the

f;'means of persua51on, but as. well he makes statements that

51gn1f1cant1y quallfy hlS d1v151on, and, ‘1ndeed suggest

>that understand1ng the true nature of these means of
]tpersua51on may derlve from the study of. the emot1ons. These.
,2progre551ve quallftcat1ons make the reader aware that g1v1ng
_;pan account of "be1ng persuaded" is no szmple task but they .::f;

*show, too,:that Arlstotle s account is to be found in a'
vcon51deratlon of the psychology presented in the Rhetorlc. ‘

h'One must turn, then, to the analyses of the emot1ons,‘4_ r‘

o

'antecedently aware that Ar1stotle does not always present



' frlendshlp espec1ally, would seem to demand the reader s

- -

his teaching in a'straightforward manner.i

Arrstotfe s analyses of the various emotlons, and of

K

1mmed1ate attentlon. But close. scrutlny of the content ‘of

18

o

r

-~ the Rhetorlc forces. anothermrecon51derat1on——ln thlS

1nstance, w1th'regard to the study of emotlon._The Rhetoric}

.one finds, apparently lacks somethlng cjuc1al A text that

lays stress on the 1mportance of understandlng the emotlons

_-eould be expected to. conta1n a- general account of emotlon

that,complements and ties together its accounts of

U

,‘particular'emotions;_But'the Rhetoric does‘not._This.is,

'nee@ for a general account of - emotlon and satlsfles 1t by

treatlng one - emotlon-—anger—-as exemplary Anget in the

Rhetorzc prov1des the example that teaches the/reader aboutv

emotlon. ‘But because Arlstotle does not state openly that
anger has thlS specaal status, 1t'15'necessary tovcollect

textual ev1dence to support thls 1nterpretat10n.

Arlstotle f1rst glves an 1nd1cat1on that he w1shes hls -
reader to regard anger with spec1al care 1n the dlscu551on‘

of the materlals sultable for foren51c speeches 1n Book One'“

of the texq§(1368b32 1369a7) In thlS br1ef passage,

_of human act10n-~or more prec1sely, éfe causes of human

actlon as they would be addressed an rhetorlcal speech He

r

beglns by d1v1d1ng these causes 1nto two major groups. those’V

.for wh1ch men are not respon51ble and those for wh1ch they

.»/

,\

however, no”oversight on Aristotle“s-part-‘He recognizes the

L

-_Arlstotle,~proceed1ng taxonomlcally, enumerates the causes .-



are respon51ble. The causes for wh1ch men are not

"respon51ble can, accordlng to Arlstotle, be d1v1ded between

chance and nece551ty, and those placed n the category of

nece551ty can be further d1v1ded between compu151on and

"nature. The causes. for wh1ch men/are respon51ble can be

d1v1ded between hablt and longlng Longlng, Arlstotle
.rstates, -can’ be further d1v1ded 1nto ratlonal and 1rratlonal
_'longlng, and 1rratlonal longlngs can be further d1v1ded 1nto .
categorles of anger (gggg) and de51re (eplthym1a) Th1s ' |
‘taxonomy 1s pecullar in many respects, but here, all 1ts ;
' pecullar1t1es need not be - addressed One must attend | |
t.fhowever, to the word "anger."™ Its use should strlke the"'
.reader as odd Arlstofla\seems to assert that a 51ngle ff

‘;emotlon—-angerprcauses men, to act. But he 1mmed1ately

',,dlscredlts thls 1dea 1n a recap1tulatlon of the causes of

;’human actlon. He llStS seven. causes-n chance, nature,,3pf
,;:compu151on hablt reasonlng,,splrlt ( hymos) and de51re
T{ ,t," and thus substltutes the word anger for the word

sp1r1t." Quest1ons arrse{ Does Arlstotle refer to somethlng

7.other than anger when he speaks of sp1r1t7 Or are the words

oo anger ~and sp1r1t" srmply synonyms’ifvg

Another passage from the dlscu551on of the materlals ;--~'

~'hfor foren51ckrhetor1c prov1des the beg1nn1ng of an answer to
.‘these related questlons (1373b35 38) There, Arlstotle |
rldeclares "that all accusatlons,concern the publlc or the
:';prlvate, whether the act was done out\of 1gnorance or‘;'

”,_unlntentlonally, r 1ntentlonally w1th knowledge, and of the ,{
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latter whether from forethought_or emotion™ and“then‘says-g
"we will speak of spirit in speaking of thefemotions, o e "
In this case Aristotle suggests to His reader that he

regards spirit as the seat of the emotions. Conparing'this

'passage-with the first cited, 1t seems approprlate to at

gy .

rleast~enterta1n the notlon that the substltutlon of sp1rrt
» for anger kﬁ an 1nd1cat10n that anger, in, Arlstotle s‘v1ew,
E 1s somehow representatlve of the emot1ons | .
| ThlS 1dent1f1cat10n of anger w1th sp1r1t the.reader} -
ﬁ:kdlscovers, 1s not a. textual oddlty conflned to those two
:t~passages. When‘Ar::totle moves - to a‘detalled dlSCUSSlOn of
'the causes of*human actlon 1mmed1ately follow1ng hlS
.taxonomlc d1v151on, he does not treat of anger and sp1r1t
| separately, but together, saylng-only thls°~ acts of revengey7.
i;are taken on account of sp1r1t and anger? (1369b11—12) o
‘hTThere, he per51sts in hlS 1dent1f1catlon of sp1r1t WIth
’°anger. Two other 1nstances of thlS 1dent1f1catlon are found
'there Arlstotlefquotes a passage from Homer s lllgg'as,;lh
‘-sev1dence of the pleasure one - feels when angry (1370b10 12
1378b4—7) On both occasxons the quotatrons are 1ntroduced
J.by a. statement that thelr ev1dence concerns the nature of
lnvsplrlt rather than anger, thereby 1dent1fy1ng anger w1th
sp1r1t A flnal plece of ev1dence 1s found 1n Arlstotle s
) analy51s of mlldness,_the emotlonal opp051te of anger.~
f There, Arlstotle states, flrst that men cease to be angry

w1th those who admlt thelr offence and are sorry (1380a16)

As a 51gn of thls, he offers the case of punlshlng slaves"
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fwith'them men'”céase'to'be‘spirited when‘they admit”they
Y

_ are Justly punlshed"‘(1380a1?“19) Once more, he 1dent1f1es .
‘anger w1th the emotlonal realm of " sp1r1t. Collect1ng these

.,1nstances of what can only be regarded as an_ 1ntent10nal

e 1dent1f1cat10n of anger and sp1r1t ‘one suspects that

Arlstotle w1shes h1s reader to see anger as somehow

representatlve of the emotlonal realm,of sp1r1t and 1ndeed ,
'u‘see anger as somehow exemplary-—at least in the conflnes of

the". Rhetorlc.j“

St

o

) Anger S serv1ce as a‘speolal example 1s also suggested
ljfby structural feature of the - text. Bear1ng 1n mlnd thlS‘
ﬁifllnk between anger ang\sp1r1t 1t is p0551ble to galn some’r
3?1n51ght 1nto the order 1n wh1ch Arlstotle chooses to present
"ﬁ;the emotlons.‘One should notlce that anger 1s the f1rst \
temotlon dealt w1th 1n Book Two. It is placed ‘at. the -
'.ibeg1nn1ng of the sectlon devoted to the‘emotlons,vand th1s"
IdlS surely the correct‘pos1tlon for an . example that WIll f‘
‘prov1de a general v1ew of emotlon that 1s to help to

““.1llum1nate the nature of the partlcular emotlons. Moreover,

.the emotlon that follows anger 1s frlendshlp, the one other

"»i-emotlon we have seen Arlstotle call to h1s reader s

T,fattentlon- placed -one’ may presume, 50 as to be contrasted .

‘ w1th anger. And f1na11y, a comparlson of Arlstotle s,x;'gjtjfﬂﬂ

- analy51s of anger w1th hls analyses of the other emotlons

f-:greveals hlS treatment of - anger to be more exten51ve and

ffjdetalled than hlS treatment of: the other emot1ons. In fact

h’Arlstotle po1ntedly truncates some of h1s analyses, 1nv1t1ng'”

B N
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hlS reader to complete the analy51s in accordance w1th a
‘general conceptlon of emotlon found in the pattern of anger.,
'jThese structural features serve as a conflrmat1on that anger b

alS to serve as the example of emotlon 1n the Rhetorlc

ngaylng careful attentlon to such deta1ls in Arlstotle s
text, 1t 1s 1mposslble to av01d the conclu51on that anger is

: omehow cruc1al to unlock1ng the text ‘as a. whole.p -

Where, then, does Arlstotle lead hlS reader? To ah?
Qbeglnnlng that can only\be descr1bed as commonsen51cal

.One s commonsense experlence‘of the realm of pol1t1cs')”
flndlcates that emotlon has somethlng to do w1th persua51ont_“

’-Men, to state the matter 51mply, are moved to Judge or to

'.Lact by the1r emotlons. But Arlstotle holds out the promlse

"»1of more- the promlse of a’ systematlc account of the emotlons
-w'and the1r role 1n persua51on..He flrst suggests that he | |
;ipresents a cons1stent teach1ng that 1ncludes the arousal ofA

.-»emotlon as .one- means: of persuaslon.:He then suggests that anj
'-junderstandlng of the emotlons-—partlcularly fr1endsh1p-~1s

uiirequ151te to understandlng the quallty of goodwlll _'-!i‘f‘ .

'quallty a speaker must demonstrate through hlS speeches in R

"7gorder to persuade through character._He f1nally suggests )

”that emot1on may be comprehended through the study of a

'f,551ng1e emotlon——anger. ‘Thé reader s attentlon is. d1rected to

v“?fr1endsh1p, goodw1ll rand anger. Turnlng_to the analy51s of fu

) anger, the reader f1nds he 1s prov1ded w1th the resources to B

. thlnk about the relat1onsh1p of the three. It 1s thought

: aboutith;s tr1ad of anger, gbodw1ll and fr1endsh1p that



‘ . : . i . . l . . , N » ! AN '
provides the beginning of -an understanding of Aristotle's
' teaching in theXRhétoric. |

\
Vo
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. Notes

1- John H. Mackln, Classical Rhetor1c for Modern Dlscourse
(New York: -The Free Press, 1969), p. 16. .

2 1 owe my rudlmentary understandlng of thlS transformatlon

——which—seems—the-direct-result—of—themodern— phllosophlc-

.project, to the wrltlngs .of Leo Strauss. One might mention .
many of his works in this regard. In attempting to '
understand this change- I found his essay "An Epilogue" '
‘particularly helpful. See Leo Strauss, "An Epilogue," Essays:
on. the Scientific Study of Politics, ed. Herbert J. Storing
" TNew York: Holt, Rinehart, and Winston, Inc., 1962). I also
benefitted from the writinii of George Grant on modernity
and its consequences for p itics and education. See, .
espec1ally, his Technology and Efpire: Perspectives on North
~ America (Toronto: House of Anansi, 1969). Th1nk1ng about
rhetoric specifically, 1 wasvaided by the writings of

- Richard M. Weaver: he has thought very carefully about the -

demise of rhetorical education. See Language is Sermonic:

" Richard M. Weaver on the Nature of Rhetoric, eds. Richard L.
Johannsen, Rennard Strickland, and Ralph T. Eubanks (Baton '
Rouge. Lou151ana State Un1ver51ty Press, 1970) : _

'3 Weaver, Language is Sermon1c, pP. 201, The emphaSisjis‘
"Weaver's. ¥ s S : R Co

4 For a clear demonstratlon of the 1mportance ©of Lincoln's

' speeches 'see Harry V. Jaffa, Crlsls of the House Divided: An
Interpretation of the Issues In the-Lincoln-Douglas Debates ..
(Seattle: University of Washington Press, -1959; reprlnt ed.,
Chicago:. Unlverslty of Ch1cago Press,,1982) ' o s

5 Further testlmony of the power of Churchlll X speeches 1s
the adoption by English speakers of certain phrases.drawn
‘from them, e.g., "their finest hour, "blood sweat tears,"
or.- "the end of: the beglnnlng "o ’, oL oL

6 Con51der, for 1nstance, Illad 2. 284-332,~9.~225-306,’and
"The Life of Klng Henry the Flfth CIII, iii, 1-43; 1V, iii,* .
T8-57. ‘ o ST

7 It is. 1nterest1ng to note that in the twent1eth century )
- philosophy has become preoccupied with guestions: concern1ng
~language. But despite, or perhaps because of, this

- preoccupation the proponents of this sort of ph1losoph121ng
seem, for the most part, to ignore rhetorlc, although they
do not necessar1ly 1gnore polltlcs.-« S

8 Strauss,'"An Epllogue," p. 312r-compare Weaver,fLanguage
is Sermonlc, P.. 161 SRR T .




9 Werner J. Dannhauser, "On Teaching POllthS Today,
Commentary 59 (March 1975): 75, .

10 Carnes Lord -"The Intentlon of Aristotle's;ggetOric,"
‘Hermes (1981): 327..Two other commentators are in
substantial agreement with Lord about' the character of the
"Rhetoric. See Eugene F. Miller, "The Primary Questlons of

- . Political Inqu1ry," Rev1ew of Polltics 39 (1977): 298- 331" "
——————and—see—Larry

M—Reasonlng'—ﬂ
Commentary on the. "Rhetor1c (DeKalb Northern Illinois

'Univer51ty Press, . 1981) Arnhart makes many of the -important
points from his book in an art1cle entitled "The Ratlonal1ty

- of Political Speech: An: Interpretatlon ofrAristotle's . .
Rhetoric," Interpretation: A Journal of Political Philosophy

9 (September 1981): 141-154, These three commentators, to

" - whom I owe a debt, have written works that are wvallable aids

" for anyone- who w1shes to .make. a serlous study of the.v
Rhetorlc. Ll . _ .

-~

11 Consider Toplcs 157a10 11 Nlcomachean Ethlcs o
1139b14-1141a8, and Metaphy51cs 1025b1-1026a33. Nletzsche,

in. hlS lecture notes on rhetoric, declares that . the ‘Rhetoric .

is "purely philosophical and most 1nfluent1al for all later

. conceptual- determlnatlons of the concept [i.e., the. concept

of rhetoric], . . ." Carole Blalr, trans.,-"Niétzsche's

Lecture Notes on Rhetorlc. a Translatlon," Ph1losoph1 andh;'”

Rhetor1c’16 (1983) -100.

12 A brief summary of thlS SCholarly approach to the , o
‘Rhetoric is found in’ George Kennedy, The Art of Persua51on '
in Greece (Princeton: Princeton’ Unlver51ty Press, 1963)
82-87. A more detailed summary .as well as .an exten51ve
 ‘refutation-of the approach is that of William M. A.
Grimaldi, Studies’'in the’ Philosophy of .Aristotle's "
"Rhetorlc (Welsbaden°'F. Steiner, 1972) pp. 18-52.

I Martln He1degger regards Arlstotle s analyses of the
~-emotions as the practical and. theoretical core of the

Rhetorlc. In Belng and ‘Time,  he states the follow1ng.~ :

I "Aristotle Investigates the ‘pathe. (affects) in the -
'second book of his Rhetoric. Contrary to ‘the- Co

traditional. or1entat1on, accord1ng to:which, rhetor1c ’_“’

“is conceived as the kind of.thing we"- “learn in
. school”,. ‘this' work of Arlstotle .myst  be taken as the
. first, systematlc hermeneutic of the ezerydayness of:
. Being withone another. Publicness, as the kind of
"Be1ng which belongs to the- "they'. ‘.“, not, only .
. ~has in general its own way of hav1ng a mood - but
. “needs 'moods and 'makes' ‘them for ‘itself. It is into
) such’a mood and: out - of _such a- mood that the’ orator
speaks. He must understand the: p0551b111t1e of .
~mgods in order 'to rouse them and" ‘quide them. aright."
-[ eing and: Time, trans. John Macquargle and Edward
Rdblnson (New York Harper and Row, Publlshers,; e
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Inc.,.1962) 178;]“

14 Bracketed citations refer to the Stagdard pagination of
. Aristotle's Rhetoric. The quotations cited here are drawn.
from the Rhetoric, trans. John Henry Fréese (Cambridge:
_Harvard University Press, 1926). In certain 1nstaﬁces I have
" made chariges in ordeT .to provide a more literal or more
readable_translatlon_of Aristotle's text. In the bracketed

citations 'occasionally there will appear references to works
by. ‘other authors. In these cases, as well standard '
pag1nat10n is- employed ) .
15 For the purpose of thlS 1nqu1ry, wh1ch is to capture
Ar1stotle s teaching about persuasion ‘and make it accessible
to a contemporary reader, the best translation of the Greek
. wor d,pathos is the English word "emotion." If one. were to
-}_tracé the i1nfluence of Aristotle's analyses of the pathe -
through the ‘tradition of political philosophy it would
. perhaps be best to translate pathos as "pa551on.7 This, of =
.course, is the word employed by Hobbes in Leviathan when he
discusses human psychology. Consider Leviathafh, ed. C. B.
- Macpherson (Harmondsworth PengU1n Books, 1968), pp. .
118~ 130 " : ST _ S

16 Arthur B. Mlller and John D. Bee, in an’artacle devoted
".to the emotional dimension.of Aristotle's Rhetoric make some- -
noteworthy etymological speculat1on about. the word - :
"enthymeme." They observe that it con51sts of en and thymos.
‘That the root of the word is thymos, which, as “we shall see,
is often associated with emotion,. "reveals that enthymemes
inherently -involve an affective component- that operates from
a base of feelings and emotions.” Enthymematlc speech,
according to this etymologlcal exercise, "is, then, speech
‘directed at the emotions. See their "Enthymemes. Body" and

'3.;'Sou1 " Phllosophy and Rhetorlc 5 (1972) 202 Sl Lol

' central 1mportance.

17, It is worth not1ng that Arlstotle, in hlS enumeratlon of
. the means of persuasion, places the arousal of emotion in . -
the centre of three. In add1t1on, one should note that the
‘discussion of persuasion through emotion is centered-bgtween
the discussion of the mater1als for speeches and the .
"discussion of persua51on through character. Perhaps this 'is
‘a_ hint suggestlng that the analyses of the emot1ons are of

18 Arlstotle dlscusses three types of rhetorlc-' N
:zdellberatlve, epideictic, and forensic. Their: respectlve

. concerns are the expedlent and the harmful, the .noble and
',the dlsgraceful and the just and unjust (1358b20 29)



_I1. ANGER, GOODWILL, AND. FRIENDSHIP

Anger as a D1sp051t10n (1378a30 1379329)

Arlstotle states in the preface to the analyses of .the"

‘ emotrpns that each analy51s has three parts"a dlscuss1on of ”;

the emotlon as a psych1c d1spos1t1on,‘a d1scu551on of the af%fiéﬁ

' :objects of the emotlon, and a dlscu551on of the occa51ons onﬁ

which the emotlon arises. (1378a18-19) ' In‘the case of anger‘
Ar1stotle treats the f1rSt two. exp11c1tly, the last _e'p

.h treats 1mp11c1tly throughout the analy51s.c -

~To begln hlS con51derat1on of anger as a: dlsp051tlonb

Lh Arlstotle deflnes'anger.gl' f:_t;yh?;r“in‘hif"y fi; y:;_'

Let anger be a long1ng accompanled by pain for .
‘an apparent . revenge (t1mor1as phainomenes) . on' o o
account of ‘an apparent slight (phainomenen - o “tﬂﬂi.

~ .oligorian).to a man himself .or one of his. own when
Athe slight 1s not f1tt1ng.,. ' S R

¢

It was noted in the 1ntroduct10n to thlS commentary that
'-ArlstotleJ in laylng out hlS rhetorlcal taxonomy of human T
‘~behav1our, places anger, or. sp1r1t and de51re in the~
’ category of longlngs. Here, more . 1s Sald Pa1n accompanles
hfanger, and the cause of that pa1n 15 an: apparent sl1ght.. -
-ThlS deflnltlon also polnts to: the fact that the pa1n of
:.anger is not only felt when a sllght 1s d1rected at oneself
but’ also when 1t 1s dlrected at those to whom .one’ 1s yjf- g?f
-emotlonally connected--one s own, the best example belng
a'one s famely. But perhaps the most 1mportant element of the:
'def1n1tlon 1s ‘the qua11f1catlon of the words revenge and

_-". .1_\,

sllght"-by the word apparent.“ For a man to be roused to

.27
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.anger‘it‘must-appear to him'that'he has been'slighted. This
quallflcat1on means; s1mply, that a man must have a reason

'h;to be angry—~a reason that he may supply h1mse1f (he senses

that he has. been sllghted) or that may - be supplled by

someone else (he. is shown by a another that he haS'been'x
.sllghted) 3 That anger has thlS ratlonal component is well
tlllustrated by a phrase from everyday speech Men say that
“they have good reason" to be angry} ThlS sort of "loglc
>also applles to revenge. A man must have reason to belleve-hh
1that adequate revenge has been exacted before he 1s | |

"~3f~?’

ﬂsatlsfled
Arlstotle deflnes anger substantlvely and then deduces L

icertaln 1mp11catlons from hlS deflnltlon.-He states that g

-anger 1s necessarlly d1rected at a certaln 1nd1y1dual -such

h_as w1th Cleon,»but not w1th man 1n general " ThlS 1nd1v1dual

-elther does somethlng or is’ about to do someth1ng t0‘ a manl o

e

:or ‘one of hlS own.f‘ Thus, he 1mp11es that a man has anothep
: ] ; . . - .

l1n m1nd when he 1s angry, and that even’ an 1ntentlonftoﬁgfﬁ¥f5

!h~sllght 1s suff1c1ent to rouse anger. Next Arlstotle glves

' ?examples that show anger to be accompanled by pleasure, as

ﬂiwell as pain. Anger, he cla1ms,kls pleasurable because of

-the hope of exactlng revenge. He states that "1t is pleasant ;““
'to be11éve one w1ll obta1n what one a1ms at.f To thlS o
'_stat“ment Arlstotle adds a prov150°i"no one a1ms at. what
r_appears 1mp0551ble- the angry man a1ms at what 1s possxble.“m
As an example of th1s pleasure Arzstotle c1tes a speech from

}hHomer s Illad by Ach111es--a man who hopes to exact revenge



and'surelyubelleveS"hlmSelf.capableyof~doihg gd;tiﬁ‘his“”
= Speech Achllles says thls of anger- "far Sweeter than honey

h'ufthat drlps / it flourlshes in ‘the. hearts of men :r.f;“5' ‘

b T‘: ot thls P01nt 1t is approprlate to: note that AChllleS

‘ vplays a- prom1nent role 1n the Rhetorlc. Arlstotle, through

"ff.the use of Achllles name in- the text calls attentlon to ;.

fthls hero,.and Ieads hlS reader to thlnk about“Ach1lles and_"p"

'jjpersua51on, and most def1n1tely about Achllles-and anger._

His 1mportance to a’ fuller understandlng of anger w1ll be

<

hiyaddressed 1n a speclal dlgre551on later 1n thlS commentary
"qiefArlstotle dlstlngu1shes another that 1s related to thebA‘.
:flrst Men der1ve pleasure from the hope of eventually
i’,7fexact1ng revenge, but also from the hope found 1n 1mag1n1ng?lﬁ
?_the exactlng of revenge. He states that men dwell on the
lff;thought of revenge, and the v151on (Qhanta51a) that arlses ?:f:f
lat :hat\moment produces pleasure llke that from the th1ngs_”:f:ﬁ
-h’rpseen 1n sleep " In words that preserve an 1llum1nat1ng s
f}etymologlcal connectlon, men derlve pleasure from the1r
'bfanta51es about revenge. They f1nd a dreamy sort of pleasurell.

in 1magln1ng-—or fanta51z1ng about——an act of revenge. A mang-

-fwrji*power of" 1mag1natlon both 1n rous1ng and 1n gu1d1ng anger,_;'

Hav1ng 1nd1cated one way 1n wh1ch anger 1s pleasurable'.f“

iwho w1shes to move men to act through speech must tap th1s j!;ﬂ]

"f1 e., to prompt hlS hearers to 1mag1ne in thelr m1nd 'S eye a i

sl1ght that w1ll rouse anger and s well 1mag1ne 1n the

future the p0551b111ty_of exact1ng some revenge.‘Men w1ll f'7

lend the%r support to an act of revenge 1f they feel 1t 1s *jg



tljust1f1ed and can 1mag1ne what effect 1t Wlll have.

300

Whlle the experlénce of anger is common to all men,ffewhﬁi;f

bf””would be able to descrlbe 1t much less begln to. analyze 1tf

| :fwlth but ~a few sentences Arlstotle captures 1ts essent1al

afeature5° the pa1n, the pleasure, the hope of revenge. He

".draws hlS reader 1nto a cons1derat10n of the emotlon w1th

5 14

"thls descrlptlon and then moves to a deeper level of .

“ e~

. 'f.analys1s.'He enlarges hlS def1n1t10n of anger by def1n1ng

'sllght——that whlch provokes ‘or causes anger. Sllght he-?'

RN 'says' “»v.:.'.,.‘-" C

.A'AIS an actuallzatlon of oplnlon regardlng somethlng
- which appears. worthleSS° for good things: and bad"
things we believe. to”“be .worthy of con51deratlon-‘ ‘
’those whlch are of no. 1mportance or, small we 1gnore._r-

cnT hlS sentence 1s somewhat obscure. Its meanlng, along w1th a

.fvclearer plcture of sllght 'comes from the subsequent

7;lenumerat1on and d1scu551on of what Arlstotle regards as the -

‘three forms of sllght-‘contempt (kataphrone51s) sprteaﬁgz

.

'3(epereasmos) and 1nsult (h y rls)

Arlstotle treats contempt and sp1te togethervln a
.‘hfsurprlslngly br1ef fashlon.]"One who contemns, sllghts," helhjﬂ
3tisays,;"51nce men contemn those thlngs they belleve to be N
fifworthless."'Contempt 1nvolves a dlsregard for what men take:

fﬁito be worthwhlle. Contempt would seem, then,_somewhat A

_1nnocuous, and judg1ng by the amount of text Arlstotle

'fodevotes to 1t, to be of m1n1mal 1mportance- 1t has, ho}ever, S

o

f'glmportant rhetorlcal ram1f1cat10ns well beyond what th1s onef”hb

”cfsentence mlght be thought to 1nd1cate.7 Thlnklng of men s

’foplnlons about what 1s worthwhlle, there lS a tendency to
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'_th1nk 51mply of dlsagreements about tastes and preferences.
-‘These dlsagreements might lead to anger but they would
'-hardly seem to be of pollggcal 1mport If a man. morg\or less
openly contemns what many men thlnk 1mportant then 1t is a-

far more serlous»matter. To contemn what the members of a

1p011t1cal communlty, or for that matter any group, think
\worthy of serxousness,‘ls to 1nv1te anger. I1f a man show%,
contempt for another s rellglous bellefs 1t can be a rather

"51gn;f1cant anger provok1ng matter. And 1f a man, in a

R ; - S
”{democracyyﬂwere,‘say, to show hlS contempt for democratlc

'freedom or for egal1tar1anlsm, he would llkely meet with
“anger. @ne may thlnk of those men in today s democrac1es who“~
pare perce1ved to harbour author1tar1an" or ! elltlst"

' rsentlments. Here,'one sees how a speaker mlght reason w1th

‘”~an audlence s capac1ty for anger. A speaker could show that o

"‘Lthey have reason to be angry ﬁ1th someone because of hls»

p»contempt for what they hold dear._:
| | There 1s an aspect of the dlscu551on of contempt
»ﬁhowever, that is somewhat less stra1ghtforward Arlstotle‘
.°tﬁw111 later‘state that 1rony 1s‘a form of contempt ' "
i(1379b30 31) ThlS would be nothlng remarkable except for -
'1the fact that Arlstotle 1s the th1rd generatlon of a.v
phllosophlc tradltlon that bEQIHS W1th his teacher -3
'teacher, Socrates,,whose habltual mode of:speech was 1rony.
JaSocrates, llke Ach1l&es, 1s a promlnent flgure 1n the ,"
Z;dRhetorlc;}LArlstotle s attentlon to Achllles gu1des hls‘%..
'freader to the Illad wﬁlle hls attentlon to Socrétes gu1des

e

J P

\\ L
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'hls reader to the d1alogues of Plato, and one d1alogue in

P =

, partlcular: the:Apology of Socrates.’ It 1s 1n that

dialogue,hcastvin the form of a'"defence" speech by Socrates -

t )

’ proves to assist one’ 1n understandlng Arlstotle s analy51s

' commentary

K plac1ng obstacles in the way of another s w1shes, . } B

at his famous}trial, that'one'gets a taste, as the jurors

did, of Socrates" irony'and.contempt--and other.formS'of

. slight as well, As atténtion to Achillesfand the Iliad

o

of anger, SO does attentlon to Socrates and the pology. A

dlgre551on on Socrates 1s also made later in thlS

Y

Sp1te, accordlng to Arlstotle, is a form of sllght

"

because it 1s contempt..It is a contempt that 1nvolves

n

~‘not for any advantage for the one who sp1tes but to prevent?”

some advantage coming. to the. one -at whom the splte 1s'

"dlrected Arlstotle adds that the man ‘who spltes another

R

oes not act outd%f self 1nterest If he were afra1d of

‘another man he would not sp1te h1m and 1f he saw the other

' as useful "he would take care to be a frlend (EhllOS)

L..Z.u .o
Splte 1s contempt and sllght because i_qobstructlng

~someone s w1shes a man 1nd1cates that what'the other wlshes
1s~not worth con51deratron; Thus, 1t is contempt sprlnglng

’fyém the act1ve opp051t10n of another s W1shes, and not for

the sake of any advantage. It is 51mp1y gratu1tous

\

pleasure taklng Men have certaln w1shes. When they are.

opposed attalnlng those w1shes, they are roused They '

..grow angry and are moved ‘to.. attempt to remove or to punlsh
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whoever obstructs them Even when they are not be1ng opposed

for the. sake of pleasure men w1ll often think themselves

&

v1ct1ms of spite and grow angry as a result Men 1mpute

' motlves to others w1th a certa1n hast1ness--and thlS haste
, ‘ L S
is surely an essentlal character1st1c of anger. ! They, to -
c1te a common example, grow angry at those who w1ll not ,
’ acqu1ese to the1r requests, and often w1ll cla1m ‘that . they
‘are v1ct1ms of sp1te because those who oppose them are. ”
r51mply taklng pleasure in the exerc1se of power. Be that as ‘
it. may, Arlstotle, once more, prov1des grounds for a speaker'
. to reason w1th men s anger. ‘A speaker could concelvably,
'rGUSe the anger of an- audlence by showlng that someone has
'behaved 1n a manner that 1nd1cates splte.r
Insult 1s the th1rd form of 'slight and that whlch

'Arlstotle treats at the greatest length Ad“in, ‘he deflnes.,

Insult con51sts in harmlng or pa1n1ng by means of -
- which there is :shame for the sufferer, not so that .

anyth1ng comes to the one that .insults, but.so that
. the -one who insults derives. pleasure,_for those who

retaliate do not ‘insult but take’ revenge. The "cause

of the pleasure for' those who insult .is .that they

believe -by d01ng ill they are.-more fully showing

their superlorlty. Wherefore, the young and the

,wealthy are insulters, for as. they 1nsult they

-belleve ‘they: -are superlor..

”'One who 1nsults does not catse. pa1n through dlsregard or

'“obstructlon, as 1s the. case w1th contempt or splte, but :__ el

~through an: act1ve attempt to cause shame 1ﬁ a man, thus .
. (4 ’ : ' /{ ,
"prov1d1ng the 1nsulter w1th pleasure. Arlstotle K-} def1n1t1on

: ontalns an 1mportant caveat that dlscloses how one\mlght f:_:

PR

'reason w1th people s anger in order to persuade them.;Th1s- Wiﬁ.T'

caveatels ‘a dlstlnctlon between two actlons that cause pa1n.
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Paining another merely for the'sake\pf'pleasure is"fnsUlt"

whereas pa1n1ng another for pleasure because one has already

j been palned is revenge The former strlkes men as d15gust1ng~ -

by;and as unjust and the lat\er as wholesome and Just So,
'f1nsult ’wh1ch m1ght be mlstaken for revenge, 15 |

'.4d1st1ngu1shed llke sp1te, by untoward unjust

'pleasure taklng ThlS pleasure is caused by a- sense of"

1'super10r1ty that comes. from ill- treat1ng others. Men)attemptj

- to- elevate themselves by shamlng others,_1 e., by lowerlng
others. Arlstotle S examples polnt to' the human str1v1ng forp

“superlorlty and the all too human attempt to compel

‘“recognltlon of superlorlty The young and the wealthy have;5'”

-

"3honly tenuous cla1ms~to:super10r1ty .for example, the young
,h.may mlstake their youthful 1deallsm for noblllty,-the
- ; wealthy see the1r wealth as ev1dence of thelr ablllty to IR
a 1-'frule 41389a28 35 1391a12 13) Agaln Arlstotle glves groundsjh]';ka
‘fi_t*fd;ja_speaker to rouse anger._ 1-”.'* : '; Jf”lb‘ .y g 7;)/%fhif
(R Arlstotle speaks about these exemplary 1nsulters and S
:‘;lthen moves to a dlscu551on of dlshonor, wh1ch is the essence
“:.of 1nsult. "One who dlshonors, sllghts," he - contends,_"for hjhl
lthat Wthh 1s worthless has no honor,ielther as good orv
:.17ev11 " For examples, Arlstotle looks agaln to the liiég and
;gc1tes speeches by Achllles. 1n the first c1tat1on drawn '
<’from the beg1nn1ng of the I11ad Achalles exclalms""he has
dlshonored mg for by taklng he, hlmself has my prlze M, InL

the second Achllles says he has been treated "llke some

: drshonored.vagrant.jjf Tﬁen,yA;1sgotle moves to.clarlfy thet



nature of dlshonor. He states that

- men believe that 1t is. f1tt1ng they be esteemed by
. those inferior in birth, ab111ty,_v1rtue, and-

n_generally in whatever respect a:man is superior. to

.another: such as, the rich man by the poor with

respect to: money, icia y the man who 1§”

not powerful'in: speaklng with: respect to . speech; the _
‘ruler by.the ruled; and the man who believes himself.

.worthy of rullng by those worthy. of be1ng ruled 15

'-Men belleve the1r superlorlty should be recognlzed and take

-themselves to be d1shonored when 1t goes unrecognlzed TO‘

‘-;dlshonor someone—-whlch 1s a: sllght--ls to call 1nto .

}questlon the1r superlorlty by 1mply1ng they are

- 1ndlst1ngu1shable from thelr 1nferlors and not worthy of

~esteem. B A ,.,.L B ;Q_w T ' x

\'A

Arlstotle s dlscu551on of dlshonor w1th 1ts examples» ‘

j?espeaks a Shlft of empha51s. The d1scu551on of contempt and

i}sp1te prompts Arlstotle s reader to think of: a speaker

rou51ng the anger of an’, audlence. hlS dlscu551on of

;'dlshonor concentrates on.the anger of 1nd1v1duals-—talented

1nd1v1duals,.or at least men who thlnk themselves worthy of

a'honor.,The empha51s of thls passage serves to remlnd us that

ibpol1t1c1ans may be anlmated by a concern for honor, and that

1nuwhen the de51re for honor 1s left unsatlsfled they grow

'*'angr S Anger, one suspects, can lead to polltlcal dlsarray. o
Y .

'[Agaln,,Ar1stotle quotes from the Illad thls t1me focu51ng
J-on Agamemnon s klngshlp. In the flrst quotatlon Odysseus

g_warns the Acha1ans not to heed Agamemnon s proposal that

']they depart the 51ege of Troy, saylng "[g]reat 1s the sp1r1t

'”:of k1ngs nourlshed by Zeus,:{'};.'_ In the second Kalchas,

.v-

a seer, worrles about Agamemnon s resentment. Hls worry 1s
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lthat ".f.';’, even afteryards he holds~a grudge, ...

wio
.
4

‘The varlous men Arlstotle enumerates "feel irritation'on

A

1 .
account of their superlorlty " Prev1ously, ‘one may have .

's1mply~thought~of—gu1d1ng—the—angerwofmc1t1zens——Here7—one———{-f¥
‘is forced to think of atspeaker guiding active political —
'leaders.,'w R | B ’ ) -
Flnally, Arlstotle notes that men feel an 1rr1tat10n if
; they are not "treated well" by those from whom they belleve
1t "to be proper;" The grounds for thls feellng are that _one
'should ‘be well treated 1f one has done or is d01ng somethlng
'for another, or 1f one w1shes or has wlshed to. do somethlng
for another. A sort of paln accrUes to ‘one who treats others
vwell and gets nothlng 1n return.,Such a. man thlnks he has :-u
i been 111 used Arlstotle remlnds hlS reader of the potent1a1
.vfor anger to f1a1r up 1n polltlcai llfe, as. 1t so often B ;_
”»1nvolves, .or. seems for some to 1nvolve, treatlng others well
uw1th no return.;-;';Vdf' -{i,~v ‘f. f_.v“' ’ -?"
ffm Arlstotle then beglns to summarlze anger‘as aﬁi_ | .
dlsp051tlon. Thls summary is rather pecullar, however: as 1t
u_1ntroduces another psychologlcal not to ment1on a\v
) phy51ologlcal dlmen51on that was not present 1n the
:-dlscu551on 1tself Arlstotle beglns th1s summary w1th the-"“
Afollow1ng words..‘. | ‘p 7T: -~ - N | |
Men are angry - when they are pained,. for’the'manﬂﬁhova
"QIS pained aims. at’ somethlng 1f, then, ‘anyone
*”dlrectly opposes a man in anythlng, as, for
“instance, prevents him drinking. when thirsty, or 1f
not, appears to do the same thing. And if ever '
‘someone. opposes him, or does not assist him, or o

“troubles him in any other way when he is in th;s
frame of mind, he is angry with all Such persons..:

.
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yIt“isfpossible to SeeAhow'anger' givjh what'has been Said;

- -

~ beforw, may be descrlbed as a pa1n that is. the result of

: hav1ng one s aims thwarted Men would llke others to share»

thelr bel&efs—about—what—as~most—amportant~—When others do—
?not they feel sllghted Men move to fulflll certaln w1shes.

vwhen others oppose ‘them, and hey cannot, they feel sllghted

A
;jMen want to be honored by others. When they are- not they’

“‘feel sllghted All in a se%se, are a1ms,.and one-can"see
"'how, when those a1ms are thwa&ted pa1n and anger are the

Nconsequence. .

Arlstotle draws a conclu51on from hlS 1n1t1a1 summary
wh1ch however, suggests somethlng more.

Wherefore, the sick, the poor, those at war, lovers
. {erontes), the: thlrsty, and.generally, those who.
- desire Zep1thymountes) ‘and are unsuccessful are
* prone to .anger and are easy td:urge.on, .especially
" with respect to those who slight their present
condition: 'such as the sick man with respect to
351ckness, the poor man with respect to matters
concerning his powerty, the:.man at war with respect:
. .to war, the lover with respect to. love, and - .
— s1m1larly with respect to ‘other .things. For each. -
~ . -man's anger, the way is prepared with respect to " -
.j_ each matter by the ex1st1ng emotlon (Eathos) A

In thlS passage there are . only mere echos of the dlscu551on
of ‘the three types of sl1ght Here, a. certaln concentrat1on.
on. the. body 1s ev1dent. Arlstotle speaks of thlrst,-f :——ff'

sxckness, erot1c love',all are . condltlons that somehow

v .-

”pertaln to the body._He speaks of poverty a 51tuat10n where ;..

one has d1ff1culty "keeplng body and soul together." And he
fspeaks of war: a pollt1ca1 act 1n wh1ch one rlskS'One s body
to help preserve a polltlcal commun1ty--wh1ch 1s a

,collectlon of 1nd1v1dual bodles. One is 1nc11ned to ask

W
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questions.‘bf,what significance is the body for
@.Understanding‘anger? Of what significance is the body for .
'rhetorlc?

Wlth th1s mentlon of the body Arlstotle takes hls

5

‘reader to a deeper apprec1at10n of anger. The body and 1ts
desires are. ment1oned 1n the text (1383a3 8 1385a21 28
:13868759, J389a3—1l, 13Q0a11715; cf. 1355a36f1355b2); Men,
lTor'at‘leaSt most men, one ls.remindedd arefvery concerneddﬁ
about the satlsfactlon of bod11y—des1re and do grow angry,
~as the two previous passages show, when they are obstructed
Th1s partlcular manlfestatlon of anger, w1th 1ts . |
'phy51ologlcal empha51s, would seem somewhat out of place 1n

the Rhetorlc. Nonetheless, 1t 1s of.some 1mportance for

'understandlng pOllthS and anger. 3'_'“'"”9-' 'p ~f"-_

.38

-)“

When men go unsatlsfled anger is the result and that =

'anger may well be d1re¢ted at pollt1ca1 leaders. For g
'1nstance, when there are economlc problems 1n a communlty

'pol1t1c1ans are blamed and become the objects of people s
\‘\..

Vanger..Men are often preoccupled w1th the1r own

o

'fysatlsfact1on- but at the same t1me, men look to the1r

' pol1t1cal commun1ty to help them satlsfy the1r desrres. ]
'”Real1z1ng thls one 1s, thus, forced to look upon one of the
?perenn1al problems of polltlcal llfe. A pollt1c1an must _{
T‘harness men together for the sake of concerted actlon.‘He
lmust _1t seems, overcome menrs concern for themselves and
for the1r own--a concern betrayed by thelr anger--and

persuade them to act for a larger common good vreallzlng
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.that he’ hlmself may have to bear people s anger (cf.

A

1378a31 ‘1371b18 25)

* . . . . —

s

Arlstotle completes hls summary of anger as a

' L

d1sp051t1on w1th some 11nes that support thlS

hd B « .M
o

1nterpretat10n. . T

"‘Agaln, men are . angry when the event is. contrary to
their expectation,. for the more unexpected a .thing
~is, the'more it pains; just as they are- overjoyed
Jif, contrary to expectat1on, what they w1sh comes to
pass.. : :

~e

ThlS passage makes one th1nk of the gr1m reallty of -

L8

pOllthS, w1th 1ts unexpected changes of fortune. Men w1sh

-

’,and hope, looklng 1nto the future. They lend thelr support

to p011t1c1ans and‘pol1c1es, from econom@c programs through.
to war, and have, as a result certaln expectatlons. lfﬂ,
fortune does not sm1le, there is pa1n and there.. 1s anger atA
those who lead-—for they seem and may actually Sg‘

respon51ble. Th1s passage evokes w1th a certa1n flnallty the

‘ predlcament polltlcal_leaders face when‘they attempt_toylea&,

other men. R

4

Arlstotle concludes h1s dlscuss1on of anger as a

pSYCth d15p051tlon wlth th1s brlef statement. He states —

that from what has gone before"”"' e *
1t is obv1ous what are the seasons, tlmes, S
dlsp051t1ons “Und. times of life. whlch are ea51ly .
moved to anger; and . what are. the various t1mes, '
places, and reasons, which make us more prone to

- anger’ in proport1on as. we are: subject to thelr '

’ 1nfluence. - "

T
Y

thus, leaves the reader w1th the suggestlon that h1s
dlscu551on w111 bear greater scrutlny and w1ll prov1de '

4n51ght 1nto human character.y_yf .j“ 'ng"f_i‘,‘ ’ .
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"The ObJects of Anger (1379&30 1380a5)

Aristotle's dlSCUSSIOD of the objects of anger, those:'

with whom men grow angry, derlves in large measure from the

"dlscu551on of anger as-a dlsp051tlon. Though 1t is

:‘1::‘;'1:/ L

14

L A

derivatlve, it adds much to the reader s . understandlng of Co

anger and persuas1on. As was noted prev1ously, when

Arlstotle cla1ms that goodw1ll may be understood through the"‘

study of the emotlons he makes a curious addltlon. He states;

that’ goodwlll and frrendshlp, are to be understood through

that study;jlt was assumed,fthen, that fr1endsh1p-—one of

" the emotions'he analyzesr—would play some role in discerning -

what Arlstotle means when he speaks of goodwlll In’the j

-analy51s, thus far, we have seen only one mentlon of

‘frlendshlp A concern for fr1endsh1p, however, permeates the

7’

"_dlscuss1on of the objects of anger. ! From that dlscu551on

|

" one’ beglns to comprehend the relat1on of anger to frlendshlp.

"and to acqulre some 1nk11ng of what goodwlll mlght be.

Arlstotle § dlscu551on of tha:obaects of anger 1s,

' essentlally, a llst—-a llst of those w1th whom men grow 54 >u

'"angry. Arlstotle beglns wrth these objects.d

. » / ’ '
_»Men are angry with those who r1d1cule, mock and
joke, for this is insult. And with those who injure
“them in ways ‘that are-indications of "insult.. ‘But
these acts must be of such:a kind that they are
. neither retallatory nor advantageous to those who

11~'»comm1t them, . for when they are not they appear to be -

J

‘on account of 1n9u1t S 7 e
Anyone 51ft1ng through h1s personal exper1ence real1zes that
th1s 1s not always the case..Men do not always grow angry

w1th those who do such th1ngs. Arlstotle conflrms ‘this 1n’f'
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<O

hlS analy51s of frlendshlp.oThere, he clalms that a fr1end
‘is. one who can both make and take a joke (1381a32- 35) " on
the other hang, anyone, after some reflectlon about '

hlfr1endsh1p, would likely say that there are 1nstances when a

fr1end w1ll go too far ip. his Joklng and. th1s w1ll result in
- the anger ‘of the one who bears the brunt of the joke.AIt is

p0551ble to state the matter in a formula- men who are

‘ 1fr1ends have expectatlons about what 1s rlght or proper.V.

:When those expectatlons are not met anger is. the result.-
‘This l1nk between anger and fr1endsh1p 1s stressed .
ythroughout thevdrscu551on_of»the obJects_of anger;

o .hriStotle.then'tUrns~to»anotherfobjectlofjanger,
:dellneat1ng 1t in a few sentences. These sentences mlght

seem somewhat odd to a casual reader, but to a reader whovisdw»
' acqualntanced w1th i€c1ent polltlcal phllosophy they must beyi'

'regarded as somewhat strange.’ They culmlnate 1n a pun that

<:\some 1nterpret as an attack on Arlstotle ‘S teacher, Plato.

~ Men are angry with those who speak 111 and. contemn _
" those things about which men are especially serious: . . o
“such as those ‘contend-.(philotimoumenoi) with regard - = '
to philosophy. (philosophia) i1f ever someone does
. this with respect to philosophy, or such as those
- who contend with regard to form (idea) if ever . .
- someone does this with respect to form, and in other
-cases. of the same sort.'»“ : .

_-Arlstotle states,_then, that one mlght grow angry w1th
1someone who contemns phllosophy or form. The Greek word for
‘;form 1s 1dea, 1nd1cat1ng a person S 1ooks or appearance, but

"also 1nd1cat1ng the ep1stemologlcal doctrlne found 1n the

. Platonlc d1alogues. ? Those who 1nterpret thlS sxmply as an-

h;attack on Plato seem to overlook a more 1mportant feature of

. :
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the passage Men are objects of anger in these cases becaUse
e r :

they contemn those thlngs that another deems to be

\1mportant Those ‘who are serlous about ph1losophyw i. e.,

those. who love w1sdom have the same love,jas Plato and

'ﬁAr1stotle d1d They expect other men to love what they do,
and grow angry when someéne contemns what they happen to-
love. To have the same love may lead as the passage '
1ndIcates, to a certaln contentlousness amongst fellow
;;1overs. A phllosopher mawa1sh that he and hls doctr1nes aren=r
'accorded the h1ghest honor.vThls passage remlnds the reader |
A'of a 51mple truth about human nature- men love certaln.w V
'thlngs and look w1th favor upon those who love as they do
and wlth dlsfavor upon those who do not »l‘

Here, however, reader wduld lose 51ght of the generalh’
theme of the Rhetorlc if- he dleNOt recognlze the fr1endly,vf'
h lov1ng character of polltlcal communltles.,Arlstotle, 1n the"
E.Rhetorlc and other works, sees the polltlcal communlty as a o
spec1es of fr1endsh1p (1362b29 1363a1 1363a33 34) ‘

'

‘fPOlltlcal communltles are anlmated by some notlon of good

ey

_and bad--a love of a sort The members of a polltlcal

;u-commundty look upon those out51de the1r communlty——those who'

-do not share that not10n——w1th a certaln susp1c1on, 1f not-'

actual hatred For 1nstance, in democrac1e§‘men could be L

‘..rsa1d to love freedom.‘They would look vith susp1c1on on a ff S

”fpol1t1c1an who d1d not seem to share that love, conversely,~
Tthey would . probably ‘be" more 1nc11ned to trust a p011t1c1an

who d1d and, lndeed would be more 1nc11ned to be persuaded



by him, ThlS notion of. fr1endsh1p glves one an’ 1n51ght 1nto S
goodw1ll G1ven what has been said about anger and . A
’ frlendshlp, goodw1ll may be characterlzed as demonstratlng

ffthat one loves the ‘same thlngs and grows angry over the same

'sllghts.. |
| f From th1s pecullarllntroductlon to fr;endshlp Arlstotle y
moves to a. comment on - those thlngs that men do take : R
oserlously ’

‘4‘These matters are much greater if” theyﬁguspect that
- they do not possess these things, either not at all,
" _or not to any .great extent, or they do mot seem to

. .possess. them. For when they believe' strongly that -

- .they do possess these things which are the- subject
- of-joking they pay no heed. And. they are. more angry
with those who are friends (ph1lo ) than with those

who are not, for men think it more, flttlng to. be '
:WEll treated by them than’ not.

nyen,'then are more llkely to be roused to anger 1f they are t;ﬁ’

.-idoubtful about what they possess when someone mocks them.

:eajMen s sel§ esteem more often than not sprlngs from the1r B
elatlons w1th others and espec1ally from the;r relatlons
;w1th frlends. Men who are t1ed together 1n a relatlon of

'frlendshlp expect a certaln ,glve and take 1n these

‘7'.matters. A ‘man_ who treats another well and makes a hab1t of

it, 1. e.,-one who behaves as a fr1end expects, as a matter.uf

of justlce, 51m11ar treatment 1n return Thus, 1n the case' .

of frlends, men are more angry because they expect frlendly‘th.‘

vbehav1or. As Arzstotle states in hlS analy51s of frlendshlp,u”'
frlends overlook, faults (1381a28 32, 1381b2 9).
‘5 Arlstotle contlnues 1n a 51m11ar ve1n, empha5121ng

’5man S concern for rec1proc1ty and recognltlon of relat1ve
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superlorlty and 1nfer10r1ty

S Men are angry w1th those who have been in the hab1t

".. ‘of honoring them or paying them heed, if they no’

.- "longer behave so towards them, for they believe they
. are be1ng contemned . by them and believe that they -
,“should do the same, as before. And with those who do

not ‘return.in goodly-fashion nor reqguite them

. ." equally. And:with those who oppose them,. if-they, are
-“inferiors, for all such -men .appear to contemn, the
“'latter as if they regarded them as 1nfer10rs, the
jgiformer as ‘if they had received kindness from =
inferiors. Men are more angry with those who are of.

- no account, if they slight, for as: a rule, anger at

. .a slight was assumed to be felt w1th respect to-
_those for whom slighting is not f1tt1ng——as 1t is
43f1tt1ng that 1nferlors do not' sl1ght 2E

*The relatlon of men to others 1nvolves expectat1ons.-1§?a; .
-‘man has been honored by another he expects 51m11ar

"ftreatment Men who do good deeds for others,_as is the case b»f

',wlth frlends, expect those favors be\returned If the favors

"fljare not returned then a man feels h1mself treated as an

1nfer10r..Because frlendshlp 1nvolves a certaln rec1proc1ty, B

“'not to return a- favor 1nd1cates that a man 1s not worth

' N:treatlng in a rec1procal way (cf. 1380b36 1381a3

7f1381a11—13) Men who fee1 themselves to be above others

:}suffer anger when they are . opposed by men they con51der to

Rl

‘7ﬂﬂbe thelr 1nfer10rs._An 1nfer10r has no place opp051ng one*'*'”"'

”\Q:who is superlor.‘-~f

The objects Arlstotle next enumerates empha51ze the'

4'dbsympathy that 1s expeoted in a frlendly relatlonshlp Asy

'7lv‘Arlstotle 1mp11es, frlends share pleasures and palns.

.

_}short they sympathlze (1381a3 7) _.:qu

““VMen are angry w:th frlends (ph1lo ) if they nelther
. speak well or-treat. them well, and even more. if everr'“
they do the opposite. And if’ they fail to .perceive’
' those in need as Antlphon s Plexlppus w1th regard

A Caa
. Y
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to Meleager, for not to percelve is a 51gn of

'Sllght -for those to whom we pay- heed do not. escape |

. notice. And with those who rejoice with respect to ;
dur misfortunes and with those who are generally-

' cheerful with respect to dur misfortunes, for this-

- is a sign of enmity or slight. And with those who-do |

. " not pay heed, if ever they give pain. Wherefore, men

‘are .angry w1th those.who announce bad news. And with

those who either- Irsten“concernlng—therr—affairs or——
observe their faults, for they resemble those who. i
slight or are enemies: friends (philoi) share in -

suffering--and all men are dlstressed in observ1ng '

t/thelr own. faults. , _.,nt o | o
thriendship involves a'shared life ThUS,,lf a man

",accompllshes somethlng, hla fr1ends share in hlS joy, if'he

k*@s thwarted they share his sorrOw (1381a2 5) 27 To be a 1

~»fr1end to another, then, 1s to be llnked to hlm, sharlng His.
. : ~

Upaln and h1s pleasure. When someone whom a man takes to bg
l

'i'hls frlend does not sympathfze w1th him. when he experlences'

‘.”mlsfortune or consc1ously calls attentlon to hlS faults then

k'%flexper1ences to the one who has broken the bond of

’Tﬁthelr frlendshlp IS stra1ned Its shared aspect breaks doﬁn,,a

o

land the man feels an 1njust1ce has been done. He feels

sllghted de51res revenge, and w1shes to pass the pa1n her ’

i
R J . !’J o R
,ffr1endsh1p. g )

oy

Aga1n, the reader is prOV1ded w1th an 1n51ght 1nto

7:goodw1ll -'We have seen that Arlstotle con51ders polltlcal",

R o ..‘\

'ﬂ,ycommunltles as a. spec1es of frlendshlp C1tIzens in '}

i polltlcal commun1t1es have certaln expectatlons about how,

-I

VQfellow c1tlzens should behave, Men expect fellow c1t12ens to'
e r
Ashow a sort of commlseratlon 1n tlmes of trlbulatlon. To;

. ":

take an extreme example, men flnd those who are not pa1ned

‘;by the sacr1f1ces of fellow c1t1zens in tlmes of war

v
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dlsgustlng One may surmlse that to demonstrate hls goodw1ll

«

a speaker must show a certaln sympathy 1n gr1m times. A.Z;

36
BT

'subsequent port1on of ‘the passage conflrms this L g'
. ) -)

L"
IR S

1nterpretatlon Arlstotle s example of men s anger at those
who brlng bad news must remind the . reader of the predlcament"

‘of the p011t1c1an. He often bears bad news, and as a

¢}

’ result he may be a target for anger because he seems to bey

‘unaffected by the palns that trouble ord1nary c1tlzens.LA

| pollt1c1an establlshes hlmself to be of goodw1ll by show1ng
a certaln fr1endly sympathy to hlS fellow c1tlzens. ThlS

. _
must surely e11c1t a certaln trust on the part of men.. .

The 1mportance of how men regard one another for-
_understand1ng anger 1s also empha51zed by Arlstotle. He :

fenumerates classes of men 1n ‘the presence of whom men grow’

)

'.ffangry 1f &pey ate sllghted.r}:‘:.

And further men are’ angry with those who sllght them
before five. classesz those with whom they®contend.

. (phllotlmountal) those whom’ they. admire, those by
"whom they wish to 'be admired, those before whom they
- are ashamed, and those ‘who are ashamed before them:

and -if anyone- sl1ghts them before these, the1r anger

is greater. B ,

It would probably be d1ff1cult to- understand the

‘szgnlflcance of. these classes WIthOUt the clues Arlstotle

1

| prov1des 1n hlS analy51s of frlendshlp There,.one flndslf

that contentlon, admlratlon, and shame play a role 1nji7'
ffr1endsh1p (1381b1Q:14 1381b18 23) These f1ve categor1es
A

"Luall 1nd1cate a shar1ng of some notlon of good and bad——whlchﬁ}}f

“1s the basus for fr1endsh1p. To be sllghted in front of

those who share thlS notlon is’, to be d1vorced from one's -

CoEl
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Arlstotle ends hlS list, of the objects of anger W1th

lose thelr reSpect... ol B

some terse remarks that\dlsclose the range of sllghts that

’ﬂan object of adier for somethlng seemlngly 1nnocuous as

: concern .

~can cause anger. ' B 'A'

.Men- are. also angry- w1th ‘those who 511 ht such .
_.persons as it would be. shameful for them not to_{l‘
“defend: 'such as parents, chlldren, wives, and the
‘ruled. And with- those who' do not'* render thanks,,for
the slight is contrary to what is- f1tt1ng And with.
‘those who employ 1rony and with respect to those who o
s are serious,. for irony is contempt And with those,
_“.who do 'good to others, .if ever ‘they' do not do us . °
- well, for not deemlng an individual worthy of the‘*-"
_ _thlngs glven to all is contempt. Forgetfulness is:
. also 'productive of -anger: for 1nstance, the .. .~
. forgetting of names even though it is'a small
ﬁfmatter,_for forgetfulness seems to be a sign.of .
"slight., Forgetfulness- produces a slight on account

of 1ndlfference-—lndlfference is. sllght. R
'.A“man becomes an object of anger for an actlon of some't"".

'4'consequence. sllghtlng those who are weak and 1n need of

T u

';employlng 1rony or: forgettlng names. Of course, these are of

no small 1mportance, for as ve. have seen, men s self esteem :
,ﬁstems from’ thelr relatlons w1th others. If ‘one is spoken to;ﬁ -
51ﬂhan 1ron1c fashlon,4one feels as though another'may be .

,;flauntlng h1s super1or1ty If one s name 1s forgotten by

°s .

‘- R v
E3 . - .

Arlstotle then conr " ~his- analy51s of anger w1th a

‘summary of what the axal,als accompllshes. Tf_f»r "'T

I

- Ik has been stated with whom men ‘are angry, what are.
~ the dispositiops of men who are angry, and on L

. - ‘account -of. what sort of things men are angry. It is-
15c1ear that 1t 15 necessary for a. speaker, through }\

'/‘——

B defence——an actlon that is dlsgust1ng. A man can also become B

"fanother thls seems to“be 1natten10n that 1nd1cates lack of ,'“”
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hlS speech to put hearers into the frame of mind of
those who are prone to anger, and show that his
‘opponents are responsible for things which rouse men
.- ~to anger, and are people of the kind with whom men
‘-;are angry - A .
A

48

'“"5]M11dness,’f4” g

«The analy51s ot anger 1s of practlcai 1mport and i's meant

show how men . can reason. w1th~the anger of-those whom-they

"hnw1sh to persuade._Study1ng the analys1s one becomes aware

"elwhat must be sa1d i, e., demonstrated 1n speech 1n-order
'grouse men s anger. The analy51s, howe;er;_ls clearly of -
5theoret1ca1 1mport, as well Throughout the analy51s N
Arlstotle presses hls reader to thlnk about varlous
fmanlfestatlons of anger and about how anger 1s important t

W,an understandlng of polltlcs and persua51on.i"ih

S

£6

of

o 'H“

Arlstotle s analy51s of anger 1s a. clearly del1neatedg

risect1op of text meant, as Ar1stot1e suggests, to 1ntroduce

,7the reader of the Rhetorlc to. emotlon.,As 1t stands 1t

'-;opp051te->m11dness (praotes) In order to more fully
. ¥
'understand anger 1t 1s necessary to examlne Arlstotl

Aeanaly51s of mlldness, whzch 1mmed1ately follows the analys

f“-gpcannot bé regarded as complete, because anger has an'ffh Lo

1s v*:

'Laof anger. ThlS examlnatlon w1ll be conflned to the detalls‘

';5of the ana1y51s that a1d in contrastlng anger and mlldheSS
khfmlldness be the settllng down and gu1et1ng of anger
’ 5.(1380a8 9) £ Mlldness, at least here, presupposes a

V"fjprev1ous angry state. Arlstotle stresses that a speaker ma

3

Y

to

Arlstotle deflnes mlldness thlS way, He says' "[llet'f.g:d
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flnd h1s audlence already angry and may have to appease
the1r anger. Therefore, Arlstotle prov1des grounds for<v

speaker to reason w1th hlS hearers, showing them thelr anger

For—lnstanceT—Arlstotle says—thls.'

-If then men are angry with those who slight them,.i ,
“and slight is voluntary, it is evident that they are
mild towards those who 'do none of these things, or
do them involuntarily, or at ‘'least 'appear to be :
such; and towards those who inténded the opposite of
- what they have done, and all who behave in the same '
way to themselves, for no one 1s llkely to sllght
: h1mself (1380a9 14) . B

_<If a speaker flnds an audlence angry and bent on a course of :
' actlon whlch he does not w1sh them to: taked he must use,

ﬂ"reasons such as these in: order to dlssuade them,,a_i‘

The analy51s of mlldness also shows that the vent1ng of

langer in® an act of revenge results in m11dness When men are"
J“palned by a sllght and they take: revenge—-g1ve pa1n to ‘ggg_

:‘;another—-they f1nd a pleasurable satlsfactlon. Seelng

A

a_ianother in pa1n, thelr sense of Justlce 1s satlsf1ed and

'ﬁnthey grow mlld Men are mlld ,f,ﬂthff.f

'5ffrom the pa1n that accompanres anger,

N

towards those . who admlt and are.. sorry for a §i1gh€
for: f1nd1ng as it were, satisfaction.in the pain the
offenders feel at- .what they ‘have. done*;men cease to
‘be angry (1380a14 16 cf 1380b5 12) : -

o 5.

'f'Thus, it would seem that a speaker, when he rouses an

' audlence to anger, must hold out the p0551b111ty of re11ef

..4 s v )

f';e//,,the_poss_lbllrty~

afiof a retu%n to a state of m11dnéssf/

As well Arlstotle 1mp11es there 1s an: actual,mxld

1

' -state from wh1ch anger 1s a dev1at10n. Men can be routlnely

' e7m11d towards one. another For 1nstance, Arlstotle states



that men are. mlld towards '-;,_‘FA ,j",._s

"« _ those who are serious w1th them when they are
serious, for they think they are being treated '
seriously, not with contempt. And .towards. those who.
have rendered them greater services. And towards

—r——m—w——those~who—want~someth1ng—and deprecate—their—anger;
for they, are humbler. And towards those who refrain
- from insulting, mocking, or slighting anyone,'or any
. good-man, or those who. resemble themselves
(1380a26 31). .

"These sentences, and others, echo what 1s sald 1n the
~ ana1y51s of anger and what' 1s sa1d 1n the analysms of

fr1endsh1p (cf 1379a30 33, 1381a32 35) It would seem that

the cond1t1on Arlstotle s analy51s of mlldness descrlbes 1s‘

’llke the cond1t1on of fr1endsh1p.,He suggests, then, that g
'i_growlng angry 1s a movement away from frlendshlp and .
'dbecom1ng mild’ 1s a return to a condltlon of fr1endsh1p

A Summary of the Analys1s

It u& clear from thlS exam1natlon that Arlstotle s

:"janalys1s of anger prov1des much to ponder. Even dlsregardlng f-'"”

?t_many of the "tracks one m1ght follow 1n the analy51s and

f”concentratlng on the more obv1ous polltlcal connotatlons,
fi;;_there1n,,one flnds that Arlstotle leads h1s reader to no

dfless than a rudlmentary understandlng of man s p011t1ca1

"nature._What emerges from the analy51s,v1f one takes care to

Hhthlnk about 1t 1n the llght of pol1t1cs, 1s somethlng of a.:' S

’r;sketch of men '8 concerns-—and how those concerns 11nk them
'fatogether in polltlcal llfe.rMen look to others to help
'fulflll ba51c needs, to others for some sense of '

a'fself esteem, and to others for honor, and when they are not

3
'\C
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b_satisfied.they are angered.fThat'anger, quite clearly, is in. -
l need‘of guidance..The reader mﬁst'sense a‘certain tension

runn1ng through the analy51s of anger. At one turn anger is

_rlght+,proper,_and_decentl_But_at the next+“9he 1s_rem1nded
that men. are prone to grow angry though they may not have |
reason to.f}' . 7 .

o The analy51s of anger demonstrates that anger 1s an

essentlal part of pol1t1cal llfe. Throughout the analy51s ve ‘:f

lﬁ ' see that anger stems from a frlendly relatlon of men W1th o
.'others.‘In those t1mes when men 11ve harmonlously,_they*are

fr1endly or m11d towards one another.,Thelr expectat1ons are

.”fmet, But when somethlng goes awry and: someone feels they
"have not rece1ved thelr Just due from others, then there 1s
A a d1srupt1on and »as a consequence, anger. Arlstotle\_n"u‘
'-suggests, then, that men Wlll not and should not toleratef;'
_1njust1ce. He suggests further that revenge may be a U
?necessary feature of pol1t1cal llfe. Revenge may be .

':necessary because men, by nature, have a. taste for 1t ,and

'.because the - health of pol1t1cal communltles may depend on fﬁiiv

',che ventlng'of anger 1n acts of revenge. To put the matter
»‘jas 51mp1y as p0551ble, anger that is not vented 1n‘7i* v
ﬁ7:sanctloned acts of revenge may ult1mate1y be vented in acts ffu:i
o'of a destructlve character;’° A speaker may be have to.'
‘fhpersuade men to take revenge and gu1de the1r d01ng so.'

o Butwthe analy51s also teaches*that anger can be JfLSth;f"
fﬂlproblemat1c. There is a certatnvhastlness to anger. Men have.

a tendency to lash out when they are angry. Or, they may |

e A' ol
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'.mlsdlrect thelr anger and 1mpute respon51bll1ty for some M

“-,problem to one who is not' respon51ble. When men are

»dlssat1sf1ed they lay the blame for the1r dlssatlsfactlonfon_'f

vone who is not. respon51ble. Thls blame can even be, as the

“jfeader learns,from the~analy51s, la1d on p011t1c1ans..A:
,<Speaker may be required to_Show men_that the;r.anger is "

— ' ~”

lfUnjUStlfled.;'_A'ﬂ‘~i-'f>:;.:ﬂ I .'“,,y s
To lead men.effectlvely, then, a man must reason.w1th
.other‘men s emot1ons. Thls 1s, of course, no 51mple matter.
‘.5§That a pollt1c1an must win men's trust 1nd1cates somethlng
j"1mportant about the sp1r1ted emotlonal part of men s .L, .
~souls--the part wh1ch prompts thelr toncern for self thelb
’Qown, and to some lesser extent the1r pol1t1cal communlty
iﬁThat part also prompts them to 1ook w1th susp1c1on upon
v.yuothers. They look w1th susp1c1on on stangers, out51ders, andl
| forelgners. One 1s remlnded that.men also;occas1onally look
\Ffw1th a certaln susp1c1on on those who lead Men worry that
ithey may be led astray by pol1t1cal leaders. ! As the_

analysas shows, a Speaker must demonstrate a sort of

'fr1endl1ness towards those he seeks to persuade..He must"

"ﬁsecure their trust through the establlshment of hls‘-'”

goodw1ll L e e

a2

Study1ng the analy51s of anger-one beg1ns to apprec1ate:y?ff

i

~Tthe very real problem the p011t1c1an faces. Men s anger
betrays a certaln 11m1t of perspectlve. They care prxmar11y

—about . themselves and about thelr own .° The1r concerns,_'

",however, can only be fulfllled 1n51de the conflnes of the1r _‘1;l



“communlty 1n a collectlve enterprlse-—an enterprise that may

-

not’ lead to. any 1mmed1ate satlsfactlon of those concerns.

J

_h'The p011t1c1an must be able to persuade meni to put that

collect1ve enterpr1se ahead of thelr concern for the1r own'

satlsfactlon. One, thus, beglns to apprec1ate the need for
persuas1on in. pollt1cs and”the need for the cultlvatlon and

"teach1ng of rhetorlc. =
But, as yet we have not dealt completely w1th the
~analysis; It 1s necessary,_nqw, to turn our attentlon to

,Achllles (a very angry man) and. to Socrates (a man..‘ C

possessed of an uncanny ab111ty to.make men angry)

d,Angry Ach111es and the Gods — _
Iﬁ'the foreg01ng exege51s of Arlstotle s analy51s of
’anger it was observed that the Achllles of Homer S Il1ad

uplays a promlnent role ‘and 1s of some 51gn1cance for.*
lot."
X '(

gunderstandlng the analy51s of anger. It mlght be objected
'rthat Ach1lles presence in the Rhetorlcyls more ea51ly‘ |

‘explalned The ob3ect1on would run as follows. A wrlter 1s xs-"

7

fllkely to employ examples, espec1ally those known to hlS

-

'audlence, 1n order to make an argument clear; The Illad was -

»

'.~~well known by the Greeks of Ar1stotle s tlme. Hence, 1t

s

"i?should not be“surprlslng that Arlstotle refers to Ach;lles

"and quotes from that text by way of example. Such an

- v

'._explanatlon of Arlstotle s method of wratlng 1s, however,'ff .

fsomewhat fac1le.-Arlstotle wrote not only for hlS own . age

-ffbut for ages to come.vMoreover, he wrote on subjects Wthh
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d1ctated he not reveal cand1dly all hlS thoughts. to. do so

would have 1nv1ted persecutlon. If Arlstotle s reader makes-

’ :ff an’ effort and delves 1nto the Il1ad looklng especially to

‘ the oontexts of Arrstotle s c1tat1ons, he fxnds that he 1s.

in posse551on of a gloss on the text that adds somethlng to
B hlS apprec1at10n of the analy51s of anger. The context of a

quotatlon may stand in. contrast to what Arlstotle says and

>

thus proV1de an alternatlve v1ew, or the context may call

L,

attentlon to passages cruc1a1 to. understandlng the Illad

The reader 1n thlS way, uncovers ‘a deeper teachlng

‘concernlng anger. Here, 1t would be 1mp0551ble to come to-

' ‘d; any f1nal conclu51on regardlng what Ar1stotle WISheS hlS

: . \ ,
reader to learn from the allu51ons bo Achllles or’ the T

quotatlons from the Lligg It 1s,vhowever, p0551b1e to say_
somethlng modest about the 51gn1flcance of the Homerlc ‘
Achllles to Arlstotle s account of anger.fi, ;,_:' ;{‘f't*
} Reflect1on on Achllles .role 1n the Rhetorlc “
f,‘nece551tates an unsavory task the plllage of the _lli_

: d book 1tself deserv1ng lengthy and careful study,,for the

barest detalls of h1s story. The prec1srlncluded here wlllff

N
.

o necessarlly vulgarlze Homer s portrayal of Achllles 1n thezh |

Il;ad Nonetheless, 1t should supply suff1c1ent deta11 to

"~;speak of Ach1lles and persua51on. Let us turn now to the
quotatlons c1ted by Arlstotle 1n the analy51s of anger,

follow1ng the order of events 1n the Illad

“

c1ty of'Troy. In the n1nth year of the1r 51ege, the year 1n

L

. The Acﬁgﬁans, led. and ruled by Agamemnon, be51ege the;" o
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" which the action of the Iliad takes place, the Achaians are’
struck‘by a'plague.Sent hy Apollo,iwhowséeks revenge'against'
Agamemnon. Apollo does so hecause Agamemnon holds in

capt1v1ty a’ glrl named Chrysels, thefdaughter of Chryses, all

Trojan prlest loyal to Apollo, and: refuses to return her,
vhthough the-prlest is w1ll1ng to pay ransom Achllles,.who 1s
the greatest warrzor among the Achalans, 1ntervenes. He
1nduces an_Achalan_seer, Kalchas, whom he_prom;ses-to
l'protect to‘speakuln the:Achaianhassembly-of vhat'ls,

‘ﬁrequ1red in order to stop the plague.-Its abatement

“adbordlng to Kalchas, depends on the return of Chrysels to'

her father. ThlS w1ll appease Apollo._Hls suggestlon sets

'the famous quarrel bbtween Agamemnon and Achllles 1n mot1on.
‘\ -~ . . .

The fourth and flfth quotatlons c1ted 1n the analy51s

'~j[take the reader to the beglnnlng of the. Il1ad and the’

,._fbeg1nn1ng‘gf that quarrel betwgen Achllles and Agamemnon.‘f:
l{Odysseus, warn1ng the Acha1ans not to leave the s1ege of
fTroy, and~so incur Agamemnon s anger, says "[g]reat is thev

”rsplrlt of klngs nour1shed by Zeus,;gl. f"” And Kalchas, Heﬁ5r
:seer who adv1ses Agamemnon to return the g1r1 Chryses to her “
'father in order to appease Apollo and end the plague, |

jlgexpresses h1s concern over Agamemnon s anger.‘He 1s.3
~-,”;""concerned that "...',j,:even afterwards he holds a grudge,

. .""°‘ These quotatlons, then, po1nt to the destruct1ve

.thuarrels that can erupt in the polltlcal realm. Agamemnon :?

R proves hlmself a poor leader. A better leader mlght be less"

concérned w1th honor ‘and’ less prone to- anger.
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Agamemnon returns the g1rl to Chryses, but he is
rangered by Achilles" 1nterference, wh1ch has resulted in hlS

be1ng d1shonored To reassert his p051tlon as leader of thev

Achalans and take revenge on. Ach1lles he demands one of -

)

f!fmakes A prayer to Zeus

' Ach1lles 'capt1ve prizes--the glrl Brlsels. Achllles, 1n

“'turh, feels h1mself dlshonored and thlS leads h1m to seek

-revenge. He w1thdraws‘fr 'attle w1th the Trogans and

B ¢

‘hls rmmortal mother,u
'K-.

', Thetlfi-fornZeus to n om the Achalans. His -

-hope 1s that the destf whlcaahe 1s ohllously

=)

'1nd1fferent, w1ll show how neg sary ‘he is to Achalan cause

.?and w1ll force Agamemnon to accord h1m the honor he belleves
. 1s‘hls due. What Ach1lles prays for 1s realwzed The" TrOJans o
v'~f1ght the1r way out of the c1ty to- the sh1ps of the ;" .
=“Acha1ans. Agamemnon repents and is wllllng to return BrlSElS'

as’ well as to g1ve other glfts to Ach111es 1f he re301ns the;}

battle. Agamemnon dlspatches three of the leadlng men of the

B "Achalans-—odysseus, Ph01n1x, and Alas——w1th thlS offer,':

‘”hoplng they y1ll be - able. to persuade Achllles. Thelr varled* .

o =3 I
' attempts fall and Achllles does not return even though whatf*”

’i,fyhe prayed for has been reallzed

The second and thlrd quotatlons from the ana1y51s arei”
-Zﬂc1ted as ev1dence of honor s belng an essentlal aspect of |

1nsult W1th these quotatlons the reader 1s taken to one ofd‘
‘the- most'lmportant sectlons of the lllgg and is shown"A |

ue o

fsomethlng cruc1al about Ach1lles,_anger and persua51on.

ot

'Agaln, the passages Ar1stotle c1tes seem 51mply to support R

ARY



hlS point. But cheCR{ng'the'contektfof the:quotations; one
may surmlse that Arlstotle wishes his. reader to see a

. contrast between Achllles as he 1s in the f1rst quotatlon

~ (which is drawn from Book One of the»Illad) and‘asihe is in,

. = osT

. . 3 § . . 0 _ "e ‘ ; L. .
~the.seCOnd'(which is drawn from-Book Nine)-—where'his

comrades try- to persuade hlm. In the quotatlon drawn from

.aBook One, Achllles, after Agamemnon 51ezes Brlsels, exclalms;‘"

- "he has dlshoﬁored me for by taklng he, hlmself has my'

prlze. ?‘ In the quotatlon drawn from Book N1ne Achllles ,f:"
L fdlsmlsses Alas attempt follow1ng the attempts of Odysseus'

'and Pho1n1x, to persuade h1m to return to the flght and pushl

'back the TrOJans. He says he has. been treated "llke some

'dlshonored vagrant mav Arlstotle s juxtap051tlon of these

PR

‘quotatlons 1s 51gn1f1cant. Taken together and out of contextﬁ

they mlght 1ead one to th1nk that the loss of Brlsels 1s¢9
) L)

Ach1lles dlshonor,_and thlnk that her restoratlon woukq~
'entall the restorat1on of hlS honor; Thls is not the case.'

_The context of the second quotatlon shows that the

;restoratlon of Brlsels and other forms of recompense-—goods Lo

'and glory—-offered by Odysseus and the warnlngs about rulnaf

by Ph01n1x are 1nsuff1c1ent to brlng Achllles back to the
1ubattle¢\_ Nor Ais A1as d1atr1be about Achllles dlsregard
';for fr1endsh1p suff1c1ent—-though Achllles admlts its. v‘7

. Justness.

What must be sa1d about these two passages 1s that they

"fjicontrast a confldent Ach;lles and ahtroubled Achllles. He -

*jwlfhdraws from the battle sen51ng hlmself dlshonored, fﬂf]f

f"
?

i



7','pray1ng, hoplng, and perhaps eVen expectlng Zeus to. punlsh
- Agamemnon s 1nsult But thlS 51tuat1on demands that‘Achllles
ask a questlon.,lf he 1s,‘1n fact the greatest warrlor and

: favored by Zeus, why has Zeus allowed h1m to be dlshonored?---

g

: He reasons 1n thls fashlon.,Bel1ev1ng he is the best man
'“among the Achalans, he belleves hells favored by Zeus.;As am }
:consequence, he bel1eves he should have the most honor.'lne
hlS confrontat1on w1th Agamemnon he reallzes that Zeus does:hf‘
'not accord h1m the hlghest honor. ThlS real1zatlon seems to
‘prec1p1tate a CIlSlS of falth He no longer belleves that »

RN A . .
ik the hero s 11fe is: worth l1v1ng.;All men, he reallzes, are i

'1n some sense,,equ_‘ they all dle. Zeus accords no one a

s pr1v1leged place 1n the cosmos. Achllles 1s led to make a,'

“ﬁch01ce. HlS mother has prophesied that he w1ll elther leave.mrd

'-Vthe 51ege and enJoy a long hapgy llfe or rema%h and suffer*'f 5
j_unhapplness and d1e,,but Stlll atta1n great glor; He L
l_reJects glory and declares to hlS comrades that he w1ll _
renounce the llfe of the hero and sall back to hlS homeland k}f,
to a long and happy llfe.,.. | | .‘ : - h' _ SR
fy}%y then, somethlng unforeseen occurs. Achllles i
beloved companlon, Patroklos,'who has also w1thdrawn from.
the battle, goes to the a1d of the Achalans. In the combat &

that ensues Patroklos is k1lled‘by Hector, the foremost man;uli

\

among the TrOJans. The f1rst quotatlon from the Il1ad that' .

Arlstotle c1tes 1n the analy51s he adduces as ev1dence of

e \ e,




to the context from whlch the quotatlon is drawn, : ﬂk---

Arlstotle s reader 1s apprised of a someWhat d1fferent

N

-

L story Achllles speaks of the pleasure of*anger before hlS

mother' Thetls, whlle lament1ng the death ,f‘hls frlend

™

returns to the battle, and kllls°Hect0r; He remalns to

' the pollt1ca1 realm when they are angry As a resulﬂbthey

;ghllles, Arlstotle makes a dellcate suggest1on, forf:7

Patroklos. He admits” that anger, whlIe_pleaSUrableT—hrnders

o counsel 1nd1cat1ng that counsel may have prevented .f’

. Patroklos death The destruct1on he has forced on the

Achalans has resulted in. the death of his closest frzend Sl
The context of the c1tat10n 1ntimates that anger can be a
destructlve force requ1r1ng gu1dance. The problem that the

passage poznts to Ls that’men make unreasonable cla1ms 1n,

\

themselves may, as A@ }lles d1d suffer b1ttersweet

3

consequences- andmth ._.around them may suffer worse, as the

Achalans d1d dur1ng:Achllles absence~from~the'battle (cf.

To complete, after a fashlon Achrlles story thlS may

O v RV

be sa1d He, dlstragght at the loss of hlS frlend forgets

hls anger at Agamemnon,rwhlch 1s supplanted in- a sense, by

anger at Hector. Achllles 1s reconc1led w1th Agamemnon,.

o

f1ght& and so l1ves out the glor1ous fate prophe51ed for hzm'

by hlS mofher.,,'
“ Arlstotle p01nts to a deeper teachlngf&n Homer, a
Ty

teachlng that eluded hlS contemporarles, and‘qplch eludes

today S’ readers of the Illad Wlth th1s attentlon to L .1g.33:J




;speaklng speculatlvely of rel1g1ous mitters 15, or at 1east
\once was, a. dellc te matter. Arlstot1é3asks hlS reader to
,con51der the relatlon of men's anger to a bellef 1n gods

L o

that reward and ‘punish. *? He suggests that ponderlng men s

_ §f~be11ef 1n gods and the role of that bellef 1n pol1t1ca1 life '
”;'15 requlslte to understandlng anger. More spec1f1ca11y, he

ngemands hlS reader con51der gpe relatxonshlp of anger to a

1be11ef 1n gods 1n llght of the extraordlnary c1rcumstances,
dthat render a man such as Ach111es unpersuadable.

“,’,In Achllles the reader sees a man who takes the . - - - L
. “9'; -~ L . )

jc1rcumstances that confront h1m to thelr foglcal' . vf'g

:conclu51on.,As a. result he suffers a loss of: fal&P and a

..r.

-‘( ‘

R k , "‘ -
N f‘gloss of hope. For a very short tlme he spurns the herd S Tffii:ﬂ
R L e R
‘ ~‘11fe and the c1a1ms of frlendshlp 1n favour of a. llfe of )

e ’ 3 &

comfort. It would seem that Achllles _story suggests that 5.

“f;man s emotlonal nature and h1§’yery w1111ngness to act for

fﬂﬁthe sake of others is . somehow t1ed to the belief 1n gods.'
ey o CE
Some,reflectlon onfﬁristotle S text reveals that one °

ﬂ“ i .

SO [f]ortunaté’men stand in a certain relatlon to the - 5
: d1v1n1€y ahq are ‘lovers of ‘the gods:.(philotheoi); G
‘~;; »;trusting.sin ‘them owing to the benef;ts they have o
- recei e§ from fortune (1391233~ bE)K.f : Lo

A

éf-f When men feel that they have beevﬂdone 1njust1ce they grow

v
[
P
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angry, and accordlng to Arlstotle, grow darlng ThlS actlon

1f it is well w1th [them] in regard to the gods,-”** b
espec1ally as to intimations from signs_ and _oracles . =

'wand everythlng ‘else of the kind; for. anger‘inspires
@ar1ng, .and. it isLthe ing justice that [they] suffef.
’and not that whlch they "infiki¢¥r Upon others that
P ‘calsesh ranger, and AhE gp@s,a supposed to 551st o
4'those~who are nge i jusxicedi1383b4 8) ﬁ? :

rn‘ eh's swearlng.,They swear and

ﬂk

o
R .

?the emotlon of

,}flndlgnatlon to the gods. Speaklng of p1ty and 1ndlgnat10n'

RS

Arlstotle saYs that _.‘L~, _”; 5: ff ' }W

:rf?' . both these emotlons showdgood character, for.iffwe'
B sympathize with and pity those who- 'suffer - - 2
'“undeservedly, we': ought to. be-indignarnt with those‘
“who prosper undeservedlv- ‘for - that .which’ happens
beyond a man's desérts 1is unjust wherefore we ©
attrlbute thls feellng eveh o gods (1386b14 15)
L Here,_the reader sees that the gods are not only supporters
- of ]ustlce

"‘
the anger,-and the 1ndlgnat10n -of godsiﬁﬁo judge of’thelr U»j,j
O a - &, \ S . . : P
behavxour 1n thlS\llfe~ ,‘f. .f;k Qiﬁfvt. ”nf:;
N o Arlstotle confzrms, g}belt w1th some c1rcumspect10n,

i that man s anger ‘and- consequent demands for revengq, and

'r“ )Ir

1ndeed h1s emotlonal nature, are 11nked'to man“s rellglous
natune. to his bellef ‘in. the exlstence of gods and an _l'

afterllfen Most men, 11ke %chllles, yearn for Justlce whenfhdl

VL;.

:
¥

a . .
“v ﬁhé%‘areqangry~ T@ey 1 okéto the gods expectlng them;to,,g

gi’ R ,support the1r quest for }d%tlce, or look to the gods to ‘{7

;, PR ..‘ L R ,. . »

0T . m.( . ':
: . * . « i i .
* o - : . ot e

but may also exact justlce themselves. Men @ear.,:,“



pun1sh 1n3ust1ce themselvés These expectatlons 155ue 1nfg ) Y

certain- very human hopes. Men hope, as Achllles d1d that

the gods w1ll punlsh 1njust1ce. And their hopes extend to

somethlng%peyond thlS llfe. They e they w1ll be rewarded
1n the afterllfe for the1r ]USt deeds,‘and they hope that 5
those who have done. 1n3ust1ce w1ll be pun1shed “ Arlstotle
dellcately suggests, then, that men s anger, and ultlmately

the1r w1111ngness to act’ and take revenge stems from a’ falth 4

*

- in the gods——or somethlng llke a falth in the gods. > ;'

kY

Arlstotle's carefully chosen quotatlons from the Illad‘
thus, take the reader to a deeper apprec1atlon of anger and
pol1t1cs. HlS attentlonégo Achllles shows that anger and

hope are, 1n a sense, expre551ons of man s hlgher longlngs._{ .
Anger and hope express a. long1ng for an eternal ]ust order.;

The attentlon to Achllles also remlnds the reader that that

3
longlng must be gu1ded lest 1t 1ssue 1n destrusﬁpon. ThlS

dlgre551on, then, underllnes the nece551ty for persuasxon 1p‘

, ‘ . P oo . . . : -"’ \‘rwe‘i ’;
. - L . S ‘. '. " L :'-.',\ &
Lopolitics. M oo T
ST EETEIE e R 8 L T
- A -, A o e "_ . e ;‘ - Q‘. S
. e N R o
"Socrates and the Angry Athenzans :,;;-_ u;“',fw i

t was noted 1n the eXege51s of the analy31s of anger"ffA

L L. al

that there is_ another flgure present 1n the Rhetorlc' that,

0} ‘e J,_.

Y

*_of the Platonlc Socrates. It was proposed that he,,as welli;-""'

e

1<as Achmlles,.would help‘the reader understand anger. Aga1n,»_;i=~
fhthe objectlon m1ght be made that thlS is’ sxmply a matter of

lfArlstotle S oh0051ng ready examples, or, that 1t may be a

r-r'w'

;;matter of 1nfluebce, as Plato was Ar1stotle s teacher and

. v‘ ) ,"“ ; @ 0 '-; 'U_r,

¢ - X Ll e el ST ey s RPN
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'Arlstotle stud1ed at the Platon1c Academy for no less than

1,

twenty years.“‘ It should on thlS account be of 11tt1e

'wonder that the reader finds references——both exp11c1t and

1mplc1t=;to*the Platonlc d1aiogues—rn—the

aga1n, careful attentlon to the text proves thlS wrong

fCertaln portlons of the Rhetorlc, as we have seen, make the
' Lo . .

'reader thlnk of the Apology Mov1ng from Arlstotle s

’ -'analy51s of anger to” the Apology the reader is supplled

i , s o

SaR w1th a further gloss on that analy51s. The study of the i
E . LY ,l"f":’
ana1y51s of anger in. conjunctlon w1th the’ Apology prov1des éﬁ%

4order to galn .
# .

:1n51ghts into anger and persua51on. But
fthose 1n51ghts, an unsavory task is ma e necessary for: a

}fsecond t1me-f1n thlS 1nstance, the plllage of the Apology
Plato s Apology is a dramatlc dlalogue that port%§¥s ‘
T;Socrates defence speech before a Jury of hlS fellowldi C

hAthenlans after be1ng 1nd1cted on the charge of do1ng pﬂv W

v 1njust1ce by corruptlng the young, and by not bellev1ng 1n

f?éd.. the,gods 1n whom the c1ty belleﬂes, but in other da1mon1a

rthat are-new (24b-c) d The dlalogue 1s d1v1ded 1nto three
s , ‘t\:} R - “"’ .
_ parts-=the flrsth_the defence speech proper, 1s an*answer to ;4

'those charges'-the second .made after Socrates is conv1cted
1s a counter proposal to the death penalty spec1f1ed in’ the

.1nd1ctment, and the thlrdd made after the death penalty has

R SR
R _‘jbeen pronounced 1s an address to the jurors before he 1s \
R . ﬁ Lo
1ncarcerated to awa1t hlS executlon. Whlle certa1n 3{%,_

"contemporary commentators mlght argue otherwlse, Socratés 15"“

,not ser1ously concerned w1th acqulttal In fact the more

& :




: : . A _ | _
one becomes fam111ar w1th the dlalogue the more one reallzes

,,;~ o

¥
that Socrates makes hlS speech in a fashlon calculated to.
‘lt,‘

‘secure: a conv1c§10n and the 1mp051t10n of the death penalty.~-u

“The—reason?—Qulte possnbly—becauserhe could nO“longer lead—“—?é

the llfe he w1shed to and perhaps as well because the act

"

: of dylng for ‘his’ cause, i. e.,ufor phllosophy, would

' engender a. respect for phllosophy eafter.f’ How does
o T . """*'é'- F :
SocrateS‘accompl1sh h1s 1ntent10n? W1thout presumlng to

understand all of~Socrates trhetorlcal skllls, one may say

thlS much Hls defence speech is a rhetorlcal performance

..

par excellence in wh1ch he does the opp051te of what m1ght- B

be expected 1n a- defence speech He rouses the anger of h1sJ'
| jurors, and as one dlscovers, he does so w1th .an almost o
,».

51ngle m1nded zeal . In order to demonstrate that Socrates

X3 address 1s meant to anger h1s jurors 1t is perhaps best ‘to:
look br1ef1y<ﬁt the Apology in llght of ArlStOtlé S ﬂ. rfv”:lk
character1zat10n of the” three forms of sllght-‘contemptréh.”'d

- . 3

splte, and 1nsu1t%»‘7nlﬂfjf['\ v ';_- 3 {,f‘

>

Arnstotle states 1n hls analy51s of anger that contempt

v‘n . .

followsﬂfrom an 1nd1catlon that one bel1eves somethlng to beyp

.'.‘,
28d 29a, 30@-315 36c) ”And;ﬁhe denles that he is a clever
‘y“-w“ . _
speaker, yet he employs arguments %n a crosséexamlnatlon of o



emon v, g S .
G gRe T R HA

'one‘of”his'accusers'that must_appear toithe'jUrors'as-
soph1st1cal (17b- cf 24d—28a)- éocrates; however, does not '
';conflne hlS contempt to 1rcny Throughout hlS speech he

*-‘. .‘.

heaps_scorn on_the assembled_guronsT_contemnlng_thelr

};concerns, espec1ally the1r polltlcal concerns. In the course

«of hls speech he teaches them that he,;1n -some way, 1s wlser]_/

R

.than. the p011t1c1ans that many of the Jurors must revere j"
(21b-c) He remlnds them he 1s in- the hab1t of exam1n1ng.

'Uthose who cla1m to "possess v1rtue" to see whether, 1n fact »
’:they do, and he remlnds them that he f1nds men lacklng He
’1nd1cates to the Jurors that hlS fellow c1tlzens care for’
”,hav1ng as much money as p0551ble, and reputat1on, and honor,
’fg-.;;ﬁyor cgre‘about bQ\ges and money rather than v1rtueg

y(29d —c, 30a b) Maklng a p01nted contrast

;etween hlmself

. R .
'~and hlS jurors, he asks thls contemptuous" stlon-

[w]hat am T worthy to suffer or to pay, just because’
« "I 'did not keep quiet during my life .and.did not care:
- for. the. thlngs +the many, do-—money maklng and ./f
-+ management of “the . hous old, and generalsh1ps, and
- pub11c oratory* and the other offices.and-: —& RS
' conspiracies”and the factions that come~to be in the S
- city--because’ I held that I was:’ really too. decent tO’F
_fsurv1ve if I went 1hto thesefthlngs’ (36b c) ' o

;.Socrates, 1n hlS speech then 1dent1f1es those thlngs that
r'most men‘do bel1eve to be 1mportant and p01ntedly dlsplays |
fdhls contempt for them.;.?‘ | - a l |

It would not be far from'wrong £0': say that the Jurors:yffi'

ff&_probably WlSh Socrates ‘to’ admmt hlS gu11t and repent _and

f;come back to the pol1t1caI“fol&L Socrates does not take that
course. ‘He dlsplays a p01nted contempt for the form of |

r:behav1our expected of a man plead1ng h1s defence. At one

B
b
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p01nt in. the speech Socrates 1nvents a dlalogue between ‘

\

hlmself and the jurors that captures one aspect of thls

',contempt He says:-

-—1f you would say to me with regard to thlS,

‘ffwhat the” JUfY “3ﬁts, but he reius?s¢to‘*3

. N"Socrates, for: now we will not obey Anytus; we will ~
let you go, but on th1s condition: that you no

. longer spend " t1me in this ‘investigation nor

vamph1losophlze ,hd if you-are .caught still doing .
~this, you w111 die"--if you would let me .go, then,

" as 1 said, on these conditions, I would say to you,
"I salute you. and cherish you; men. of Athens, but I

- will obey the: god\rather than you; and as long as. I
.breathe and am able to, I will not stop e o

.bphllOSOphIZIDQ, SR (29c d). u}‘_. R L e

‘ And 1n h@? speech he calls attentlon, 1n a-ﬁore concrete

'iway, to h1s contempt for jud1c1al n1cety Socrate§,knows‘r

’Perhaps someone among you may: be- vexed when ‘he
- recalls himself, if, in ‘contesting a. trlai,even :
,'Smaller than. thls tr1a1 ‘he begged- and- suppllcated 0
_“the: ]udges with many tears, bringing’ forward his own .

.children and many others of his family and friends,

'fuff;f,so as'to be ‘pitied as ‘much as p0551b1e, while ‘T w111,"

""do none of" these thlngs, aithough in’ thls I am-

-“frlsklng,‘as 1 might. seem, the. extreme danger.
" Perhaps,“thern, someone" th1nk1ng about this may be
'rather stubborn toward me, and angered by this, he

‘:r:,}ﬁﬁmay set down hlS vote in anger (34b 34d) o

r‘

L“pWell the Juror mlght. Socrates vcontempt does ndtwend'withf
lfiltge ma1: part of hlS defence speech ‘It could probably be
vh:?sald that the jurors would prefer for h1m to make a f7¢§x'
:ireasonable counter proposal to the death penalty speclfzed

b:fby the 1nd1ctment once they have conv1cted h1m. Agaln he ;'5jﬂ

bf<sshows hlS contempt for the prudent course by maklng

K ;?f) .

”proposals that are clearly meant to anger, for all w1ll mean :

Tyt

-*_hlm no pa1n. By d01ng so, he stresses hls unrepentant

'b%ﬁattltude..The f1rst penalty,,whlch he thlnks he deserves on ';f]



account of h1s serv1ce to the c1ty, 1s to be glven hlS meals‘.ﬁ

U

1Vb at the prytaneum-'an honor usually reserved for Olymplc .

champaons (36b 37a) se. Not only WOuld thlS not be palnful

‘ for Socrates, ‘he: mlght count ‘it as a p051t1ve good It would}

"‘rff“{free h1m fro& any- worry about sustenance, leav1ng h1m to his .

,h:,phllosoph1c concerns.;Thefother two penaltles he proposes'

‘9

"ﬂare pen&lt1es of.money (38b) The f1rst, one m1na of 511ver,“

: w111 not harm h1m because he can afford to pay 1t. The

»
L.

'h:second thlrty,mlnae of 511ver, wh1ch Plato, Crlto,‘

{Cr1tobulUs,‘and Apollodorus guarantee, w1ll not harm h1m or.

-:Jhls frlends, for they w111 pay and, presumably, they can

”‘afford to do SO.. Even in the th1rd and f1na1 part of the

- q Py
K

'?t;dlalogue, after h1s conv1ctron and sentenc1ng, Socrates u"Ax

be contemptuous.

uf}emlnds the jurors of hlS contempt, ment1on1ng that he 1s SRR

o D
convicted _ . N
5“~”Tﬂrfor«not belngzhllllng to say the sorts of thlngs to
=7, ‘you that:you would have.been mcost . pleased. to hear:
7% .me .wailing and lamenting, and doing and saying. many ?
*-*-. " other ‘things unworthy-of me, as I:affirm--such- . ;}:*
.- 7. -things as.you have been accustomed to hear ‘from _”4.3
. .ﬂf;vfothers (38d e) B _m,nwl Co --».;'?"‘

To the very end then,;ﬁogrates must appear to h1s jurors to

-

polltlcal realm- he sees 1t as corrupt1ng, not to say,

p051t1vely dangerous (31d 32a) Socrates, however, does make’l" o

""1t abundantly clear what he thlnks is 1mportant, and that 1s ff'

ph1losoph1z1ng. In h1s speech Socrates accents the gulf

between hlmself and the;JurorsV :oldlng up hls le1surely, '

untroubled and pleasurable, pursuxt of'wlsdom as the very

DR S N B L . L

Generally, 1n the Apology Socrates looks down upon the,:“;’7'
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'model of a good and decent 11fe (cf 23c, 33a*c, 37c438a)'

o Slttlng in. Judgement of Socrates, whuld not almost any

v

-~Athen15h juror feel hlmself an object of contempt’

.

Socrates is. also sp1teful The essence of splte,

accordlng“to Arlstotle, 15~obstruct1ng another S w1shes~for$
the sake of pleasure. Socrates actually remlnds the Jurors,.

.gh°f hlS obstructlon of the Athenlan 3ud1c1a1 process. He

T

hstates ‘again and agaln that he does not fear death WhllE«."l
--mdStlmenﬁdo} An 1maglnary questloner asks h1m th1s questlon.g'

Perhaps,,then, someoné mlght say,t"Then are you not-

o ashamed, . Socrates, of having .followed the sort. of :
S pursult from which- you now run the rlsk of dylng?",
i' Y (28b) ' . : - : . :

His lengthy response, wh1ch alludes to Achllles, contalns

s

:these llnes. _'

Wherever someone statlons hlmself holdlng that 1t
L is best, or wherever he is. statloned """""" ‘
, gefre he must remain and. run. the .risk, as 1t seems

me, and not ‘take into account death or’. anyth1ng

else. before whatrls shameful (28d e) , .

‘tAs a demonstratlon of hlsmnot fearlng death he speaks of
hcertaln exemplary_desds. They are not of the klnd one\hould

%”“ ﬁmusually offer 1n one s defence. In’the f1rst case he opposeddfl‘"

L_' the tr1al of ten generals..'d_“l"a;,

'£I, men -of Athens, never held any other offlce in the
~ city except: for: being-once on the council And it
- happened that our tribe (antiochos) held. the . prytany
- when you: wished to. judge the: ten generals' (the'ones
“who did not pigk -up the men from the:naval battle) .
‘..o ras’a group——contrary to.'law, ‘as it" seemed to you all
.- oincthe .time ‘afterwards. I alone of the prytanes ST
.~ 7. .. “opposed your d01ng anyth1ng against the laws. then, SR
““~and I voted against it.*And although- the, orators S
RO j*fwere readygto indict meé ‘and arrest: me,.and you’ werejrm;.
- ivordering and shoutlng,,I 'supposed -that I’ should rén-

™o - the risk on” the side of -the.law and justice" rather'qui:;g;;q

égrh than go along wlth you because of fear of pr1son or.j,‘

- L



~ .

‘death when you were counsellng 1njust1ce (32b c)

In the second case he would not follow an order to undertake."f

-an- arrest - \”__“H; y"" ' -;':—;

'~But, agaln, when the ollgarchy came to be, the

."Thrrty—5ummoned—myself and—four— others-anto—the*'

Tholos,,and they ordered us to arrest Leon the
~Salaminian and bring him from Salamls to die. They
- ordered many others to. do things of this sort,
“wlshlng ‘that as many as possible would be implicated
.in the respon51b111ty Then, however, I showed .
again, not in speech but in deed, -that. I do -not care
‘. about -death in" any way at all——lf it is not.too
. -crude to say so--but that my only care is to commlt
" no unjust or impieus deed.. That rule, as strong as
it was, did. zft sho¢k me ‘into doing anything unjust-
. When we cameout of the.Tholos, the other four went
to Salamis:and arrested Leon, but I departed and T
,went homé (32¢-d). .- : ; (el

:'~fIn both these 1nstances~he remlnds the jurors that be51des

;d*belng capable of not fearlng death he 1s also capable of
:obstructlng the jud1c1al process 1n hlS own c1g& He remlnds
r;?the Jurors, then,_of behav1our that they m1ght regard as B
Vsplteful Truly an extraord1nary measure 1n .a défence ‘
j»‘spt-:-“eqh f{'yfzf:;{ﬁf | *;d““l e "A‘_'jf“”if“?‘nt}‘Hw
The reader of the d1alogueﬁglnds, as well thatd ’

7Socrates 1nsults at least some of the jurors he addresses.

‘;Insult, Ar1stotle observes, 1s "in? ury or: paln whereby there'hf{"

"ils shame for the sufferer (Rhetorlc 1378b23 25) Socrates _dwk

'::may well 1nduce shame 1n some of the Jurors, for‘ge 1mp11es

Ki

- 'some of them have behaved shamefullﬁf In the flrst part of

”1rthe speech Socrates lays the - bas1s for the most v1c1ous of

71nsults—-at least the most v1c1ous that can be d1rected at a fg'h

{man as he suggests "'e of the Jurors are cowards.QHe'

speaks at length as we have seen,vof the fact he h1mse1f'

Q- o >



~ does not. fear death Near the very end of hlS speech, that; .
‘polnt at wh1ch—~one suspects—-someone speaklng 1n defence of
himself wouId want espec1ally to placate a Jury, Socrates

',‘del1vers h1s coup de grace (con51der Rhetorlc 1415a25 38)

‘2

-

"'v: IX would seem near&y 1mp0551b1e for a man——a real man—-to

_no better than women.h;'

Lo

"dthen, de11vers 1nsu1ts, as well

;He remlnds some of the Jurors of the1r shameful behav1our
.when they, themselves,,appeared in court and were

m"confronted by the p0551b111ty of death He clalms that some -

r

‘:‘of them by the1r cowardly behav1our, prove themselves to be

- ¢y
Sl ha often seen.. such ‘men when they are judged who,
althotygh they are reputed 'to be something, do.
amazing deeds, since’ they suppose they suffer
~something terrible if they: die=ras thopgh they. would ,
. 'be deathless if you did not kill them. They seem.td .. J
. be to attach- shame to the cdity so that anyone, -even .
a forelgner,. uld assume that those Athenians who

are distinguished in virtue--the ‘6nes whom they p1ckij"v

~out from among themselves for their offices and L
: other honors--are not.distinguished from women, For ' -
“those of you, men of Athens, .wha are: reputed to.be
.something 4n any way at all, should’ nét do these:W
thlngsT_noﬁ whenever: we. dogthem should you allow it.
Instead, ygu should show that' you-would much: .rather

,??_ = vote .to conVict the: one who' brlngs in these plteous

,dramas and’ makes the c1ty r;dlculous, than the one- .
~who keeps qurgt (33a b) T I A b

.
£

_ llsten to such a speech and remaln unaffected Socrates,

.vi

| ‘

The extracts from the d1alogue c1ted here attest to the ﬁ :

'fjfact that Socrates spoke so as to rOUSe the anger of hlS

Jurors. And angered they were. Throughout the d1alogue the

¢

*,reader f1nds ev1dence thab Socrates, 1n spfte of hlS
}warnlngs to the Junors that they should not be angry orlnﬂ;;

' n"make a. dlsturbance, :rs ache1v1ng the rhetorlcal effect he
‘ : ' i : ‘:@x;xuv

v

3 .’ e
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de51red he must ask the jurors to be qu1et on more than

v;occa51on 1n order that he may contlnue to speak (17c,”20d e,:

'30c, 31e, cf 21a, 27a b 30c) As the 1mmed1ate

hconsequence of Socrates anger rou51ng speech they sought

‘ .

e -

‘fthe polltlcal speaker must attend to. (Rhetorlc'iy54a
d1360b4 1362a14) And he refuses to play by the pol1t1ca1'

M'communlty s rules when he pleads h1s defence. Prudence.=1;;

.revenge,-conv;ct1ng h1m and sentenc1ng h1m to death. Clearly
kSocrates sought a conv1ctlon and the.death penalty Hls

PR reverse rhetorlc helped ‘to secure hlslgoals.

But how does thls reverse rhetor1c~work?-Why.is‘;

: Socrates speech SO terrlbly effect1ve7 Though.Socrates‘

:makes a number of: clalms concernlng hlS civic—minded service

to the C1ty of Athens, what emerges from the study ~f the

’dlalogue 1s that somethlng larger is. at work in the defence.y_;y?
"-5The ‘drama of the d1alogue 1s not what 1t flrst seems. In the‘

.'fﬁdlalogue one sees a confrontatlon between Socrates the.-
'“phllosopher and the very nature of polltlcal commun1t1esf}
gnot a confrontat1on between Socrates the c1t1zen and Athensﬁ‘;ﬂv~
‘JiSocrates "defence" speech must be con51dered as an o
:'attack——sometlmes velled and sometlmes not so velled--on

57f]fpol1t1cel 11fe 1tself In: thls confrontatlon of phllosophy

5and pol1t1cs Socrates attacks much of what 1s held dear by

'&-Qmen 1n the pollt1ca1 realm- from the pleasures of the body k.

Ga

/;ith“ough the honors that deflve from holdlng polltlcal

¥

‘ f;offlce.,He attacks prec1sely those thlngs Arlstotle suggestsﬁnﬁfﬁv

-

*'d1ctates that a man pleadlng a defence e%press regret._i]']:

5N S se s T o ! G g S :
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¥
Jurors would 1ook upon thlS w1th favour. Socrates does not S
:do thlS. He, thus, does exactly the opp051te of what w1ll

x‘accordlng to Arlstotle, placate anger (Rhetor1c 1380a14 27)

1lHls speech then, 1s not so much calculated to anger but one .

_group or class 1n Athens. It includes somethlng to anger

ﬁ;l almost anyone.‘;h:hvlyipv"jgffu{ﬁ" ,

» But what does one learn about p011t1cs and persua51on‘1
‘”-:bY look1ng at Plato 5 ﬁgglggy in llght of ArYstotle s-ypﬁ.:

Ed_analy51s of anger’ In uhe preced1ng look at Ar1stotle s

'janaly51svit became apparent that men’ have ceg@alnl'
| concerns——concerns wh1ch they expegt to be satlsfled by
-;t;fother&.-Thls forces pollt1c1ans to speak so as to el1c1t thej

L. ‘
smen. They must acknowledge other men s concerns,

BRI 1 reby establlsh thelr goodwlll Tutnlng to the Apology
TN B :
“ '”_one f1nds an odd conflrmatlon of thlS v1ew. Socrates
| unfrlendly attltude, spr1nglng from hls uncompromls1ng
h"ostance,.establlshes h1m not as a man o; goodw1ll but as ‘a- SR
'llmonster of 111 WIll From Socrates 1mpollte speech we learn
g bout the emotlonal horlzon of polltlcal communltles that | __dh
“t;the polltlclan must respect | - _r Ch i e
t-n The men who attempt to lead 1n pol1t1cal communltles“A
.flmay, as Socrates does 1n the Apology become objects of . f‘;ﬁfh;
'i:?anger. Phllosophers are not at all 11ke pol1t1c1ans, except
ﬁ';_@for the fact that’they may be. regarded w1th some susp1c1on

-2

’ﬂiby the majorlty of men-\phllosophers because they are np

v,‘

"belleved to be useless or pern1c1ous- pollt1c1ans because

o they are bel1eved capable of abu51ng the1r power.v:gdfifhféj

. ~
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Phﬂlosophers, however, do not always speak as Socrates d1d
1n @he Apology They,'lt seems, speak somewhat more -

pol1%ely And no- pOllthlan woyld speak as Socrates d1d

e

«

_5"‘”““for the_Sak‘“of accompl1sh1ng what—they“seek to—accomplfsh~“-.'

@

speak polltely, or polltlcally ThlS dlgre551on underllnes
. B S h
the fact ‘there is an emotlonal horlzon w1th1n whlch the L
g :
DA

'm‘krrhetorlcal-speaker must;speak. AR o ~.;g/j_,f‘ Sk
Anger, Goodw1ll and Fr;endsh1p° A Synthe51s fw( ;;?fr'fv

The study of anger prov1des startllng 1llum1nat10n of

o«

the nature of polltlcal cqmmgnltles. From the study of" the 7Jﬁ"

,Both phxlosophers and pollt1c1ans must, for safety s sake- or .

- el

¥ -~ : o .

ana1y51s of anger and the subsequent dlgresslons 1t becdmes

;,«"

.,,% clear that the rela21onsh1p of the membe;s of a- polltﬁcal r

S communlty must be understood as one of fr1endsh1p. As '71;w R

,Arlstotle 1mp11es 1n the Rhetor1c and certaln of hlS otﬁeﬁ
L T . .k,:
~jworks, man S nature 1nvolves h1m in relatlons Wlth others

3. ,-"

look1ng te satlsfy hlS concerns, ghd ultlmately 1nvolvas ﬁim

<

\1n a partlcular communlty. Pol1t1cs, as Arlstotle presentsxf'

l e g

and "them

*Wusf

"f*enemy ThlS usness of pol1tdcaﬁ frlendsh‘ptlsathe b3515 °f
S .

I.guta?ger. Anger,‘stated 51mp1y,‘ pr1ngs from irlendshlp and 1s

. S LRI
.most often felt w1th regard to frlends-—or fellow:f‘f’ifgr.
_c1tlzens. A;q ';_- 3 ’-‘-.:-f“ . T-"' PR

It 1s thls reallzatlon that clar1f1es the nature of
NG

. d

ffanger and what role 1t must play in persua51on. Men regard

Y N ) . e

o R o . . . ‘o o . EP . :
N N . . . - L. “ w Chedt
' 3



A f :'J‘

. . N ".w’. N '] .
» the1r fellows as exfen91ons of hemselves. In eyery-
?f ':, polltlcal communlty there are expectat1ons:as tovthe

g R W e
N behav1our dut1es,-obl1gat1ons of c&tlzens.,if~a man does

:Q'

3

::anot do what 1s expectedqofeh1m~ he behomes an object of L

B 2 2
. other people s anger hHe has ceased to properly partlc

"’.‘

'"ﬂ,lm?the shared frlendlﬁ llfe of hlS cqmmunlty A man wh

-
L

RN ~° . R

i .Q“*murders another takes from the communlty‘ Hls fellows are
f" ‘,. L & . N L Q . v

e Justly angry w1th h1m A man who refuses Yo 301n in. the

"A\

efence of hlS commun1ty becomes anﬂobject of anger because

X
i Gh L oy
v i .

he unJUStly refufes‘to help preserve thekcommunlty ‘even

'-‘.g gd\u«..“»a B g

though he 1s one of 1ts members. thn a,man dbes not conlofm‘

L

‘dﬂ' ' ‘ ‘ . n
E féct and experzence a Qprt of paln-*anger. Exper1eac%ng
‘.anger they de;?re revenge,nl e., they desire to 1nf11ct

D . % b '_ L.
.92

;f: ;revenge‘are an 1nescapab1e featz&e of polltlcal §1fe.iz"‘
. s " "6 o ‘ %
The analy51s df anger shows and the dlgre551on Qn o
' iy y /
R Achllles remlnds the reader of the Rhetor1c that the quest

oy v

~fevt for revenge and }ustlce, however noble, may»result 1n

~ 3

- k » I . .
Y - IR

unfortunate consequences—“even 1njust1ce--because anger Can

.overwhelm reason (cfm 1367a20r22 1370b30 32 .fIt‘
'.‘_";.. R T\ .\-.,' A~
i s clear that anger,flj 1t 1s’to be sat1sf1ed 1n aﬁmanner "

“conduc1ve to the good of the pol t1cal communlty must be f;;mé

LY

o

Tyspeaker, on Arlstotle s model,‘must_arm hlmself w1th

. _“. e l h '
-‘gf;a_materlals for speeches drawn from the ana1y51s of anger and

x . '.“\ ) ‘“:: -Q‘ Cosn e T e, w

". .\..

R

' iigulded by reasonable, enthymematlc speech "'The powerful j7f“

o

to the expectatlons of h1s communlty, oth%f men percelve the f"

-v-f: paln, for %he sake of the1r ownmfatlsiactaon oondthe .one who,»%”

o
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L ‘men S" emotwns. , ':lstog.e\ thus elaborates a manner of .g
‘ v rousmg em%’l:lon thaQﬁaqes“credenﬁe to somethmg of the hest:
. ( v - t ice and his reason.h.‘»\f." o ' ‘,
1_ @1{1 one,’\mz.‘ght‘_say‘, »exfrapolatlng from SOme of Ar;stotl{e s ‘
examples, thw one wtho persuades a po/l1t1cal xc;‘omrnunlty '? .
. ,.:;. must be- somethlng Fike a: doctor mlnlste;z;r?gi,to a pafle;ltxtA.'_ |
‘ speaker mlght rouse ﬂand gu1de the ak;g ‘ o
Y thai: such' an actlon could be underé’toocl ﬁpo.st 1n met% of P
_ heﬁalt%H; l-le StateSr that punﬁshment and Jguetlce are kﬁhaé:f’;f:;g;-‘
nﬁt‘daes (1a51s)" for those who Suffe.r (1334b32) ".' Or :
Ay perhaps: morewaccurately, reVenge 1s the‘/reme’dy..As Arlstotle"_
ays i S L PR , et
g, T, L

there *1§'a drafferenq_e .ﬂbetwéen ‘revéhg Eahd - :
~.punis nenty  the’ latter is’ 1nf11cte t the 1nterest .
. » of .the one, who suffers the pﬁmshment Tthe former. ‘ ’
the@qterest ‘of him who' inflicts it f«that he may 65

ey obt *satlsfactlon (1369b12 f4) L

And ﬁgf courjse, the opp051te 1s tzaue. A speaker may"be faced -

w1th ha\iing to dlssuade people from actmg r‘ashly an@ﬁ' N o

R ',‘ 4_‘_

e - \ g o‘ . .
exactlng revenge when they should not. It goes’hwlthout B
'_ say.z,ng that these appeals to men s emotlons must fbepsleen 1n '

| e

o ~*“1='> PR
sunre ' onlng appeals to the emotlons .fa.vored by ;t,,l.t’ ' R
: \' £ oo R, / .r,,." TN :
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¥

.,d
and of the polltlc;an as a %ort of doctOr of the body

polttléw‘glves the reader@some 1ﬁ51ght 1ntQ the exemplary E

status of anger 1n the Rhetorlc. Anger is; a longlng

N _ S st P
” . -Jl:.b 4 _"-.: " v, . D " . T . } . R
‘ .('I'-' \Eﬂ;ﬁ. .~ = -'4.51 ‘n .~ . o P L o 76 .

- , , - -'!‘::\ R e : ‘ . '._ p% . . ¥ o .
L G e T g, :
'wy" -mhlnkfng of the emot1ons 1n terms of pleasure and pa1n,

c > ?- - ; \ L ¥ '

Two reveais almost all of them to be enumerated as palns-:f}f.'ﬂ'

(1382a20 22 1'383b11 15 1385b10 15, 1387b22 25 «

1388b22 28) b A speaker must learn,éthen, to paln men'a@d

e

o acqompanled by paln. Togmove m;n fo Judge or act by

\_" v « N " . -u $~ .
T, reasdnlng w1th the1r emot1ons‘ 1&1&5 necg%sary to cause them,

'}* . R v . . ¢ “1‘1’3. ’ « b ?\\g‘w b
L a cextaln sort of paln, npm Whlch they maykflnd healthy 2
‘yowf, reléase 1n thelr judgemen 3 ;~ * MO T
R i, : \ ‘. i?‘ 'v".
S cIearly in Ar;stotle s c%?parlson of nd e R
G u . : } : . : ‘ -
?&jjj.where'he state5° %~ . 7-'»-%} | _ R
'__“"" L Sy e Tl l‘ .ox ‘és- : al & L
gff\ﬁéf'\xt 1s"ev1denb;éhat these' emot1oﬁ§vw l be "“?;' IRy
7'[T"“ ,"s% by opposlte emotlons-'f he, who is: 'WQF;Qd -
T ‘a¥™he gght of tHose Who are undeﬁggve Sy
B nfortﬁﬁateﬂwlll rejoice or W 4 .at-least not be S j’@i y
T a1ned at.the sigh¥ ofigzthose -who . are deservedly:go; ' — i °
R < o) 4 a.nstance7 nowgood én»would be ,Pained, at- seelng Sl
SRR § . ides..ox” assasslns, ‘we; should" S

L rather re301ce at- fherr iot,  and”at that: of 'meh who., L
L _ re‘ eservedly‘fortunate%'for both these .are’ ust -

Sl ¢PUSE the .worthy man: to. re301ce, bec \use | e . ;ﬁ 311““]
Tl j' cann t help ‘hoping - that - what has happgpet to-his: = .. e
v,fyg-;,“’l1k?'ma¥ also hapgen to thSelf (13{ =33)2 T S
L e Y A #-u" R SECHIL UL T
<+ And tRak -5 . - - ‘ - g

R . el : KR S . "4' n-m.."‘ " ."é"’-"'.‘
PRI § 3 the env1ous'man is palned at. another 5 posse551on R
L or aéquistion:of ‘good fortune; he is bougd‘to-,v. g

S res 01ce at the destructlon or non acqu1g;tlon of the‘

) ’N;;% z e, (1387a1 =3) & T O ,
e pﬂ’ex m}nat1on of the remalnnng emotlons enumerated ‘in’ Book -

show them a way they may be released from the1r ﬁaln.n ;‘gdkefh:

acqu1res an understandzng of what Arlstotle terms goodw111 -

It 1s from the anaIYSls of anger that the reader also ?ffyf“

h,..

pe e T ,x,.--;_j,;‘ ’
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%ﬁyf _ n the. analys1s Arlstotle remlndsﬁthe Teader tha?‘the very

(,D' v'

. umeg who must persuade others are v1ewed W
. ) » B o 2
'susp1c1on and mav wctually becomé ob?ecs

l_] a‘5erta1n

+ -

f\anger for. theﬂﬁ“fA

T:c1t1zens of a pol1t1cal communlty Thzs 1s ‘because

- %
’_pol1t1c1ans set the course for polltlcal commun1t1es. They

! \

e

. {jpisuggest pq11c1es,,make prom1ses about what the1r p011c1es:if

. R :
: will brlng Expectatlons are,the result If what 1s promlsed

q .
S
does not materlallze, those wlth expectat1ons are angry, andu

_o the man who ra15ed thelr expectatlons becomes,an object o?
ooe e R LR :

A § N L

3nger._Just as. meg are wont to grow,angry:W1th the1r more .

“a

) a.

“1mmed1ate fellows they are wont to growe
;g a{‘.,

.v'-; ,

R ol1t1c1ans.‘And 'for the same reasons. In'bothﬁlnstances ;‘f

Bpercelvé a; breakdown of the frlendshlp of the pollﬁlcal Ty
A R

4.{

'cﬁmmdhlty *For thehpolyt1c1an 15 held respons1b1e for p”}@.

'{?& r{ whatever p%uﬁfa{crues to the men he leads.-i He may seem 'LdAﬂ
. ’ g “ S g}q

unsympathet{oa'_e_does not seem to——and’may nd@l share the1r

A o W% S ,

f;f‘ paln.,He may be percelved as abus1ng hlS power. The result Co

a.

e R
Lo is anqer, and a de51re for revenge. f_.ng{

"..,. R ‘ .
S For a man.to persuade 1t 1s necessary to w1n the trust u

”/- T.“‘ < . .
~‘_ﬁof hlsfhearers.fAs one learns from Ar1stot1e s anaLy51s of

tbe analy51s of frlendshlp thls 1sraccompl1shed by

~ e

.anger and
1

¥Hf;seem1ng to be a frlend of those qne w1shes to‘persuade. for ;’

,,.1frender adv1ce, he must also appear to have the th1rd quallty



!
of goodw1ll For a p011t1cran to take pa1ns to establllsh
:»""':i'“-_t that he cares for others, ‘the wa,y fellow c1tlzens care for . ,"'
\ one another, adds somethlng cruc1al to speech makmg B
~ But thls constltutes only a . rough sketch of goodwlll

“ad
L

— what—has—been said—thus :tar—reqmres—detar -a’s ‘
., et A .~

has been stmessed stems from fdemonstrated frlendlmess

T ot .
AR ‘-“‘ ‘,..ﬁ‘_ . l 1

L towards ot ,men.. The characterlzatlon of thlS frlendlzness -

: gs been somewhat amblguous. In gomé cases that frlendlmess
L N .y -w ¢ N
eems: to 1nvolVe show1ng concern for what the majorlty of

Sy
men 1n any polltlcal co:rirlmunlty would be concerned about. We

,n h@n ﬁted as well however, thawnfere&: polltlcal >

i .
"1 ,
-:v A : ‘s' By . ' v ‘
3 'the commumty a speaker addresses er 1s goodwlll somehow S
c e Vjunzversa17 g A'. L e S R e

A

Ind

} Goodw111 may »stem fr‘em the demonstrated care fo/r what\ o

P - LR
IS the majorlty of men take t\o b§ 1mportan‘ ThJ.s group——the SRS

1gﬂéﬁ 5many,.or h01 p01101, to use the most common eprthet--are
;gf{,\,preSent in- any reglme and must be persuaded for the sake of

REIEA I SO . : Ll S .
?;- \concerted actlon 1n a politlcal communlty. As Carnes Lord R
g \ ' ‘ i ' o T

i 'JIr]hetorlc is the method of commun1catlon of e
¢ L polltlcaans. More prec1sely, it ‘is the- method.. of DR RO
s S communication: %f the’ political: e11te ‘with the - T :

S ';:'__3"._":_',,;polltlcal mass, 'the many'; its character'is
w27 determinedabove all by the requ1rements of '

persuadmg the mass EEERr SRRRIEN- SR T
§ , [ Lo RITO e
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Lord 1s af;o qu1ck‘to p01nt out that whlle tH1s v1ew of the .
dcharacter andmpurpose of rhetorlc, .f; ' 1s not developed

. ' T

'by Arlstot}e 1t appears nevertheless to be assumed by h1m

4
throughgut._. Readlng the RhééLrlc closely one«does 1ndeed

flnd—that "the many——are a—focusr—Arlstotle,—Jn enumeratlng_“;iiﬂi

materlals for arguments,,w1ll often 1nd1cate that thelﬂ. Qf

1361625 27 1363a7 10 W364b37 —*11§5a2 1371a43 14‘ H ;“&;f'

1384a8-10, 1398b21- 2;) - Tt ds* safe to @a‘plude,., though |

.cwh) 5 Apant >

1?’_

7ArlstotLewneveﬁQegplIc%%ly clarms as”much that ‘a- speakerf.'kz

But the reader of thejggatorlc alsdﬁggggns that thé

.,, .““_v__- 155
demonstratlon of one s goodw1ll may be condltloned b&,the T}FSZJF

speC1f1c character of a communlty When Arlstotle speaks of

LR

"-of dlfferent polltlcal communltles, he makes statements that

oy

-suggest as much The br1ef d1scu551on of dlfferenr sorts of -
;; - o
communltles he prov1des begans w1th these words.-ﬂd
; o avier of but the most 1mportant and the strqngesb of
all the means:of . persuas1on-and good counsel is ﬁo
;.gknow all the constltutlons, and’ the hab1t$, laws, N
S cand 1nterest5 of ~each; for. all.men are’ gulded by By
-;;Tglcons1deratlons of" expedlency, and that: Whlch
,j;.}gpreserwes ‘the constltut1on 1s expedlent
~fh(1365b2% 25%.;x,~r- L

S e e L i et PR T
2w L e AR *,v .

thxngs,fe g.,

P

E Thus, the speakii s polltlcal reasonlng 1s necessar11y bt:i.:yiﬁ

bounded by the pa§}1é%lar éharacter of the communlty 1n 3gi-h;éﬁ
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o wh1ch he must persuade Arlstotle—thus suggests that the
v‘ \‘ N ./ '_. \“N 0

7';speaker 1s qbnstralned to speak 1n .2 certaln way by thef

-0

'ﬁ7;}commﬁn;ty“he addresses% Thls Qonstralnt also effects “"
'Q'v.»' . 3 ~.*‘. ‘,u" .
"persua51on through character. He also states the followlng
‘ " 4 S . 3

-;______—But_as proofs_a%eﬁegtablashed_not only by
. denfonstrative speech but. aLgo»thfough g ;
L character--since we -have- on@gdénce*ﬁn#a spemker who
! w'.;'exhxb - certain qua11t1e§ such” as . goodness"“ :
s .. goodw i* or both--if foliows that we ought 't

‘."%iacqua1nted with the characters of each form! of . -
- % governmes§t; for.in Befersnice to«eadh the oharycten o,
'~ most - llkely*to persuade ~must be’ thap‘yhf&h 1s *;‘ RN
";'charadte:ls fc'of 1% (1366a8 1&} e ’d%=~gg.j,5}+
. ~' e"ﬂ_ ) .: 6)’ v "q" S g . L ‘L \
3;nstapcey one cannoq He&p but note the consp1euous*d~

» o \3 ‘i :- - E
d goodw;ll 1 BHg’ apowef“ful b’peaker SR
3 £ . : I AR v
”:QGQEW1IA by-magﬁng s eec%és that 1nd1cate f

A Qt‘}'_ .343‘\ B

\through the'Rhetor1c;f! Arlstotle suggests ripeatedly that ;

~;f%&1n opder to persmade, a man must observe the moral and
s s T
'f‘memotlonal pecullar1t1es oE communltles (for example,

1360a20 21 -13Q0a30 37 1366b9 15 1367a28 30 1367b7 11 -
1368b6 9 13843&0 12 1388b8 10 1408a27 29 @15b30—32) thf.k

4 '? I‘» SR
1dapt1ng an old plece of. proverblal wlsdom, one mlght say 'jgygg

A o
hat to persuade 1n Rome, one must speak and feel as theutif

¢ I

l Romans do..;rﬁif‘ﬂj" :v-(/ff’~"3 5;gﬂ*p

'ifj One last remark w1ll complete the plcture of goodw1ll.1“fff,f

Thls quallty, as ArlstotLe observes 1n h1s d1scuss1on of

fr1endsh1p 1n the Nlcomachean EtthS, should not be mlstaken
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for frlendshlp 1tself n; 1s not completely certaln thaf a,"

polatlcal man. part1c1pateg~5n the recaproc1ty of ther‘

"i.

'Ildlcal communlty Though he . may ‘be regu1red to. speak as.'
Ve shares the concerns of h1s fellows.igf must v1ew e

DOlltlcaltllfe from a somewhat dxfferent perspectlve. Men,

"as one learns from the Rhetorlc,_are concerned w1th the1r

R S e

own good

" - l.

J,_ 4

tha;rqlarger pol1t1cal communf'
somewhat 11m1ted perspect1ve.,The p011t1c1an must not be ;*'
11m1ted 1n hlS perspect1ve. He must éee to the g00d of the~,

flij entlre communlty .. He surely does not regard fellow~§' ' T

r

1t 1s

';5u least seem to share some of the c‘ncerns. Thus,

necessary for%the ma@ 1ntent on pecsuadlng to adopt a

"v‘ s DR ‘i, ! '.-‘

polltlc,'or pollte mode of speech whlch dlsgu1ses hls

v

LT *““m

al'sg%§R1ng in’ th1s

)&-‘ -'

;Lotlons of‘thoSe he seeks to persuade. ,
- . .\ e,

But 1t would be,a great mlstake to thlnk that thlS 1s the.p

ﬁfsff‘ only a1m of a powerful speaker.,Arlstotle never\counsels A

demagoguery. He does not suggest that»a speaker glve hls

hearers what they w1sh to heari;The alm of thf’@an yho seeks

to persuade,‘as Arlstotle env15}ons h1m, 1s to.lead others.%’

./

ﬂ}Thls means he must e11c1t the trust o£ those he seeks to




P
.

7:}pefsuade‘SO‘thef'wilI.hearkén_to‘his reasoning. He

s .

harmonizes with the political community, then, in order that. =

oo

he may "Céil the tdhé.?7%‘.nk;;

o
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1 Through thlS close commemtary bracketed c1tat10ns arerf”" :
romltted ékcept where reference is made to other parts of the -
_Eext gt to other works. See Arnhart, Aristotle on Political

Reasdﬁ@ng 115- 116 on this- trlpartlte analy51s+_ i .

-——~——_—2 In—thls—sectlon—_my changes—to’Freese—smtranslat1on.argr —
SRR somewhat more- radlcal

» . T

o

=

st 3 See Arlstotle Problems 949b13 19, There, Arlstotle states
L ,that'“é“. de51res are generally speaking contrary to’
* reason, but anger is.combined with reason (meta logou) nbt _
“* 'bec&use reason advises ‘it but because itiis ‘reason which> < 5}j
"Q:lnd1cates the 1nsultlor cr1t1c1sm.; ~g¢ o C u,,gw;q.'. E

. N . »3,. AR
: ;]“_.4 Ar1stotle mentlons the name Cleon and perhaps means his.:
. reader ta think of the Athenlan demogogue, who .was" an. ObJECbﬁ
S of anger" (see .also, 1408b24-26). Consider ,Thomas Hobbes; ~ .~ '« '
4. trans.; Hobbes's Thutydides, ‘ed. Richard Schlatter (New.J[u-;g‘v
ijBrunsw1ck N. Jd.s Rutgers Un1versmty Pressh.J975) RN

P

u,_i*zso =261y T Y o .
) .} o ‘ . o :“’; . :-!\ ‘. t“ ; " o ‘v.“.:‘ “ '.‘ . “
: S o - n ;

.5 Illad 18. 109. NS i

3, &S mentloned by name ‘L @ri
ﬂfreas,;he seenfs ‘not to.be- 7#~’ »

;‘v_ R

@J&;_’*fourteen ‘times in the Rhetorlc,,
o ;dmentxoned bx,name in elther the Polltlcs or the Nlcomachean -
‘Y,Ethlcs.»jj”, R L W_u. -,,~,“ : rv_pnu. e

T Whlle there so llttle space devoted to a dlscu551on ofo‘vff ’
-'ffcontempt, it is mentioned many times -in the text (for "Jf
’instance: 1371a15 "1379a35, -1379b6-8,, 1379b30 32 1380a21

'31380a27 1381b20 1384b23 1388b22 26) : .

.jfjhjjs 1t is a: well known fact that Thomas Hobﬁ&% he&dﬁhrlstole s 27
£ “Rhetdric in high regard; :See¢- Lord, "Intention," P.:326..So"
- .much.so,»in-fact; that Ne publishefl a. dlgest of - the text» Onf;.;i

Lw ¥ its title-page ‘Hobbes - ‘indludes a fuotation from dne of = .G
. jj-Juvenal s Satires whlch ‘sliiggests. one. shguld ‘honor., onebs el .
» ' téather above one's papents.vAn -examingtion of the context
i % . from which the" quptatlon is: drawn revéals that’ 1mmed1ately
‘ _before. the: quotatlon Socrates 18 mentloned and. 1mmed1ately

i after Achillés 1sﬂﬁént1§@ed . Perhaps Hobbes also:notéd the: '7?~':a
: VA',1mportance of these:two,figures’ in:the. Rhetorrc.isee The T e e
"\~ 'English.Work of Thomas.fiobbes, .ed. Sir- WTTTTEETMolesworth,,_;*"“'
AT An Vol 6° "“The Whole" Art of Rhetorlc (London -thn Bohn
4_3:1840) 419.,“¢' A ._1 R f_ w-“v S

“'”}9 Socrates, 1 belleve, s mentzoned by name eleven tlmes in “Q“
»¢the Rhetoric. Mentioning Socrates’ "wolild not seem to suggest
LSNetor 1t
any spec1f1c Platon1c d1alogue, as he plays a role 1n almost

e Tl e B R S PR S A IR T
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) "@Aﬂne flnds, however, that some of references to ,ff

_ Socrates mai@ one .think:of the Apology. These partlcular
O references. concern not only.Socrates but also tHe gods: -

Rl thus,’ they evoke thoughts about * the charges brought - agalnst

©%7% socrates (cf. Apology 24b-c, 1398a15-27, 1399a7-10). But one
R reference in: partlcular should make thé reader th1nk of the , A
%% Apolo "In his discussion of ‘the use of 4nterrogatlon, e

*Arlstotle employs as an example’ Socrdtes' 1nterrogat10n of .
hlS accuser, Meletus, regarding. ‘the ' charge ‘of religious. S
tion: a-performance-that_ certa1nly_roused_the_anger_oﬁ______
ﬁ%rors (cf. Apology 26a-28b,: 141946-12). One* §hould also. =

the
s . note similaritie§ between’ Socrates opening;remarks in:'the. .~ -
“i@r + Apology and ‘those of Aristotle .in- the Rhetorlc‘regardlng the. ;.”
s 1deal ‘juror (cfus Agologz 17b-18a, 1354a16-30)+-I am indebted:- tw%
oo, o Pat. Malcolmson for this observation. As‘to. the' 1mportahce
. eg < of ther Agoiogz to an understanding of the. Rhetoqric see -
“""‘~- Arnhart Arlstotle on Polltlcal Reasonlngy pp 147—ﬁ54

' fe
: 10 Th1s br1ef sentence, stre551ng the advanta e5- of
. frlendshlp, captures’ . the essent1al charactereoﬁ—* e,
o presentatlon of fr1endsh1p throughout the Rheédol
. . chiefly iti the discussion of:the" objects of. anj',
7. =7 analysis of fr1endsh1p itself. See Aristotle'tri

but f :
and 1n the

.. ,allusions. to friendship .(1361b35z38; 1362b19- ity

ST L may. prowide a deeper ipsight #n spite by mef;V' 3

.-+ . dand friendship. Men,- accordlng ‘t0° Ar;stofle, :

, ! .. spiteful towards those whom they fear-or: those Whom ke
4 . 'they might derive some- benefitw How. is-the mah'whdfy.i‘?"“ R

"f@g;;pfear and who:-has. no need ‘for:’ ‘others :egarded by the: majorlty ;
. fﬁ#fﬁ’of men? A;}Stotle ‘asserts’that men are frlendly ‘towards. _.--v~“
'ﬁﬁﬁ'" ‘those like. themsglves (1381b14 16) .- Do not men have a de51re
wyiv o that ‘othefs be. 1like them? Or t3 state the matté&fr! more,
e o ‘sharply, do. they not have:a:desite to: reduce. meriy £0..
.level? A man who does not’ fear what others do’ and does.not” - -
: heed others coulgd’ appear to be.a splteful forizen ﬁﬂsh that R
-fv others -be, llke them. This. propenslty may explaih.envy . = u's'”;
. {1+387b25-28). In this regardf~the account ‘of envy begs to be E
.contrasted. with. ‘the: acéount@ Ef‘ shame and emul‘at1on .

0o (1384a6-13, 1388a32:36). T T S e U_s.f;;aﬁljﬁt‘ﬁj
‘§h}f*a 11 Nlcomhchean Eth1c5_1149a23 4449b3, and Arnhart, Arlstotlﬁ |
SN ,on Pdﬂ1t1tal Reason1ng, pp/ 116 117 R TR : S

. .,: N : . . PR - AR ) ‘;" . .»:
12 By ment1oﬁ”hg the r1ch and yofng, Arlstotle may suggest~ B
common targets tor men g angert.,~r ST e L

S u3Iliad fi3se.c T e N
ﬂ;f*& '?v}‘: B B U RN ST
R 14 Ibld., g 648 _”;f7aﬂ‘ﬁg LT J_f'g R TR
. $5 Here Arlstotle suggests what anlmatesrthe r22€or1C1an.; VTR

H1$”attract1on to:rhetoric i's born of a- de51re for honor SR

';354b22_27 1356a25—35 137133 10)




e 16 1liad 2.186.. T el

“17 Ib1d!, '2982;'7 L _ , N

o ~18 In thlS passage Ar1stotle conflates de51re and emotlon..

~+ " 'Again, a‘'textual oddity that .demands thought (cf. : o

. 7:1388b32-34). Throughout the text he places equivocal’ rema{ks;- '
of this sort, Considering ‘them would help one understand.

: - .certain aspects -0of the human- soug notably the constellatlon .

”\ﬁ_———of—longlngT—pa1n——pleasure——emotlon, hope;—and—de51re.:-. s

S9! ThlS polnt 1s empha51zed by at least one other: example
‘c1ted by Aristotle..Consider war. The pollt1c1an may have toﬂ,
persuade men to sacrifice: themselves in war, i.e., he.may o
* .have.to persuade them to. risk their individual bodies--and. *" ',
. meh are concerned with the preservatlon of thelr bodies——forf_
the sake of the body pollt1c.;g;; RN : :
20 How ‘men view pol1t1cs and the world as' a: whole wlll :ie«»g
surely ‘effect how ,they react to misfortunes. Ow;ng t the R
powerful technology available today, men-—-hav rather igh, . R
~ expectations regarding what ‘they should get ‘o t,.of life, and CRRERO
:they have correspondingly. ‘high' expectat}ons regardlng whats -

.'}1*-'“' SN

2 _problems governments.should.be able to gbpe gith. Would itw - . o
Y not be safe to say that thlS makes men more he toﬁanger? Ce e
. ! p ; . ,' ‘v'. R

21 At thlS po1nt it 1&,necessary to glve warnlng about a. k‘x~}v
'i problem of translation. The-Greek nouns philia- (c; mimonly &% |
translated as-"frlendshlp ):and philos: {commonly . fanslated\La,v
~.as "friend") both are etymologlcally related to the Greek . '
“verb phileo, meaning. "to. Jdove." Tt.'would be a grave error’ ;
for the reader of the Rhétoric to thi nk-of these words .,
_solely®in terms of the connotations derived ‘from: ﬁhelr il
- English translations. Today,. unfortunately,fthere is a. TR
- tendency-to think of love as romant ic’ love. The verb phlleo A

-should be understood. as: a love that can ‘be:directed at many;g*;f[a

different th1ngs' one can:be, ¢to: drawgexamples from “the e

, Rhetoric ‘itself, 'a lover of" money, self,; "Honor, reputatlon-;g;f R

'rw*;,v1ctory, laughter, Iife, and the. gods.,When ‘men speak todayuﬁ'““

of friendship, they: tend {o think- oniy of “a ‘'small ‘group of

ry 1nt1mates..Ar15totle “thinks. of what is now. called ﬁrlendshlpj

', ‘as one species’ of a. larger :genus . of frrendsh1p ‘He'- thlnkS,(*V

@ant1c1’at1ng;hls d15cuss1on of the objects of" anger, of- any
fgroup tied together by 'a common love" asga frlendshlp and¥,
;those who are so tied.- as fr1ends;1and s: well he thlnks

,,,,,,

toggther 1n a frlendry relhtlonsh;p. - .,, .__N_,. Lo
e 22‘Theodore Buckley, in hls translatlon of the Rhetor1C-l -
gg - “appends th1s,note to.the’analysis: of anger when philosophla
» ‘u,‘ and idea come to: llght-'"[a]llud1ng to Plate's doctrine-of
: _'_;1deas ‘which Arlstd%fg himself. so warmLy controverted " See LA
. 'Aristotle's ‘Treatise ‘on: Rhetoric and the Poetic .of - *a¢
QQ;~Arlstot1e, trans. Theodore Buckley, (London- 5eorge Dell and i

e Al .' R

." (S 4’:.*'



Sons, 1503)' 109f%f;j}n‘i; g“ -

,

23 See also Nicomachean Ethicg ”1a59b25 1161b10.x .-{‘“{.,ep

o, 24 These statements glve rlse toqsome speculatloh about
l'v,phllosophy in ‘the Rhetgri¢-and. about philosophy and
. politics: Phllosophy, or at least w1sdom, accqrdlng to.

Aridstotle, stands. outside. the pol1t1ca1 realm._He indicates
this whén he makes two lists:of virtues in the discussion of .
the materials for ep1de1ct1c rhetor1c.,1n the second list he.
d15cards wisdom (cf. 1366b1-3, 1366b9-22; and, as well i:‘_f
. 1371b27-28) . Nonetheless, ph1losphers ‘do: constutute at
‘friendly community aunto ‘themselves, the1r community be1ng

:f"éf' dlscernlble by what phllosopheig.esteem (1367b7 12)
T .25 ThlS passa is. very diffixcdlt to translate. See anard
R &,qwhe "Rhg§%§ . of .Aristotle With a Commentary, ed..

‘?%,_'>;'n Bdwin Sandys, 3 vols.,_(Cambrldge% At the Unlverslty ~\f555

o press, 1877) - 21 267 27 A B TELET SRR

\.J ',.‘_ g, ‘

SRS 'AWThomas Aqu1nas Summa @hé@ﬁoQ1¢a*1a 2a. 47 3 .Thus,_a;' i

Sl magaﬁfo is not lacKing, ‘though he- usually does notﬂ§a§ heed j,‘gg
UL tor mockéry, wlll stlll grow angry He sees the moc ry a§ an

e 1njust1ce..“,‘, _ = Lo : 4“¢uv.«.” : "ﬁu
N SRR X Y : I -'s R S : , : *tx* .

b

.,, SR ' DUEEFONES

ﬁlrfe 1nvolves the sharlng of goods. There 1$ an
ten51on ‘in polrt1cal life, " then, because there. m;j;g:

,,,,,,,

- 27 Pol1tr
.'1nescapab
is- oonte N for ‘those ‘goods; a. contentlon Whlch may . give L
L 'trlse te fear end epvy (cf 1381b14 1382b12 14' 1388a14 17)
28 Theod;stance3§etween the polrt1c1an and other men‘becomesf,;
apparent when ‘one con51ders q§13§1es and. funeral oratlons in
~times of war.. The: pollt1c1ans who- make such S eeches more
~than likely do. not. feel the loss.as much as those ‘close to-
he dead. And they may. pralse the'.dead mor€; than- they: truly o
jorve: those. who feel-the loss might - think’ anyth1ng less a &
Fht . Consider: Llncoln s ‘famed. "Gettysburg" Address." He "ii:-
ps: does not“speak ‘the, entire truth when W states thatﬂi '
e‘world w111 11ttl§ nofe*ﬁof”long ‘remembe} what: we 8ay’"
. ~ orget what they dld here._m;g,§ﬂ Gl

mmentary, bracketedtCLtatlons refer,
'¢ns of the text qaoted‘ vvzf- e
'. - LNV """ L [“\ has
b t?present fashlonable to thlnk of-
- One’ proponent ‘of this’ harsher view

- o ishment, and'who-;s clearly rnfluenced by the - teach1ngi3“;?
f' £ the: Rhetorlc, is-Wakter,F.: Befns. See.his Eor: :Capital :
. in ““Punishment: Crime andithe" orality of ‘the 'Death-Penalty - (New

York Bas1c B%pks, Inoa"vpubl1shers, 1979) pp.'}52 185, " ;a!;
31 Men are susp1c1oUs of those who employ artful means ofbl o
o persua51on N1etzsche, in“his+ 1ectures on rhetorlc, sums up
;271 th1s susp1c1on rather elegantlyt o FT e




. T "We call an. author, a book or ‘agstyle 'rhetorical' ,
' s - .when we observe a consc1ous appllcatlon of, artistic - - -
o0 means. of speaklng, it always implies a gentle
T reproof We con51der 1t to be™not.ndtural, and as

Lol Lo produc1ng the 1mpress1on of being done :

By o purposefully [Blair,- trans.,_"N1etzsche s Legture~ e

: I Notes on- Rhetorlc," p. 107.] . ‘ =

‘ aArlstotle stresses that a speech.must seem matural and not
" the product. of artifice (1404b8-25, 1408b1-10).: U

Artificiality-makes. men susp1c1ous. .Again, ooﬂ51der

~ Nietzsche's lecture notes: - S

.. "The" real secret of. the rhetorlcal art is now the o~

._.,._“W rudeng relation. . , of the sincere and the - f L

wf . -artistac.  Whenever the "Naturalness" is, imitated’ AR

., 7s . nakedly; the artistic sense of the listeners will be L

", offended;, in contrast, wherever a purely’ artistic. © L, S

S . express1on is. sought the: moral confldence of the . 4 [

% .eg. ' listener will. ‘be] 'ken It is'a playing at the. L e

S 57:5* boundary of the: ‘egﬁhetac and moral:gany .’ . @ et s

.., one-sidedness degttoys the dutcome.’ The aesthetic .1;;,,y'\"
o gl fascination musfjoin. the moral conflgence- but ‘they. .

,'ffng‘yx should not canc_- one another out-"" [Ibld.,fp;:, TR
o 'L : LT ;v.@v S, an. b *-;.m--: s
LA ‘ - PR ST e e SR L ‘-&
32 In what foilows I have benefluted from the examlnatron-of .
‘notes- taken by : Drf\Mlchael Palmer in a- class given. by@Prof.‘ngV
RS Chrlstopher”qugﬂl’on Homer's-” Illad at Bosto% college durlng
‘ L &
o B 1976 ”'7‘;8:‘ ',rf"xi“?ff-““v f-';’*'ffi"r?"‘ T 49 F
33 had 2, *196;..»'4 ;.
o t. ~dfi?ﬁ;£‘_i"' ST o

34 nnd‘, 82 T

e R : P
35 Could Arlstotle be th1nk1ng of Odysseus? He 1§ 1ncluded
,_m',,u in the analysis’of’ ‘tijldness . as: one'who can, ‘at very least; '
f;%zﬂ appease.anger (cf Homer dzsgez 14 »29 31y 1380324r26).rfﬂ---1
‘ : ‘ : s _ ,.;4‘. e e
%6 Illad 1 356 ¢4f, f‘fh'ﬁv.Fﬁ%“ .

9 648 :

37 Ibld.,

,.9 308 323 ‘3‘,;5..6%‘24_7}_'1&,“*-_“.

. Q

'p

k « lhere “as’ Arlstotle does ,about t'e

$~: 42 We will spea

i ;a,,rather-than god.r - The’ follow1ng\analy51s may - pexta;
‘mongthe1st1c rellglons, hovever;, it-is- out51de th
th1s thes1s to.deterq?ne.whe§her that 1s so. ai
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: \ - o :
43 Arlstotle may take the\rhetorlcal problem Achllles S RN
_m____“presents“serlously4_At_one.pornt_an_the_text he_states  the
‘following in regard to f1nd{ng enthymemes: "[f]or when ’
advisi g Achilles, praising‘or blaming, accusing or .
defend\g him, we must grasp\all that really belongs, or
seems to belong to him, in order that_we may- praise or.
. censure in accordance with this, if there is anything noble
" ' or disgraceful; defend or accuse, if there is anything just
‘or unjust; advise, 1f—there is anything expedient or . .
~harmful"™ (1396a25-30). Perhaps a careful reading of the
Rhetorlc dlscloses how - one. mlghtﬁpersuade Achilles.

C 44 If one swears an oath: at ‘a.trial to tell the truth fo '
. instance, one indicates the w1111ngness to accept the -*'.:; '
- ultimate consequenceées of. perjury, either in this life or the
.afterlife. See Aristodtle's dlSCUSSlQn of oaths (1377a8 b12
but espec1ally 1377a19 27) i _ L _

45 Men who have had the1r rellglous fa1th fundamentally _ )
shaken by some trying experlence, say the horrors of. - - .-
f1ght1ng in a war, sometime become emotionally cold. They
. are often reduced to a simple concern for comfort and cannot
be induced ‘tp act for the sake of. others.fThls can also -
:;happen to meh who claim to have no strong falth In splte of
~_their'claim' they may entertaln hopes. . o
46 Jacob Klein: clalms that "[1]t is pretty certa1n that, ati'”
- the . age of seventeen or elghteen, Aristotle joined the -
community founded by Plato outside. the walls of Athens and R
called (from 'its geographical locatlon) the Academy. He ‘ o '
~ ‘stayed there until Plato died, "that is, about twenty years '
- (367-347)." See Klein's "Arlstotle,_An Introduction," in.
fg“Anc1ents and Moderns: Essays on the Tradit®on of Political -
-Philgsophy in Honor of Leo Strauss,.ed_.Joseph_Cropsey,(New-'
' Xork- Ba51c Books, 1964) P. 50c,_ : _._f_ S _~_- il

§ —

47 Bracketed c1tat10ns 1n this sectlon refer to the , -
. Stephanus ‘pagination of the Apology; The translations c1ted :
. -here are drawn from Thomas G. West, . Plato's "Apology of - -
- Socrates": An Interpretation, With a New Translation -~ .
(Ithaca: Cornell -University Press, 1979). For the sake of
- glarity, where a reference ‘is made to the Rhetor1c it is so |

v1nd1cated o ' y.( '
\,-.[48 Con51der, for 1nstance, A E Taylor, Plat0°~The Man and } o
’Q{)hls Work (New York:. The Dial Press, Inc., ,1927), pp. 159, -~ 7
166, and ‘his Socrates (Edlnburgh Un1ver51ty Press, 1932),; L
P. 116. e, T EERTERSE S

‘49 A more forthr1ght statement of Socrates intentions in
. his last-days is found -in the, 'writings of" Xenophon, another -
- of Socrates'- pupils.’ Beglnnlng his Apology‘of Socrates .he - ' .-
. claims- that other writers."have:.not shown clearly. that he ,
+had~ now come ‘to” the conclu51on that for h1m death was. more -’
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'to be desired than llfe° S ‘See Xenoplion Aéolggy.of
- Socrates 1. Diogenes Laertius reports that. "the Athenians

1mmed1ately repented .of their action, . t™." See The Lives
and Opinions of Eminent Philosopher§, trans. C.D. Yonge .
(London: Henry G. Bohn, .1853), p. 73. This may account, in
part, for the relative safety enjoyed by‘the "Socratic
school " Ib1d , pp. 73-75.

50 See West, Apology, p. 65, .not,e 108.

51 West suggests~that Socrates, in thé:Agologz, transforms

* himself into a new Achilles. Ibid., pp.151-166..

Sé ‘See Friedrich Nietzsche, -Ecce Homo, in Basic ertingstof-
Nietzsche,. translated by Walter Kaufmann (New York: Random

House, Inc., 1966), pp. 684 685 on the v1rtues of\rudeness:w

53. See also Xenophon Apology of Socrates 14 15ton»the uproar

that Socrates created at hlS ‘trial.

-54° Students of the d1alogue should not overlook the fact
that Socrates' ability to rouse the anger of .the jurors

" betrays a rather deep understanding of political life. Such
‘an’ understand1ng would probably have allowed him to win

-acqu1ttal if he had so desired. One also begins to wonder if

"the enigmatic. Socrates was ever angry. Con51der Plato
Regubl1c 536b- c: N :

55. Though in the Agologz Socrates irony‘rouses the anger of
 those he -addresses, one should not ,disregard the possibility .

“that this mode of speech 1s, nonetheless, pollte. ‘It allows

a man to speak candidly and 'still say something palatable to

.most ears. "A master of .irony rarely needs to lie. since he

.. can accomplish the just work of lies while still speaking °
.the truth."” See Leon H. Cralg, "plato's Apology of Socrates-t‘/

Defense of. an Orthodox Interpretatlon," Paper presented to
the Canadian Political Science ' Assoc1atlon Annual Meeting,

Hal1fax; Nova Scotia, May, 1981, p 4, The reader of the_,”“””“'

dlalogue ‘may wish to consider the p0551b111ty that. Socrates
'is an even harsher cr1t1c than he: mlght 1n1t1ally seem.A

- . 56 ThlS is empha51zed by certaln remarks ‘in the analy51s of :
frlendshlp and hate. One might ask whether .anger is not 11ke

‘hate. Men hate those whom they take :to be their enemies;

’they are not -angry with them. Aristotle reinforces this

notion by using the word "enmity" (echthras) . 1nterchangab1y
‘with the word: "hate" (m1sos) In Greek, echthras is related
to echthros, meaning "enemy" (cf. 1381a15-19, 1382a1-5,. . -

1382a16-19;, 1362b29-33). The same relatlonsh1p obtains in ..

‘English: enm1ty and "enemy" ‘share the same root. Anger, it

should be noted, can be a cause of hate (1382a2-3). One. who

.persists .in maklng men angry would ‘eventually come to be
regarded as an enemy rather than a friend. Of course, one-
should not overlook the fact that men, through a- sense of

)
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common humanity, will: grow angry at the slighting of onerto‘
~whom they have no connection. It should be added that men's

T

~ and is-in need of the'cure of revenge.,_‘\

“harshest anger is reserved for thoSé to whom they are most

closely connected--their family and close. frlends.

‘-

-~ 57 Though almost the -entire text p01nts to thig. conclu51on,
. Aristotle makes one statement that 1s in. dlscord with it. He

insists that "whenever you wish to rouse emotion, do not use

"an enthymeme, for it will either drive. out the emotion or it
~will be useless; for simultaneous movements drive each other

out, the result being their mutual destruction or weakening”
.~(1418a12-15). Aristotle reduces the. dlscord somewhat ' by

'suggestlng that a speaker should. employ maxims (gnome),
-'which can have an enthymematic character (cf. 1418a17-21,

1394a25 - 1394b26). Nevertheless, a" flnal and full..

',1nterpretat10n of the Rhetoric would: demand a resolutlon pf

_the problems that these statements posej. .- y
58 Here, Aristotle achleves a sort. of cont1nu1ty with- hlS
compar1son of rhetoric to medicine (iatrikos) +{1355b12,
25~ 29) Both 1a51s and iatrikos derive from the ‘verb iaomai
meaning "to heal.” In this context Arlstotle exploits L
another etymologlcal connection that is uorth»notlng The .-
participial noun athon, meaning Mone who suffers," and the
noun pathos, meaning "emotion," both stem\from the verb
ascho, "to suffer”, Thus, one who experlences anger suffers

59 "An unreasonlng appeal to the emotlons mlght involve a
situation like the following. A man'’is angry at another man
‘betause he has not returned a' favor. An 1ntermed1ary trylng
to deflect the anger might speak of some plteous ‘ .
circumstances that afflict the man- who owes 'the favor, - but

" which do not excuse his behav1our. The angry man, feellng

plty, mlght unreasonably, cease to .be angry

60 Though it must remain unsubstantlated here, it is
probably safe to_ say that ‘an understanding of 'the ‘other’
emotions analysed in the Rhetoric would. have to procéed from
thought about how they, like anger,; relate to fr1endsh1p or .

- love. See St. Thomas Aqulnas Summa Theologlca 1a. 2& 25 2 and

1a2a=274 , R \ ,/‘
61 Thucydldes offers an’ 1nterest1ng dep1ct1on of such anger.
Pericles, the great Athenian Btatesman, at the ‘outset of the
war with Sparta, suggests a spec1f1c pollcy to deal with the
 Spartan threat. When the policy "causes" the Athenians pa1n
‘Pericles 'is blamed He must -deliver a speech to placate the
angry Athenians. Witness its opening lines. - .
"Your anger towards-me commeth not unlooked for' for
- - the cause of it I know. And I have called this
. assembly therefore, to rememberryou, and: reprehend
-you for those thlngs wherein you have either been .
“angry with me, or glvenoway to yoUr adver51ty, \
. : - A
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without reason." [Hobbes, trans., Hobbes's

A}

Thucydides, p. 144.]

62 Carnes Lord, FIntentiOn;" p. 334.
63 Ibid. o +,‘ L

64 ‘Aristotle also makes this point ‘when he flrst speaks at
.length: about pleasure. ‘He claims that pleasure is a return
to a natural state from a state of being.disturbed, much
like the return from‘anger to mildness. Immedlately,‘
thereafter, he speéaks of the pleasure of the habitual
(1369b33-1370a14). Men's emotions are' not altogether

' _natural. They are also the product. of .nurture,. and are a

~sort of second nature. Men grow angry,mfor instance, at bad
manners, but ‘manrers vary from pollt1cal commun1ty to
pol1t1cal communlty.- L : N .

. 65 Th1s may explaln Arlstotle s stress on observat1on in hlS
. definition .of rhetoric and at other points in.-the text"

- (1354a10, 1354b10,. 1355210, '1355b25, 1356a21, 1360a20-21,

. 1360a30- 37) The speaker will have . .to observe, as well, the.
“emotionad pecullarltles of the d1fferent classes of men
dlscussed 1n Book Two of the text. :

66 See N1comachean Ethics 1166b30- 1167a21 RN

67 Arnhart, Arlstotle on’ Pol1t1cal Reasonlng, P. 130.ﬂ

. 68 Arlstotle seems to acknpwledge as much in the Rhetorlc..f

“This .is rather evident in.a contrast of .those things 1in
which the deliberative ‘speaker must be versed' and the thlngs

- about which men are concerned (cf. -1359a30 1360b3,

1360b4- 1361a14). And, he ircludes in ‘his catalogue of o
emotions one- that. bears some resemblance to frlendshlp,

i e., benevolence (chalis). Its essence is providing
‘services., Care would seem especially to illuminate the - -
relationship of polltzcal leader to communlty Care also

. involves the.easing of longlngs (1385a21-24), If our

.~ characterization of persuasion is correct, a good’ leader
"sees to the ea51ng of emotlonal longlngs. : S '
69 One must wonder whether thlS is an entlrely satlsfylng
situation for the talented men who do lead. Must,such men
not - occa51onally wish to speak with candor about their -

- relation to the political commun1ty7 To do so without~
-arous1ng anger- they might speak ironically, as’ phllosophers
do. At least -one student of politics and political

: ph1losophy has suspected “‘Abraham Llncoln of speak1ng in. thlS

Y B

fashion. Consider: Harry Jaffa's remarks ‘in Crisis, p. 3. .See’

also Jacques Barzun's remarks on Lincoln's style,‘“Llncoln
the ‘Writer," in Jacques Barzun:-On Writing, Editing, and -

 Publishing: Essays Explicative and Horatory (Chlcagq'-Thellﬁ"”"“
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‘University of Chlcago Pness, 1971), pP. 72-73. See note 28,
'above.‘ . o .:. N -. ' » S i .

70 In this regard it is ‘interesting to note Thucydides"
judgement of Perlcles. Pericles was able to control the
_multltude .
"[blecause, hav1ng gotten his power by no ev1l arts,
he would not humour them in his speeches, but out of
his authority durst anger them with contradlctlon.
Therefore, whensoever he saw them out of season Lo
y1hsolent1y bold, he would with his orations put them
into a fear; and again, when they were afraid 4
w;thout reason, he would likewise erect .their
‘splrlts and embholden them." [Hobbes——trans.,
Hobbes s Thucydldes, P. Q48 L

LY




II. CONCLUSION

Emotlon and POllthS in the. Rhetor1c -

" We have examlned Ar1stot1e s apalys‘s of anger, turned

to. Homer s Il1ad and Plato S Apologz looklng for "a deeper ) .

-understandlng of anger, and summar1zed what we learned

'1s proper now to retrace our. steps. We. looked to Arlstotle s -

'“-1Rhetor1c for hlS teach1ng concernlng the role of persuaszon

0

-'_and rhetorlc 1n pollt1cs, and vere’ led to the emotlons and N

_“anger The questlon that must be asked is whether or not
\ T e :

this, focused study of\what Arlstotle takes to be an_hl: L

“1mportant eﬁamplé of emotlon 1s, 1n fact central to
‘understandlng the Rhetorlc and cehtral to understandlng
,pol1E1cs and persua51on and rhetorlc.<'

Even the br1ef s udy attempted here prompts one tov .

ianswer thls questlon w1th an’ almost unqual1f1ed afflrmatlon.

'The 1mpetus thatlled to thlS con51deratlon of anger was what
% -

’appeared to be egu1vocat10n.on Arlstotle S part regardlng

i

<

.'readlng of the text 1t is. not clear how one is to understand e

G

Arlstotle s d1v151on of the.means of—persuaszon. He states
_ {

. “-“.."' .

[;there are’ three. persua51on through character, persua51on

a

'_through the arousal of . emotlon, and persuas1on through the

4 -~

v'-vtheqplace of ‘the' emotlons 1n the Rhétorlc..From a cursory‘,ﬁQ,-

'jspeech 1tself That str1ct d1v151on underwent quallflcatlon,

and: the study of anger was meant to somehow prov1de C“

-

: 'clar1f1cat1on. Studylng the analy51s we f1nd that the

- A - -

d1v151on collapses, 1h,a‘way. It becomes clear that the ‘“/M

33
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h?Ameans of persuas1on must be understood through a general“

under§tand1ng of emot1on. It also becomes clear that L

rhetor1cal speech is speech that is necessarlly, though
\Ar1stotle is reluctant to state 1t in a- forthrlght manner,
d1rected at. men s emotlons. ~ : e e h 4” ' ;~
N ® .

Studylng qfistotle s analy51s of anger.one is 1mmersed
=rather thoroughly, 1n polltlcal psychology of a hlgh order.“{
‘F:om that study one'beglns to- fathom the psychologlcal » .
:i_nature of men, and: therew1th the psychologlcal nature dﬁ
;the1r t1es to one another 1n pol1t1cal communltles.“To ‘
frestate the matter 1n the brlefest compa55°'man s p011t1cal

nature and hlS emotlonal nature, at least as one is led to

"7f¢see them in the analysls Of anger, ave two 51des of the same 3

' c01n. The analys1s of anger, espec1ally when contrasted w1th T

the ana1y51s of frlendshlp,'reveals that politlcs is f1rm1y
';gbased in an emotlonal attachment and dependence upon others, o
'wh1ch is the fr1endsh1p of the pol1t1cal communlty, and R
h:,wh1ch glves rlse to anger and perhaps as well the-other
’emot1ons Arlstotle chooses to enumerate in Book :Two of the_ a
;text _ | : | : . | “:- ; S
One, thus, beglns to apprec1ate the centrallty of the
emotlons 1n the Rhetor1c.‘The persua51ve speaker must B
:_through h1s speech enter 1nto the emot10nal realm of
fpolltlcs.,To use the terms of Arlstotle s or1glnal taxonomy
m.»of the’ ‘means’ of persuas1on, the speaker must persuade s

'.through character, and so engage the trust of hlS audlence._."

He must, for hls hearers to trust h1m, appear as a fr1end



']1 e.y . as one of the olitiCal'community.'He mustf‘SO as to

gulde the1r emotlons with reason, recognlze that the

95

-

‘reason1ng he employs is. to some extent c1rcumscr1bed by both

’the general ‘and the»partlcular p011t1ca1 character of the

»auddence he addresses.

Arlstotle s teachlng on these mattets sheds some 11ght-

i

on a statement whlch he makes near the beglnn1ng of the,j

'text. He observes‘that "the true and the just ‘are by nature

' stronger than the1r opp051tes (1355a2l-22).-A speaker,must 4*3

"surely ‘take cognlzance of what.a community-regardsfas.just.,d'

-

.'And 1n some sense, a speaker, 1f he 1s to be the powerful
'speaker Arlstotle env151ons, must not try ‘to - subuert the

ol
_ truth to any great degree. A speaker must reason w1th men S.

emotlons..If hlS reasonlng does not accord w;th the facts ofi

'the matter, 1t is. doubtful whether he would succeed. The -

ftrue and the just re51st verbal manlpulatlon, and the reader

,”,‘

,_of ‘the’ Rhet'r1c comes to reallze that thlS 1s the essence of.‘.}ﬂ“

t'powerful spee:.‘ 1355a36*38)

Followmg through Arlstotla s "teachIrLg 1n the Rhetorlc,'

"1t is p0551b1e to understand ‘why he 11kens rhetorlc to

7<amed1c1ne (1355b8 14 '1356b28 34) The art of med1c1ne is the: o
power to do good or 111 to bodles-'nonetheless,blt takes its-
~‘1_,bear1ngs,-and must do so, ‘from the fulfilled bodily '

condltlon we recognlze as health The practlce of med1c1ne :

1s necesarlly 1nformed hy that fulfllled cond1t1on. For a

7man to have power over bod1es, he must know about health andv;‘lf

.what oont:ibutes to 1t Arlstotle prescrlbes that a s1m11ar ’
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relation'inform rhetorical‘practice, The art of rhetoriijay

be employed like medicine; for good or i1l (1355b2-7). ‘f?fy

A

Though it may not 1mmed1ate1y be apparent to those: who are

- attracted to acqu1r1ng the phwer of speech rhetor1c too .':

must take 1ts bearlngs from somethlng 11ke health polltlcal

L

One s 1mmer51on in the pol1t1cal psychology of the ad

health the health of the body pOllth.-

B Rhetorlc, thenyyls bound to affect perhaps profoundly, P

'one s v1ew of pOllthS, even to the p01nt of 1nfluenc1ng how

one acts polltlcally. What Arlstotle achleves, and he:
doubtless 1ntends th1s, 1s to 1nst111 in hlS reader a .
respect for the pol1t1cal 11fe.<Whether one looks to the
Rhetor1c from a practlcal or a\theoretlcal standp01nt, one
seeks a teach1ng about rhetor1c that 1s more powerful than
that of the technologlsts whom Ar1stotle cr1t1c1zes. Thefil
source of that power is the recogn1t1on that any communlty o
has a certa1n 1ntegr1ty. A polltlcal commun1ty thrlves - 7
because of 1ts shared v1ew ofﬂgood and bad and of justlce.

”

It 1s the frlendshlp that stems from thlS "shared v1ew,, asfg’

' we saw, that leads men to regard w1th suspic1on out51ders

and strangers, and ultlmately to protect the1r own. ‘In order :

‘to persuade, a. speaker must accord thls partlallty of

communltles a certaln precedence.-

Arlstotle s teachlng garnered from the Rhetorlc has an

effect on 1ts{readers that they may not have antlclpated.a_"

h"v The reallzatlon that polltlcal llfe is: 1nherent1y emot1ona1

1nfluences one s pol1t1cal actlon.-The pract1ca1 man galns
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,knowledge'thatvaids hlm'to persuade, but”it is vauired at “@

“the cost’ of any thought of powerful manlpulatlon 1n the <;@;y3

% —«./-‘x

7p011t1cal realm. He must eventually bow to the fact’g%at thes
. cL ‘5’;\"4)_ .

protectlveness of a communlty w1ll 11m1t ghé# ma1
-achleved through speech Thus, Ar1stotle s tean !
moderates the extravagant de51gns thoé“fwho se

'of speech mlght enterta1n. o
But the theoretlcal manvmay also be 1nfluenced by
xArlstotle S account of rhetor1c. He ga1ns knowledge of |
persuas1on 's role an pOllthS. He may real1ze that pOllthS -

~is: an emotlonal bu51ness, and moreover, that healthy
: 1

'.polltlcs demamgs that pol1t1c1ans gulde the emotlons of j' b t{t?

5yother men._That is to say, healthy polltlcs demands that

- N :
T3p011t1c1ans learn the art of rhetorlc-—the art of persua51ve o

speak1ng Arlstotle, thus, not only wrltes a book from whlch o
_ _ T -

" men can learn somethlng of rhetor1c, he also wrltes a book

'.;whlch demonstrates the need for persua51 n 1n pol1t1cal llfe

rfand ultlm;tely the need for pollt1c1ans to learn rhetorlc._j o

.;The emphas1s on. the emotlons, and anger ine part1cular,:73t‘
\hforces anyone 1nterested 1n polltlcs from a theoret1ca1
‘1standpo;nt to a conclu51on about pract1cal pollt1cs and
';well a conclus1on about the relatlon of theory to practlce.i?
.i_If healthy pOllthS somehow depends on the cult1vat1on of )
':the art of rhetorlc, then 1t seems the duty of the R

qtheoretlcai man to malntaln a llvely 1nterest 1n rhetorlc.bf'
: ‘f*%(:._‘_ " .; 0 Lo : - '
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':Rhetor1c, P011t1ca1 Sc1ence, and Arlstotle s Rhetor1c H", v

Thls sa1d regardlng the teachlng of Arlstotle s

f;‘Rhetorlc, we may return to the observatlons and questlons

’.that occa51oned our 1nterest 1n that text. We began by

:observ1ng that the once domlnant l1beral educatlon, wh1ch~'f”

,1ncluded the study. of the art of rhetorlc,‘has been ecllpsed

"fby~the,spec1a}1zed educatlon of the sc1ences and the soc1al

. 'fsc1ences, and'with the further observatlon that the 11bera1

“ngart of rhetorlc and rhetorlcal study 1n general are no ””

'“w/pﬁger held 'in any estlmatlon.‘We asked whether persua51on

'Tand rhetorlc were necessary aspects of polltlcs,vand whether ]

' nfpollt1cal sc1entlsts should ma1nta1n an 1nterest 1n

'rhetbrlc. The exam1nat1on offthe Rhetorlc undertaken here,'j,“'“

w

_desplte 1ts narrow, f0cused character, moves one to utter a uf_;; .
'i*ye " Why? To answer that questlon we wlll employ the
1iwr1t1ngs of a man who understood the nece551ty for rhetorlc..,t

;'John Qu1ncy Adams, prlor to becomlng pre51dent of the Unlted
: \—. X . N

' "States,,lectured at Harvard Unlver51ty on rhetorlc and

57]foratory._1n hlS publlshed lectures he says th1s of the w”ﬂl}ilﬁf

_'fone entlre book of the three, Whlch conta1n the _
:..'rhetorical system of Aristotle, is- ‘devoted: to the . s
.. ~passions [what we have here called the emoti s]. He'jf
 ‘selects from the whole mass.of habits and. : ’
:jaffect1ons, wh1ch hold dominion'. over the héarts of
. men;:'a certain number,. Whlch he comprlses under the
-+~ general- denomination of oratorical passion or. .
" passions which are- pecdllarly susceptible of belng S
- .. operated. upon by a publlc speaker._To each of.: theserw"'
.."he allots a distinct chapter, in.which he . ‘.. "
e succe551vely analyzes ‘the passion itself, the' » A
" classes of ‘men, 'who are most liable: to be- stlmulated.;f,gy“v_ :
. . by.it, and’ the manner in which it may be - excited.: T
V*'Thls book is one of the profoundest : T
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1ngenlous treatlses upon human nature, that ever

" issued from the pen of man. It searches the issues o
- of the heart with a keenness of penetration, which®

nothlng—can surpassm—unless—at—be—ats-sever1ty.

There is nothing satirical in his manner, and his
obvious intention is merely as an artist to expose
the mechanism of man; to discover the moral nerves
“and sinews, which are the ‘peculiar organs of -
~ sensation; to dissect.the internal structure, and’
expose the most hldden chambers of the. tenement to
four v1ew. .

We utter that yes because the Rhetorlc is a profound book

about human nature; The study of the’ emot10na1 psychology 1n\;"

Q

Arlstotle s Rhetorlc 1s the beglnnlng of a stern educatlon

-about human nature and the; real- world" of pOllthS. Through"

' that study one beglns to appréhlate ¢he d1ff1cu1t1es that

polltlcal leaders face in. ach1ev1ng concerted actlon in a
polltlcal communlty,-and one also beglns to apprec1ate the
cruc1al role a pol1t1 1an s speeches may play 1n ‘any _b |
polltlcal chaln of events." Good leadershlp depends,.and
one 1s tempted to add th1s 1s espec1ally the case ‘in today Sj-'
democracles,yon the ab111ty to persuade, and as a o

consequence depends on p011t1c1ans rece1v1ng a rhetor1ca1

-

C educat1on.-.~ L

The look 1nto polltlcal psychology that 1s the product ;gg_'

of an exam1natlon of the analy51s of anger 1n the Rhetorlc

shows that modern polltlcal sc1entlsts are, 1n certaln

- respects, negllgent The objectlve metﬁod employed by many

‘w:modern poﬁltlcal sc1entlsts leads them away from a’

con51derat1on of rmportant aspects of pOllthS.'They neglectﬁﬁﬁf'J

the sort of study undertaken in . a book llke the Rhetorlch

Whlle not wantlng, as was . stressed at the outset of thls

‘I . '.‘. .



100
the51s, to call into questlon the worth of modern pol1t1Cal

-
1

sc1ence in: 1ts entlrety, one may say that Arlstotle s

‘Rhetorlc reveals that 1t suffers from a certaln defect. _‘“ivg,

Stand1ng at a dlstance from pol1t1cs, a- d1stance d1ctated Y/
questlonable method the polltlcal sc1ent1sts

*apprec1atlop of pOllthS as a whole is often only an-“-j¢;.~t;

. -

-apprec1atlon of modern llberal dfmocratlc p011t1cs, and even

«

'then, only in a 11m1ted respect for many of them i fg_‘ s
funcr1t1cally accept certaln of the oplnlons that an1mate 43ﬁyr"u3x
libéral= democratlc polltlcs. a t' o . ; f 5 -1va~-v‘ B

\ 4 - "”,',C:V,»‘..u.:-
ThlS means an acceptance of what m1ght best be called oo
ratlonal egalltarlanlsm "'Today an 1nord1nate emphasxs 1s
‘i A /f. o [
placed .on men s power of reason, the assumptlon of RN
) S+

-11beral democrat1c pollt1cs belng that the greater numLtr~of

o men are capable of maklng sober polltlcal dec151ons.'At the

. W q, /\..".
g 2

same tlme, th1s rat1onallsm leads to a- certaln v1ew of

| »,emotlon. Emotlon is debunked along wlth assoc1ated | «fﬁﬂ”’*iji

”'_pol1t1cs. When Arlstotle tréats of rh torlc,.he looks w1th a *?

.

' phenomena such as . patrlotlsm and 1oyalty, in the name of‘f;d~j5?
,reason.‘ Arlstotle shows those who are wzlllng to study hlS "7}'7;

.;*text a somewhat d1fferent conclus1on'1bout emotlon and .‘r;k‘vTJ‘

’keen eye and unfllnch1ng nerve at the hard facts of

”pollt1cal l1fe. He traces men 5" meedlate and pre551ng

’.:concerns to the1r emotlonal roots and suggests 1n a general

':»way that decent healthy polltlcal l1fe sprlngs from those v'laf K
J”roots. He proves that the art of rhetor;c 1s an art f’?fg ' 4
;p011t1c1ans should learn. It 1s a 1esson such as’ thls that “jf_g;,

v
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is singly lost .on most of today's political scientists.

:.Thus,‘it is also clear, upoh studying the Rhetoric,

d e o -

. that the eicesses ofﬂmodern-political science must be"

orrected-—How mlght—thls—be accomleShed? The_studysof-some_;

[ )

of the more 1mportant texts of the rhetorlcal tradltlon

o

'fwould»be anbeg;nnlng. A more fea51ble solutlon,;however,[‘,~

‘

L:uould'be-for=5tudents'of.ﬁolitical'science to‘study the

<fspeeches of pol1t1c1ans and statesmen. Study of such

"speeches would foster an, apprec1at10n of the issues of/

' prl1t1CS, not to mentlon an apprec1at10n of the d1ff1cu1t1es'

f‘men face 1n mov1ng men to concerted actlon.5 This would

' allow theoret1cal men to. mdke a more p051t1ve contrlbutlon'fﬂ

ithe dlsproportlonate attentlon of our age to the spec1allzed

'to polltlcal practlce. ‘ _" 1 <L§e}l f"" . *u - EQ

Arlstotle s Rhetorlc, thus, alerts us to the danger of,-”

ﬁ~knowledge of the sc1ences and soc1al sc1ences. That

T

'H}attentlon 1ssues 1n a drsregard for the seemlngly useful and{_

edlfylng study of at least one. of the llberal arts' the art

’3.

_of rhetorlc. A l1beral education has all but dlsappeared

"p0551b1e to acqu1re somethlng 11ke a llberal educatlon ﬁ'r'

:from our 1nst1tutes of hlgher learnlng Yet 1t 1s st111

tthrough the careful study of books llke the Rhetorlc.rf'

‘fStudylng the Rhetor1c, one 1s certa1nly denled the pleasure'

.toﬁ, say, leadlng a breakthrough in the sc1ent1f1c study of

]

”.

D

‘;'p011t1cs. It 1s true that one “is. denled such a pleasuré but

,1t is equally true that one who serlously reads the Rhetorlc

>

ié accorded the pleasure of redlscoverlng a- persua51ve v1ew



~of politics that has

v

~age.

'beeﬁ'ngcﬁréa by,the'opiqions;

. <102 -

LR

of.;his"ﬂf

K2
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‘Notes . . - .

o ?
1.Having seen again ana'again'that‘Aristotle_is5cautious in
the elaboration of his.teaching, it is perhaps flttlng, now,
.to speculate about his.reasons for his being cautious. In

- terms of the practical .teaching of the Rhetorig, his
reconditeness at least ensures that one must engage in a’

" certain intellectual exercise in"order to secure the power

of rhetorical speech. In terms of the text's theoretical .
teaching his reconditeness may be explained by the dellcacy
-0f the matters he tredts in ordefr to provide his reader with
-a. full: plcture of anger: for 1nstance, the relatlon of anger

, . to a belief.in.gods--for speculation’about the nature of.

gods was not'always looked upon with approval. Th1nk1ng
spec1f1cally of the emotions, one should not overlook the "
. possibility tHat Aristotle wished to place some distance. ST
‘between himself and-the technologlsts, who, . in their own E
»way, thought that emot1on was:® cruc1a1 to’ persua51on. P

f..2 We “should note that there are emotions or, more’
j:accurately, passions that are not necé%sarlly related to
"-life in a political communlty. Indeed, there are passions
‘that, if activated, may even divorce one from pOllthS,.
e.g., a passion for learning. (1371a31 34, -1371bd=-10; - = . .
1372a4). This passion is found -in—-all- men ‘to some degree. -

. ' See the oft-quoted opening line-of the Metaphysics 980a22:
+"[alll men by nature de51re to" know." Aristotle observes .

.~ that men take pleasure .in "easy’ learnlng and ‘that this is

f-especlally the product of metaphor (1409b1-6, 1410b10-27).
. ~rhetorical speaker makes ‘use, of th1s pa551on by educat1ng, :
~ -as he speaks.v_ : SRS : T e

N 3 John Qulncy Adams, Léctures on\Rhetorlc and Oratory, 2
’.;vols., YNew York- Russell and Russell, 1962) 2; 368 369. .f

4 Arnhart speaklng of hlS turn to the Rhetorlc, asserts
that the modern absorptlon with scientific demonstratlon

leads to the notion-that pOllthS 'is somehow an. 1rrat10na1
; enterpr1se, that men cannot reason -about p011t1ca1 actlon.
-Thus, he looks to Aristotle's treatment of rhetoric, as:a -

. ‘remedy: Aristotle's rhetorical teaching.stresses reasoning '

“about political actdon, and stresses reasoning: w1th people s
emotions. See, Aristotlé on Political Reasoning, p. 4.

"~ 'Arnhart's observations surely have some purchase on the

" reality of polltlcal life.today. Yet, one must wonder ‘if hls‘fh

- emphasis is not somehow’ misplaced.’ Polltlcal .groups. such asf.[.'

feminists, env1ronmentallsts, ‘and pac1f15ts all th1nk of -
- themselves a& the very model of reason. Arnhart's remarks
.. 'should be held 'in counter-poise' with those made. by’ C.- S. . .
_.Lewis in his Abolition of Man and those . made by" Rlchard M, )
- Weaver in Language 1s sermonic. Lewis claims,  and prov1desv
clear ev1dence, that reason and sc1ence do effect pol1t1csh'




.~

He ma1nta1ns that this 1ntroduces a reasonable standard . -
. where it has no.proper place. The modern absorption with
science produces men of "cold rationality" who are, to use

~ his- beautlful phrase, "men without chests." (New York: The

~ Macmillan ‘Company, 1947; Macmillan Paperback Edition, 1965),
pp. 13-35. Weaver makes a similar case ‘and speaks | .
spec1f1cally about rhetoric.: He ma1nta1ns that as the

%c1ent1f1c ‘impulse. spread
' "it was the emotional and subjectlve components Of
. [man's] being that chiefly came under criticism; _
+ . . . Emotion and logic or science do not consort; -~ :
the latter must be objective, faithful to what is =~ o
- out there in the public domaln and comforMable to
' the.grocesses of reason. [Language 1s Sérmonlc, pr T
205 . S D R cie

T_He adds that

“"[ulnder the force of thls ‘narrow’ reasonlng, it waS'
natural that rhetoric should pass from.a status in )

which it was" regarded as of guestionable worth to.a’"
'still- lower one in wh1ch it.was p051t1vely -

. ~condemned." [Ibid.] " : -

. 'Both”’ Lewis and Weaver argue that we do ot requlre a return
to reason, but -a return to emétion.’ ‘Might not a renewed

“interest ‘in books such as the Rhetoric teach men how to

- reconstruct. or revitalize the emotlonal horlzon seemlngly so

3 essentlal to polltlcal 115e7 , :

-5 Con51der Jaffa, Crlsls of the House Dav1ded Pp. 2 3, and
as well, Peter Augustine Lawler, "Rhetor1c as the Foundat1on

fora P011t1ca1 Educatlon," ‘News. for Teachers of Polltlcal
~Science 37. (1983) 4-5, -
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