English 325: Introduction to Rhetorical Studies

Rhetorical Principles Table

Rhetorician/Theorist: 

	Principles
	What the Rhetorician Says

· provide paraphrases and/or quotations

· identify as theory or example

· provide page numbers
	What the Theory Mean to You

· Rewrite the points from the previous column in your own words so that they make sense to you. 

· Explain why this is a good example of the principle

	*Ethos (appeal to reputation, rhetor)
	Quote 1:  “Speaking in maxims is appropriate to those older in years and on subjects of which one is experienced, since to speak maxims is unseemly for one too young, as is storytelling; and on matters in which one is inexperienced it is silly and shows lack of education”  (p. 184: 9).
Quote 2:  “One should also speak maxims that are contrary to popular wisdom (by popular wisdom I mean such as “Know thyself” and “Nothing too much”) whenever [the speaker’s] character is going to be made to seem better or the maxim is stated with pathos” (p. 185: 13).
Quote 3:  “Speeches have character insofar as deliberate choice is clear, and all maxims accomplish this because one speaking a maxim makes a general statement about preferences, so that is the maxims are morally good, they make the speaker seem to have good character” (p.186: 16). 
Quote 4:  “Maxims make one great contribution to speeches because of the uncultivated mind of the audience; for people are pleased if someone in a general observation hits upon opinions that they themselves have about a particular instance” (p. 186: 15).
	Interpretation:

The character of the rhetorician can be affected by the maxims (old sayings) one uses.  It is a common belief that older people are wiser than younger people, thus when they speak of times past it has weight.  When the youngster speaks of times past, they are perceived as dwarves who would stand on the backs of giants and cry victory. 
Aristotle contends that the rhetor can gain strength of character in the minds of the audience when he or she takes a know maxim and poses a counterpoint to it that is opposite but equally intriguing.  The speaker’s character is strengthened by challenging the common notion and or expressing it in a sympathetic way. 
If a speaker chooses to state maxims that are perceived to be of a high moral standard; it can be assumed that this will reflect positively on the speaker’s character.  The speaker can deliberately choose to state a maxim that he or she knows the audience will think favorably of, similar to what a modern politician does.

A rhetor who knows how to relate to the audience on a rudimentary level has the ability to gain favor from them for it.  “When in Rome, do as the Romans do.”  If a “Yankee” makes favorable comments about “Grits,” in a speech about food, to a “Southerner,” he or she is more likely to be looked upon in a more favorable manor.  If that same “Yankee” makes the mistake of referring to Grits as grit” then he or she will most likely be ostracized.    

	*Pathos (appeal to emotion, audience)
	Quote 1:  “An example of a maxim with pathos is if some one in anger were to say that it is a lie that one should know himself:  “At least, this man, if he has know himself, would never have thought himself worthy of command.”  And his character [would appear] better [if he were to say] that contrary to what people say, it is not right to love as though someday one would hate but better to hate as though later going to love” (p. 185: 13). 
Quote 2:  “A maxim, as has been said, is an assertion of a generality, and people enjoy things said in general terms that they happen to assume ahead of time in a partial way; for example, if someone had met up with bad neighbors or children, he would accept a speaker’s saying that nothing is worse than having neighbors or that nothing is more foolish than begetting children” (p. 186: 15).

Quote 3:  “Refutative enthymemes are better liked [by audiences] than demonstrative ones because the refutative enthymeme is a bringing together of opposites in brief form, and when these are set side by side they are clearer to the hearer (p. 204: 30).
Quote 4: “In the case of all syllogistic argument, both refutative and demonstrative, those are most applauded that [hearers] foresee from the beginning, but not because they are superficial (at the same time, too, people are pleased with themselves when anticipating [the conclusion]), and [they like] those that they are slower to apprehend to the extent that they understand when these have been stated” (p. 204: 30).
	Interpretation:
Aristotle makes reference to using an emotional appeal (hate and love) to convey a point through the use of maxims.  Focusing on pathetic appeal to the audience can be a powerful form of persuasion.  Aristotle also suggests how to invoke an emotional response by using maxims to contradict commonly held beliefs with passionate overstatement. 

Aristotle professes that speaking in general terms to a crowd can be beneficial to the rhetor if he knows what the crowd wants to hear.  Appealing to the partiality of the audience is a key element in public discourse.  Political speeches embellish this.  If a politician knows that he or she will be speaking to a crowd that is predisposed to be for “a woman’s right to choose,”  then they might make the statement, “I believe in the right of the individual above all other.”  This would be a pathetic appeal to the crowd’s emotions on a highly controversial subject.
The audience typically likes refutative enthymemes because it places two opposing views side by side in a brief form.  These terse arguments draw on the sympathetic understanding of the audience providing the rhetor a pathetic foothold in the audiences psyche.  
This statement encompasses a powerful concept in public discourse.  Audiences like the ability to anticipate what the speaker’s main point may be even before he states it.  They then provide a sympathetic ear until the conclusion they expect appears.  This concept makes the audience feel intelligent, thus making them more susceptible to the rhetor’s argument.    

	*Style (presentation of communication)
	Quote 1:  “…how and through what means one ought to make speeches ethical…” (pg 173)
Quote 2:  “Since there was a different end for each genus of speech…from which [speakers] derive pisteis when speaking in deliberation and in demonstrations and contention and from which, moreover, it is possible to make speeches appropriate to character…” (pg. 173)
Quote 3: “These common pisteis are two in number: paradigm and enthymeme.” (pg. 179)
Quote 4:  “One should make moral purpose clear by the choice of words [lexis]…” (pg. 185)

Quote 5: “One should also speak maxim….” Page 185:13

“To speak in universal terms of what is not universal is especially suitable in bitter complaint and great indignation, and in these cases either at the outset or after the demonstration. And one should even use trite and common maxims if they are useful; for because they are common.” Page 184: 10-11
Logos and Style,  Quote 6:

“If one does not have a supply of enthymemes, one should use paradigms as demonstration; for persuasion depends on them. Or…paradigms should be used as witnesses.”  Page 181:9

Logos and Style, Quote 7:

“…it should be very evident on what subjects and when and by whom it is appropriate to use the expression of maxims in speech. A maxim is an assertion…and are to be chosen or avoided in regard to action.”  Page 182: 1-2

Logos and Style, Quote 8
“Speaking in maxims is appropriate to those older in years and on subjects of which one is experienced.”  Page 184: 9
Quote 9:  “…take up the relevant facts—or what seem to be the facts—about him in order to say on the basis of these if there is evidence of something honorable or shameful when we are praising or blaming; and of something just or unjust when we are accusing or defending; and of something advantageous or harmful when we are advising.” (pg 188)


	How one makes a speech refers to style because style is word choice, therefore Aristotle is saying that style should make a speech ethical.

Pisteis is demonstration, which can also be style or how the speech is given (word choice).  This means that Aristotle thinks that style should also make the speech appropriate to the character.  A rhetor should choose words or a style that fits his/her character.

The two styles that a rhetor can use in his/her speech are paradigm and enthymeme.

A rhetor’s style should make the moral purpose clear or show morality.  I think that as a whole Aristotle viewed style as a character builder (style emphasized/helped express the ethos of the rhetor).

Interpretation:
Use grand speech only in special situations. Know your audience and deliver your message in terms they can understand.  Remember: Everyone understands common language. Place your strong statements before or after the argument.

Interpretation

Style includes the content and use examples, quotes, facts, etc. to back up your statements. This is logical because you can not persuade with mere statements. 

Example: There is no one of men who is free.

But if the cause is added and the reason, the whole is an enthymeme.

Example: For he is a slave of money or of chance.

Interpretation

Maxims should only be used when appropriate to your speech or text. It can be equivalent as an effective enthymeme (or argument) only if the maxim is followed by the cause and reason you have made such a statement.  Here Aristotle is making a declaration about the use and extensions of maxims and to only use them in logical or “very evident” situations.
Interpretation

Aristotle declares: “Do not use assertions that you do not understand.” It is logical that young speakers have not acquired a long history of experiences (or education) to compare with maxims.
This statement shows that a speech should come in the following styles: praise or blame, accusation or defense, and advice.



	*Arrangement (how to structure)
	Quote 1:  “But if there are enthymemes, paradigms should be used as witnesses, [as] a supplement to the enthymemes.  When the paradigms…are put at the end they become witnesses, and a witness is everywhere persuasive.” (pg. 181)

Quote 2:  “…the conclusion should not be drawn from far back, nor is it necessary to include everything…And do not draw the conclusion only from what is necessarily valid, but also from what is true for the most part.” (pg 187)
Quote 3:  

“First, then, one should grasp that on whatever subject there is need to speak or reason, it is necessary to have the facts belonging to that subject, whether [supplied] by political or any other argument, either all or some of them; for if you had none, you would have nothing from which to draw a conclusion.” (pg 187)
Quote 4:  “…the refutative enthymeme is a bringing together of opposites in brief form, and when these are set side by side they are clearer to the hearer.” (pg 204)

Logos and Arrangement, Quote 5
“First, then, one should grasp that on whatever subject there is need to speak or reason, it is necessary to have facts belonging to that subject.”  Page 187: 4
Logos and Arrangement, Quote 6
“…since everyone  seems to demonstrate arguments in this way, whether they reason in accordance with strict logic or more loosely, and since it is impossible through speech to demonstrate anything in any other way, it is evident that it is first necessary to have selected statements about what is possible and most suited to the subject.”  Page 188:10


	Interpretation

When enthymemes and paradigms are arranged in a speech, the enthymeme should come first and the paradigm last because paradigms work as a witness to the enthymeme.

The end of the speech should not include everything from the beginning or be all inclusive, but valid and mostly true.
A speeches conclusion should be drawn from the facts of the subject.
When arranging a speech, if the rhetor puts the argument and its opposite side-by-side, then the audience will be able to understand it better, which is why a rhetor should use a refutative enthymeme.

Interpretation

If you want the audience to accept your statements, then you must first know the facts.

Interpretation

Research and revision must be done before you present your argument. This includes statements which are or seem logical. They must always be pertinent to the subject.

	*Delivery (message transmission)
	Delivery  Quote 1:

“It is a matter of how the voice should be used in expressing each emotion…” Page 218
Delivery Quote 2:

“…consider three things, and these are volume, change of pitch, and rhythm… in other literary genres that the direction of development is away from the use of the poetic diction…” Page 218, 219

Delivery Quote 3:
“…delivery seems a vulgar matter when rightly understood…one should pay attention to delivery, not because it is right but because it is necessary…”

“… [Delivery] has great power…because of the corruption of the audience.”

“…and just as actors are more important than poets now in the poetic contests, so it is in political contest because of the sad state of governments.”

“…delivery…will function in the same way as acting.” Page 218

Delivery Quote 4:

Page 218: “…sometimes loud and sometimes soft and [sometimes] intermediate, and how the pitch accents should be intoned, whether as acute, grave, or circumflex…”

Page 219-220: “…but just as they changed from tetrameters to the iambic meter because it was most like ordinary speech, so also they have abandoned the use of words that are not conversational…”

Page 237: “The form of the language should be neither metrical nor unrhymical.  The former is unpersuasive (for it seems to have been shaped) and at the same time also diverts attention…it causes [the listener] to pay attention to when the same foot will come again…”

“What is unrhythmical is unlimited; and there should be a limit, but not by use of meter, for the unlimited is unpleasant and unknowable.”

Page 238: “The other rhythms should be avoided for the reasons given and because they are [poetic] meters; and the paean should be adopted, for it alone of the rhythms mentioned is not a meter, and thus its presence most escapes notice.”
Quote 5:  “…how and through what means one ought to make speeches ethical…” (pg 173)
Quote 6:  “…since in each kind of speech the projected “end” is a good…it is evident that one should size the opportunities for amplification through [discussions of] these [objectives].” (pg 178)

Quote 7:  “…take up the relevant facts—or what seem to be the facts—about him in order to say on the basis of these if there is evidence of something honorable or shameful when we are praising or blaming; and of something just or unjust when we are accusing or defending; and of something advantageous or harmful when we are advising.” (pg 188)
Quote 8:  “To amplify and deprecate contribute to showing that something is great or small, just as also [to showing that something is] good or evil or just or unjust and anything else.” (pg. 214)


	Interpretation:
Delivery is the physical of rhetoric, which deals with the rhetor’s usage of his voice to affect pathos or the emotions.
Delivery contains four main parts: volume pitch, rhythm, and diction.

Aristotle did not like the delivery aspect of rhetoric.  It seems he felt that delivery was a performance like acting.  Acting is a form of deceit or lying, therefore when a rhetor delivers a speech, etc. he is, in a way, lying to the audience.  This, of course, is not right or just to Aristotle, but he seems to think it necessary because delivery is the part of rhetoric that the audience wants to see.  This is the part that will entertain them and keep them enraptured.  Furthermore, delivery also provokes emotion, which lends to the audiences acceptance of the speech, etc.

The speech, etc. should be delivered in a regular and conversational tone and without a poetic meter.  Aristotle wants the rhythm to be limited, but not to be noticeable.  Also the other parts, such as tone and pitch should go into showing emotion from the speaker and emphasizing certain aspects of the speech.
Interpretation

How a rhetor should make a speech or his/her delivery should make the speech ethical.

The end of the speech should be delivered with a projected or amplified volume because it is the last part the audience will hear and should be the best part of the speech.
When a speech has taken on the style of praise or blame the tone should be either honorable or shameful, when the style is accusation or defense the tone should be just or unjust, and when the style is advice then the tone should be either advantageous or harmful.  Thus style and delivery go hand in hand.
The volume of the speech, whether loud or soft, contributes to showing the audience what is most important.

	*Logos (appeal to logic)
	Logos, Quote 1:

“Since the use of persuasive speech is directed to a judgment…and since there is a judgment…and since characters as found under different constitutions have been discussed earlier—as a result, the definition of how and through what means one ought to make speeches  ethical should be complete.”  Page 172:1
Logos, Quote 2:

“Since there was a different end for each genus of speech…and since definitions have been given on these matters, it remains to describe the koina.”  Page 173: 2

Logos, Quote 3:

“If it is possible for the opposite of something to exist or to have happened, the opposite would also seem to be possible.”
Logos, Quote 4

“First, if what is naturally less likely to have happened happened, what is more so should also have happened.”  Page 176:16
Logos, Quote 5

“…since in each kind of speech the projected “end” is a good—it is evident that one should seize the opportunities for amplification through discussion of these objectives.”
Page 178:26

Logos, Quote 6

“There are two species of paradigms; for to speak of things that have happened before is one species of paradigm and to make up is another. Page 179: second paragraph.”
Logos and Style, Quote 7

“If one does not have a supply of enthymemes, one should use paradigms as demonstration; for persuasion depends on them. Or…paradigms should be used as witnesses.”  Page 181:9

Logos and Style, Quote 8

“…it should be very evident on what subjects and when and by whom it is appropriate to use the expression of maxims in speech. A maxim is an assertion…and are to be chosen or avoided in regard to action.”  Page 182: 1-2

Logos, Quote 9

“Concerning maxims, Now those that need demonstration are those that say something …disputable, but those that involve no paradox can stand without a supplement.”  Page 183:4

Logos and Style, Quote 10

“Speaking in maxims is appropriate to those older in years and on subjects of which one is experienced.”  Page 184: 9
Logos and Arrangement, Quote 11

“First, then, one should grasp that on whatever subject there is need to speak or reason, it is necessary to have facts belonging to that subject.”  Page 187: 4

Logos and Arrangement, Quote 12

“…since everyone  seems to demonstrate arguments in this way, whether they reason in accordance with strict logic or more loosely, and since it is impossible through speech to demonstrate anything in any other way, it is evident that it is first necessary to have selected statements about what is possible and most suited to the subject.”  Page 188:10

Logos, Quote 13

“If something is not the fact in a case where it would be more expected, it is clear that it is not a fact where it would be less.”  Page 192: 4

Logos and Invention,  Quote 14

“For people accepts facts or probabilities as true; if then, something were implausible and not probable, it would be true; for it is not because of probability and plausibility that it seems true but because it is a fact.”  Page 201:22
Logos, Quote 15

“If the cause exists, the effect does; if it does not, there is no effect.”  Page 202:25

Logos, Quote 16

“But since it is possible for a logical argument to be a syllogism or for it not to be a valid syllogism but to appear to be one, necessarily a rhetorical argument also may be an enthymeme or not be one but appear to be one.” Page 205:1

Logos and Arrangement, Quote 17

“Another is for the speaker to combine what is divided or divide what is combined. For since what is not the same often seems to be the same, whichever is more useful should be done.”  Page 206:3

Logos, Quote 18

“Since the probable is not always but for the most part true, it is clear that all these kinds of enthymemes can be refuted by bringing objections.”  Page 212:8

Logos and Style, Quote 19

“For if we cite an example that does not accord with the generalized conclusion, the argument is refuted because it is not “necessary.”  Page 213:13


	Interpretation:

Aristotle feels he has explained the reasons and means of persuasive speech; therefore, it is logical to him that this topic is finished.
Interpretation:

Again, Aristotle feels he has covered certain aspects of speech and it is logical for him to move on to other features. He is covering each point and moving on to the next (which is logical to do in speech, compositions, etc). Aristotle uses these statements to introduce his next topics which will cover his examples of logos. The first is on Koina—the things common to all rhetoric or forms of argument

Example: If it is possible to be healthy, it is possible to be unhealthy.

Interpretation: Aristotle states that all opposites are logically possible and are common assumptions (enthymemes). He offers numerous examples in this section. The possible/impossible is the first trait of Koina.

Example: If there is lightening, there is thunder. If a rain cloud fills, it will rain.

Interpretation:

Aristotle speaks in this section about the Past/Future fact of Koina. There are again numerous examples of the logical possibilities of events happening in the future because another event has already happened. We can predict because if one of two related events happens and it is the least likely to have happened, then it is logically that the most likely event also happened. If we have rain, then there was a rain cloud prior to the rain. Many of Aristotle’s examples relate to judgments in court based on evidence and prior events or actions. 

Interpretation

Do not waste time on general statements. Use your persuasion time wisely by really emphasizing the important points and your intended result. Point out why your outcome is best. This is Aristotle’s third element of Koina: Magnitude (the largeness and smallness of things)

Interpretation

A paradigm is the induction or beginning of rhetoric. You can speak of events that have happened in the past or make up an event. It is logical to have a subject for your speech or text. This quote is a declaration of statement (enthymeme).

Interpretation

Style includes the content and use examples, quotes, facts, etc. to back up your statements. This is logical because you can not persuade with mere statements. 

Example: There is no one of men who is free.

But if the cause is added and the reason, the whole is an enthymeme.

Example: For he is a slave of money or of chance.

Interpretation

Maxims should only be used when appropriate to your speech or text. It can be equivalent as an effective enthymeme (or argument) only if the maxim is followed by the cause and reason you have made such a statement.  Here Aristotle is making a declaration about the use and extentions of maxims and to only use them in logical or “very evident” situations.

Interpretation.

Aristotle is stating some maxims require a supporting reason and some do not. It depends on if the content can be disputed.

Interpretation

Aristotle declares: Do not use assertions that you do not understand. It is logical that young speakers have not acquired a long history of experiences (or education)  to compare with maxims

Interpretation

If you want the audience to accept your statements, then you must first know the facts.

Interpretation

Research and revision must be done before you present your argument. This includes statements which are or seem logical. They must always be pertinent to the subject.
Interpretation

A statement should only be used as fact if it is a fact—regardless of the need.

Interpretation

Use facts to develop your content. People will accept facts as truth and be persuaded, even if the circumstances seem unlikely.

Interpretation

If an effect is directly related to a cause, it can not happen until the cause exists. You may not seem truthful if you attempt to persuade with only one part. 

Interpretation

Syllogisms are probable arguments based on pure logic, but may or may not be valid. They consist of a major and minor premise and the conclusion is logical. Rhetorical arguments which draw a conclusion and can also be valid or not. Sometimes false statements seem true at first. You can not always base your conclusion on what is logical.
Interpretation

Sometimes ideas must be presented as a whole, and sometimes only some parts are necessary. In this quote the logos statement is the second sentence, but it makes more sense with the first sentence. Therefore, I combined the ideas.

Interpretation

Expect your audience to question your probable statements; they may or may not be true.

Interpretation

Do not waste time using examples (quotes, sources) that do not support your argument. The audience will refute your argument.

 According to the rhetorical principles handout the section on Topoi, Chapter 23 should typically fall under our Other category. But I took some from it. 

I found overlap in several of the logos quotes I was considering. I first thought they were logos because they are logical declarations. Here are two I decided to disregard and you may want to use in these other categories.

	*Invention (creation of knowledge)
	Quote 1:  “If it is possible for the opposite of something to exist or have happened, the opposite would also seem to be possible; for example, if it is possible for a human being to be healthy, it is possible for him to be ill; for the potentially of opposites is the same, in so far as they are opposites” (p.174)

Quote 2:  “And if what usually occurs after something else has happened the previous event has also happened; for example, if someone has forgotten something, he has also once learned it” (p.177)

Quote 3:  “look at what turns the mind in favor and what turns the mind against something, and for what  reasons people both act and avoid action” (p.200)

Quote 4:  “for some things happen contrary to probability, so what is contrary to probability is also probable.  If this is so, the improbable will be probable” (p.209)

	Interpretation

Aristotle is referring to something being logically possible, but not necessarily factual.  This knowledge is centered on common beliefs that people recognize to be true, but not necessarily proven.
Knowledge can be based on prior understandings of the events.  This knowledge is not a constant, and can be gained or lost.

Aristotle is looking at what makes people believe the things they do. Is their knowledge gained by reason, fact or possibility?

What is unlikely to be true or to occur, can still come about and transpire. Knowledge of things or events is not always certain.

	Other
	Quote 1:  “Argument from probability is a major characteristic of Greek rhetoric, in part because of the distrust of direct evidence” (p.176)
Quote 2:  “Speaking in maxims is appropriate to those older in years and on subjects of which one is experienced, since to speak maxims is unseemly for one too young, as is storytelling; and on matters in which one is inexperienced it is silly and shows lack of education” (p. 184)
Quote 3:  “There are two species of paradigms; for to speak of things that have happened before is one species of paradigms and to make up [an illustration] is another.” (p.179)

	Interpretation


This is shown by Aristotle’s view on the logical side of persuasion, which is centered on probability.  Probabilities are based on the likeliness that things happen and are not necessarily based on fact.
The further one is up in years the more they can speak from experience.  In essence, the older one is the wiser they are.

The two types of paradigms are “historical” and “fictional” aspects of rhetoric. Historical is based on fact while fictional is based on storytelling and fables.




