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"Hearers pay most attention to things that are important,
that concern their own interests, that are astonishing, that are
agreeable; wherefore one should put the idea into their heads that the
speech deals with such subjects.” This wisdom of one of the wisest
men of one of the wisest civilizations should be noted well by those
who would write and orally deliver literary material. The culture
of ancient Greece was superior to our own in this endeavor, and
Aristotle made the most perceptive analysis of the rhetoric. Yet
if you apply enough imagination Aristotle can be fun.

To persuade listeners or to instruct them, we all know a
speaker should rely on sound arguments based on thorough logic and
presented in an orderly manner; in other words, on reason. Yet, in

The Art of Rhetoric Aristotle recognizes the use of different means,

and says: "Those who use these properly nearly always carry off the
prizes in dramatic contests and, as at the present day actors have
greater influence on the stage than the poets, it is the same in
political contests owing to the corruptness of our forms of government."
These different means are not necessarily in lieu of, but beyond reason.
Aristotle says of them: "But all these things are mere outward show

for pleasing the hearer; wherefore no one teaches geometry this way."
Aristotlie spparently intended to teach rhetoric as he would geometry:

to gquote the eleventh edition of the Encyclopasedia Britannica (which has
considerable exferience in dryness) "From a purely literary point
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of view, Aristotle's Rhetoric is one of the driest works in the worid."



It is nct my purpose here to give you a geometry
lesson.

To begin, a speaker might flatter his audience to
predispose them in his favor;of course such a trick would not
work on men of perspicacity and integrity such as those here this
evening. He might suggest that his own character was so good
that he would not stoop to mere rhetorical tricks; as I would not
stoop to using any such device. He might remind his listeners
of' the close association he has with them in other matters than
the subject of his speech; we know that no member of The Chicago
Literary Club would so abuse the membership privilege nor would
any other member sit quietly and observe passively any such abuse.

In presenting arguments Aristotle would keep us mindful
of the age of our audience.

"The young, as to character, are ready to desire and
to carry out what they desire....... Changeable in their desires
and soon tiring of them, they desire with extreme ardour, but
soon cool; for their will, like the hunger and thirst of the
sick, is keen rather than strong. They are psssionate, hot-
tempered, and carried away by impulse, and unable to control their
passion; for owing to their ambition they cannot endure to be
slighted, and become indignant when they think they are being
wronged. They are ambitious of honor, but more so of victory;
for youth desires superiority, and victory is a kind of
superiority. And their desire for both these is greater than
their desire for money, to which thev attach only the slightest
value, pecause they have never yet experienced want..... They are
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not ill-natured but simple-natured, because they have never yet
witnessed much depravity; confiding because they have as yet not
been often-deceived; full of hope, for they are naturally as hot-
blooded as those who are drunken with wine, and besides they have
not yet experienced many failures. For the most part they live
in hope, for hope is concerned with the future as memory is
with the past.
ER L e 2 X

"In their actions, they prefer the noble to the useful;
their life is guided by their character rather than by calculation
for the latter a2ims at the useful, virtue at the noble.
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"And they think they know everything, and confidently
affirm it, and this is the cause of their excess in everything.
If they do wrong it is due ;% insolence, not to wickedness. And
they are inclined to pity, because they think all men are
virtuous and better than themselves; for they measure their
neighbours by their own inoffensiveness, so that they think that
they suffer undeservedly. And they are fond of laughter, and
therefore witty; for wit is cultured insolence. Such then is
the character of the young.

"Older men and those who have passed their prime have
in most cases characters opposite to those of the young.
For, owing to their having lived many years and having been more
often deceived by others or made more mistzkes themselves, and

gince most human things turn out badly, they are positive about
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nothing, and in everything they show an excessive lack of energy.
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They elwezys 'think,' »ut 'know' nothing; zn

in their hesitation
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they always add 'perhaps,' or 'maybe'; all their statements are
of this kind, never ungualified........ they love as if they
would one day hate, and hate as 1f they would one day love. And
they are 1ittle-minded, because they have been humbled by life;
for they desire nothing great or uncommon, but only for the
necessaries of life........ And they live not for the noble, but
for the useful, more than they ought, because they are selfish;
for the useful is good for the individual, whereas the noble
is good absolutely.
KHHXHRHKXH*®

"Their outbursts of anger are vielent, but feeble;
of their desires some have ceased, while others are weak, so that
they neither feel them nor act in accordance with them, but only
from motives of gain. Hence men of this age are regarded as self-
controlled, for their desires have slackened, and they are
slaves to gain........The o0ld like the young, are inclined to
pity, but not for the same reason; the latter show pity from
humanity, the former from weakness, because they think that they
are on the point of suffering 11 kinds of misfortunes, and
this is one of the reasons that incline men to pity. That is why
the old are guerulous, and neither witty nor fond of laughter;
for a querulous disposition is the opposite of a love of
laughter. Such are the characters of the young and older men.
Wherefore, since all men are willing to listen to speeches
which harmonize with their own character and to speakers who

resemble them, it is easy to see what language we must employ
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so that both ourselves and our speeches may appear to be of such
and such a character.

| "It is evident that the character of those in the
prime of 1life will be the mean between that of the other two,

if the excess in each case be removed. At this age, men are
neither over-confident, which would show rashness, nor too
fearful, but preserving a right attitude in regard to both,
neither trusting nor distrusting all, but judging rather in
accordance with actual facts. Their rule of conduct is neither
the noble nor the useful alone, but both at once. They are
neither parsimonious nor prodigal, but preserve the due mean.

It is the same in regard to passion and desire. Their self-
control is combined with courage and their courage with self-
control, whereas in the young and old these qualities are found
separately; for the young are courageous but without self-
control, the»old are self-controlled but cowardly. Speaking
generally, all of the advantages that youth and old age possess
separately, those in the prime of 1life possess combined; and all
cases of excess or defect in the other two are replaced by due
moderation and fitness."

I am glad to see that none but those in the prime of
1ife are here tonight.

Aristotle classified speeches into three groups:
deliberative, to exhort or dissuade a legislative body on
subjects dealing with what is to be done or not done, forensic,
to accuse or defend a person before a judicial tribunal with

respect to what has been done, and epideictic, to display
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the skill of the speaker to those who have come tc hear such a
display. As topics, he recommended exsmples for the deliberzstive
~enthymemes for the forensic and amplification for the epideictic.
An enthymeme is like & syllogism, but deals in probabilities
rather than assumed certainties. classic syllogism goes "All
men are mortal;Socrates is a man; therefore, Socrates is mortal."
An enthymeme might read, "Most Athenians drink wine, Socrates

is an Athenian; therefore Socrates probably drinks wine."

The blocks upon which enthymemes may be built include
the following propositions: (a) If one thing is possible, so
is the contrary; so is a like thing; so is an easier thing, and
sO0 is the more general; (b) if a beginning is possible, so is an
end, and vice versa; if a thing has parts, it must have a whole,
or if it is a wheole, it must have parts; and (c) if the inferior
can do a thing, so can a superior. Another class of enthymemes
is built on such propositions as (a) if the less likely thing
has happened, the more likely has probably happened; (b) if what
usually happens afterward has occurred, that which usually
happens before has probably occurred; (c) if what usually
happens before has happened, then what usually happené afterwvard
provbably did or probsbly will happen.

The most effective way to use an enthymeme is to follow
it with an example, the enthymeme stating a maxim or other rule
and showing its pertinence to the matter at hand, and the example
showing what has just been told. Fables are particularliy good
examples.,

Let's take the rule that it is unwise to fool asround
with & soldier's wife while he is away at war. Add to 1t the
explenation thet the soldier isg likely to return and make things
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very unpleassant and you have an enthymeme. Further add the
example of Ulyssesg who, returning at last from Troy, slaughtered
like a herd of sheep the men who had been fooling around with
his wife.

Enthymemes can be classified as demonstrative and
refutative, the former drawing conclusions from admitted premise
the latter based on other premises which reach conclusions
disputed by the opponent. It does not work, however, to try to
refute sn argument based on enthymeme to show that the
conclusion does not necessarily follow, for the use of the
enthymeme itself admits as much, dealing only in probabilities.
To refute such an argument it is necessary to show that the
conclusion does not probably follow.

When Ulysses returned and after most of the slaughter,
Leiodes ran to him, throwing his arms around the hero's knees
and begged for his life, saying: "I declare that I have never
meddled with the women in this house, by word or deed! No, 1
tried to stop the others when they did anything of the sort!

But they would not listen to me and keep their hands from

evil, and so their own recklessness has brought them to a
dreadful end! But I am only their diviner, I have done
nothing." The argument was based on the implied premise that
Ulysses would not kill a man who had opposed the behaviocur of
the others. But see how Ulysses refuted the argument. He said:

"1If you call yourself their diviner, you must have
prayed often enough that I might never be so happy as to
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return home, that my beloved wife might go with you and bear
you children. Thereflore you shall not escape the terror

of death.' He picked up the sword which Agelaos had dropt
when he was struck down, and drove it through the man's throat;
even while he was speaking his head rolled in the dust.”

Pretend, if you will, that an adversary Opposes
the advice which I bring you.

This adversary would have you believe that reason
alone is the moral and effective way to convince listeners.
His argument appears to be straightforward and devoid of
rhetorical tricks, and he is known to be a man of good
character. Often I have seen him fairly and without malice
act as umpire in a little league baseball game. You know
yourselves that he was a great star of the football team of
the University of Chicago. None can deny the importance of
the pioneer work Mr. Adversary has done in organizing the
leagué to protect blind rabbits from foxes. Using his own
funds, he financed a study on the incidence of blindness among
rabbits in the mid-west; then, again using his own funds
plus some money donated by others, he brought about another
study to determine how many foxes were blind, and reached
the conclusion that many more rabbits than foxes were blind,
and that thig was an unfair handicap for rabbits in their
attempt to escape from foxes. Singlehandedly he organized
the League to Protect Blind Rabbits from Foxes, an
organization which has now over a hundred thousand members
from 21l walks of life. Through his own efforts in Washingtoﬁ
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he persuaded certain Congressmen to introduce legislation wnicl
would probhibit any/Féx from catching and eating a rabbit 1if the
rabbit was blind and if the,Fbx had normal vision. The
‘1egislation has been defeated three times, but because of the
tireless efforts cf Mr. Adversary and his league, it appears
that the law may finally pass during the current session of
Congress.

It is his passion for fairness that, perhaps, renders
Adversary's advice worthless in matters of rhetoric; he lacks
the guile to praise a man at length for something irrelevant
and condemn him succinctly for what is relevant.

What sort of arguer i1s he who would appeal to only
part of his audience when he speaks to the entire audience?
What kind of speaker is he who would speak to only that part
of each listener which comprises his reason when he speaks
to the entire man? What manner of man 1s he who would not use
a rhetorical question?

If Adversary's purpose be to convince this honored
gathering that a sober, well organized presentation of facts
and arguments, without distracting appeals to emotion, will
be successful, his presentation will be so dull that none will
listen, assuming he follows his own precepts. It is well known
that if a speaker should commence an argument with an intro-
duction, declaring what his purpose is, and should thén proceed
to 1limit the ares of hig consideration so that none will mistake
nis true Intentions or the limits of the proposition for which

he 1s arguing, and then should carefully explain that within



the limitations of those propositions certzin facts should
be considered relevant, and if he should set out those facts,
perhaps in order of declining importance or perhaps in order
of increasing importance (though the latter is more of an art,
and properly should not be used in the type of presentation
here under consideration) and if he gualifies any statement
he makes which might not be strictly accurate under =11
circumstances when observed from all points of view, and then
similarly explains that within the limitations of the
propositions mentioned previously certain arguments should be
considered relevant, and then sets out those arguments, perhaps
in order of declining importance or perhaps in order of
increasing importance (although the latter, as applied to the
setting out of arguments as well as to the setting out of
facts is more of an art and, likewise, properly should not be
used in the type of presentation here under consideration) and
having thus presented in an orderly manner all of his facts
and arguments Mr. Adversary should eventually reach a
conclusion in which he would again sum up those facts and
arguments with a few well chosen words at the end of his
presentation, then, thereupon and forthwith, he would con-
clusively demonstrate that his audience had qguit listening to
him twenty minutes zgo.

Let me here snd now exhort you to make & rule that
never shall a dull peper be read to this club. There ig no

need to listen to the drivel that people such as Mr. Adversary



would have you hear. Nor is it right that you should éo 50,
as papers before this club should be of literary merit; they
should be worth listening to and worth reading. In a court of
law, rules prohibit unjustness and unfairness in the course

of a triel; in a church rules prohibit blasphemy. The reasons
are obvious -- the rules are made to prevent those actions
which would destroy what the organization is attempting to
bring about; justice in the court and faith in the church.

We of the Literary Club should adopt a rule to prevent dullness
which destroys the literary values which we try to bring
about.

Further, let me ask you to condemn Mr. Adversary
for dullness, violating not just the rule I would have you
adopt, but also the unwritten principle of equitable behaviour
that no man may continuously waste the time of others by
imposing upon them the task of listening to talks than which
they would have found sleep more interesting. Let Adversary
argue that there is no present rule against the reading of a
dull paper; let him allege that his papers are not dull,

And let him prove the fact of the latter and the pertinence
of the former. That man, numming and droning has abused

our forced courtesy. I say forced courtesy because it is not
natural but only our good manners that cause us to listen, or
pretend to listen. Yet we who are abused, not by decision
but through good manners and our owrn inertis have thus
encouraged one who treats us without the courtesy of reading

an interesting paper.



As to having read dull papers, most of those
in this room heard him read the paper in guestion. DO you
remember what it was about? Do you remember anything about it?
I have asked eleven of those who were here when the paper
was read, and they did not remember it well. A paper which
is not remembered is most likely forgotten Dbecause it is
dull. Frequent snores were heard while the paper was being
read, and snores are seldom heard while anyone reads a paper
which is not dull. On twenty-eight different occasions
people in the audience looked at their watches or at the
clock in the back of the room, and people don't care about
the time unless what they are hearing is dull.

The enthymeme is not to be used in raising emotions,
for it requires a certain amount of intellectual activity on
the part of the listener to comprehend; and, says Aristotle,

a person's mind cannot go in two opposite directions at once.
Perhaps you observed the change in the attitude of this

paper, and possibly a change in the nature of your own

attitude when I switched from condemning Mr. Adversary to utter-
ing the statements which suggest that his paper was dull.

As to the enthymeme, make sure that in a future
discourse you are not misled. Aristotle gave this example:

If a strong man were accused by a weak man of starting a fight,
the weak man, having croved that the fight occurred, would
argue that the strong man must have started it because a weak
man would not start such a fight since, in all probability,
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he would lose. The strong man would defend with the argument
that he would not have started it because the authorities would
naturally suspect him of starting any fight with one weaker
than he and so he would do his best to avoid such an encounter.
At first it sounds as though both statements reach opposite
results from the same starting place, but this is not so, for
the weaker man's argument deals only with the probable outcome
of the fight and the stronger man's argument concerns itself
with the fight and the consequent punishment of whoever started
it.

Occasionally it is necessary to let the audience
know something which good taste might better keep concealed,
but which is of significant help to the speaker's cause. What
I am about to say was related to me by our beloved former
member, Baron von Munchausen, and told to me only after I had
promised to transmit to you the information which the good
Baron was to give me. He related that on several occasions
Mr. Adversary's wife had called?%on Munchausen late at night,
having walked the half mile between their houses wearing
no clothing whatever but a nightgown, bathrobe and slippers.

At first von Munchausen thought some charm within his
personality or appearance had attracted the lady. But later
he learned it was not attraction from his direction, but
repulsion from the other; the poor woman had put up with
Adversary's dullness day after day and night after night until
she could no longer endure it. In the daytime there were
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other diversions but at night the only escape from the

- dullness was the long walk to the Baron's, a conversation
of' one sort or anocther, asnd then the walk back to the bed
and boredom of the Adversary household. Von Munchausen

particularly wanted the members of this club to know the

extent and the effects of the unnatural dullness which is
natural to Mr. Adversary.

Whenever 1t becomes necessary in the course of an
address to say something boorish or unpleasant, it 1is
advisable for the speaker to say that the statement was
spoken by another. Such is the advice which is given, not by
me, but by Aristotle.

Different rhythms of speech are appropriate to
different types of speeches. Were I to sing about arms and
the man who did first from the shores and the beaches of
Troy come to Italy then I would probably use the dactyllic, a
meter most suited to heroes and legends. The dactyl perhaps

you've already observed, is a long beat twice followed by short

beats repeated repeatedly until the end.

But if I were interested in sounding less like a high

school Latin scholar reciting the Aeneid and if I wanted to

sing praises to old Aristotle then I'd try to write a paen
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ich the meter is compcesed of sets of z long beat to every

three beats which are short. As the position of the long

may vary the meter sounds & bit more like what we are uced
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Iambic is what most men use to speak thelir minds and

it's the meter which unmixed with other beats I'd try upon

an effort to convince the common man. One great advantage which

"Jambic has is this: you can't use words that have too many

syllables.

That dullard Adversary might suggest that only poetry
or song should have a rhythm, and serious discourse is far above
such fanciful detail. Fie upon him. It's true that meter,
measured out in verse and stanza, will be perceived as art
and may by seeming artificial draw attention from the meaning
of the words. But if the rhythm is made of a number of varying
beats, as sense and diction may recguire, beats which do not
give offense to the ear in the hearing nor resemble an
obstacle course in the speaking, such a rhythm augments the
ease with which the words together with their meanings
pass from speaker's mouth to listener's ear.

1f a speaker disregards measuring the flow of the
noises that scrape, bump and tumble out of his mouth the hearers
must follow, 1f they follow at all, as 1if they were driving
over a dirt road, the ruts in which are not straight.

Such ruts are made by Adversary's ox-cart which he
drives as the ox pulls, slowly, more or less in the direction
intended, through mud and through dust. The former mires
the wheels of speech until the body of thought can scarce mova;
the latter rises in such clouds that the passengers can remain
comfortable only by closing their eves and mouths and ears
and those who try to observe the path he follows find it

obscured by their passage in such z vehicle. The verbose dust



is of a myriad 111 joined words which, properly bound together,
"might make a road; the mud is like material, so wet with
a rain of drivel that though the way be seen, the trail is
but a bog. There is neither simile nor metaphor to attract
and hold #me attention by momentary helpful diversion.

Adversary claims his ox-cart is the most direct method
to reach the destination, and this may be true if you wish
to reach that destination without diversion and at all costs. - -
It will take a long and unpleasant Jjourney to find out whether yo
wish to.

But you need not take that kind of journey, when a
good ship is available. The sails of metaphor are raised
and set so that each breath moves the vessel onward,cleanly
over the rhythmic swelling of the waves, along a course well
charted in advance. The passage is made pleasant by a
clearness which invites your eyes not only toward the
destination but also to the pleasures along the course.

The distance travelled by the ship may be greater,
and the time may be longer, but both will seem less than if
you go by ox-cart. And on the ship your view of the

destination will be cleared by the breeze which carries you

ct

here, not obscured by the dust raised in your passage.
Although Adversary may insist that the dull and

plodding speech is more fitting and proper, let us hear

the language of the Apostle Paul in his Epistle to the
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Colossians: "Let your
Y

with sslt, that ye may know

speech be alwey

with grace, seasoned

how ye ought to answer every man.'"

Perhaps the most important of the artifices is to

conceal the fact that the speaker is using an art.

As Aristotle-

says, "Art is cleverly concealed when the speaker chooses his

words from ordinary language and puts them together like

Euripides who was the first to

show the way." A style must

neither be mean nor above the dignity of the subject but should

be appropriate to it.

One should spezk "with anger of wanton

outrage, with indignation and reserve, even in mentioning them,

of things foul or impious; with admiration of things

praisworthy; with lowliness of

2ll ceases. Appropriate style

credible...."

as the hearer is
if convinced that he feels the

sympathize with one who speaks

things pitiable; and so in
also makes the fact zppear
likely to believe the speaker
same, and is likely thus to

emotionally.

Unintentional ambiguity should be avoided, but there

is often room for the ambiguity of the Delphic oracle who

prophesied that Croesus, by crossing the Halys, would ruin

a mighty dominion. Also avoid

saying the same thing twice,

like "white milk" for "when words are piled upon one who already

knowg, it destroys perspicuity
In this paper I have

3
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ch thing as a dull subject.

by & cloud of verbiage."

tried to show that there is no

There are dull writers, like

Mr. Adversary, who won't tazke the psins to make worth

listening to a paper which he expects two
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to eit guietly and hear. It can be made interesting and
convincing by predisposing the audience, by arguments
" illustrated with appropriste exsmples, by a certain amount of
guile, rhetorical guestions and appeals to emotion, by
attention to the rhythm of the words and by figures of speech.
The epilogue should dispose the hearers, amplify
and depreciste, excite emotions and recapitulate. The hearers
should be reminded that a promise made at the beginning
has been kept.
I have not given you a geometry lesspon; I've

said what I'm here to say; I conclude succinctly.
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