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1848·1 OratiO'fll of 'l'Iaucydidtll. 

ARTICLE VI. 

THE ORATIONS OF THUCYDIDE8. 

An Exlract from "The Life, Work IlDd Tim •• of Thueydid •• ," by Wm. Rooeb •• , Ph. D., 
G«tInJl'n. TnrMla&od from lbe Gorman by John W. Mean, A. M., Student in Pbilooopby 
and lb. AnIo at Yale Ct>lIege. 

bttrodvcIory RIfTWf'b. 

[TIm subjoined pal"ftgraphs are the results of the labors of a <1er­
man scholar upon one of the most difficult subjecta in Greek litera­
ture. The orations of the master historian are not only famous for 
their intricate and perplexing constructions-they al80 suggest serioUi 
questioDll as to the veracity and faithfulness of Thucydides; whether, 
too, he was guided by any settled, profound purpose in his manage­
ment of this part of the history, or whether the ThucydiiUan Oration 
is the product of a tvhilll8ical and profitless eccentricity. These lat­
ter questions employed the energies of Dr. Roscher in that chapter of 
his work which we now lay before the American scholar; and we 
cannot but hope it will prove acceptable to such as have encountered 
the difficulty it discusses and seeks to remove. 

We do not vouch for the correctness of all our author's conclusions 
-it might be presumptuous for us to sit in judgment upon them. In­
deed, it is not our whole purpose to publish received elucidations ot 
tbe obscurities of an ancient model; we wish to put down upon an 
American page for the inspection of American studenta, an example 
or the refinement and closeness of observation, the thoroughness and 
accuracy of investigation, tbe sagacity of deduction and more than all 
perhaps, the free play-the ample range of vision-up and down the 
subject of study nntil it is apprehended in ita unity, which we and 
t.liey seek to attain through the medium of classical studies. And yet 
from the very prominence of these qualities throughout our extract, 
we feel safe in affirming, that the views of the author are worthy of 
eerioU8 consideration. We are busying ourselves with no cunningly. 
devised fables, with DO plausible but groundless speculations. The 
mao who bad never opened Thucydides, would feel secure in yielding 
19 some of his conclusions: they are 80 palpably jnst; and the man 
"ho '"" smdied the philosopher-historian can at least discern, that 
oaIy ..r&er an investigation equally thorough and extensive· with that 
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of Dr. Roscher, could most of hia conclusions be effee&ively assailed; 
80 deep are their foundations. 

As to the translation-we have seldom deviated from what we 
should call Iiteralneaa, except when compelled to it by the usual dif­
ferences of idiom and structure. The unnecessary faithlessness of 
translations generally, has long been a matter of our observation and 
regret, and while we have !!Ought to present our author's ideas in a 
true English garb, we have been no leu anxious to preserve their 
exact figure and proportion 88 they appear in the original dreas.-Ta.] 

TSUOTDIDE8 is now in possession of a rich store of external facts­
that is, of such facts 88 had fallen under the notice of his eye and ear ; 
popular BSBemblies and senatorial decrees, sieges and baUIes. An 
historical mechanic would have arranged these notioes, and published 
. them. Not so the artist. Deep in his thought, began now the d.. 
compOlition and auimilation of this material, preparatory to its traua­
formation into a work of art--a work of art peculiar to Thucydidea. 
For, a bare protocol of events is no more history, than the sketch of 
a lifeless countenance would be a portrait. 

The particular work of the historian in this proeeaa, is two-fold. 
He must first penetrate from the outward facts, to the something tha& 
is within. This internal is often denoted in our days by the name of 
historical ideas or principles. To the greater number, there is some­
thing speculative, and so unhistorical, or if you pleMe, hyperhistorical, 
concealed under this title. But in truth, this very phrase has been 
employed by \'eritable-by excellent historians. They understand by 
it, tk Bpiritual moti,ves, i. e. the thoughts, the resolves, the feeliDglJ, 
of the chief characters and their dependents, that lie at the foundation 
of the external facts. Thf'.se spiritual motives that decide every intli­
vidual Jor hiTTUelJ, but that come to historical import beeauee they are 
common to many-these motives are not learned simply by learning 
the fact8. Practical ruen speak sparingly of what goes on in their 
thoughts; if they do speak of it, then least of all, may the historian 
receive it without investigation. Simple 88 the ruulta may appear. 
on the contrary the work of the historian in this process is ID06t in. 
volved and intricate. Such a many-sidedness of the spirit is here 
presupposed, that he must think and feel every character that appears 
in his history. If now the historian meets with outward acts, he in­
quires: "What mUltt be my state of mind if I should purpose such 
deeds ?" Thus, from the action, he learns the spirit of the actor. 
,du"ollno OV'fO'Jt; 0 TU1aa.rp'~, oaa. r'l MO 'fro" no,ovpiftw ij.. tiM.­
at1.&, (8. 46). The great Dumber of lUch combinatioDs decides for par­
ticular cue .. 
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In the nut place, the historian must separate the important from 
tbe unimportant, through bis wbole store of material. Importance, 
however', is a relative idea, wbich is determined by tbe object of the 
work. He mUllt make distinctions between principals and subordi­
nates; he must form threads along wbich to arrange tbe events, in 
groups. Such distinctions, however, such threads and groups do not 
really exist; they must originate in the historian's thought. These 
are the two points of view from which the work of Thucydides will 
DOW be regarded. 

§ 1. Great nrunl¥r of tk SpHcAu of Thucgtlitk,. 

The 6rat object that presents itself in this discussion, are the speech­
es of Thucydides. They appear to the composer himself, important 
enough to receive mention in bis preface, (1. 22). In quantity only, 
they make a \Oery important part of tbe work j of 900 chapters, mOI:e 
than 180, that is more than a fifth, consist in direct formal addresses. 
Trogus Pompeius is said to have condemned this frequent interweav­
ing of speeches; for his time, indeed, and for his object, tbe like would 
no more bave been appropriate I 

The age of Tbncydides, however, was the first period of tbe politi­
cal eloquence of Atbens, and Pericles and Antiphon, afterwards too, 
Alcibiades, Critias and Theramenes, were regarded as its masters. 
Pericles spoke but seldom before tbe people, and only upou the weigh­
tiest ooeasions. That he left no written speech bebind him, is a su(­
ficient proof bow, entirely without self·conceit, they were directed to 
the practical result alone. Notwithstanding he thus individualized 
for the particular circumstance, Pericles knew how to connect every 
one of his words to the widest principles of his po)icy, and to the pro­
foundest views of lire in general. In this chiefiy consists his majesty, 
tlla, procured for him the title of the Olympian. Without flattery, he 
knew how to lift the "people to his own elevation; his words, says Eu­
polis, left a sting behind in the soul of the hearer. His external ap­
pearance, too, ever severe, ever great and sublime; his voice smooth 
and even; his dress never discomposed by violent action; his mien 
itself unchanging, uever relaxed to a smile. It was an eloquence that 
may have been related to that o( Demosthenes, just as tbe art of Phi­
diu was related to that of Lysippus, as far down as tbe author of 
Laocoon and tbe Gladiator. An exact balance wa9 observed between 
the word and the actiouo Already, too, as is usual, the theory was 
about uniting itself to the perfected practice; and with the first So­
phis&s of Sicily, commenced a long series of rhetoricians, which, SUI-
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tained ~gh t,be foUoJlfi~ century by the flrat orato18, ".. at laIt 
concluded by Aristotle. 

We may remember further, t~t the dramt;& of the Gt-eeb WII DOW 

in the height of its bloom; indet\d that, for a time at leut, i~ Ud weU­
nigh supplanted the other branches of poetry in Ailica and Sicily. 
Plato haa already remarked, how closely the oraUoo la related to the 
drama. And in truth, if the e~ternal ditrerenoo between the drama 
and the lyric and epic departments, conaists mainly in tbia, that in it 
the characters all act for themselves, there is flO tIXJ1I Cor histAwy &0 
become more dramatic, than by allowing its heroes to speak. How 
forcibly the works of Sophocles affected the whole arrangement of 
Herodotusl how in a thousand ways Xeoophon is concerned with 
Euripides and the later comedy, I must reserve to ruwelop in another 
place. Thucydides bas borrowed nothing more from the drama thaa 
the life and oratorical richness of his ~.&a&ion. If hence we 
ascribe to him a dramatic disposition in panicular, a division in&o ada 
and the like, aa Ulrici haa attempted; I can only eoosider it a piece 
of that aesthetic trifling against which Niebuhr W&I 8Q urgent. Eyen 
in the conversations of the Sophists, whence indeed, the Socratic 
method of instruction shortly arose, we may perceive this dramatic 
tendency of the age. That some umver.al trait of the Hellenic chal"­
acier was the cause of this, may be sbown from Homer, who is al­
ready much more dramatic and who gives far more in his heroee' di­
rect speeches than the later epica. 

Thucydides generally arranges two formal addresses .in juxtapoai­
lion. 10 two places of our author's work, this becomes the dialogue, 
(8. 112,5.85). Where he only suWers oblique addreues &0 be givea, 
a reason is always at hand. For example, there are many pIacM 
where, if every one were to speak directly, a great multitude of ad­
dresses would become neeessary-such a multitude, that the simple 
circumstance lying at the bQttom, would be entirely suppressed. Why 
not any direct addresses occur in the eighth book, may be explained 
from the fact that the finish of tbe book is wanting, since death inter­
rupted the historian in his task. From other grounds, it will hertllaf­
ter become more probable, that the speeches received their present 
shape only at the last elaboration of the work. There are o&ber places 
besides, where oblique addresses appear; &he contents of these, and 
the events to which they allude, it is tile historian's pqrpose to draw 
lather into the background. This is an important acce860ry to that 
marvellous gradation of color (a1JmI.fung da ooltwiu) that is peculia 
to Thucydides. 10 bi. intr04uctioo, for iutaoce, some speeehes of 
Themistocles llJ'e gi ven---all oblique. beca.... tbey ooly belong to 1he 
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introduction. In tbe work itself, Thucydides does not commonly de­
IICribe the character of bil beroes; they must characterize themselves 
and that by their speecbes. In thi! cue too, the introduction follow8 
the opposite course, (lee 1. 91, 188). 

§ 2. Prtlimi1lfJry lnquiriu upoll 1M &lation of tIN 8pMchu of Thu­
cydUkl, to thole really tUli~. 

Did Thucydides design to report faithfully, as far as he could, tbe 
Bpeecbes that were really delivered ? This is the first question. 
AlLbough the scholiast answers it in tbe affirmative, it mult be nega­
tived for inlmtal re&dOnl!. K. O. Miiller has already discovered, thu 
the peech often stand in a mutual relation, that never could have 
obtained. The speech of the Corinthians (1. 120 sq.), answers in a 
manner to tbat of Archidamus in the Spartan assembly, and to that 
of Pericles at Athens, though the Corinthians had heard neither of 
them. How could the Corcyrean , wben they were anxious to be­
come tbe allies of Alhen. in reality have enlarged so much upon their 
former neutrality, or affirmed tbat Athens owed them JUBt nothing for 
it? (1. 32). Moreover, since the Athenianll desired still to maintain 
the peace, tbey would never ha\'e dared to preach up the right of the 
trong r with such incon ideratene as in 1. 76. In other cases, on 

the contrary, they were always provided with some proof of right, as 
appears from 8. 11. Much more, Tbncydides states expressly that 
the real ground of the war-the gro\ving power of Athens-had pre­
vion_ly appeared least of all in the speeches, (1. 28). But with the 
speeches as reported in the fir t book, this i" not the case. The pol­
icy of the king Archidamus wa:; chiefiy aimed at creating discord in 
AtheDJI it elf, (2. 20). His speech, however, in which he so fully 
discusses the means of carrying on the war, knows notbing of it. Fi­
nally, when Pericle , in the funeral oration that depicts the magnifi­
cence of the Periclean age, breaks out into the complaint, that it is so 
difficult to gain geneml belief in tbi" representation; in the mouth of 
Periclea it is almost without menning-simply because his actual 
hearers had that magnificence hefore their eyes, and were personally 
interested in it. 

Fortunately we po ess e;r;terruJl eemmony besides. In .Aristotle's 
Rhetoric (1,7. 8, 10), a entence is quoted from the true funeral ora­
tion of Pericl6$. And this can be compared with the aame speech &If 

it tands in Thucydides. It runs tbus: 1'q,. ,eo~rrr" ;x 'l'ij~ nolaQ)~ 
u1trjqqa8'cu, WanE!! '1'0 el1.Q ix 'lOU i,,"v~aV el e~"~8'et'l' Of this 
thought, there is no trace to be found in Tbueydides; I could eearcely 
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oame a place where it migbt be u-tn;lduced. We _1 leam from tbiJ, 
that Thucydides disdain~d a verbal transcript, eVeD where it was JIOIJ"" 
sible. If Aristotle could have received that eXp&"eeaion, how mueIl 
eooner the contemporary Thucydides 1 Bot more. Since Thucydi­
des hilD8elf W88 sick of the plague (2 .. 48), and since this plagae 
broke out in Athens immediately after the funeral oration, it is in 
IIOme degree probable, that he W88 jost at that time in Athens. The 
plan of writing the history of the Peloponnesian war, he bad con­
ceived at its beginning, (1. 1). Should he then have stayed at home 
from the funeral oration of Pericles? It is well known, indeed, that 
J>ericles left no written discourses; that QuinctiUn, eepeci&lly, de­
clared those Gtracts in rus time to be spuriOUs. S~l infers from 
this, that Aristotle NtCeived thill expresaion oo.1y by a tradition of the 
rhetoricians. That BlRy all be true. But if Thucydides had iDtend­
ed to bring his speeches as near to tho$e really delivered as possible, 
he wOQld aecesaarilyl;lave received aod inoo~ this expreuioo, 
just 88 Ipuch as it W88 in the mouths of the reading public. Besidea, 
Periele!, W88 acc~tomed to prepare himself for .peaking always with 
extreme care j indeed he frequently wrote off the sketch of the dis­
course beforehand. How easily then, might Thucydides have ob­
tained such a sketch just once for inspection! Btu there is still an­
other consideration remaining. Weber maintains that the notices of 
.,A.ristotle have no reference to the funeral oration in the flnt y~ of 
the Peloponncsian war, but to another delivered by Pericles after the 
conquest of Samoe. The expre88ion ,.e07fj7(& only suits the later 
speech. This proof of Mr. W. I must candidly cou.f888 I do not UD­

derstand. The position itself, however, is contradicted by Plato's 
Menexenus, wruch W88 probably written with reference to Thucydi­
des, andcon$CCluently must under$taod by the fUQera! oration of Pe­
ricles, that given by Thucydides. So then it is to be supposed, that 
Aristotle intended by the funeral oration, "(&7' i~Ol~ this second, not 
the SamiaB. This idea Dahlmann, among others, has ~opte.d wit.b­
out scruple. 

Hence too, we derive a still stronger support for mr whole opinioD. 
If antiquity, of Plato's time, declared the nominal oratiQns of Peri­
cles to be spurious, 80 it found in TAucydidu 110 real oratiorw of Pe­
.ricles. 

Now the inquirr aris88 in th,e secolld place" Was $he content of ~e 
:Thucydid~ orations, som~ peE'$Onal view of Tlinoydides.--..eome .... 
08ertion or opinion. Not entirely 80. For among other things, it surel, 
was not the real opinion of Thucydide.s, if he m¥88 the Corinthian 
ambassadors at Atheaa mai,atfoio. tm,t, for this ~ 0011 .ha4 ~ 



.",. I'ellf8j~ 1MIiUtml, becaaIe abe alone desired &0 act. ~ __ 
-=ape all observance of her shameful deeda, (1.87). The .aketch fA 
their former 00DChIct, which the MIlle Corinthian. dra" (1.89). Il&aDU 
aim t in direct cootradiction to the narration of Tbucydi. himulC, 
(1. 28). In tbe peech of Eupbemus at CuDarioa,every oae wrill .. 
mit, that tbe real deaignB of the Alb oiana are ~ed. (6. 82 eq.). 
My po itioo, however, hardly needs " further i~ of .\'~ 
ioee now, io the speecbes that have a mu~ ~D~ 

bere belong the greater number-whiLe, Cor ~e IDQIt pm1, tIlI8 lubjea& 
is ooly v rioo ly regarded from Varioul polD&a of ~", let IDU)Y ..... 
ticulars are expressly affirmed in the one .eQh - .. ~l" 
nied in the other. 

§ 8. 1hle Relation of the SpeecMs of Thucydidu to tAo.e rwlly dJiverwl. 

In hi preface, Thoc-ydidea declares. tlla& witJJ all pea,eible .U4blelil 
be has retruoed the ; ,cI,mC1.CJ(( rJ'wfHI of tbe reallpeechea; "11&&'" be­
sid he hwI put into every ooe's mouth, "bat may hav. ~ .. 
8'0"'1a l'aluJ"a for the circumstances of each OOIla4ion, (1. ~2). Ia t1Je 
words that Collow, where he disclose8 bis IDjUUIer of Weadog the facta, 
it is evideotly a different method from that puraued towarda she 
peecb He secured for tho3e 1\ severer oxaotoeu. 

Wi are to regard the sp cclll~8. of Thucydidu atltU tp«:ial flHtJUoJ 
tracing bad; th, viIihle fac.ts to the inienlGl f1fDf1i",~. No ODe 
better understood the art of thinking or feeU.ug ever, olle ef bit ~ 
ters. From an Atheniao, he cao become Archidamua aod Hermoora­
tes; from a partaker of the spirit of P ericles, be ~e AJciw.d6l, 
from n polished Optimate, he became AtbeDagoraa aDd Cleo&; Be 
ean doff aU his habits and relatioD8hi~ hla&oNa. ~ aru. 
alone. he cannot resign .... What proper vie .. of this ~ we a&&Un P 

A. Most of the speeches, Thucydidea puts io.to the mo~ of m. 
chief character.. The words really spoken, could hue ~v8ll the 
historian only as oU~lVard facLs. In Au own speeches, however, 
where, at the same time, the interior of the chN'acte1'lJ ja tD be ~ed.0Md, 
Thocydidea mu t comprehend the whole life of every pe~ ~ 
must have looked through bis past and t:v·en bis futuz:e, a.q (UI $0 be able, 
from the e sources, to complete the sketch of hi. character. That 
what lay behind and before tht: period of the addreae, waa collected 
into it. The ~vl"'aaa r~w~r" the maio design of the diaoo~on itse~ 
needed. not meanwhile to be laid aside-the speech .ctually delivered, 
was no Ie a result of the speaker's character. I c:aD,I;lOt help noUciDs, 
in lhi connection, a point of superiority peculiar &0 ThDcydidea. There 
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are certain judgments that historians are in the fashion of giYing, 
among which belong those that I might call la,pMMtical judgmentl. 
Thus it is maintained: if instead of the fset a, the fset b bad taken 
place, then not c, but d would have followed. The great fault of such 
judgments is, that they are never reliable; indeed, that they are di­
greasions into a province, totally disproportioned to the historian's 
standards of measurement. How does Thucydides act in such a case ? 
With fJtJ17J few exceptions, he confines this hypothetical judgment to 
the speeches. There, however, it is perfectly appropriate. There, it 
can only declare the calculations of the speaker, the expectations of 
the hearere-a matter which is often mentioned in the direct narration 
of Thucydides. Before the deed, it is a matter of interest whethet 
anything else may happen; afterwards, it is useless speculation. 

B. But at the same time, Thucydides well understood, that every­
thing is not attained with tbe cbaracterof the principal actors. These, 
by theDl8elves, make no history. It is only when the historian hu 
characterised the ad~ who connect themselves with the chief per­
sonage, that he may presume he bas interpreted the facts by theil' 
spiritual causes. Hence Thucydides' speeches are not only for the ora­
tor himself, but also for his audience's character. Where he paints 
Pericles, he paints, too, the Periclean age. With Alcibiadea, that pc­
collar party of the yonng Athens is repreeented, that afterwards occa­
sioned the tyrannical and aristoeratieai movements; with Nicias, the 
remnant of Pericles' Athens, whose age was now past, whose spirit 
was now flown. Where Archidamus speaks, we recognize at once the 
Old-Doric party, that resisted the innovations even of the Doric spirit 
of the age. A few speeches rise from the limited sphere of Greek his­
tory to the universality of general history. Thus, in the struggle be­
tween the Thebans and Plateans, the caee of the old right against the 
new is tried; and in the transactions at Melos, the ever-recurring dis­
pute of the oppressor against the oppressed is argued out. 

And we may learn the great, the truly Hellenic art of Thucydides 
particularly in this: that, without the least affectation, he has con­
Dected all this to whatever circumstance at the time commanded the 
attention. A reader not thinking of history, might well imagine tlW 
it was simply a series of diplomatic or "demegoric" transactiODS of a 
high order, that he had before him. 

To make these two points clear, I choose now the speeches of OleoR 
and Diodotu&, from the third book. With a delineation of the charac­
ter of that remarkable demagogue, they unite a portraiture of the pe0-

ple that could endure him. My choice bas heeu decided in this di1'eo-
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tion, because we may here OO1'I'Obora&e the ~1Il0DY 0( Tb"eydW., 
almost line for lioe, from Aridtoph4nes. [See Til. KnigAu,], 

We behold, in <::leon, a man whose energy is tho~btleu ~pi. .. 
tion, whose courage is only pueion joined with ignorance and bru~, 
(42 init.). In his view stupidity, if it is ooly _rmiaod, mu8& be 
mo t suitable for mnnagiog tbe concerns of S~ (87 fio.). UDOOIloo 
cerned about the future, be embraces the preaent oo1y in hit ,~., 
(89, 44). Averse to all solid coun eI «(2 iajt.), fOl' propfs be oqly 
gives calumoie- to iOlimid te his hearers 88 well &8 biunemiee, (42). 
Hi conclu ions are de6ci nt in nothing 10 much &8 stria&eJ:ac7 I _ 
prov 100 mucb, and, indeed, by taking away all Food flOm the ad,­
versary, weaken their own force, (37 fi n. 88 init.). At the aame tiQl8 
he understands, admirably well, the art of linking a compliment to eYe­

ry censure passed upon th people (37 init.), and the an of merglDg 
his own interests with those of the people, by making a commoo ~ 
with them, (37 fin.). Conscious of his own corruption, he apeab, a& 
every opportunity, of the bribery of others, (88, 40). Full of envy 
toward the oLller statesmen (88 init.), he Beeks, by low invective, 

peciaUy to degrade the art of the polished rhetorician, (40 iaiL). 
He perfeotly understands how to judge correctly of the people, (88). 
But if he sometimes is inclined to desire the true inberitance of Peri­
cl • power (87 fin.), yet, on the whole, he is merely a tlaUerer of th.t 
people, knowing nothing higber than their caprice (87 extr.), and 
therefore, 100, as it mostly turn out, is properly despiled by bia master, 
(89 conf. 4.25). C1eon, however, is only fearf'ul to the alliea, no& to the 
enemies of Athens; yet in spite of all tbia, his speech eviDoea mucb 
strength of chlU'aCter and soundness of judgment, &8 iodeed we oould 
Dot but expect, in the successor of Pericles. 

Not les clearly than bis per onal character, is the demagogue's re­
lation to 1M ptople-oonsequently the true fonndatio.n of his infiuenoe 
--exhibited. In this speech, the people are Been to be credulOUs o.f 
the p t and of the future; slaves to the remarkable, and despiaera of 
tbe commo.n and the secure; with idle egotidm dispenaing their favor 
[as an audience] not from re pect [to. tbe speaker] but from a love of 
controversy; inquisitive on all topics uut the ruJly useful; eager for 
change, witbout rightly undentanding their preseot ina,ituUona, (88). 
With all Lbi the Albenians had high resolvea, aDd aimed at Dotbiol 
) tban to play tbe bonest man and observe a aafer moderation, (4O). 
In spite o.f their despotic di 'position, this oowieldy naass was ill ~i. 
fied to rule over others, (87). With all its credulity, it was nRac­
CD tomed to put confidence in Ihe open and boneat cooD88llor, and the 
good state man himself was rorced to' crooked ways,"(48). Theoata-
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rat consequence was, that even the dema.,"'Ogues could not enjoy their 
good fortnne securely; did their counsel fail, they alone must suffer 
for it, (48). In short, it was a people to which Cleon was suitably 
connected. 

This picture receives its historical finish from this circumstance, 
that in the speech of Diodotus, not only the better state that had gone 
before is delineated, but moreover the worse that was to arise after it, 
(42). All this we see developed in two speeches, that have for their 
exprese object the fate of the conquered Mityleneans; Clean would 
have them all put to death; Diodotus, only the ringleaders. And 
these speeches are by no means the richest in thought of any in Thu­
eydidea.1 

This characteristic tendency of the speeches is in a high de­
gree strengthened by the variety of their language. The Scholiasl, 
already, has observed that Thucydides uses the boldest figures in the 
mouth of Alcibiades, (6. 18). How proud and great is the language of 
Pericles-how mild and convincing that of Nicias-how thoughtful, 
aDd grave that of Archidamus! With what a simple and touching view 
[of their subject] discourse the Plateans, with what craft and sophistry 

, the Tbebansl How gloomy and cruel are the discussions at Melos! 
C. Thucydides is now in a position to bring his f!lCU into conmction, 

and to arrange them accordingly. This, too, he has done in the 
speeches: very naturally, since the speeches had arisen immediately 
before, from the action of the historian's mind upon the same facts 
(V~tung derlelhmfacta). Here, principally, he labored to give 
• tl'anl!parent clearness to his history, 80 that in every part where it 
was possible, one might discern the whole work in miniature. It is 
for this purpose that the more important speeches are made to contain 
80 many retrospections and so many predictions-the latter, frequently, 
without the clear consciousness of the speaker. Thus, for example, 
in the first speech of Archidamus, we find not only the present rela­
tion of the Lacedemonian resources to those of the Athenians unfolded, 
but, in like manner, the springs of action that had thus far decided the 
course of Lacedemon; and finally, the course of the impending war, 
its continuance, and the road to victory. In the speech of the MityIe­
Deans at Olympia, the secret progress of the Athenian hegemony is 
disclosed to us; but at the same time it. is shown where Athens is most 
vulnerable, and from what causes its fall will one day l'esult, (3. 9). 
In Hermocrates' speech at Gela, the whole condition of Sicily before 

1 I do not deem it nnlikely that Parrhasins, in his celebrated painting of the 
many-headed Dem1U, had &bis delineation of Th_cyctides before his eyes. 
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the struggle, hs relations to Athena and the c~r and final iaau 
of the impending war, are clearly and distinctly developed. This ap­
pears quite remarkably in the last speech but one of Nicias, (7. 61 sq.). 
It is here especially significant that in animating the Athenians, where 
the opposite consequences of victory and defeat are described, the lat­
ter alternative comes out so decidedly, (61). Next, the approaching 
contest and the Athenian armament are depicted, though just as if this 
latter were justified rather by necessity, and not as if suggested by 
prudent forecast, (62). But at the close, a brief yet penetrating glance 
is thrown upon all the past and future of Athens, (63, 64). In the 
brief address of Brasidas, too (2. 87), how admirably the essential 
character of the war is depicted in a general way. Only one mus' 
weigh e"ery word. 

I cannot forbear exhibiting the same feature more at large, in two 
other speeches, short and easy of survey. First in 5. 69. Here we 
have reported in oblique narration, the language which the generals 
of the different forces used to encourage their soldiers before the battle 
of Mantines. On this occasion the Mantineans are told, that victory 
will make them free, defeat reduce them again to servitude; the Ar­
gives, that now or never may their former superiority be regained; 
the Athenians, that only by a victory on land, will they maintain their 
authority on laud. The Lacedemonians at last-and this is the 
aystone of the whole-are stimulated with the hope of victory to the 
victory itself. I choose again, 6. 68, a speech of Nicias to the Athe­
nians, just before their first general engagement with the Syracu88ll8. 
Here, to rouse the spirit of his men, the general appeals to the great­
ne.;s of their armament, and to the inexperience of the foe, that mus' 
baffie his boldness and his energy. Here the question forces itself, 
unbidden, upon the reader's mind. But how now if that armamen' 
is reduced by the sword, by hunger, by fatigue; if this inexperience 
has become experience by practice? If we are seeking to answer 
this, the close of the speech at once assumes the character of a dark 
prediction. " From our fatherland we are far away; and here, there 
is nothing for us except what we gain for ourselves in battle. We 
mtut conquer; for in the condition of this territory and in the nu­
merous cavalry of the enemy, any retreat, would bring us certain de­
struction." 

We are now prepared to ma'ke use of some immediate hinU of 
Thucydidel himself upon the relation of his speeches to those really 
delivered. They are found in the firilt book, in connection with the 
8peech of the Athenian ambassadors at Sparta (73 sq.). Here the 
substantial import of the trlle diacourse, the ~,maaa. 'fPf'o)7[, precedel 
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ir.1J ~ /",."., (72). And the brief reply of the Spartan Ephor, 
of little signiflcance for tbe proper historical development of ideas, 
.rYes to control and oonfitm this narration. Now whatever M6e the 
A&henian ambassadOJ'll _y, we may considel" as Thoeydides' pore ma­
terial and pure manufacture (V~*'!I). And in the remaining 
speeches, it i8 my opinion that the authentic abfJtI'aet8, 88 they were 
ptesent@d to TIroc;tdides, will bear pretty much the laDle relation to 
his editioill of them. 

At tllia point the eighth book presents itself. If it was the decree 
et Previdence to eall away our historian before the eomp1eUon of his 
great work, we ought yet to congratulate oUJ'llelves that he was obliged 
td lea" one book Aalfftnished. We gain by this means, a most in­
teresting view of the workshop of his art; and if t should at al1 suc­
ceed in placing Thucydides in a clearer light, I IUD principa11y in­
debted to this view [for my suooess]. The brief and oblique discourses 
in wlrieh this book aboailds, are, without exception, such E-6I"fM/u 
rnJI'"l, that yet want the last finish. As they now stand, the histo­
rian could only have come in possession of them, perhaps have criti­
cised and abridged them. Their proper artistic reproduction and in­
corporation into his work, had not yet taken place. Similar dt'aughtl 
must be presupposed in the case of all the speeches. Whoever would 
have a conception of these draughts, must be especially recommended 
to 8. 81. We ftnd here not only a brief, protocol-like account of the 
contents of the speech, but the motive of tbe speaker is already inti­
mat.ed, only superficially, however, without much order, without ex­
tensive connection with the earlier and later parts of the whole work. 
Cbaraeteristic expressions are introduced with a view to the peculiar 
reirrangement and preparation (V warbeitung ) [of the speech, that is 
to follow]: for example, the expression that Tis'saphemes would not 
auft'er the Athenians to be without support, "even if he must sell his 
coach to provide it." 

§ 4. .Jfrrangemml of 1M ~echu. 
With very few exceptions the speeebee of Thaeydides go together 

iy ptJir. or group& In most eues this ie eelf-erident. 1& may be 
16t18 obvious that the speech of the Corinthians (1. 120 sq.) is eGO­

aected with that of Pericles, (1. 140·sq.). Both epeecllea aDDO\lJIC8 

in the parties there opposed and faithfuUy carried throllgh in their 0p­

position, the opening of the 8trogte and their expectations of victory. 
It may need mention too, that the indiree& words of Herm0crate8 
(6.72) aoewer to the direct 1JUeI'ed by NiciM, 6. 6& Wbere two 
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epeeehes oootl'adict one another, there Thucyc1idea is neYer, like DlOIt 
historiaos, to be found on one lIide ooly; Tbereuonings tbat be .. 
cribes to botb parties, are the strongest that ill' uy similar'CA&8 could 
have been employed. Hence it is only seldom tbat tbe one dillOOtJrle 
is directly cootradicted by the other. A more ·tborough esplanarioa 
of tbis peculiarity ill not yet in place. But in every cue, wboever 
would read the deciaion of Tbucydidee, mUK gatber it fM' bil8!elf 
from botb llpeecbe~ All bill speeches owe their origiu to the eftbrt, 
by a counter reflection faithfully to mirror back reality. And itia by 
ahe same means that reality is represented in its progre.e-hy the opo­
posing strifes of parties. 

Of tbe speecbes arranged in pairs,' that always stands last, whose 
objeei is finally accomplished. Indeed (4. to sq.) Del1Ml8theneano& 
Only ~ Bpaidaa, but delivers besides a direct oration-the 'Other 
only aa obliqoe. Wbere not two, Qut three· speechell . go togetbel\ 
&hen tbe atrongest, i. e. tbe II10It . sl1CCe88ful, ilJ plaeed in tbe; midat : 
becauee·of three thing!!, tbat in the iniddle always bolds the prominent 
place. ·The application of tbiB ·rale- III by no metllll ooofined to ·the 
apeeehes, but extends to neanY'everycase where· a lIimilar :combi..­
&ion of two or tbree ·things preeentll itself for· examination. Where 
IDOI"e tMn three things are to be discuued, the moet important ~ 
eitaer at. the end to make an impoeiog concJU'lion (5. 60), or it is 
placed fint, and tben aUbe end repeated, (8. 81).. Ifthe 'alternative 
is DOt given directly by the biltorian himself, but mention is only 
made that one of his heroes proposed it, then that member always 
precedeA, which oootains the expectation of the proposer, (llee 1, 81. 
189; 7, 8. 15) . 

.A general principle liea at tbe foundation of tbeee particulars. 
When Tbacydidea reportA but indireetly tbe propositions of· otbers; 
tbat pt'Opoeition wbich teith tn.m preceded, comes· likewise into /aU 
foreground, because he bad tboroughly thougbt himself into tbeirlltate 
of mind. When bowever be narrates for himself; that always appeal'\t 
SO him especially important wbich afserwards by the remit,. evinced 
i&s ·greateJ' power. Everybody knows tbat tbe majority of the·ancient. 
hiatoriMs,especially tbat TaclNs maiutaiRed· the opposite practioe.. 
And indeed whoever pUI'Blle8 rhetorical objects, does well, too, to fol­
low a rlletorieal order; that 8&V81 ahe most importBBt for the conolo­
eieD. Hence we may diacern, notwithstanding·all hill richness in ~ 
tioos, how foreign to our Tbocydidea are rbetorical objeets. Hero­
dotus even, the confessedly nai~ Herodotus,ah,.,s brings in tbe: 
stroogest, with grea& parade; at the end.' 

We may now inqoire, at tDhat placu in bis bi8to~ '!h0cy':did~ 
VOL. V. No. 19. 42 
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judged an ora&ion luhahle. As unsuitable, he reprded tboee in wbicb 
ooly material relations were to be diaclJ8lled: for eumple, tbe finan­
cia! and military reeourcel of Athens,l or tbe Daval preparationl of 
Syracuae, (7. :16). It il only when for It ill odler reuoDI a speech 
leelDed neceeeary. that, to avoid repetition, tbese ltatistics are inclnded 
in the IIUJle, (6. 22; 7.62). JUI' asliule ia tbe speech employed to 
aeeribe moth·eII to planl tbat were to fail witbout the le .. t CODsequeooe. 
Tbe laUel" balf of the war witb Syracuse elpecially, ill but sparingly 
intenpened with lpeeches; nor is it Itrange if we reftect that the 
aiaaractel'8 and iufluences that were to decide the coune of the war, 
bad been amply dilCUssed in the speechea of the 8m half. 

The chief points of view from which Thocydides regarded the 
eODne of the war are the following: The decline of poliUcal power 
in Athens, 8nd as OODnected with thil ita decline in tho rei' of (}reece ; 
ahe ruinous exoeu of tbe Athenjan spirit of enterprise, which belongs 
to the Laeedemooians on the contrary, in a proper degree of modera-­
&ion; and finally, the transfer of dominion by sea and among the 
allies from Athens to Sparta. When these threads of oar work ap­
pear with special elearne8l!l, there always stands a speech. ThOl 
-' the revolt of the firllt allied State that endeavored to Instain Sparta, 
(3.9); at tbe first sea-fight between Athenians ad LacedemonianA, 
(2. 87); at the fint general confederation of Sicily, (4. 59); and 
finally at the last succeS8ful effort to extend the Athenian power, 
(6. &5). Thill is particularly to be remarked, where aeveral of theae 
ahreads are entangled, as it were, into a knot. Tbus, upon the pun­
iahment of the revolted Mityleneaol (8. 86). the debates were COB­

tinued in two separate councils of the people. 'l'hucydides selects 
the second to fasten bis 8peecbes upon. Evidently with tbe intention 
to'discuss, beaidea the chief question, the other also, upoa revoking 
the first decree. Because with this question, he could beat exbibi, 
the inner disunion of the Atheniu "demagogy," and its relations to 
the people. For a similar reason. the 8peeches of Hermocrates and 
Atbenagoru are delivered at Syracuse, before there was any cerlIAfi 
lr.nowledge of the naval expedition of the Athenians. (.6. 82). Wben 
the Lacedemonians were 8ummoned by the Syl'lUlU8&DIJ to their ae­
aiatance, tben indeed, the embassy of the Syracusans and Coriotbiaos 
delivered speeches, (6.88). Yet Thuoydidee ooIy communicate8 &0 

UI the diacoune of Alcibiades, 80 that beaidea the nature of the im­
pending war, he may bring out the character of that remarkable man, 
and the exilitiDg relationll of Athens. Why of all the funeral oraLioDl 
of the Peloponnesiu war Thucydides gives only the first, why too he 

I 3. 18. Although Pericla really delinred a speech in dUs CODDecUon. 
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has put the other speeches every ODe in its place, I lea.-e to the re­
flection of the reader. Tbucydides however pays naturally great re­
gard to the practical importance of the event at any time involved, 
and to the speech occasioned by that event. Thus, he connects his 
observatioos upon 'he rupture of the peace, which, after his manner, 
be cannot help expressing in alternate speeches, not to the embassy 
of Perdiecas (1. (7), nor to that of tbe Potideans (1. (8), hut to that 
of the Corinthians; because this gave the immediate occasion for the 
war, and partly because it was actnally combatted by the Athenian 
envoys. Why 80 little is discoursed ira ~ HWIItl& hook, is now still 
more naturally explained; here, there appear very few places where 
those four threads of our work eroesed one anotber. Another reason 
is to be 80ught in the crowded action (g«lrii1tgU TnatmfUlk] of thi. 
book, in which tbe whole war is decided, and which would plainly 
have suffered dismemberment by too much speaking. The sixth 
book, which precedes, is the richest or all in speeches; the eighth, 
had it been completed, would be just as rich. Thus enclosed, the de­
ficiency of speechea in the seventh book would have been completely 
concealed. 

The weightiest occasions of the whole war, Thueydides seeks to set 
in relief by triIogiu of sp«CMI. Thus, the war with Sicily is intro­
duced with three speeehea (of Nicias, Alcibiades, and Nicias again), 
by three speeches brought to a close, (7. 61, 66, 69). At the com­
mencement of the whole war, we find again three speecbes (of the 
Corinthians. the Atheniaoa and Arehidamus), one for, one against, 
and ODe deciding it. From Thueydides' great love of symmetry and 
tendency eveD to the style of the refrain, we may expect that at the 
close of the whole war he would have employed a trilogy again; 
likely Tberamenes for the peace, Cleophon to the contrary, and Ly­
sander with the decision.' 

§ 5. Oonclmion. 

It has already been observed that Thucydides' orators, often UD­
cOnsciously, and even contrary to their purpose and their conviction, 
dist-loee the motives and the results of their measures. We may see 
this most beautifully exhibited in the case of Cleon. Less sagacity 

I The reader can now judge whether it is consistent separately to translate the 
orations of Thucydides 88 Melanchthon and Reiske have done. In general, it is a 
thankless task to give l'xcerpts from Tbucydides. One might as well extract a 
dialogue (rom Plato, as well make a copperplate of a single figure from one of 
BaJ.bael'l groupe. 
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. even be suppoHI, jOined wi&h a I.IOber deference to law, is more bene-. 
ficial than grea& intellect. with unbridled lawle&8Dea8. (B. B7). It is 
conformable to human nature, to despise the flatterer with all his 
courtlin68l, (89)... He that hath done another unjustifiable wrong, is 
his mOlt violent persecutor, and is implacable from very dread, (40). 
He regarda it. a prime error of the Athenian body politic, tbat every 
one is eager to appear laimulf an orator, and if he fails in this, at My 
rate to oppoae the other orators, (88). What cutting self-irony is 
contained in these propositions I But there is tbe refinement et dle 
artist beneath. this cireulDltance. 

I.liken R ~.a peculiarity of &phoclu, that has been called his 
tragic irony. h oons$ts in this, that the charactel'll of the piece in 
their delusion are mada to utter ambiguous speeches; to themselYe8 
indeed, only die one sense is clear, which becolltU tbeir presumption, 
but to the spectator the other too, that predicts their destruction. 
Thus the speecbes of king Oedipus from the beginning throughout, 
are full of awful truth: the more awful, the less be appears to have a 
bare preaeutiment of the truth. By this means the work acquires on 
the one hand, its highest transparency; on the other band, the reader 
or spectator is, bYlhe ;;ame arrangement, exalted above the intricacy 
-of a particular moment, and allowed an unobstructed view of the 
wbole from tba position of the composer. With the tragedian, there 
lies in this sad irony of human blindness, something profoundly tragi­
eat; with tbe historian, something truly historical; because it is only 
by this means that b., ean show how destrueUon may impend and yet 
be unobserved. To Euripides, this irony is but little known; he uses 
it chiefly in verbal witticisms. With AelChylw it is rarely introduced, 
but never without powerful, deeply moving effect. But for this, Aes­
ehylll8 employs another means to make the connection of his trilogies 
more complete; and this too, to some extent, can be eompared with 
the speeches of Thucydides. It has already been remarked by Hee­
ren, that in Aescbylus, an episode is often introduced in thQ midst ol 
the plot, that helps the progress of tbe piece but little. that much 
rather lays open a view which extends far, far beyond the limits of 
the piece. Thus in Prometheus the intl1'17lelm) with 10.' Here 
let us remember, that m06t of the performances of Aeschylus now ex­
tant are middle-pieces, and we shall see how beautifully these epieodes 
suggest a retrospect into tbe first, or an anticipation of tbe last third 
of the trilogy; bow necessary tbey are for tbe whole. 

In their h~torical signification, we can still further compare the 
llpeeches of ThucydidtlB with tbe Stanma of the Attie tragedy, or 
bette I·, with the Paralxuu of Ariitophanes. This comparison, how-
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ever, is lame in 8 single point. In the drama the choruses constitute 
the least dramatic part; in history, on the contrary, the oration chiefly 
l188umes the personal character of the drama. But, just as the cho­
ruses secure 8 point of repo~, where all the ideas of character that 
give the piece its poetic life, may be brought to view, so, the orations 
of Thucydides bring to light the inward motives (the hidden traits of 
character) that are hi8taricallg the occasion of the facts. Again; 
just as the poet's own activity (Mgem Thiitigmt) that has wrought 
the material gathered f.-om the myths or other sources, appears prin­
cipally in the choruses; so we have seen too, of the speeches, 
that in them is moo clearly exhibited the artistic creativeness (kU7I­
IllerUcM &lIaffm) of the historian. 

Thus there are many points in which the speeches of Thucydides 
receive light from the contemporary drama. Meanwhile Ip-t us be­
ware of regarding the numerous speeches and counter.speeches in 
Euripides, as of like character with those in Thucydides ;-much as 
the firBt may have served the rhetorizing hidtorians after lsocrates, 
and, in like manner, the orators of the later age, 88 patterns. In gen­
eraI, the speeches of Euripides and the majority of later historians 
are so manifestly directed to rhetorical objects, so crammed with sen­
timent and common· place, that with slight alteration, they might be 
employed in periods and relations of the mo~t opposite character. 
From such secondary rhetorical objects, Thucydides, however, is per­
fectly free. Thus he ~peaks of the last discourse of Nicias, before 
the issue of the war with Syracuse. He gives us its contents in 8 

few words, and only notices at the end, that Nicias did not fail to 
speak of wives, and children, and household god,;, and did not con­
cern himself, whether such topics might not appear antiquated, (7. 69). 
Would Theopompus, for example, have here denied himself an ex­
tended~ imposing address ? 

Indeed, the oratory of Thucydides appears to have been a peculiar 
product of the most flourishing period of Grecian history. With He­
rodotm, we find the oration already wholly employed for the very same 
·object.s,·only more awkwardly, with less versatility in its management, 
less free from unhistoric digressions. Tbucydides would never have 
endured the anecdote style and apothegm of 6. 1. The significance, 
too, of the speeches, for the whole work of Herodotus, is not so great. 
The oriental kingdoms he describes, instead of a popular assembly, 
had only a council of princes. Hence, the historian usually employs 
the dialogue, but just in the same way that Thucydides employs the 
" demegory." And as to the Grecian world, in the age when Hero­
dotos wrote, its eloqaence was yet in the future. For this reason, in 

4:2-
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the first half of his work, the place of the oration is partly supplied by 
the oracles of the gods, and partly by romantic account. of the royal 
houses. On the other hand, the speeches of XenophoD often remind 
DS of Thucydides. They are shorter, however; not 80 diligently 
elaborated, more similar again, to the dialogue. Politics retire, the 
military becomes prominenL .Already, as a follower of Socrates, 
Xenophon could have taken little delight in the transactions of the 
agora; the declamations of the Sophists might have been examplee 
of warning to him,. besides. Xeoophon is not suflioientiy impartial to 
(}evote the same study to two opposing discourses. Hence his more 
labored orations, especially in the Cyropedia, usually pass over inte 
the region of universally applicable precepL Thus they diseooneet 
themselves from the fact under consideration, and 80 far, prepare the 
way for the later b.istQrians, whose works are not properly interwoven, 
but only outwardly adorned with orations. 

Later antiquity has here followed in the footsteps of the pupils m 
180crates. I will only mention Livy. E. g. he makes Hannibal de­
liver an address immediately before crossing the .Alps. In this caae 
Thucydid,es would probably have dillCussed the reasons why the war 
had been brought into Italy, not by sea but over land;, he would bave 
caat a glance upon the first Punic war, have drawn the character of 
Hannibal and his forces, and indicated substantially the course of the 
war that followed. But what does Li vy ? He animatu the earth&­
ginians to the crossing of the Alps. With very few alterations, the 
emperors Charles, Otbo and Napoleon, when they crossed the Alps, 
might have delivered the very same address. Livy's speeches are 
pretty ~uch what he himself would have delivered under similar cir­
cumstances. The Thucydidean are by no means such. Livy's strength 
ill in the elegance of his common-place-his expression. In the speech 
of Hanno (21. 10), we perceive with especial clearne8l, that the want 
of acuteness, of individuality for the particular circumstance, and of 
its pragmatical union. with the Whole work, which characterize the 
speeches of Livy, arise from his imperfect knowledge of the 811bjeot. 
l,t is only with great richness of material; and with complete COIDIJWld 
over the saPie, that the oratory of Thucydides can be realized., 


