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THE GREEK ORATORS CONSIDERED AS
HISTORICAL AUTHORITIES.

‘AN ancient writer has said that history is a subject
peculiarly suited to the orator, and the fact that the
writer was himself a great orator gives weight to his
opinion,* If history is to be something more than a
gimple record of actions and events, if it is to give
not only events but causes, not only actions but
motives, there are two qualities necessary for the
historian. He must have an intellect sagacious and
comprehensive to seleot the facts and to group them
in their true relations. Again, he must be keenly
sensible to the varied play of human feelings and
human motives to appreciate and express the moral
bearings of human aciions and evenis. But these
are just the qualifies that a good orator possesses.
He chooses and arranges his facts so as to bring out
their meaning in the conclusion which is the object of

& Ciecro, D Lagebus, L. fi, 5. Opus,.....unom hoo oratorium maxime, Cf.

Ds Oratere, 11, =i, 51, soq.
]



2 The Greek Orators Considered

his speech. And in both choiee and arrangement of
matter he is guided by the sympathies of his hearers,
who, if they are to be persuaded, must be made to feel
the whale as well as the parts.

Buch an analogy between the qualities needed for
history and for oratory, may be- of use in estimating
the historical value of the statements of orators,
though it obviously cannet be pressed far. Practi-
cally, the orator differs from the historian both in
matter and in treatment. Facts of history are only, a
part of the matter of oratory. The acts and circum-
stances of individuals, and the technicalities of law,
are as much facts for the orator as military movements
and constitutional or social changes. If the historian
and the orator are compared in the treatment of what
they have in common, it may be said that the object
of the historian is to state with accuracy and clearness
the facts, their causes, and their consequences; the
object of the orator is so to group and colour the facts
as to make his hearers think and feel and act in a
certain manner. Thus facts are acceptable fo the
historian because they are true, to the orator because
they are useful.* Both history and oratory present
the facts as a connected whole. But the eonnexion
given by history is drawn from the facts themselves;
the eonnection given by oratory depends on the point
which the facts are adduced to prove or carry.*

The historical value of statements of fact in an

b Dion, Halie. drs Bhet. p. 392,  Beiske, dpds N hnannir pouleparns
wyiv wie ggulan.
< Id, ib. p. 388,
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oration will thus depend on the aim of the oration, as
well as on the powers and character of the orator,
Facts brought forward to carry a great decision of
national policy, where many interests join or clash in
earnest debate, will be worth more than if the aim is
to gratify the light-hearted multitude at a publie fes-
tival, or to establish private rights or satisfy private
enmities in courts of justice.

~ Again, the treatment of the facts will depend on
the temper and the experience of the audience. The
great check which is imposed on all statements whether
of orators or histortans, is the standard of probability.
By such a standard all that is meant is conformity
with experience. What is improbable is what has
not been experienced, or what is unlike what has been
experienced. Such a check operates more stringently
on the historian, because his statements have to meet
the careful study of thoughtful and experienced
readers, The orator, on the other hand, has only to
satisfy hearers for the moment. Inaccuracies may
easily escape observation, or if they are observed they
may be carried off by the point of the argument.?
Btill he is responsible. He cannot venture wholly to
misrepresent a fact well known to his hearers; and in
stating facts slightly known or even unknown to them
he must reconcile his statements with known faets,
and the inferences derived from them, thus producing
a connection closely corresponding to that of history.®

4 QOieero, Bruf, o, xii. § 42. i
* Arist. Rbet, I 5§ 6. did chdnfi xal vk Bidrly of Pheu dedeperings
wal wilnssbripn, S5 dwiiy dlwir,
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The orator, then, is obliged to conform to the ex-
perience and the reason, as well as to the taste of his
audience ; the facts he states must be probable if they
are to persuade, Thus the knowledge and the char-
acter of those addressed will be an important condition
of the worth of historieal stafements made before
them.

The truth of his facts is the first aim of the his-
torian ; in the case of the orator, the truth or even the
probability of the facts is only a necessary condition
of attaining the main object, which is the persuasion of
the audience. The historian is directly and perma-
nently responsible for his veracity, the responsibility of
the orator is indirect and temporary. On the one hand,
then, the fact that he has not to address the prejudices
and passions of the moment gives still greater weight
to the authority of the historian. On the other hand,
where the words of the orator are measured at once by
the experience of men whose attention is quickened by
deep personal interest, and who are responsibly discus-
sing a matter of practical importance, the facts may be
more truthfully as well as more vividly stated, than in
gubsequent historical narration. This was probably
one of the reasons for the insertion of speeches by the
ancient historians.

Faets given in orations may be stated with or with-
out proofs. They may be proved by the production of
eye-witnesses or authentic documents, and, in this
case, they have the highest historical value. For
original testimony is the highest form of historical
evidence. Again, they may not be proved, but stated




