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CHAPTER ONE

DEFINITION OF THE PROBLEM
ITS SCOPE AND LIMITATIONS

Praise did not flow readily from the pen of Aristotle.
It seemed to have very little place, in fact, in the in-
tensely critical and analytical method of the Philosopher.
His generous praise of Homer, therefore, is all the more
surprising, when it soars exuberantly above the quiet, even
plane of his very ordered, disciplined argumentation.

He calls Homef 'godlike''!--an epithet that would be
extravagant even from an extravagant critic! Coming from
this precise, conservative thinker it deserves especially
serious attention and very careful evaluation.

That Aristotle was not alone in recognizing the enor-
mous presence of Homer in the world of Greek thought and
culture would not be difficult to demonstrate. Aeschylus
comes to mind immediately when he spoke of his works as
"slices from the banquet table of Homer".? The words of
Dionysius of Halicarnassus echo the same thought: "Homer

is the source of every sea, every river, and every spring".?¥

lugeonéoLoc &v gaveln," pPoetics 1459a, 30.

206506 &nl volOv Baildupevoc O Tol HaAoD ual Aaunpod
AtoxOlov, 8¢ tdg adtol Tpayediag Teudyn elvair &ieyev TdV
‘Ounpov peydiwv Selnvwv. Athenaeus 8 347e.

’Dionysius of Halicarnassus, De Compositione Verborum

24.
: 1



The statement implies that the poets who follow Homer are
utterly dependent upon him. ﬁut Dionysius did not limit
the Poet's influence to poetry. He asserts that through
Haomer all other studies came into Greece, including

philosophy. "

Modern Homeric studies have strengthened rather than
diminished this ancient judgement. Giacomo Soleri wrote in
1961 of the impossibility of a Greek of the ancient world

prescinding from the Homeric influence.

Era praticamente impossibile a chionque, vivente nell’
ambiente greca, prescindere da Homero, limitandosi ad
ignorarlo....®

Certainly then, in a sense, Aristotle had no choice as
a Greek but to live in an Homeric world. This insight has
led many to explain Aristotle's frequent reference to Homer
on this basis alone--that he had to speak of Homer. This
is certainly a facet of the explanation of Aristotle's
great involvement with the Poet. But it is not the whole
answer. In saying it we have really begged the question,
since we are simply stating that Aristotle, himself, like

his pupils, submitted to a profound Homeric influence.

Some have suggested that he went to the defense of the
Poet because he felt the attacks on Homer were attacks on

Poetry itself.® To defend Homer therefore meant to defend

“rpid.

5Giacomo Soleri, "Omero E I Pensatori Greci", Rivista
Di Studi Classici, 1961 (September 2) p. 157.

SMitchell Carroll, Aristotle's Poetics, Chapter XXV in
the Light of the Homeric Scholia, Baltimore: 1895, p. 12.



poetry. Again there is truth here, but a begging of the
question. We have still to answer the question--why did
Aristotle identify poetry with Homer? Why was Homer The
Poet, as he called him? Why did his thoughts turn so
frequently and with such unfailing admiration to the Poet?

This defense-of-poetry explanation exposes the problem
even more, since it reveals that not all Greeks shared
Aristotle's unbounded admiration for Homer. We are driven
even further to inquire into the extent and reasons for the
Aristotle-Homer special relationship.

The question revolves around the determination of
whether Aristotle's choice of Homer was ultimately on his
part free, or determined by the circumstances of Greek
culture and education. The only route to an answer to that
question, it seemed, lay in a thorough examination of
Aristotle's expressed attitude towards the Poet.

It is the aim of this study to determine Aristotle's
attitude towards Homer from an examination of all the many
references he makes to Homer in his extant works as they
are contained in the Immanuel Bekker edition of Aristotle. ’
It aims to present all the passages where he cites or al-

ludes to Homer, to analyze their significance, and discover

Immanuel Bekker, Aristotelis Opera, (Vols. I, II, IV,
and V). ExX recensione Immanuelis Bekkeri, edidit Academia
Regia Borrusica, 2a Ed. quam curavit Olaf Gigon. (Reprint
of Berlin Ed., 1831-1870 except for Vol. III). Berlin:
1960-1961.



aspects and interrelationships of Aristotle's views on
Homer for a full and balanced picture.

Before the text-by-text analysis the state of scholar-
ship on the question of Aristotle's attitude towards Homer
will be examined in the second chapter. The primary pur-
pose there will be to determine to what extent scholars have
ever attempted an analysis of Aristotle's attitude towards
Homer by examining his citations of and allusions to the
Poet in the course of his writings. Works, therefore,
related to this study will be compared in the light of its
purposé to note especially: the texts of Aristotle they
select, the methods of analysis they use, and the con-
clusions they draw about Aristotle's attitude towards Homer.

The main body of the study will center in chapters
three, four, five and six, where all the Homeric citations
and allusions of Aristotle are examined énd evaluated.

This is how the preliminaries of the study proceeded.

8 as a basic refer-

Using Bonitz's Index Aristotelicus
ence and guide all the pertinent texts were collated with

the lists drawn from Heitz? and Ross!?. The dependability

81pid, Hermann Bonitz, "“Ounpoc," Index Aristotelicus,
VOl. V, pp. 507-508-

°Emil Heitz, "Homerus", Index, Vol V, Aristotelis Opera
Omnia (Latin), (5 Vols). Vol. I-II, Johann Friedrich
Dibner, ed; Vol. III-IV, Ulco Cats Bussemaker, ed. Paris:
1874-1878.

1%yjilliam D. Ross, Ed. "Homer", Separate indices of
the 12 vols. of The Works of Aristotle Translated into
English, London: 1952-1962.



5
of each text was noted--the Aristotelian and Homeric texts
in themselves, but especially whether Aristotle's Homeric
text differed from our textus receptus. All the discrepan-
cies and difficulties discovered in this investigation of
the texts will be noted and evaluated in every case in the
course of this study.

After the Aristotelian and Hbmeric texts were studied
in their separate larger contexts, they were grouped ac-
cording to the particular attitude they manifested. Four
classifications or groups were determined.

The first group of texts, which will be examined in the
third chapter, exemplify Aristotle's view of Homer primarily
as a master of the arts of language--as poet and rhetori-
cian. 'Primarily' is an important qualification here, since
it should be noted at the outset that  these classifications
represent a primary not an exclusive characteristic. For
example, when the Philosopher views Homer as "the Poet" his
view extends beyond language to many of the deepest insights
into man's life and destiny.

The second group of texts, treated in the fourth chap- .
ter, will center around Aristotle's view of Homer as a
source of scientific and philosophic information. The
third group will see Homer primarily as a teacher of human
values. These will be studied in the fifth chapter, while
the last group which escape simple classification will be

treated in the sixth chapter as '‘other texts'.



In the treatment of all of these texts, particularly
helpful insights of ancient and modern commentators will be
noted.

In the course of the four textual chapters (Three
through Six), whenever an Aristotelian passage containing
an Homeric quotation is cited, the Poet's words will be set
off from the Philosopher's with a smaller, Greek elite
typeface. Aristotelian passages without such elite type-
face will be recognized as containing only allusions to
Homer. In the Footnotes, all Homeric citations--for quota-
tions or allusions--will be preceded by an equal sign and
enclosed in parentheses, e.g.: (=0dyssey i.l.).

All the Homeric quotations and allusions found in the
Corpus Aristotelicum of Immanuel Bekker will be included in
this study, even those from treatises judged not the work
of Aristotle by the last hundred years of Aristotelian
scholarship--0n the Cosmos, The Problems, On Wonderful
Things Heard, and Books IX and X of The History of the
Animals. The Homeric references from these works, con-
sideréd not authentically Aristotle's, will be studied
chiefly for three reasons along with those viewed quite
universally until recently as strictly Aristotle's.

First, the present uncertainty about the 'Aristotelian
Problem'--what is genuinely Aristotle's'work?-—justifies an
openness to every work or fragment that has been seriously

attributed to the Philosopher. The whole atmosphere sur-



questions than answers. Where is the true doctrine of
Aristotle to be found--in those extant treatises that the
last century of scholarship has unquestionedly called au-
thentic or only in the fragments of the dialogues? If the
fragments prove to be the only authentic Aristotle, would
not the whole Corpus, and not just those treatises con-
sidered spurious until now, fall into the non-authentic
category? Which fragments or parts of fragments are
authentically Aristotle? To what specific lost work does
each fragment or part of fragment belong? What works and
doctrine of Aristotle did those who prepared the spurious
works of the Corpus have before them? How much did they
adhere to or deviate from his doctrine? Anton-Herman
Chroust, in the general preface of his recent (1973) two-
volume work on the Philosopher vividly presents this un-
certainty of Aristotle's authorship injected into the world
of Aristotelian scholarship:
Both Rose and Jaeger, it will be noted, never so much
as questioned Aristotle's authorship of the Corpus.
In 1952, Joseph Zurcher, in his Aristotle's Work and
Spirit (Paderborn, 1952), advanced or, more accurately,
implied the startling thesis, subsequently rejected by
almost all scholars, that certain treatises incor-
porated in the Corpus, especially the Metaphysics, must.
in large part be credited to Theophrastus and to the
Early Peripatus, although it is quite certain that
some Aristotlian compositions actually came to be
included in the Corpus. . . . Presumably, at some
future time, we might, whether we like it or not, be
compelled to rename the present Corpus Aristotelicum

and call it more discriminately Corpus Scriptorum
Peripateticorum Veterum, that 1is, a 'collection' of



writings which not only includes authentic

-Aristotelica, but in all likelihood also contains

authentic Peripatetica. . . . It is possible . . . that

further investigations may, indeed, remove any and all
reasonable doubts about the authenticity of the whole

Corpus Aristotelicum and thus assuage our justifiable

apprehension.!!

The second reason for justifying the inclusion of the
presently named spurious works of the Corpus in this study
is that obviously, in some true sense, they are
Aristotelian. Until we have resolved some of the above-
mentioned questions about genuine Aristotelian authorship
and come to a better understanding of why these works were
included in the Corpus in the first place, it seems reason-
able to include them here, as expressing Aristotle's mind
just as validly as any treatise accepted as authentic.

The third reason for including the Homeric quotations
and allusions from the spurious works is that a study
containing all Homeric references in the Corpus
Aristotelicum contributes to the understanding of a true
phase of Aristotelian scholarship. Bekker's Corpus is a
universally recognized landmark in the history of our
understanding of Aristotle. Immediately after its pub-
lication the critical work of scrutinizing the judgements
that caused the inclusion or exclusion of works on the basis

of authenticity began and has continued into our time. In

fact, since Jaeger's study of the development of Aristotle's

1lanton-Herman Chroust, Aristotle, 2 Vols.; Vol I,
Notre Dame, Notre Dame University: 1973, pp. xi-Xv, passim.



thought appeared,'? the increased intensity of investiga-
tions of the Fragments revitalized interest in the question ,
of determining the authentic work of Aristotle. Paul

Wilpert observed this:

When Werner Jaeger in his important book interpreted
the dialogues as belonging to Aristotle's early writ-
ings and pointed to the difference between the doc-
trines of the dialogues and those of the treatises as
marking a development of thought, the reports of the
lost works became important for the understanding of
Aristotle's philosophy and its development. The
fragments were studied with growing interest, and
recent years have seen a great number of scholarly
publications dealing with particular titles. The
outcome was that Rose's Aristotelis qui ferebantur
librorum fragmenta were looked upon as real fragments
of lost writings. The collection, which originally
included everything ascribed to Aristotle by ancient
tradition, was now regarded as containing the remains
of lost genuine works.!?®

Until these problems about authenticity, which have
developed since Bekker's Corpus Aristotelicum was published,
reach a more comprehensive resolution it is essential that
other studies of Aristotle go forward, even provisionally.
This is true especially of a study like the present one
which has never been done for the Bekker edition before.
Every allusion or guotation drawn from a treatise which is
presently judged spurious will be noted as such, of course.

Since the spurious Works will be noted clearly, for

l2werner Jaeger, Aristoteles: Grundlegung einer
Geschichte seiner Entwicklung, Berlin: 1923.

!13paul Wilpert, "The Fragments of Aristotle's Lost
Writings," Aristotle and Plato in the Mid-Fourth Century
[Papers of the Symposium Aristotelicum held at Oxford in
August, 1957] I. During and G. E. L. Owen, eds. GOteborg:
1960, p. 259.
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simplicity's sake 'Aristotle' or 'the Philosopher' will be
spoken of as the author in the general conclusions.

The Fragments which contain their author's citation of
or allusion to Homer will be included in an appendix. Since
there is so much study precisely about the authenticity of
the Fragments it seemed better to set them all apart from
the Corpus and not include them in the conclusions of this
study. It is evident that all the Fragments constitute a
continuing crucial but separate problem of Aristotelian
scholarship and deserve a thorough separate study.

Paul Wilpert traced the chief modern problem with the
Fragments to Rose's conviction that led him to decide to
list them as belonging to Aristoteles Pseudepigraphus for
the Bekker edition of Aristotle.

Rose's conviction that the tradition represented by

the Fragments is spurious was based upon the observa-

tion that the doctrines attributed to Aristotle in

the Fragments very often do not agree with the thoughts

of the treatises. He assumed that the majority of the

fragments of lost, putatively Aristotelian works, to-

gether with the associated doxographical comments, had

nothing to do with Aristotle at all; and on this as-

sumption he collected everythlng that had been attrlb—

uted to Aristotle at any time in later antiquity.
Wilpert concludes that modern scholarship on the Fragments
must break with the Rose limitations.

There is urgent need for another critical survey of the

material which contains evidence of Aristotle's lost

works. No satisfactory results can be expected as long
as we continue to base our researches on a collection

l*Wilpert, op. cit., p. 258.



11

which was meant to give a conspectus of pseudepigrapha.
To a greater or lesser degree, later investigations

are influenced by Rose's material. . . What we have to
do is to establish which of the texts and which of the

evidence can be assigned to Aristotle and in particular
to a given work of Aristotle, with as mgch certainty as
is attainable under the circumstances.'®

Recently Chroust has echoed Wilpert's observations:

The basic scholarly attitude towards Aristotle's lost
works still is determined and, hence, prejudiced by
what Rose had said in support of his unusual (and
questionable) thesis contrived about one hundred years
ago. . . . Barring a few isolated instances, the pres-
ent status of the many problems connected with the
lost works of Aristotle does not permit us to estab-
lish with any degree of certainty which particular
texts are genuine fragments or excerpts, and which are
merely doxographical accounts of frequently doubtful
value. Neither does it really enable us to determine
with any degree of certainty which texts may be safely
credited to Aristotle or, perhaps, to a particular
composition or title.!

Based on these realistic appraisals of the present

reliability of the Fragments, citations from them, as pre-

viously stated, will be simply included as a separate

appendix to this study. It is hoped that at some later date

they will be subjected to an investigation similar to the

one the Corpus Aristotelicum is receiving in this study

and throw more light on the conclusions reached here.

The main goal of this study is limited, therefore, to

examining all Homeric quotations and allusions in the

Corpus Aristotelicum to gain an understanding of the atti-

tude towards Homer they manifest.

15rpid., pp. 262-263.

l6chroust, op. cit., Vol. II, p. XV.
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In view of the uncertainties surrounding the authenti-
citypof the treatises of the Corpus and in view of the
work that remains to be done with the Fragments there is no
intention here of trying to determine a development or
change in the Philosopher's opinion of Homer. This study
will have to rest with the determination of: inconsistencies,
if there are any; aspects of Homer's thought included in the
view of the Aristotle of the Corpus; and finally, the im-
portance of the Philosopher's stand on Homeric studies.

A clear underlying purpose of this effort is to gain,
too, a greater knowledge of the ~Nachleben of Homer--Homer's
influence on those who followed him, in this case, the
Aristotle of the Corpus Aristotelicum.

G. Glockman maintained in 1968 that the influence of
the Poet has not yet been fully researched.!’

Guided by this realization surely G. Lohse produced
earlier his fine series of three articles on the Homeric
citations in Plato'®. This same conviction led Jan Fredrik
Kindstrand to research Homer in the work of Dio Chrysostom,
Aelius Aristides, and Maximus of Tyre. Kindstrand's apology
for his work is even more appropriate here since this study
deals with an earlier and more important link binding Homer

and ourselves--namely, Aristotle.

7. Glockmann, Homer in der fruhchristlichen Literatur
bis Justinus, Berlin: 1968, p. 25.

18G5, Lohse, "Untersuchungen lber Homerzitate bei
Platon," Helikon Vol. IV (1964), 3-28; Vol. V (1965),
282--295; vol. VII (1967), 223-231.
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Was zuerst Homer betrifft, mOchte meine Arbeit einen
Beitrag zu dem Nachleben des Dichters Leisten. Es mag
fast Uberflussig erscheinen, von der grossen Bedeutung
zu sprechen, die Homer flir spatere Zeiten gehabt

hat. . . . Die Bedeutung Homers ist nicht im Laufe der
Zeit geringer geworden, sondern umgekehrt scheint er
eine grossere Macht liber seine HOrer und Leser zu
bekommen, wie er auch eine immer erhabenere Stellung
eingenommen hat. Hier werden wir die Aufnahme Homers
kennenlernen, wie sie in einer begrenzten Zeit und in
einefsbestimmten literarischen Richtung geschehen

ist.

If it is true, as Kindstrand observes, that Homer's

importahce does not diminish with the passing of time but

rather grows in power over his listeners, then surely the

greatest and most important surge in the growth of Homeric

influence occurred when Aristotle enthusiastically let the

mighty river of Homer flow into his own great sea.

%gJan Fredrik Kindstrand, Homer in der Zweiten

Sophistik, Uppsala: 1973, p. i.



CHAPTER TWO

RELATED LITERATURE

Thorough searches into the history of Aristotelian
scholarship surprisingly revealed no work identical in
scope and intent with the present study. In view of the
obvious clues to Homer's pervasive presence in the works
of Aristotle still more surprising was the revelation that
nothing even similar in scope to this work was ever under-
taken. No study appeared, therefore, which attempted to
present an analysis of all Aristotle's Homeric texts and
allusions with the purpose of evaluating the Philosopher's
attitude towards the Poet.

Exhaustive bibliographical research uncovered only
some works related more narrowly to Aristotle's use of
Homer. Indices of the actual Homeric texts and allusions
to Homeric texts in Aristotle have been published, as well
as evaluations of Aristotle's literary theory and judgement,
especially as relatea to the Poetics and Homeric Problems.
Philological evaluations of the Philosopher's Homeric texts -
appeared too, along with an evaluation of his literary
judgement as derived from his Homeric texts and allusions in
the Rhetoric, Poetics, and Nicomachean Ethics. Some few
works appeared, narrower in approach than the present

study. These indicated that Aristotle viewed Homer as

14
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contributing more than just literary values to him.

Some of these related works proved very useful for
locating, evaluating, and especially verifying the texts
of the Philosopher and Poet presented in this study.

The purpose of this chapter is to examine and compare
in the light of the present study all the other works found
to have examined in any way the textual relationships of
Aristotle to Homer. This is to demonstrate: how the objec-
tives, methods, and conclusions of these other studies dif-
fer from our own; what distinct understanding of the rela-
tionship of the Philosopher to the Poet they give; and in
what way their conclusions support or complement our study.

First we will consider the indices which mainly pro-
vided only the list of loci in the Corpus Aristotelicum
that cited or otherwise referred to Homer: the Index
Aristotelicus of Hermann Bonitz for the second edition of
Immanuel Bekker's Aristotelis Opera, the index of Firmin
Didot's Latin edition of the Aristotelis Opera Omina, the
separate indices of William D. Ross's Oxford English edition
of the works of Aristotle, and Arthur Ludwich's Die
Homervulgata als voralexandrinisch erwiesen.

Next we will examine the studies which are exclusively
concerned with the reliability of Aristotle's Homeric quota-
tions and the reasons for the variations of his Homeric
text from our own -- the studies of George E. Howes, T. W.

Allen, Stephanie L. West, Adolph ROmer, and Richard



16

wachsmuth.
Then we will give special attention to the work of

W. S. Hinman, part of whose professed purpose most closely
approximated our own. He intended, at least from the
Rhetoric, Poetics, and Nicomachean Ethics, to draw some
conclusions about Aristotle's attitude towards Homer and

the other writers he quoted.

The next group of studies we will review -- by
Frederick von Schlegel, Ludwig Adam, Mitchell Carroll,
Henrietta V. Apfel, Frederic R. White, and Hubert
Hintenlang -- have a much newer purpose. They engage in
various approaches to the understanding of the Philosopher's
more sustained studies of the Poet: Poetics xxv, INpoBAnuata
‘Ounpwnd, and the damopruata “OunpLud.

Finally we will examine the studies of James Hogan,
Howard B. Schapker, S. J., P. W. Forchhammer, and Otto
Kdrner. All of these move beyond the Philosopher's evalua-
tion of Homer as literary source and model. They view
Aristotle as recognizing the Poet's influence on his
thinking in the realm of ethics, rhetoric, and physical

science.

Let us turn first to the Aristotelian indices.

Under the word ° Ounpoc¢ the Index Aristotelicus of

Hermann Bonitz! provided the primary list of Aristotelian

lHermann Bonitz, "“Ounpoc", Index Aristotelicus, Vol.
V, (pp. 507-508) Aristotelis Opera, (5 Vols.) EX recensione
Immanuelis Bekkeri, edidit Academia Regia Borussica, Z2akd.
quam curavit Olof Gigon, Berlin: 1960-1961, (Reprint of
Berlin ed. 1831-1870).
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citations and references to Homer and served as the chief
reference and guide for the whole study. Bonitz's very
norms for the division and arrangement of the citations
provided considerable help in our compilation of the texts.
He indicated all the texts in which the name 'Homer' or
'pPoet' appears and noted texts that simply referred to
rather than cited Homer. He poiﬁted out obviously con-
taminated or missing verses as well as texts differing
slightly from ours and isolated single words quoted from
the Homeric text by Aristotle. He singled out Homeric
verses in Aristotle that are absent from our Homer and
texts that are not found in our codices.

Bonitz, however, did not include many passages of
Aristotle which simply allude to rather than cite the éoet's
verses. Our decision to include these texts in our study
was strengthened by our discovery of them in the index of
the Firmin Didot Latin edition of the Aristotelis Opera
omnia? and in the pertinent separate indices of the Oxford
English edition of The Works of Aristotle.’ Arthur

Ludwich's Die Homervulgata als voralexandrinisch erwiesen

2Emil Heitz, "Homerus", Index, Vol. V, Aristotelis

Opera Omnia, (5 Vols.) Vol. I-II ed. Jochann Friedrich
Dubner; Vol. III-IV ed. Ulco Cats Bussemaker. Paris: 1874-
1878,

SWilliam D. Ross, ed. "Homer", Separate indices of the
12 Vols. of The Works of Aristotle Translated into English.
London: 1952-1962.

*Arthur Ludwich, "Aristoteles", Die Homervulgata als
voralexandrinisch erwiesen, (71-132) Leipzig: 1898.
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was very useful too for this process of selecting the
Homeric texts of the Philosopher.

Next let us consider studies concerned exclusively with
the reliability of Aristotle's Homeric text and its com-
parison with our own.

George E. Howes' article, "Homeric Quotations in Plato

"3 evaluates the reliability of the text of

and Aristotle
each of Aristotle's citations from Homer. Howes discusses
all the texts including the fragments but excluding those
texts that are simply allusions to Homer, adhering closely
to the list established by Bonitz. His purpose was "a
study of the quotations from Homer found in our manuscripts
of Plato and Aristotle" to "show whether these authors
quoted accurately or not" and to "shed some light upon the
Homeric text of their day."®

Howes' evaluation of the dependability of each Homeric
citation in Homer is valuable. He groups the Philosopher's
Homeric texts in eight categories: ’
A No Variants: Twenty-eight quotations show no

readings different from the best manuscripts of

Homer.

SGeorge E. Howes, "Homeric Quotations in Plato and
Aristotle", Harvard Studies in Classical Philology, VI, Ed.
by a committee of the Classical Instructors of Harvard
University, (153-237) Boston: 1895.

®rpid., p. 154.
‘rpid., pp. 210-236.
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Slight Variants:‘ Thirty-nine passages in which
the &ariants of Aristotle and Homer are so few
and slight that they are undoubtedly due to
scribes.
Agreement with the Best Manuscripts of Homer:
Twenty passages in which the manuscripts of
Aristotle agree with the best Homeric manuscripts
although some variants exist in the scholia of
Eustathius.
Quotations Adapted Into the Text: Eight quota-
tions in which Aristotle evidently adapted Homer's
words to his own sentences, using the same read-
ings as our Homer or very consistent with our
Homer.
Aristotle's Variants Substantiated: Ten texts in
which Aristotle's Homeric text differs from ours
but can be substantiated by manuscripts of Homer,
scholia, Eustathius or ancient authors.
Homeric Verses Omitted in Aristotle: Three.
Verses Not Found in Our Homer: Eleven verses of
the Poet familiar to the Philosopher but not
found in our Homer.
New Readings in Aristotle: Eighteen passages in
which Aristotle quotes Verses found in our Homer
but gives readings unsupported by other testi-

mony .
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.Howes concludes:

I think we may say that there are occasional passages

where the presumption seems very strong that he has

quoted from memory and quoted wrongly. We cannot,
however, dismiss all, or even many, of his variants in
that abrupt way. Whether he quoted from memory or not,
for the following reasons I feel that his readings are
entitled to a careful consideration, and that where
they differ from the traditional text of Homer, in most
instances they probably give us variants of high
antiquity.®

A clear conclusion that we can draw from Howes' work,
whether we agree with the details of his solution or not, is
that we are not in a position to reject as not authentically
Homeric even the most problematic of his cited verses from
Homer.

T. W. Allen, in his book on the transmission of the
Homeric texts, discusses the additions, omissions, and
different versions of Homer's verses in Aristotle. Although
he directs some unwarrantedly harsh barbs at the
Philosopher's artistic ability--". . . mistakes of memory
are admissible, for far from being a cunning artist like
Plato, Aristotle is no artist at all, he adduces Homer for
scientific not artistic purposes . . ."? His conclusion is
much the same as Howes'.

When therefore we have made the allowances called for

by the Aristotelian corpus, it is plain that texts of
Homer were extant in his day varying considerably from

8rbid., pp. 236-237.

*Thomas William Allen, "Early Quotations", Homer: The
Origins and Transmission, Chapter IX Oxford: 1924, p. 253.
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. the la?%r vulgate and not  infrequently containing extra
lines.

Allen's judgement is supported too by the more recent work
of Stephanie L. West.'?
Adolph Romer, in a lecture he delivered in Munich on
May 3, 1884, recognized the high place that Homer's poetry
held throughout the works of Aristotle.
Aristoteles in allen denjenigen seiner Schriften, deren
Inhalt sich nicht durchaus in rein abstracten Dingen
bewegt, von allen griechischen Dichtern am meisten die
beiden grossen Gedichte des Homer heranzieht, um seine
eigenen Lehren an schlagenden und feinsinnigen Versen
des Dichters zu erlaiitern und seinen Lesern einzupragen
. .« «» aus seiner eigenen innigen Verehrung des Dichters
ist jene reiche Menge von Citaten geflossen, mit
welchen die Werke des Philosophen durchwoben sind.!?
Romer was a philologist but he wanted to tread a
middle ground between an appreciation for the great respect
Aristotle showed for Homer in his frequent citations of the
Poet and the sharp and sometimes destructive evaluations of
texts produced by philological study. With that purpose
ROmer goes on to investigate the Philosopher's Homeric
citations in the corpus and fragments, especially evaluat-

ing the accuracy and applicability of the more problematic

quotations. ROmer takes the position that Aristotle's

Y0rpid., p. 260.

. 11Stephanie L. West, The Ptolemaic Papyri of Homer,
Koln: 1967.

12pdolph ROmer, "Die Homercitate und die homerischen
Fragen des Aristoteles", Sitzungsberichte der philosophisch-
pPhilogischen und historischen Classe der koniglicher
bayerischer Akademie der Wissenschafter, zu Munchen,
(264~314) Minchen: 1885, pp. 264-265.
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tendency to quote from memory and as briefly and pointedly
as possible led to corruptions in his Homeric text.®!?

Richard Wachsmuth's dissertation!" takes a new look at
the accuracy of Aristotle's Homeric text in the more dif-
ficult variants of his accepted works, the Homeric prob-
lems, and the fragments. He concludes that seeing these
together would help shed light on them. He offers some
interesting insights into various problem texts.

We can now turn to a consideration of the work whose
purpose, at least in part, most nearly approximates our own.

W. S. Hinman's Literary Quotation and Allusion in the

15 moved closer to

Rhetoric, Poetics, and Nicomachean Ethics
our study under two important aspects than the other works
we have considered. First, he included allusions to Homer
as well as citations from Homer found in Aristotle's works.

Secondly, he attempted to draw some conclusions about the

Philosopher's attitude towards the writers he quoted. He

}3The clumsiness of papyrus rolls led ancient scholars
(e.g. Plutarch) to quote from memory. It would have been
too time-consuming and laborious for an ancient to verify
the accuracy of all his quotations.

l%*Richard Wachsmuth, De Aristotelis Studiis Homericis
Capita Selecta {(Quattuor), Dissertatio Inauguralis, Berlin:
1963.

15y, s. Hinman, Literary Quotation and Allusion in the
Rhetoric, Poetics, and Nicomachean Ethics, New York: 1935,
Cf. Raymond V. Schoder, S.J. "Literary Sources Cited by
Aristotle in the Poetics, I1", Classical Journal, LXV (1970),
P. 359. A convenient list of all Aristotle's references to
Homer in the Poetics—--less cumbersome than Hinman's Part
I1I, op. cit.
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stated his purpose clearly:

From the comparison of the quotation or allusion with

the context of the paragraph in which it occurs we

shall try to discover what were the reasons for

Aristotle's quoting or alluding.?!®
Hinman fulfilled the letter of this stated purpose. 1In
each case he did relate the Homeric quotation to the
particular reasoning of the paragraph of Aristotle in which
it was found. But, he made no attempt to gain any common
insights by comparing and collating all the paragraphs in
which the Philosopher quoted Homer.

Hinman's expressed purpose was, after all, literary.
This purpose he did fulfill. He described it when he
wrote:

We may also discern some indication of Aristotle's

literary preferences and antipathies both as to

authors and as to kinds of literature.'’
But here too, I fear, Hinman's succesé was moderate since
he based his judgement mostly on a quantitative analysis
rather than on anything intrinsic to what Aristotle states.

In a sense Hinman attempted too much and too little.
He attempted too much since his study was directed at all
the literary quotations and allusions in the three works of -
Aristotle mentioned. His attempt was too modest since he
limited his study of Aristotle to the Rhetoric, Poetics,

and Nicomachean Ethics. The reasons he adduced for this

limitation are not cogent. He argued that the three

Yerpid., p. 7.

Y 7rpid.
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treatises formed a sufficient basis for valid conclu-

sions since they contained many literary quotations and

allusions.

Hinman's work was very useful to the present study. It

provided corroborative insight for many of the quotations

and allusions examined here. With regard to the Homeric

allusions found in Aristotle, Hinman's was the only com-

parable study I could find to test my own judgements

about then.

In the final analysis, however, the value of Hinman's

work was vitiated by his drawing conclusions from simply

quantitative analysis and, as one critic of his study has

pointed out'®, by his unsubstantiated dismissal of

Aristotle as a sound literary critic. His reasoning was not

at all cogent when he argued:

Wherever a reason can be determined for a quotation
and allusion, that reason shows that Aristotle has
used a literary illustration solely for the sake of
elucidating the point under discussion. He has not
turned aside from his topic for the purpose of quoting
some beautiful passage or alluding to a favorite
author. Many a quotation ends abruptly although its
aesthetic and even literary value would be enhanced by
its extension.!

This was a strange argument that would turn the incisive

mind of Aristotle from his perfectly appropriate method to

'purple patches' just to make him fulfill some arbitrary

!8c. G. Hardie, "Quotation in Aristotle and Others",

Book Review of W.S. Hinman, Literary Quotation and Allu31on,
in Cclassical Review, XLIX (1935) p. 223,

'*Hinman, op. cit., p. 167.
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definition of a literary critic.

Hinman's categorization of texts was very useful along
with Howes' for collating and evaluating all of Aristotle's
Homeric references in the present study. He grouped quota-
tions as "exact," "inexact," "incapable of being tested for
accuracy," or "doubtful". Allusions to Homer he classified
as "supported by other evidence," "not supported by other
evidence," or "incorrect allusions". 1In the three works,
Homer is quoted seventy-two times. "Of the sixty-four
quotations from him that can be tested, forty-eight are
given éxactly——seventy-five percent."?? Homer is alluded
to forty-four times in the three works. Hinman listed
forty-one allusions as supported by other evidence, only
one as not supported, and two allusions (to the Margites)
as incorrect~-ninety-five percent accurate.

Hinman seemed to accept, but not wholeheartedly, the
possibility of tracing Aristotle's 'inaccuracy' to truly
variant ancient texts. 1In discussing the question: "Did he
use a nanuscript of Homer different from any extant
today?"?! Hinman discussed some problematic texts and
concluded:

When we consider that Homer is quoted by Aristotle

with seventy-five percent of accuracy where that can

be tested, and also that there are seventy-two quota-
tions from Homer in the three treatises combined it is

as difficult to reject these doubtful quotations as it
is to accept them. At best they may indicate that

2%rpid., p. 170.
21rpid., p. 177.
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Aristotle had a text of Homer which contained lines

that were later deleted by Alexandrians, but the

evidence is too weak to prove it. These peculiar

lines may have been rejected by the Alexandrians,

or Aristotle may have erred in quotation.??2

After W. S. Hinman's work, the literature related to
the present study narrows to works that pursue an under-
standing of Aristotle's explicit Homeric studies. These are
studies on the Poetics, especially Chapter Twenty-Five, the

23

npopAfuata dunpLud, and the &nophuata dunpuud.?*

We propose here to examine briefly seven of the more
important studies of this kind, with the seventh forming a
natural bridge to the last three studies we wish to consid-
er in this chapter and to the broader perspective of our
own study. They will be discussed in the order of their
chronological appearance.

Two essays by Frederick von Schlegel appeared in 18222%°
in successive chapters of the Third Book of his collected
works. The first essay traces the attitude of the Greeks
before Aristotle towards the Homeric works. The second
analyzes Aristotle's view of them, especially artistically

as it was expressed in the Poetics. Both essays are

22rpid., p. 178.
23yesterhain, ed., Biographi Minores, p. 404 §77.

24c. Gabriel Cobét (Ed.), Diogenes Laertius, Paris:
1878, §5,1 ¢26.

25prederick von Schlegel, "Ansichten und Urteile der
Alten von den homerischen Gedichten" (4.Kap.) 67-82;
"Weitere Erdrterung der Aristotelischen Grundsatze uber die
epische Dichtart" (5.Kap.) (83-108, 3.Band) Sammtliche
Werke, Vienna: 1822.



27
jaborious Hegelian musings, outstanding for their lack of

practical information.

The second work was Ludwig Adam's Die Aristotelische
rheorie vom Epos?® which appeared in 1889. After establish-
ing the central place that the Homeric epics held in the

culture and education of the Greeks prior to Aristotle Adam

emphasizes the Philosopher's high praise of Homer.?”?

Examining the epics as the forerunners of tragedy, Adam
stresses the tragic element that Aristotle saw in Epic. He
demonstrates too that Aristotle's position on Homer strong-
ly influenced the Alexandrian school's attitude toWards the
Poet. Especially valuable is Adam's brief bibliography of
essays and lectures that appeared in Germany between 1830
and 1867 on the topic of Aristotle's view of Homer.?®

Only one of these works appeared in any standard biblio-

graphy I consulted.??

Mitchell Carroll's doctoral dissertation, Aristotle's
Poetics: Chapter Twenty-Five in the Light of the Homeric

Scholia which was published in 1895,%° demonstrates that

26Ludwig Adam, Die Aristotelische Theorie vom Epos nach
ihrer Entwicklung bei Griechen und Romern, Wiesbaden: 1889.

2 7rpid., "Urteil des Aristoteles", pp. 18-29.

287pid., p.15. Cf: The works listed there: Schdmann,
Rassow, Trendelenberg, Nitzsch.

291rpid., Georg Friedrich Schdmann, "Disputatio de
Aristotelis censura carminum epicorum", Opuscula Academica,
Vol. III (30-46), Berlin: 1858.

3%itchell Carroll, Aristotle's Poetics: Chapter
Twenty-Five in the Light of The Homeric Scholia, Doctoral
Dissertation, Baltimore: Johns Hopkins University, 1895.
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the difficult Twenty-Fifth Chapter of the Poetics contains
the elements of a systematic treatment of the faults of
poetry and of Homer's inconsistencies. He bases his con-
clusion on a study of the Porphyrian Inthuata of the
Homeric scholia, of which the mpopAduata dunpiud of
Aristotle and his followers was a source. The mpoBAruata
bunpoiud considered and answered the criticisms and censures
of Homer by philosophers and sophists. As a result the
Fragments preserved for us furnish us with numerous il-
lustra#ions of the principles stated in Poetics XXV in
which objections of critics to poetry and proper methods of
answering them are discussed. Carroll makes his point by
analyzing Aristotle's method.

The Philosopher begins by laying down certain general
propositions as a basis for the consideration both of the
critics' objections, &mitiunuata, and of the solutions to
the objections, AdoeiLg. Carroll explains that Aristotle had
twelve explanations for the faults found in Homer. They are
grouped under three headings: those from consideration of
the objects imitated, those from consideration of artistic
correctness, and those from consideration of the method of
representation. These are carefully examined in Poetics XXV
along with examples of typical attacks on selected quota-

tions from Homer and possible defensesvagainst those at-

tacks.

Carroll's scholarly investigations of the intimate

connection between Aristotle's Problems and Chapter Twenty-
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Five of the Poetics bring to light the great effort the
pPhilosopher expended in the defense of Homer. Carroll
argues that the other evidences of Aristotle's activity in
the study of the Poet justify his chapter in the Poetics
which is devoted almost exclusively to the defense of Homer.
His evidence of the Philosopher's concern for Homer is
impressive:

Aristotle's hearty veneration for Homer is shown by the

numerous citations of the rliad and Odyssey in his

works and by the frequent expressions of admiration
occurring in the Poetics; perhaps to this we may
attribute his appearance as a defender of the Poet
against his many detractors. Isocrates testified that
the Homeric poems were objects of study in the Lyceum
and Dio Chrysostom is the authority for the statement
that Aristotle in a number of dialogues concerned
himself with Homer. Besides these and other indica-
tions of Aristotle's Homeric activity a peculiar
interest is in a special work which had the Homeric
poems for its exclusive object, and which has come
down to us under different titles, 4&mopnuata OunpLud

or mpopARuata dunpLud, 3!

Henrietta V. Apfel's article on Fourth Century B.C.
Homeric Criticism®? appeared in 1938. When she discusses
Aristotle she stresses the fact that he seemed to have
regarded it as his task to defend the great epics against
Plato's attacks. He did this, she indicates, in his two

major works on literary questions, the Rhetoric and Poetics,

but especially in the fragmentary Homeric Problems.

31rpid., pp. 12-13.

‘?Henrietta V. Apfel, "Homeric Criticism in the Fourth
Century, B.C.", Transactions of the American Philological
Association, 1938 (245-258).
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She begins the main thrust of her article when she
takes up the consideration of the fragments of this work.
The work which Aristotle devoted to the defense of
Homer has unfortunately come down to us only in
fragmentary form. There is sufficient however to show
us his methods which he indeed had already shown in
Chapter Twenty-Five of the Poetics.?®?®
pDemonstrating that Aristotle's greatest service to the Poet
lay in his defense against the attacks of the moralists,
Apfel clarifies briefly each one of the fragments. She
concludes her treatment of Aristotle's defense of Homer in
the Fragments with an observation about the text of Homer
which Aristotle used.
The text of Homer which Aristotle used apparently
differed considerably from extant MSS. It is true that
he often quoted only a few words, or only those which
he needed to prove his point, regardless of their sense
in the positions where he quoted them. He sometimes
deliberately deformed a passage to suit his purpose.
Apfel's article manifests a fine awareness and control
of the more important recent work on Aristotle's criticism
of Homer. She refers directly to Howes, Carroll, Hinman,
Romer, and Wachsmuth.
Frederic R. White submitted a doctoral dissertation in
1942 to the University of Michigan on the development of

Homeric criticism.?®® White's evaluation is concerned only

with criticism in the literary sense. He tries to make the

3I3rpid., p. 254.
3%rpid., p. 257.
3S5prederic R. White, The Development of Homeric

Criticism: Ancient and Medieval ,Doctoral Dissertation, Ann
Arbor: The University of Michigan, 1942,
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point that the Philosopher imposed norms upon the Homeric
epics and fails to grasp the obvious preoccupation of
Aristotle with discovering his very norms for literary
judgement in the Homeric Epics. This prejudice of White
which leads him to trace the faults of Alexandrians to
Aristotle is clearly expressed when he says:

Aristotle, the master of those who know rather than of

those who, with Socrates and Plato, question and

search and finally leave the matter open for further

discussion, provided a convenient code for conscien-

tious critics.?®
One would wish that White who so summarily dismisses one of
the gréatest qguestioners and searchers of human history
would heed his own advice, and regarding Aristotle
"question and search and finally leave the matter open for
further discussion." Fortunately White's approach is not
characteristic of other students of the relationship of
Aristotle to Homer who leave the matter open for much fur-
ther discussion.

The next pertinent work appeared in 1961 with the
publications of Hubert Hintenlang's Heidelberg dissertation
about the Homeric Problems.?> 7 This author examines in
great detail the texts of the Homeric Problems, compares
them to the Twenty-Fifth Chapter of the Poetics and shows

that they harmonize well with Aristotle's theory.

Hintenlang demonstrates a very exact parallelism between

3€rpid., p. 74.

) ¥ ubert Hintenlang, Untersuchungen zu den Homer-
Aporien des Aristoteles, Dissertation, Heidelberg: 1961.
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chapter Twenty-Five of the Poetics and the Problems, show-
ing £he practical application of the Philosopher's own
theoretical principles. His bibligraphy lists numerous
valuable studies both of special and general interest on
Aristotelian criticism of Homer.

Finally, we can turn to the studies which see Aristotle
as recognizing Homer's influence on his ethical, rhetorical,
and scientific as well as literary thinking with our
consideration of the latest important study, an article by
James Hogan on the Poetics which appeared in 1973.3%% Hogan
is impressed by the importance that Aristotle gives to
Homer's epics in his consideration of tragedy.

From the discussion of principles in the first five

chapters to the comparison of epic and tragedy in the

last four, Homer provides the prototype and model. We
find, moreover, a constant stress on the dramatic
values in Homer and the clear implication that the
techniques of the two genres, at their best, have much
in common. ®?
Hogan collects and assesses all the references to Homer and
epic poetry found in the Poetics, presenting them as they
occur in the text. He offers some observations on
Aristotelian notions like "duoptia, which though not ex-
plicitly applied to epic in the Poetics might be thought

relevant to an Aristotelian interpretation of the rliad

and odyssey."

38James C. Hogan, "Aristotle's Criticism of Homer in
the Poetics," Classical Philology, LXVIII (April, 1973),

qrpid., p. 95.
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Hogan's final observation forms an intriguing intro-
duction to the last few works we consider in this chapter
and to the broader perspectives of this study.

Much of what has been said touches on or implies a

continuity in ethical values between the time of the

epics into the fourth century. Though his (Aristotle's)
criticism is certainly more aesthetic than ethical in
its origin and argument, some typical ideas, e.g. the
emphasis on action, have deeper roots in Greek thought
than the tragedy of the fifth century. . . . If we
proceed somewhat negatively it may be said that the
frequent use of the Homeric paradigm to illustrate
formal procedures suggests that Aristotle did not
perceive a fundamental lack of harmony between the
ethical premises of the Poetics and those of epic.*’®

Hogan's statement opens the study of the relationship
of Aristotle to Homer to fresh, broader perspectives. That
Aristotle was profoundly influenced by Homer in his literary
judgement is not seriously challenged. This is clear from
the present chapter. But what of the other facets of
Aristotle's multiple genius--ethical, religious, social,
scientific? As Hogan opens up to examination the whole area
of Homer's influence on Aristotle's ethical considerations,
it seems reasonable to pursue a study of Homeric influ-
ence on other areas of Aristotelian thought.

Many more studies like the Master's thesis of Howard B.
Schapker, S.J., at Loyola University of Chicago in 1959*°
would help to demonstrate empirically the fact of this

broader influence of Homer on Aristotle. Schapker clearly

“%rpid., p. 108,

*lgoward B. Schapker, S.J., Aristotelian Rhetoric in
Homer, Master's Thesis under the direction of Raymond V.

Schoder, S.J., Loyola University of Chicago, 1959.
AA\S TOW.L\
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shows the presence of many of Aristotle's canons of
rhetoric in the speeches of the Iliad, although he does not
draw the obvious conclusion that Homer's practice influenced
Aristotle's theory.

When the Iliad's more accomplished oratorical efforts

are considered, then, the close rapport between the two

Greeks is as remarkable as it is indisputable.“?

Schapker's work is singled out here since it shows that
because of the broad nature of Greek rhetoric itself this
community of rhetorical principles between the Philosopher
and the Poet manifests a much broader similarity than simply
literary. Part of the community in rhetorical principles
that Schapker discovers in Homer and Aristotle approximates
the community in ethics that James Hogan speaks of above.
Schapker writes:

In short, Aristotle requires an orator to have a

cormplete and integral theoretical understanding of

man's nature, and to be master of all practical means,
argumentative and psychological, of inducing men to
make correct judgements.”

In the world of science too the Homeric presence in
Aristotle deserves more scholarly attention. 1In 1885 P. W.
Forchhammer published an article in the magazine section of
ny

a Munich newspaper entitled simply Aristoteles und Homer.

The central point of Forchhammer's argument was that if we

“*2rpid., p. 120.
*3rpid., p. 116.

*“pPeter W. Forchhammer, "Aristoteles und Homer",
Beilage zur Allegemeinem Zeitung, Nr. 242 (Minchen:
September, 1885), 3562-3563.
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follow Aristotle's insight into Homer's use of metaphors we
can uncover the factual events he clothes with fantasy.
Forchhammer applied the insight to Homer's description of
Achilles' battle with the rivers of Troy. After personal
observation of the Spring flooding around the Trojan plain
he suggested that Homer's description of Achilles' battle
with the rivers was not merely allegorical. Homer was
working with the solid meteorological fact of Spring flood-
ing that interfered with the Greek siege of Troy.

Forchhammer fortifies his position with observations
from Pausanias, Strabo and Plutarch who recognized the
tendency of the ancients to describe their physical world
in myths. Certainly we have discovered in our times that
this grasp of the mythologizing by the ancients has led
archaeologists to break through mythical packaging to won-
derful discoveries in the ruins of the ancient world.

Forchhammer's observations, if not his conclusions,
lead us to recognize how Aristotle could confidently accept
empirical facts from Homer, although they were embedded in
fantasy.

Otto Korner, an expert on Homeric zoology, who pub-
lished his first book on the subject in 1880,"° expresses in
the second edition fifty years later, his impatience with
the failure of zoologists to record the extraordinarily

accurate details of Homeric zoology.

*Sotto KOrner, Die homerische Tierwelt, Berlin: 1880.
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~Die homerische Tierkunde ist bis in die neueste Zeit
von den Geschichtsschreibern der Zoologie teils
vernachlédssigt, teils ganz und gar i{ibersehen worden."®
In a book in 1917 he devoted his efforts to demonstrating
the importance of the Homeric animal classification systems
for those of Aristotle."*’

All of Korner's painstaking research confirms the
existence of the broader influence of the Poet on Aristotle.
Korner's studies establish that influence in a purely
empirical science--zoology.

The principal governing this chapter was to examine
every study which approached in any substantial way the
relationship of Aristotle to Homer. The purpose was to
establish the distinctiveness of the present study as well
as its dependence on these other related studies, which
fell into five groups: 1) indices, 2) text reliability
studies, 3) W. S. Hinman's work which stands alone and
draws conclusions about Aristotle's attitude towards Homer
from Homeric quotations found in the Rhetoric, Poetics,
and Nicomachean Ethics, 4) studies of Aristotle's more ex-
tended literary approaches to Homer, (Poetics XXV, IpoBATILATO
‘Ounpird, and the 4nopiuata ‘Ounpiud), and 5) studies exem-—
plifying Aristotle's acceptance of a broader than just
literary influence of Homer on his thought. How then is

our work distinct from these and how does it relate to them?

*8Ko6rner, op. cit., 2d ed., Minchen, 1930, 1.

[
’KSrner, Das homerische Tiersystem und seine Bedeutung

igr die zoologische systematik des Aristoteles, Wiesbaden:
17.
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Our study makes use of the first category listed above,
the indices examined, but is not just a specialized index of
Aristotelian texts that quote or allude to Homer. It de-
pends on the second category, the studies that seek to
establish the reliability of Aristotle's Homeric texts,
without undertaking on its own any special test of textual
reliability. Our study is like the Homeric part of
Hinman's work in that it works with allusions as well as
quotations and draws conclusions about Aristotle's attitude
towards Homer. It is not limited as Hinman's to the
literary values from Homer which Aristotle accepts in his
Poetics, Rhetoric, and Nicomachean Ethics. Our work extends
to the whole Corpus Aristotelicum and to Homeric principles
and insights accepted by the Philosopher in all fields of
human thought and endeavor. The studies of the fourth
category, limited to Poetics xxV, the IlpoBAnuata and
anopfjuata, give us an insight into the intensity of
Aristotle's admiration of the Poet, but are clearly much
narrower in their approach than our study. The last works
of this category, beginning with Hogan's article, serve as
an introduction to the fifth and final category of studies--
those which recognize some influences of Homer on the
Philosopher other than literary. Once again, however,
these studies are much narrower in their approach to the

question of Aristotle's attitude toward Homer.
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At the very conclusion of this chapter, where we have

considered the important works related to our study, we
have presented a natural bridge in the work of Hogan,
Schapker, Forchhammer, and KOrner to our analysis in the
next four chapters. We can more confidently begin the work
of demonstrating the true extent of Homer's influence on
Aristotle's thought--an influence that touched not only his
literary and aesthetic judgement, but his ethical and
religious, as well as his scientific and philosophical
theory and practice. In the face of the mass of
Aristotelian scholarship that has ignored it, the opening we
have seen is small, but it is an opening that deserves to be

widened if only a little more.



CHAPTER THREE

ARISTOTELIAN REFERENCES TO HOMER
AS MASTER OF THE ARTS OF LANGUAGE

The approach of Aristotelian scholarship to the Phi-
losopher's judgement of Homer has centered quite naturally
on his treatment of Homer primarily as poet and then as
rhetorician. There has been a solid tradition of study of
Aristotle's evaluation of the Poet's poetic and rhetorical
excellence. The present chapter in no sense will attempt to
supplant these studies. It will simply analyze the texts of
Aristotle which explicitly view Homer as poet and rhetori-
cian to show what they reveal of Aristotle's attitude
towards the Poet.

There are eighty-five places in the extant works of
Aristotle in which Homer's rhetorical and poetical charac-
ter is touched. Forty-one times Homer is cited or mentioned
in this light in the Rhetoric, forty-two times in the
Poetics, once in the Topics, and once in the Sophistical
Refutations.

The art of rhetoric as seen by Aristotle eludes a
single modern category. It is not just concerned with
language and style, although these are a necessary part of
his Rhetoric. Ancient rhetoric,\and nore properly here,
Aristotelian rhetoric, examines a wide range of human

39
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pehavior and values as well as techniques of language.
Lane Cooper summarizes it well:

His principles . . . he (Aristotle) sought . . . in
the living pattern of the human heart. All the re-
cesses and windings of that hidden region he has
explored; all its caprices and affections, whatever
tends to excite, to ruffle, to amuse, to gratify, or
to offend it have been carefully examined. . . . The
Rhetoric of Aristotle is a practical psychology and
the most helpful book extant for writers of prose and
for speakers of every sort . . . and the modern psy-
chologist commonly will find that he has observed the
behavior of human beings less carefully than did
Aristotle, even though the author keeps reminding us
that in the Rhetoric his analysis of thought and con-
duct is practical, not scientifically precise and
complete.?

J. Barthélemy Saint-Hilaire suggests the strong empha-
sis Aristotle gives to the behavioral or ethical side of
his Rhetoric:

. . . Aristote ne méconnait pas la partie technique de

l'art; mais il la subordonne; dans son ouvrage, cette

partie tient moins de place peut-étre que la morale,
la politique et la psychologie.?

According to Aristotle rhetoric is the study in which
one learns "what to say persuasively in every case."?® This
'whatness' leads the Rhetoric into the study of human val-

ues. To speak nobly, wisely, and persuasively to the assem-

bly or jury one must understand and influence human pas-

sions, motives, and ideals.

ll,ane Cooper, The Rhetoric of Aristotle. (New York:
1932), pp. xi-xvii passim.

- 2J. Barthélemy Sainte-Hilaire, Rhetorique d'Aristote.
(Paris: 1870}, pp. lxxiv-1lxxv.

3Rhetoric 1355b, 26.
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Because of the dual nature of Aristotle's Rhetoric--its
1iterary aspect and its ethical aspect--nineteen of the
Homeric citations in that work will not be included in this
chapter but will be discussed in the fifth chapter. The
present chapter deals with Aristotle's attitude towards the
Poet as master of the art of language itself--of 'how to
speak' rather than 'what to say'. The above-mentioned
nineteen citations strongly exemplify the ethical side of
Aristotelian rhetoric. They will be treated, therefore, in
our later consideration of Aristotle's attitude towards
Homer as a teacher of human values.

Aristotle's isolated reference to Homer in the Topics
can serve to set the tone of this whole chapter. He points
to Homer as the exemplar of the important facet of style he
is discussing. He is advising the student of argument to
adduce examples and illustrations to clarify his argument.
Almost casually he says the examples should be to the point
and drawn from things that are familiar to the hearer, "of
the kind which Homer uses and not the kind that Choerilus
uses; for thus the proposition would be rendered clearer."

Elc 6% caopnveirav napadelyuoata uol mapaBordg
otoTéov, mapadelyuata 6% oluela nal EE dv louev, ota

“Oounpoc uh ota Xoipllog: odtw Yap &v cagéotepov £in
& mpoteLvduevov. "

In the Rhetoric, in counseling the orator to use
language most effectively and persuasively, Aristotle turns

to the example of Homer twenty-three times.

*ropics 157a, 14-17.
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In presenting the appropriate purposes of each of the
three kinds of oratory--deliberative, forensic, and epideic-
tic-—-Aristotle demonstrates how all other considerations in
a speech are subordinated to the one ruling purpose of that
kind of oratory. Since the purpose of the epideictic ora-
tor, he argues, is to praise what is honorable and fault
what 1s disgraceful, he does not consider what is more
proper to deliberative oratory, namely, what is expedient or
harmful. In fact, the epideictic orator often praises a man
for disregarding what is expedient and in his own interest,
to perform some honorable deed. An example of this the
Philosopher finds in Homer since Achilles is praised for
disregarding his own safety to protect the body of his
comrade Patroclus and avenge his death.

duolwe 6% nal ol énavvodbvtec nal ol Yéyovteg od

ounonodorv el ovupépovia €npakev i BAaBepd, &AAL ual

é¢v énalvy moAldurg TLdfaoirv 8TL dALywpoag ToD adTd

AvaLterobvtoc &npaEéd TL mardv, olov “AxLAréa énaivo-

Oowv 8tL éBondnoe 1§ ttalpe Hatpduiy ‘aclidbg 8tL Sl

adtdv adnodaveliv, £EOV THv. toldtep 6& & utv toLolbtog

9dvatog udAiiov, TO 8¢ Tfjv ovueédpov.’

Aristotle said there were five 'inartificial' proofs
that properly belonged to forensic oratory: laws, witnesses,
contracts, torture, and oaths. After discussing laws he
spoke of the two kinds of witnesses the orator should use
for persuasion--ancient and recent. The 'ancient' had to be

poets and men of good repute whose judgements were known to

all. The first such ancient witness that the Philosopher

SRhetoric 1358b, 37-1359a, 6 (No quotation from Homer
but a true statement paralleled in the rliad.)
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mentions is Homer, of course, to whom the Athenians appealed,
he says, in the matter of Salamis. Aristotle's allusion is
to Iliad ii.557-558, where the Poet says that Ajax led his
twelve ships from Salamis and took his position with the

Athenians.

Iepl 6& paptdpwv, udptupéc etor &ittol, ol udv naiarol
ol & mpdopator, ual todTwv ol udv petéyovtec Tod
nevdédvou ol 8’ E&utdg. Adyw 6 marairodg udv tode TE
nowntdg ual dowv dAlwv yYveopluwv elol mploeig oavepal,
olov *Adnvailot ‘Ounpe udptuvpL £xphoavto mepl Zaraulivog®

He advises the use of common and frequently-quoted
maxims if they are appropriate for persuasion since their
very commonness seems to earn them universal acknowledgement
as true. His first example is exhorting soldiers to risk
danger. Here he cites Hector's words to Polydamas who has
threatened him with an adverse omen; the best of omens is to

defend one's country.

uaddrov 6¢ ufh 8vrtog naddiov einetv udiirota &poudt-
TeL év oxetAtaoud ual Servooer unal év todtoig H
dpxduevov fi dnodelEavta. yxpficdar && &t nal Talg
TedpuAinuévarg unal moirvale yvoupare, &&dv doL yxprioLuyot:*
S5ud ydp 1O elvar uoirval, &g duoroyodvrtwv andviwv,
bp9Gc Exerv Sounoloiv, olov napauarodvti €énl T
uivduvederyv uh duocapévoug "els olwvos dprotos dudveodal mept
NO?TPT]S," 7

SRhetoric 1375b, 26-30 (=Iliad ii.557-558).
Aristotle does not indicate any Homeric passage, and line
558 is disputed and attributed to Solon. Athens and Megara
were struggling over the possession of Salamis. The Spartans,
who acted as arbitrators, awarded Salamis to the Athenians
on the strength of these two lines of Homer.

Afac &' é&n Zalaulvog &yev Suvonaldena viiag,

otfice 6° &ywv v’ “Adnvalwv lotavio gdrayyeg,

’Rhetoric 1395a, 8-14 (=Iliad xii.243). The Homeric
quotation is accurate here but Aristotle's interpretation 1s
loose, since Hector is correcting a bad omen.
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His second example of the effective use of a common
maxim is exhorting soldiers to battle when they are out-
numbered. Here he turns to Hector's words when he is about
to fight Achilles.

nal énl td fjttoug Svragc "Euvog 'Evudiiog,"®

In forensic accusation or defense; enthymene as well as
examplés, according to Aristotle, should be used as a means
of proof. The use of enthymene demands a grasp of all that
really belongs or appears to belong to the subject of the
defense or accusation. The argument is easier when facts
are used more plentifully and when the facts used are less
common and more intimately related to the subject. To
praise Achilles because he went to Troy would not single
him out, but praise because he killed Hector could be in-
tended only for him.

It is not surprising that the Philosopher is probably
alluding to the twenty-second book of the rliad here.

bop utEv vdp &v mrelw £€xntaL TV ONAPXOVIWV, TOCOUTE

paov SeLnvdval, dop &° &€yydtepov, TooolTy olueidrtepa

ual ftTov noLvd. Aéyw 6& uorvd uEv td é€nairvelv TdV

*AxtAr€a 8TL Avdpwtog nal StL TAOV HuLdEwv nal STu

égnl td "IAiov éotpatedoato- tadta vap ual &AAoig

bndpyxet mMoAAolg, HoT’ o06&v udAiov O toroltog "AXLA-

Ada énawvel fi Aroundnv. té6La 8& & undevli &AAp

oupBERNUEY fi TP “AxLAAel, olov TO Admontelvair TV

*Extopa TOV dpoLotov tHvV Tphdwv®

As Aristotle turns to various language devices which

the orator may use for greater effect he frequently invokes

®Rhetoric 1395a, 14-15 (=Iliad xviii.309).

®Rhetoric 1396b, 9-17 (=rliad xxii).
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the Poet. He cites Homer as giving a good example of the
use of paromoiosis at the beginning of a clause when it
should always be in entire words.
avtideorg peEv odv 10 toLoltdv éotilv, maplowoLg &° €dv
toa td udAa, napouolwairg, &' €dv Suora td £oyoata £xn
Eudtepov TO UDAOV. Avdyun && A €v Gpxfl A énl TeAevutfig
g€xerv. nal dpxn pév del td OSHvdpata, B 6& Terevth TAC
goydtag ocuAlaBag fi Tol adtol &dHvduatog NMTWIeELS § TO
a0dtd Svoupa. £v dpxfi pEv Td toralta "Aypdv yYap EraBev
dpyodv map’ adtol," "swpntol T’ énérovro mapdppntol T’
éndeoorue "0
Then he turns to the use of metaphors. Similes are
metaphors, he argues, since they differ from them very
little. When Homer says Achilles "rushed on like a lion"
he used a simile. If he had said, "a lion, he rushed on,"
he would have been using a metaphor. Because both Achilles
and a lion are courageous he transfers the sense and either
calls Achilles a lion (metaphor) or compares him to a lion
(simile). Similes are used in prose, but less frequently,
he cautions,
"Eoti. 6& ual H eiudv uetopopd: Stagéper Y& pLupdv:
Stav ptv ydp elnn tOV "AxtAArca "ws 6 Adwv éndpouoev,”
eludv &otiv, Stav 8¢ Adwv éndpouvoe," uetapopd-: SLd
Yao O duow dvépelovg elvatl, MPoonydpevoe UETEVEYUAC

Adovta TOV “AxLAArda. ypnoirpov && 0 eiunwv unal €v
AdYp, OALyduig &€+ mounTindv yap.'!?

‘Rhetoric 141lQa, 22-30 (=Iliad ix.526).

lRhetoric 1406b, 24. Although Homer does compare

Achilles to a lion, nowhere in our Homer do we have the
exact expression quoted by Aristotle as Homeric. If we were
to conflate two passages from Iliad XX we would come close
to his eXPIESSlon,

INAEtdNc 6° E1épwdev évaviliov Qpto Aam)wg, (Irliad

xx.164);

adtdp “AxLAAeldg éuueuawg £TIOPOVCE UATOHTALEVOL

nevealvwv, (Iliad xx.441-42}).



46

He wants the orator to produce an impression of intel-
ligence. He argues that to learn something with ease is a
naturally pleasant experience and that all words that make
us learn please us. Metaphors, he suggests, are the best
teachers and therefore most pleasant. Citing Homer's call-
ing old age 'stubble', he shows us that in that metaphor
learning comes through the genus since both 0ld age and
stubble have lost their bloomn.

70 ydp pavddveirv padlwg 76L ¢doel ndolv éotL, TA 68

édvdpata onuatvetr tTL, Hote Soa THV Svoudtwv TMoLel

Autv uddnoiv fidtota. ol ptv odv yAdTTAL AYyvdTEC, TA

6t nipra Ctouev. ) 6& uetagopd nmorel Tolto udiroTar

6tav Ydp Eumn Td Yiipag xeidunv, é€noince uddnouv ual

yvdoLv 8Ld told yvévoug: Gupw ydp annvonudta.t?

Treating metaphors again Aristotle demonstrates how
Homer uses them often to invest inanimate objects with life.
This technique, he notes, produces an effect of vivid here-
and-now action, an effect of lifelikeriess. To this precise
ability Aristotle attributes Homer's popularity. He cites

five examples, one from the 0dyssey and four from the

Iliad. The 0Odyssey example charges ruthlessness to a stone:

Twice in the rliad too Homer uses similar expressions to
compare Diomedes to a lion:

bg 6¢ Adwv unroLolv donudvioloilv EneAdwv, (Iliad X.

485) ;

e 6% Adwv €v Bouol dophv £€E adxeva 4En (rliad v.161).
Agamemnon too is compared to a lion in the Iliad:

b 6% Adwv EXdgoro Taxelng vhAmta Téuva Anydlwg cuveEake,

(rliad xi.113-114).
Aristotle is probably quoting freely from Homer, cf: W. S.
Hinman, Literary Quotation and Allusion in the Rhetoric,
Poetics, and Nicomachean Ethics, New York; 1935, p. 44.

}2phetoric 1410b, 10-15 (=0dyssey xiv.213].
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'Again the ruthless stone rolled down to the plain',

nal dg uexpntar “Ounpog moAiaxod T Td Adduyxa Euduya
AEYELV SLA Tiic unetapopdg. £v ndoL 6t TH Evipyerav
noetv eddonLnet, ofov &v tolobe, "adric &L 6dneddvde
KUACVEETO ABas Gualdhg,™!d

In the Iliad an arrow is pictured as bitter:
'[the bitter] arrow flew'
nal "éntatr’ dtotdg,"t?

Or the arrow is described as eager:
'[the arrow] eager to fly towards the crowd,'
natl "énuntéodar pevealvwy,"!®

In the Iiiad too spears are seen as desiring flesh to eat:

'[the spears] were buried in the ground, longing to
take their fill of flesh,'

nal "év yalp Cotavio Auiaidpeva xpoos Goot,"! S
Or the spearpoint is characterized by eagerness:

'And the spearpoint, quivering eagerly, sped through
his breast,' :

nal "alyun 6e otépvoLo Suéoouto patpdwoa.™t 7
The Philosopher concludes that the Poet attaches these

vivid attributes to inanimate objects by using proportional

metaphors--as the stone is to Sisyphus so is a ruthless

}3Rhetoric 1411b, 31-34 (=0dyssey xi.598).

!*Rhetoric 1411b, 34-35 (=Iliad xiii.587,592).Read-
ing= variant from MSS. Our Iliad reads: E€mTATO TLuPdC
dtotéde.

15Rhetoric 141lb, 35 (=rliad iv.126].
18 Rhetoric 1411b 11-1412a, 1 - (=Iliad xi.574).

}Jphetoric 1l4l2a, 1-2 (=rliad xv.542).
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person to the person he is treating ruthlessly.

Ev mdoLr yYdp tovTtoLg 6Ld td Euduyxa elvat évepyodvta

palvetal* TO dvatroxuvtelv vadp nal upairudv nal tdila

g¢vépyera. talbta ¢ mpoofife 8Ld THe mat’ Avairoylov
petagopdc: g Y&o O Aldog mpdg TOV Zlovpov, & &vairoxuvv-

TV mEdc OV Advairoyvvtoluevov. 8

The Philosopher then observes that Homer does the same
thing with his much admired similes, achieving the same
vividness by giving life and self movement to inanimate
things. He cites a single example from the Irliad, describ-
ing waves:

notetl 6& unal év talg eddourpodoarg eindoirv énl THv

dgpoxwv taltas "wuptd, gainpldwvta. mpo pév T’ dAAT, adtap

en” dxxa.”  uivoduevo yap wol Idvia noirel ndvta, 7 &°

évEpyera unlunoig.t?

Another species of metaphor is the accepted hyperbole
according to Aristotle. He judges that they are youthful
since they show passion and those who are impassioned usual-
ly use them. Achilles' words in Book IX of the riiad he
finds a good example of this youthful passionate hyperbole.

Not even if he offers me gifts as numerous as

the sand and dust . . .
Will I marry a daughter of Agamemnon, son of

Atreus,

Not even if she rivalled golden Aphrodite in beauty,
or Athene in accomplishments.

cetol 6& OmnepPRoral peLpanLddetg: cpodpdinta YA
dnArolboLv. 6Ld &pyLTOUETOL AEYOLOL HAALCTO:®

l8phetoric 1412a, 2-6.

19phetoric 14127, 6-9 (=Iliad xiii. 799).
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"o06’ el pou tdoa Soln 8oa ¢duados te udvug
TE.
nolpnv 6’ oV yopéw ’Ayouéupvovos ‘Atpeldoo,
o0’ el xpvoeln 'Agpoéﬁrm ndAlos €pLZou,
” EIY » 1120
epya & A9nvacny.

When Aristotle advises the proper use of asyndeta he
again turns to Homer. Observing that an asyndeton produces
amplification, he cites the Poet's handling of Nireus.
Mentioning his name frequently and successively Homer seems
to say more than he actually does. Through this fallacy he
increased Nireus' reputation. Although mentioning him in
only one passage and never again, he perpetuates his memory.

EtL Exer 6LV TL TA Aobvdeta: év l{op vYap xpdve

moAAd Sounel eipfiodar. & yvadp obvdeocuog &v moiel TA

MOAAL, OoT” €dv €Eairpedfi, 6filov &tiL Todvaviliov £€otal

6 v moAMd. €xel oOv adEnoiv: "AAd0v, SteAixOnv,

tuétevoa" MoAAd: Souel 6& VnepLdelv Boa einov, doa

onut. tobto &6 BolAetatr motelv unal “Ounpog €v TH

"Nipevg ad Idundev, Nupevs “Ayiailng, Nupeug 8s udAiiotog."

nept o0 ya TmoAAd eipntat, &vayun unal moAAduLg

etpfiodar: et odv nal moAiduig, nal moAArd Sounetl, dote

nOEncev &naE pvnodelg SLd tdOHV maparoytoudv, nal

uvnunv nenolnuev, obéauod Votepov adbTtod Adyov

nownoduevog. 21!

In treating exordia he tightens the bond between foren-
sic oratory and epic. He says that in speeches and epic
poems exordia should give the hearer an early preview of the

subject to avoid confusing him with an undefined theme. He

cites the opening lines of the Iliad and the Odyssey as

2%phetoric 1413a, 28-34 (=rliad ix.385, 388, 389,
and part of 390). This is the only case where Aristotle
omits intervening lines when quoting. c¢f: Hinman, ibid.,

p. 42.

2lphetoric 1413b, 31-34; l4l4a, 1-7 (=rliad ii.671-
673). Aristotle quotes the exact beginning of each line:
671, 672, and 673, omitting the rest of each line.
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examples of good exordia, showing how Homer gives his hear-
ers control of the themes from the outset.

Sing the Wrath, O Muse . . .

Tell me of the man, O Muse . . .

&¢ tolg Adyorg ual Eneor 6elyud éoti tol Adyou, Lva

npoetddol mepl od Av & Adyog nal un upduntar 7| Sitdvoias

10 Ydp &dprotov mAav@d-: & Sobg olv domep elc THV XElpPaA

Thv &pxhv moirel £xduevov duoroudelv TP Adyp. SL&

to0To "ufviv delde 9ed," "dvspa pou Evverne podoa,'??

Aristotle counsels that in the exordium an orator
should arouse the hearer's good will. This primary effort
of any speaker he finds exemplified in the Poet when he has
Odysseus pray that on reaching the Phaeacians he may find
friendship or compassion.

nddev &° ebvoug 6el morelv elpntar, umal TSV EAAWV

guaotTov TV TOLOOTWV. émel &° €0 Adyetal

"§8s u’ és dalnuas ¢Ciov €x%elv A8’ Ereeuvdv,"

TobTwv 8el &%o otoxdleodai??

Continuing his discussion of exordia Aristotle argues
that in deliberative oratory the speaker must often work to
remove prejudice. The last of several methods he suggests
could be used by both accuser and defender. Since the same
action may have been done from different motives, the accus-
er, he suggests, must disparage it by attributing the worst

motive, while the defender must praise it as proceeding

from the best motive. An Homeric situation comes first to

22pnhetoric 1415a, 11-16 (=Iliad i.l;0dyssey i.1).

- 23Rnetoric 1415b, 27 (=o0dyssey vi.327].
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the Philosopher's mind. When Diomedes chose Odysseus he
coula have dohe it because he éaw him as the bravest of men
or as a coward and therefore too insignificant to be his
rival. Aristotle's allusion is clearly conjectural here
but is based on the fact that Diomedes does choose Odysseus
in the tenth book of the riiad.

uoitvdv 6t TH SraBdArovti ual TP &noAvouéve, Eneldn T

adtd évbexetalr mAetdvov Evena mpaxdfivar, T utv SraBdAi-

AovtL umanondioteov ént td xelpov éuAauBdvovti, TP

6t amoAvouévy &énl td BEATLov: olov dtL & ALoundng tdv

‘0Ob6voota npoelAeto, TH HEV 8Tt SLA TO &pLoTov Lmoiau-

Bdvetv TOV ‘06voocéa, T &6° 6TL o0, AAAA 6L TO udvov

uh dvraywviotelv dg eadiov. "

In advising the speaker to avoid burdening the hearer
with unnecessary material, Aristotle tells him to mention
past events only if they arouse pity or indignation and if
they are presented as actually happening. As his prime
example of good handling of the past he cites Odysseus'
narration of his wanderings to Penelope. Odysseus had told
the long story to Alcinous in Books IX to XII. Here, in
Book XXIII, since the hearer already has the facts, Homer
has Odysseus relate it to Penelope very effectively and
vividly iﬁ‘60 lines.

gt. mempaynéva et Adyeilv, &oo ufy npattdueva fi olutov

fi delvwoLv @éper. Tmapddeiryua & “Aiulvou dnékoyo%, BT
nede THV InveAdnnv &€v EEnNnovta €neot nenolntat.?

2%phetoric 1416b, 8-14 (=Iliad x.242 £f.]).

2Sphetoric 1417a, 11-14 (=0dyssey xxiii.264-284,
xxiii.310-343).
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Aristotle counsels the speaker to accompany his speak-
ing with unmistakable facial ekpressions and bodily gestures
that will communicate what is characteristic of himself or
his adversary. Such details are persuasive since they are
recognized by the hearers and suggest what he does not know.
0f the numerous good examples of this which he says are in
Homer he cites the reaction of Odysseus' nurse Eurycleia
after Penelope reminds her of the lost Odysseus. Aristotle
remarks that those about to weep put their hands to their
eyes.

When she [Penelope] stopped speaking the o0ld nurse
covered her face with her hands.

EtL é&x THV MadMTLHOV Aéyerv, Sunyoduevov nal Td

gndpeva nal & toaoct, nal & (8ia i adtd i Enelve

npoocdvtas "o 8° Hxetd ue LMoBALYag." nal og meptl

KpatOlov Aloxivng, &tL SioaolTwv nal tolv xepolv

Staocelwv: mLdavd ydp, 6LdTtL odpBora ylvetar talta &

foaoLv éuelvwv ov odu {oaociLv. mAetota &6&¢ toiradta AaBelv

EE ‘Ounpou £otTuv.

g &p Eon ypiids 6& natéoxeto xepol mpdowna*

ol ydp &aupdeiv dpyxduevor EémntiappfdvoviaLl TGV bedaiudv. 2°®

Since forensic oratory is concerned with the existence
or non-existence of facts, Aristotle argues that demonstra-
tive and necessary proofs, therefore enthymemes, have a
place in it. He recommends against the use of too many
enthymemes in succession, however, since they destroy one

another. He ends tersely with a warning against prolixity,

"there is a limit to guantity," quoting Menelaus' recommen-

26ppetoric 1417a, 36-38; 1417b, 1-7 (=0dyssey xiX.
361).
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dation to the youth Pisistratus.

Friend, since you have said as much as a wise man
would say . . .

€otL 8¢ Td utv napadelypata dSnunyopLudtata, T &°
gvduunuata StravindTepa: N pEv ydo mepl tdO péirov,
wot’ €un TAV vevoutvwv &dvdyun napadelyuata Aéyeilv, A
6¢ mepl Svtwv A ph Eviwv, od udilov &AnddelElc éoTL
nal &vdyun+ E€xer vdp TO yeyovdg &vdyunv. o0 &et 6&
EQeEfic A€yeLv T& évdupduata, &AL° dvauiryvdvai+s i &&
un, nataBianter diinia. €oti ydp nal tol mocod dpoc:

& ¢Cr’, énel 1doa elnes 8o’ &v memvupdvos dungd, GAA”
ov’toLadt ?’?

In the very first chapter of the pPoetics, Aristotle
bestows the title of poet on Homer as he summarily dismis-
ses Empedocles as a poet. He declares that the only thing
these two had in common was meter, making it clear that he
parted from those who felt meter made the poet.

nAfv ol &vlpwrol ye ovvdntovieg TH UETEP TO
noLelv &leyeronoirobg tobg && énonoLodg dvoudlovoLv,

o0y ®©¢ Tobg aTd ulunolv mountde AAA& noLviy natd T

uétpov mpooayopedovteg. nal ydp v Latpiudv fi povoiudv

TL &6Ld TV HETPWwV EUPEPWOLY, oUTw HAAelVY elddaoLv.

o06&v 86& noirvdv éotiv ‘Ounpe ual ‘Eunedouret mARv TO

pétpov: 81d tdOV uEv mounthv iunaLov uaAretv, TOV 6

euoLoAddyov udilov fi mointiv. 2?8

This affirmation of Homer as poet is significant since
it betrays the poetic primacy Aristotle saw in Homer. With

his first thought about poets the name of Homer occurs first

to him.

2 lRhetoric 1418a, 1-8 (=0dyssey iv.204).

28poetics 1447b, 13-20. cf: Plato, Theaetetus,
152 E, in which Plato expresses the same opinion as
Aristotle about Empedocles.
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As the Poetics progresses, a clearer idea of the depth
and complexity of Aristotle's concept of 'Poet' is gained
as well as of the precise reasons for which he recognized
and honored Homer as the greatest of poets.

Living persons, that is, men doing or experiencing
something, are represented in certain arts. Ethically they
must be better or worse than we or on the same plane with
us. Homer's people are 'better', he says.

"Enel 6% upipodvrair ol pLpoduevol npdttoviag,
dvdyun 6& toltoug | onouvdalouvg fi padAiovg elvar (Td

Y&o 719 oxeddv del toldtoiLg dumorouvdel udvoig: unauniq

yap nal &petfi td A9Nn Srtagpepovor ndvteg), ftot BeAtlo-

vag i vad’ fudge /4 xelpovag A nal tToroltouvg, . . .

otov “Ounpog utv BeAtloug, Kieoopdv 6t duolouvg, ‘HyNuwv

6¢ & @doiog O TAdg mMapedlag moinoag mpdtog ual

Niuxroxdene & TtThHv AnAidda xelpoug.??

In representing these living persons three approaches
are possible: first, partly narrative and partly through
characters, secondly, the narrator remaining himself
throughout, and thirdly letting the characters carry out
the whole action themselves. Homer's method, he observes,

is the first.

"EtL 6& Toltwv TtplTn Sragopd TO d¢ #uaocTta TOVTWV
pLupnoairto dv Tirg. nal ydp €v tolg adtolg umal td adta
urpetodar éotiv O6tE ptv dnayyéArrovid fi £€tepdv TL
yryvouevov, domnep “Ounpog motel, fi &g TtOV adtdv nal
uf uetapfdArrovia, fi ndvtoag &g medttoviag Kol €vepyolvtag
Tobg pipouvuévoug.:?

29ppetics 1448a 1-5; 1l448a, 11-14.

30phetics 1448a, 19-24. cf: Plato, Republic,
392 D-394 D, in which Plato characterizes Homer in the same
way as Aristotle--as narrating and dramatizing his story.
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Sophocles (who is significantly the tragedian most
honored by Aristotle) is compared with Homer. 1In one re-
spect he sees them as the same kind of artist. They both
portray good men.

woTe TH uEv & adtog Gv €ln uLunthe “Ounpy ZoeouAfig.
prpodvialr ydp dupew omnovdaioug, !

Aristotle attributes the famous satire Margites to
Homer. He says that he could not name any satire prior to
Homer although he concedes there were probably many
satirical poets.

TV pEv odv mpd “Ounpov od&evdce &xouev elnelv toirodtov

nolnua, eitnde 6& elvaL moAlolgc: 4&nd 6& ‘Ounpouv &pEaué-

voig év olc nat??

He concludes that just as Homer was the supreme poet
of the heroic style he was first to mark out the main lines
of comedy. In epic he excelled because his representations
were made not only good but dramatic. In the Margites
he formed his drama out of the laughable as such, not out
of personal satire. His Margites therefore, Aristotle
argues, 1is analogous to his epics: the Margites is to the
comedies what the rliad and Odyssey are to the tragedies.

donep ¢ unal Td& omnovdalta nditota moinTtng “Ounpog

Av (udvoc Ydp odx dtir €0, AL dtL nal uirudjoelg Spapa-

TLnde énoinoev), o0Ttw nal tTd& Tic Hwupdlag oxnuata
npdtoc ONESeLEev, ob Ydyov &AAA 1O yeAlolov SpapatotnoLn-—

31poetics 1448b, 25-27.

32psetics 1448b, 28-30. Whether Aristotle was right
to attribute the Margites to Homer is not the issue here.
We wish only to examine what Aristotle judged was Homer's
work.
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cag. O Yap Mapyitng avdioyov #xer, &omep "IALdge nal
" *08%ooeLla Tpdg Tag Tpayepdliag, oltw mal oltog mpdc TAC

nouedlag. 33

Homer based the unity of his epics on singleness of
action. "Supreme in all other respects" says Aristotle, he
achieved this either from instinct or knowledge of his art.
He excludes events of Odysseus' life like his wounding at
Parnassus and his feigned madness because they did not
relate to the single action of his epic. He followed the
same principle in the Iliad.

b &6 “Ounpog, donep nal td Ao Siavépel nal Toldt’

owne naAdg (6elv, fitor 61L& Téxyvnv i 614 loLv:

*08%ooetav Ydp moLdv odur énolnoev dnavta doa adTH

ouvépn, otov mAnyfivar utv &v td Mapvacod, uaviivar &

npoornoLtNooadat €v TH Adyepud dv od6Ev Satépou yevoudvou

&dvayuatov fiv i eludg 9dtepov yvevéaodar, AAA& mepl unlav

npdELv, olav Aéyouev, THV ‘08V0cceLav cuvéoTnoev, Ouolwc

&5¢ nal thv "IALdda.’*

Tragedy should have a single rather than double outcome
according to Aristotle. He cites the 0Odyssey as an epic
with a double outcome, since it ends in opposite ways for
the good and bad characters. Tragic playwrights, he judges,
seem to favor the double outcome, which is more proper to
comedy, just to please audiences.

Seutépa 6° N TMPLTN Aeyouévn Vnd TLvwv Eotl obotaoig, N

SLnAfiv Te TNV olotaolv €xovoa, naddnep f 08GooeLa,

wal teArevtdooa EE évavilac tolg BeAtloor ual yelpooLv.
Souel 6& elvar mpnTn SL& THV TGV SedTtpwv dodéveirav:

33poetics 1448b, 34-38; 1449a, 1-2. cof: supra,
footnote 32 on the matter of the Margites' authenticity as
Homeric and the relevancy of that question to our study.

3%poetics 145la, 22-29. Note that although 'the
wounding' belongs to the Odyssey (xix.392-466), 1t is not
part of the poem's action. 'The madness' is not in the
poem at all.
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droArovdodor ydp ol mountal wat’” edxhv morodvreg Tolg
deatalg. €otL & 0Oy adtn &nd tpayepdliac ndovyh, AAAL
Edkkov Tigc nonpdliag oluelar &€uet y&p, &v ol &xdiLoToL
OoLv Ev TH HOdp, olov ‘Opéotng nal Alyiodoc, ollot
vyevéuevol énl teAevtfic €E€pyxovtar, nal &nodvhouel
o06elg N’ o0Bevdg. ?®
The Philosopher's inclusion of the Odyssey in this

discussion suggests only mild criticism. The Odyssey does
not fall into his worst category in which "nobody kills
anybody at the end." Even more to the point, his discussion
is about tragic not epic ideals. Furthermore, in another
place he clearly says what is appropriate here too, that
even poorer forms in the hands of the Master are masterly.?®
Here occurs one of the few negatively critical uses
Aristotle makes of Homer in all his works. Discussing
tragedy he states that a play's dénouement should be caused
by the plot and not mechanically as it is in the Medea and
the embarkation incident in the Iliad. (Only the uncaused
intervention of Athene stops the flight of the Greeks.) Of
course here Aristotle is discussing the norms of tragedy
and not epic. The intervention of the gods in epic is more
acceptable than in tragedy--in fact it is integral.
pavepdyv odv 8tL nal tag Adoerg TOV MOdwv €E adTol &€l
Tol pOvdov ocvuBalverv, nol un domep &v TH Mndelq and
unyxoviic uatl &v i "IAtddr & nepl TtOV Andniovv: AAAL
unxavii xenotéov énl Td EEw TOoD Spduatogc fi doa mpd TOl

yéyovev, & obx otov Te &vudpwrnov eidévar, fi doa Gotepov,
& 6ettatl mpoayopeboewg ual ayyeilag:?®’?

3%ppetics 1453a, 30-39.
36cf. infra., Footnote °? concerning Aristotle's un-
bounded admiration for the Poet. :

3 lppetics 1454a, 31-1454b, 1-5 (=rliad ii.155-181).



58

The tragic poet is advised here by Aristotle to depict
short-tempered or lazy people or others with similar charac-
ter traits truthfully, yet to present them as persons of
worth. He cites the example of Agathon and Homer in their
portrayal of Achilles.

obtw ral TOV mounThv pruoduevov unal dpyliovge ual

oedvuovg ual tédAra TA ToLalTa €xovTtac énl THV AOHV,

EMLELUELAC TOLETVY mapddeilyna i ouinpdintog 8el, olov

OV "AXLAAEa ‘Ayddwv umal “Ounpog.?®

In his discussion of 'discovery' that follows,
Aristotle looks to Homer again. He takes up the least
artistic kind first--discovery by tokens or marks, saying
that thése are used mostly because of lack of inventiveness.
The best use of tokens is with spontaneous rather than
contrived recognition. In Homer he cites one better and
one poorer use of tokens. The better, since it follows
naturally, occurs when Odysseus' nurse Eurycleia discovers
the o0ld scar on his thigh as she bathes him (od. xix.386-
475). The poorer, since it is contrived, occurs when
Odysseus tells Eumaeus the swine-herd who he is, proving it
by showing his wound (0d. xxi.205-225). The first is pro-

duced by the logic of events, since it was at least probable

that Odysseus would be bathed by Eurycleia when he arrived

Gerald Else, in his Aristotle's Poetics: The Argument,
(Cambridge: 1963) argues that in place of €v Tfi "IALddL one
should read év tij "AvALSL (referring to Iphigenia at Aulis
of Euripides). His arguments are persuasive and save the
Iliad from completely unwonted criticism by Aristotle.

38poetics 1454b, 11-14.
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as a stranger. The other is manufactured by the poet and
does not follow from the logic of preceding events.
"Avayvdproirg 8¢ Tl pév éotuv, elpntal npdtepov:
elén &6¢ Advayvwploewg, mpndtn wEvV © &teyxyvotdrn, nal §
nAetotor xpdvtat StL° A&noplav, 1 Std Tdv onuelov. £otL
6¢ nal toldtoig yxpfiodaLr f BéATiLov fi xelpov, olov

"O8vooelbg SLd Thig odAfic dAlwg dveyvwplodn Ond Tfic

TpowoDd nal dAiwg Ond TV ocvpotdv: etol Y&p al upEv

ntotewg €veua drexvdtepar, nal ail toradtal ndoav, at

6t &n mnepunetelag, dHomep f év Tolg Nimtpoig, BeAtTloug.?3?®

Here again a somewhat negative criticism of Homer is
implied, one might conclude, first, because he uses token
discoveries at all, and secondly because he has used a
contrived token discovery. Careful review of the facts,
however, reveals a very mild criticism if there is any
at all.

Aristotle is careful to say tokens are 'mostly' used
because of to lack of inventiveness. One might safely con-
clude from Aristotle's very elevated general view of Homer,
that he does not accept Homer's use of tokens as anything
but inventive. It seems significant too that his prime
example of a proper use of discovery by token is from Homer,
as if to say, if anyone used a token discovery inventively
it was Homer.

Without evaluative comment the Philosopher cites Homer

as giving an example of another type of discovery--the

discovering person is distressed upon seeing something that

3%p0etics 1454b, 19-21; 1454b, 25-30 (=0dyssey xix.
386-475; odyssey xxi.205-225).
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evokes a sad memory. According to Aristotle the Poet exem-
plifies this kind of discovery in his story of Alcinous when
Odysseus is moved to tears as he hears the tragic events of
his own wandering recounted by the minstrel."®

In the case of the contrived use of token discovery
the following should be kept in mind: Aristotle once again
is offering here norms for good tragedy, not epic. A
subsequent observation of his seems to apply here as well as
to the example in Homer he cites when he makes the observa-
tion. He states that the inexplicable finds far greater
scope in the epic, since we do not actually see the persons
of the story. He cites the example of Achilles' pursuit of
Hector, observing that the episode would be ridiculous on
stage but is acceptable in epic.

85el ptv odv év tTalg Teayedlairg morelv td davuaotdv,

udAlov &8° é&vééxetatr €v T €nomorig TO &Aloyov. &L

ovuBailver uwdiroto tO Jovuactdv, 6L& O un OGpdv elg

OV mpdTTtovIa, énel Td mepl THV “"Entopog SIwEiv énl

ounviijc 6vta yeiota &v gavein, ol utv totdteg nal od
sSLduovtee, O 8t Advavedwv: &€v 6¢ tolg &neoct Aavddvetr.*!

Aristotle demonstrates the brevity of the basic 0Odyssey
story, remarking that its length comes from its numerous
episodes.

¢v pEv odv tolg 6pduoot T& €nevcddLa odvioupa, N &°

gnonotla ToVTOLe unudvetaLl. Tfig Ydo “0Oduvooelag uanpdg

b Adyog éotilv, dnodnuodvtdg trvog €Tn mMoAAd ual

napapuAaTTonévou OTd 1ol MooelLdidvog mal pdvou Svtog,
EtL 8¢ THOV oluor odtwe €xdviwv dote TA Yenuata O

*Upsetics 1454b, 37-1455a, 4 (=odyssey vii.521ff.].

“lpoetics 1460a, 11-17. (cf: Iliad xxii.205)}.
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pvnotripwv Gvailoxneodol ual toOV vidv EncBouviedodal
.a0ToOg 6¢ dopwnveltar yewuaocdelg, mal. dvayvwploag TLvdg
adtolg €mntdcnuevog adtde pEv &omddn, tTobg &° £x9polc
SLepdeLpev. TO uév odv L&iov tolto, T &° dAXa
gneLoddia. 2

Advising against making a tragedy consist of many
stories as in epic, he observes that the length of the
rliad gives each part its proper size.

xph &¢ Omep elpnrtalr moAAdKrLe, peuviiodar ual upn morelv
énonoL tudv obotnua Teayedlav. énomnoLiudy && Aédyw T
noAduvdov, olov el Tig TOV Tiic "IALddogc Srov morol
nO%ov. &uel utv vydo L& Td ufirog Aaupdver td pépn 1o
npénov ueyedog, &v 6& tolce Spduact moAd mapd THV
OnéAnYLv &noBalver.*?

A poet should not be seriously censured for failing to
distinguish matters that belong more properly to elocution;
for example, when Homer uses a command instead of a prayer
in the opening line of the rliad.

otov Tl &vtoAl nal Tl €dxn unal &ifynoig nal A&netAn

wal épotnoig unal anduproirg, ual el tu &Arlo ToLolTov.

napd y&o THV TOUTWV YVdoLv fi dyvoiav oddtv elg Thv
nownTLunNv Entrtiunuo eépetat, & tu nal &ELov omoudfic.

Tl vy &v Tig OmoAdBot Auaptfiodar & IMpwtaydpag

grtvTLpd, 8tiL edxeodar olduevog énittdrter eilmndv "ufiviv

evde 9ed." TO Yadp ueieboar, onol, motelv TL §i uh
gnltallic éotLv. 61O napelodw dg EAANg ual od Tfig
nounTuniic &6v Yedpnua.

The rliad springs readily to Aristotle's mind as an

example of unity. A phrase, he says, may be a unit because

it signifies one thing or is a combination of several

“2poetics 1455h, 15-23. cf: Hinman, pp. 113-114 on
this citation for interesting argument about whether
Aristotle recognized books XXIII and XXIV as authentically

Homeric.

*3poetics 1l456a, 10-15.

4% poetics 1456b, 11-19 (=rliad i.1l).
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"phrases". 'Man' is one because it signifies one thing, but
the Iliad is one because it is such a combination of
phrases.*®

Aristotle takes up some examples of language devices
and techniques and cites Homer frequently.

One kind of metaphor is the application of the term for
the genus in place of the term for the species. The Poet
says: "Here stands my ship." Lying at anchor is a species of
standing.

HeTagopd &° éotiv dvduatog dAAroTplouv énigopd fi &nd

100 yévoug énl eldog, 7| &nd 1ol eldouc énl yévoc, H

and tod eldovg ént eldog, A uatd 1O &vdroyov. Aédyw 6&

and yévoug uev ént eldog, oltov "unds 6¢ pou 16 ° Eotnue.”

0 Y& Oouelv éotlv totdvor TL.*®

A type of metaphor is the application of the term for
the specie:s in place of the term for the genus. When Homer
speaks of Odysseus doing 10,000 noble things he is simply
saying Odysseus did many noble things, since ten thousand is
a species of many and is substituted here for 'many'.

an’ elédovg &6 &nl yévog: "A 6n uuvpl’ ’06vooeug €o9ro
Eopyev" TO Y&p puplov moAd totiv, ¢ vOv dvtl tol
moAArol uéxpntai.t’?

A way of inventing or 'coining' an expression is the
use of a word, poetically, to express a meaning it does not

ordinarily have. This is exemplified in the rliiad when

Homer uses the word &pitnp (prayer) three times to mean

“Spoetics 1457a, 28-3Q.
“8poetics 1457b, 6-11 (=0dyssey i.185; xxiv.308).

*Tpoetics 1457b, 11-13 (=r1iad ii.272).
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tepelg (priest).

nmenoilnuevov &’ €otiv & Slwc un naroduevov HNd TLvwv

abtdg tidetal O mountiAg- douel ydp Evia elval ToLabTa,

otov Td népata épvidyag nal tdOV tepéa dpnthpa.*®

Lengthening a word is making use of a longer vowel than
usual or inserting a syllable, as InAntddew for Mnietsdov.

g¢nentetapevov 8° éotlv fi dononuévov Td uév, E&v owvr-

EVTL HAKPOTEPY uexenuévov f tol oluelov A cuAAART

EuBepAnuéEvy, TO 6° &&v donpnuévov TL § adTod,

EnenteTanévov uev otov td ndrewg moéAnog ual T InAeidovu

OnAntésdew, *?

Altering a word means coining a part of the word but
leaving the rest of it unchanged: 6eELTepdVv instead of
SeELdv.

EEnAdaypévov &° éotiv, dtav Tol dvopalounévou T pév

watodelinn T 6& moifi, otov TO "SefuLTepov uatd pagdv' dvti

100 SeELdV. >0

Aristotle argues that the poet should mix unusual or
rare words with ordinary and commonplace words. Too much of
either sacrifices necessary values. The rare or unusual
expressions give the poetry distinction and dignity while
the ordinary and commonplace provide clarity. He recommends

altering experimentally the balance of commonplace and rare

expressions in a Homeric verse to experience its resulting

“8poetics 1457b, 33-35 (=Iliad i.11-12: oOvexa TOV
Xpbonv ftlpacev dpnthpa "ATeeldng.
=rliad i.94: &AL* &vewn’ dpntipog, OV ATLUNC  “Ayougeuvwv.
=rliad v.78: &g pa Zuapdvépouv dontne ETETUKNTO, DedC
5 @dg tleto &fuwi) .

“9poetics 1l454a, l-4 (=rliad i.1).

S%poetics 1458a, 5-7.
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deterioration. He provides three examples of the kind of
experiment he suggests.

obu €rdxitotov & uépog ocuvuBdiroviatr elgc T
oaptc THAG A€Eewc ual pn L6rtwTtLndv al éneutdoere unal
anoronal unal £Eaillayal TdV 6vopdtwv: 65Ld ptEv vdp T
AAlwg €xerv i ©bg TO udpLov mapd O elwddc yryvouevov
O un (SLwtiudv nownoer, SLd 8¢ O norveovelv Tol
etwddtog td cagic &octal.

0 6 &pudttov docov Srapépel, &nl THV ENdV Sew-
pelodw, &éviidendvov TOV dvoudtwv t£ic T uétpov. nal
gnl thg vyAOTTng &¢ mal énl TV peTtapopdy nal ént THV
AArwv (6edv petatidele &v tic Td HOpLa dvdupata natidor
&tL GAnSfi Aéyouev-®!?

Katl

viov 6¢€ 1’ gwv OACyos Te ®oL olTLEAVOS KoL AHLHUUS,
el TLg Adyor TA uOpra petatLdelc

vOv 8¢ 1’ &V uiupdc te nal dodeviude nal deudng.?
Kat

5Cppov deLnéiLov nataders dACYnv Te TPdREZOV.

S5tgpov poxSnpdvuratadeic pLupdv te tEdnelav. > ?
Ral

0 "Aléveg BodwoLv" ALdvec updlouvoiv. "

When he finally takes up narrative poetry explicitly,
Aristotle criticizes other epic poets for a lack of organic
unity in their works. Homer is called 'divinely inspired'
since he did not attempt to dramatize the Trojan War as a
whole because it would have to be too long or too compli-
cated, but organized his poem around one part of the story
and used many other incidents as episodes (e.g. the cata-
logue of ships) to put variety into his poem. His excel-

lence lies in the way he relates the other parts to his theme.

Slpoetics 1458b, 1-5, 15-19, 24-31.
32poetics 1458b, 24-27 (=0dyssey 1x.515).
S3poetics 1458b, 28-30 (=0dyssey Xx.259]).

S%poetics 1458b, 31 (=rliad xvii.265).
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651d, domep eﬁnouev 7én, wal tadtn deondoroc v
waveun Younpog napd ToUg dAAoug, TP undt tdv nmdienov,
rnatlnep éxovra apxnv nat rékog, EMLyxetLpficatr moLetv
drov: Alav yap &v péyac nal odn edodvomntog EuneArev
€oecdal- i TY ueyéder petpLdlovta uATAMENAEYUEVOV T
notrtAlq. viv &° &v népoc dnoraBhdv éneiocodloigc méxon-
TaLr adtdv morrolg, otov vedv uatardye nal &Aloig
¢neLoodloirg, olg SrarauBdvelr ThHv molnoiLv. ot & &iiou
nepl €va moirolor ual mepl &va yxpdvov, nal plav mpdELv
noAvuepfi, olov & Td KOmpia moirnoac xal THV LLUPdy
"IALG8a. TOLyapodv éu uév ‘IALddoc wnal ‘0duvooelac
ula Tpaypdia moreltalr tuatépac i 0o uwdvar, &u 6¢
Kunplwv moAAal, ual én Tfig uiupde ‘IALddog mAédov ST,
otov 8nAwv uploiLg, dLiontning, Neomtdiepog, EdpOTLAOCG,
ntwxela, Aduarvar, ‘IAlov méporg ual andniovg ual
nivov natl Tpeddec. S5

In the direct comparison of the elements of tragedy
that are common to epic, Homer receives the highest praise
again from the Philosopher. Epic he declares, must be
simple or complex and revolve about character or catastro-
phe. It must have reversals, calamities and discoveries as
well as good thought and diction. Homer, he says, pioneered
and excelled in all these elements, making the rliad exem-
plify simplicity and suffering and the o0dyssey, complexity

and character.

"ETL &6& TA sﬁﬁn 1a0Td 8l €yxeLv THV €nonotlav
T TeayedSlia: 1 Yap anxnv fi menAeypévny f AdLufv f
naSnTLunv et elvar. nal td pepn £Ew uekonouLag naL
6¢ewg ta0Téd nal ydp mepineteldv 6l nal dvayvwplotwv
wal moadmudtov. €tL Tdg Siravolag wal THV AEELY ExeLv
naldc. otg dnaocitv YOunpoc méxpntat ual mpdrog nal
tnav&g. nal yap ual TV motnudtwv EUATEPOV CUVECTNUEV
N udv “IAtdg dnrodv mal madntindv, N &6 “08booera
nsnxeyuevov- avavapuoug ydo 6udrouv nal Advun. npbg
6t TovToLg AECeL nal Sravolq mdvtog UnepBeBknusv.

Spoetics 1459a, 31-37; 1459 b, 1-7.

®poetics 1459b, 8-17.
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Again Homer excels, according to Aristotle, in the

matter of the role the poet should play in his own charac-

ter. Unlike other poets he recedes immediately and remains

out of sight while the people he has created dominate the

scene, each with his own distinctive character.

YOunpog &6t &iia te moAAd &Eiog

é¢ntaLveltodaL, unatl

6N nal 6tL udvog THV MOLNTAOV 0O &yvoel 8 el moirelv
adtov. adTdv vdp 6l TOV mMounTHV éAdxioTa Aédyerv: o0

Yap £ott uatd Talrta puipnthig. ol udv
utEv 61 Srov dywvilovtal, urpodvtal
OALYdrLGe: & &6 dAlyo @poLULACAUEVOC
dvépa i yuvailua 4 &lro tTL Ndog, natl
gyovta fi9n.° 7

odv &AloL adTol
6 dAlya unatl
e0dVg elodyel
od6Ev &ndeg, &AL’

Aristotle judges that above all else Homer has taught

others the proper way to trick their audience or use fallacy,

leading their audience unobtrusively to draw its own false

conclusions. He cites the example in the washing episode

when Odysseus tells Penelope he is a Cretan from Knossos

who once entertained Odysseus on his voyage to Troy. He

describes Odysseus' dress and companions as proof. Penelope

is guilty of the fallacy: he can only know these details

if his story is true; but he does know the details, there-

fore his story is true. She recognizes the truth of

Odyssey XIX, lines 220-248 and because of that accepts the

untruth of lines 184-200.

85ed(6axe 6& udiirota “Ounpeog nal TolLg GAlovg Yevdii
Aéyerv ©g 6el. EotTL 6t toltOo TMaparoyioudc. oloviar ydp
&vopwnol, &tav touvdl &vtog Todl B fi yivougévou ylvntat,
el Td YoTepdv €oTi nal td mpdtepov elval 4 ylveodar .
Ttolto 8" éotl Yebbog. 6O 67, 4&v td nmpdtov Yeddog,

STpoetics 1l460Qa, 5-11.



&Alouv 6& Toltouv Bvtog, &vdayun elvar fi yevéodaL A

npoogdetvaLr: SLd ydp tO tolto elbevar aAndéc 8v, mapa-
royiletalr fudv f Youyxh ual 1o mpdtov dg &v. napdderyua

65¢ toltou éu AV Nintpwv. >®

Aristotle proceeds to an argument that reveals his

unbounded acceptance of the Poet. He flatly asserts that

67

the inexplicable elements in the story of Odysseus' landing

would clearly be unacceptable if an inferior poet had writ-

ten them. Since it is Homer, Aristotle says, the absurdity

of those elements is concealed by the charm of all the

poet's other qualities. The inexplicable elements Aristotle

is referring to are Odysseus' ship running aground at the

harbor of Phorcys in Ithaca and the Phaeacian sailors

carrying him ashore without waking him.

tolg Te Adyoug uh cvvioctacdar €n uepdv AAOYwV AAAL

HdAitota pev undév &royov, el &6t un, EEw Told

pudedbuatog . . . énel uoal T& €v "0O6vococeiq droya T&

nept THV Eudeoiv, &g odu &v Av &dveutd, Sfidov dv
YyévoLto, €l adtd allog mothoeiLev: viv && TOolg
dAroLg dyadoic & mounthg doavigel td dtomov. ®?

Aristotle turns to the defense of Homer against a

dozen or more criticisms that have been levelled against

certain Homeric approaches and expressions.

First, he counters the charges against poetry itself.

He grants that a poet errs if he portrays an impossibility,

but he argues that it is justifiable if the poet thus

achieves the object of poetry--making that part or some

S8poetics 1460a, 18-26 (=odyssey xXix.164-260).

S%poetics 1460a, 27-29; 35-36; 1460b, 1-2 (=0dyssey

xxiii.l1l6).
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other part of the poem more effective. As an example of
this effective use of the portrayal of impossibility, he
cites the pursuit of Hector.

nodTov név, Av T& medc adTHV THY Téyxvnv &ddlvata

nudptntat. AAA" 6p9dc &xetr, el TLuYXAveL TOD TéAoug

Tol abtfig:s TO Y&p Téroc elpntai, €l oltwg EunmAnurind-

Tepov 1 adTd H§ &AAo moLel uépog. mapddetyno 7 Tod

YEutopog SlwEig. el péutor 6 TéAog #H udAiiov i

fttov €vedéxeto Umdpxelv nal natd tHv mepl TodTWV

Téxvnv, nHudotntatr odu dpddg: 6el Yoo, el &vééxetar,

Srwg undoufi fpapthodal.

Next he considers the charge that what the poet wrote
was untrue. His first example is stories about the gods.
Here Aristotle has Homer in mind since he cites Xenophanes
who opened the assault on Homeric theology at the end of
the Sixth Century. His defense of Homer is that he was
simply recounting the accepted tales and texts.

nede 6& tolToLg &A&v éniTiudtatr 8Tt odu &AndSf, &AL

ola 6et, oltov ual Togourfic &on adtdg untv oltouvg el

notelyv, Edpunldnv 6¢ olor elol, tadty Avtéov. el 6¢&
undetépwe, 8t obtw g@aciv, olov T& nepl Jedv. Lowg
ydo olte BEATLOV oUTw Aéyerv odT’ &ANSH, AAA" E€Tuxev

Hotep Bevoodvng: EAL° olv pact TdSE. ¢!

The second case about untruth to which Aristotle offers
a solution is the expression "their spears stood erect on
butt-spikes." It had been argued that this would be a bad
position for the spears since they could easily fall and

cause alarm. Aristotle's solution is that Homer did not

defend this arrangement but merely stated it as a fact. He

80poetics 146Qb, 22-29 (=Iliad xxii.205).

8lpoetics 1460b, 32-36; l46la, 1.
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adds that this was still the method of handling spears in

Illyfia.

towg && o0 BéATiov upév, 4AL’ oltwg elyxev, olov Td

neplt TV OmAwv, "é&yxea &€ opuv 6p9’ énl govpwrfipog: "

oltw yap TOT' évduLlov, Homep nat viv ‘IAArpLol.®?

Some objections to Homer's language can be solved by
appropriate changes in diction. A good example of this
argument is the plea that the Poet is using a rare expres-
sion instead of an ordinary one. For instance, in the
first book of the rliad some object that Homer has Apollb
attack the mules and swift-footed animals first with his
arrows. In sending the plague on the Greek army, thev
object, why should he attack the mules first? Aristotle's
solution is that the word olpfiag means sentinels here, not
mules.

& 6& mpdg THV ALELV SpdvTa 8el HLaiderv, olov YADTTIN

"ovpiag uév mpitov." fowg y&p o0 TOLL HULdvoug AEYEL

&AXd TOOC @OAanac. 3

A similar objection argues that Homer says Dolon was a
swift runner but he was deformed. Aristotle's solution is
that Homer's expression, 'distorted of form', really means,
as in the Cretan expression, distorted or ugly in feature.
In that case the man's ugly face certainly would not neces-

sarily hinder his running swiftly.

natl toOvV AdAwva, "< 61 tou eldos pev wands," o0 TO
odua. Sua dodupetoov, AAAL TO mpdownov atoxpdv: TO YA

$2poetics 1l46la, 1-4 (=rliad x.152, 153).

§3poetics 146la, 9-11 (=rliad i.50].
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ebelLbtg ol Kpfiteg ednpdownov narodorv. &

The final case of this sort is the expression, "live-
lier mix it". Aristotle argues that it may not mean 'undi-
luted' as one would give wine to a drunkard, but 'quicker'.

nal 1O "zwpdtepov e uépare”" o0 TS Anpatov &g
OLVOOALELY, AAAL TO BdTTOV.®°®

The Philosopher argues that other Homeric expressions
should be understood in a metaphorical sense to resolve
seeming contradictions. Ah example of such an apparent
contradiction that he cites seems to arise from his con-
fusion of two widely divergent but similar situations and
texts in the Irliiad. Aristotle clearly wants to refer to the
situatidn at the beginning of the tenth book. There
Agamemnon lies awake pondering how he can save the Greeks
from disaster, while the other chieftains sleep. As
Aristotle sets up the seeming contradiction he seems to
quote mistakenly the first two lines of Iliad II which
describe Zeus as he comes to the decision to send a dream
to the sleeping Agamemnon. These lines portray Zeus lying
awake pondering how to honor Achilles, while the other gods
and men sleep.

16 6& natd petogopdv efpntatr, oltov "&ilou pév pa %eol
te naL &vépes ebdov mavviylou. " ®

64poetics 1l46la, 11-14 (=Iliad x.316).
85poetics 1l46la, 14-16 (=Iliad ix.203).
®Spoetics 1l46la, 16-17 (=Iliad ii.1l-2: "AAloti uév

pa deol te nat Avépeg inmoropuotal €08&ov mavvdytot, Ala &°
oOu €ye vRdupog Umvog, mistakenly quoted for rliad x.1-4:
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After seemingly stating the rest of gods and men were
asleep, Homer would appear to contradict himself when he
states a little later that Agamemnon marvelled at the voices
of flutes and pipes rising up to him from the Trojan plain.
If literally everyone except Agamemnon were asleep none
could be awake playing pipes and flutes. Aristotle resolves
his seemingly mistaken contradiction, however, by arguing
that the &Alo. of the first statement refers not to ‘'all’
the rest but metaphorically to 'many' of the rest. If only
‘many' therefore and not 'all' were asleep, some, he con-
cludes, could have been awake to play flutes and pipes.

dua 8 enotv "ftou 81’ &g nedlov to Tpwinov &dprdoerev,

alABY ovplyywv & Spasddv."” td Adp mdvteg &vtl Tod mMoAAol

natd petagopdv elpntai: T Ydp MV MoAY TL.®7

The second problem that Aristotle judges can be an-
swered by a metaphorical interpretation occurs when the Poet
seems to say that the constellation, Ursa Major, alone of
all the constellations 'does not share in the ocean's baths.'

In this reference to the 'Great Bear' which Homer makes
once in the rliad and once in the 0Odyssey there seems to be
an error since the other Northern constellations also do not
set. Aristotle's solution is that the word 'alone' may be

used here metaphorically for one of its species, 'best

known.'

YAAXlot utv mopd vnuolv dpLotfieg Mavaxatdv
el8ov mavviyLotr, uaiand Sedunuévor Vmve:
AAL* oOu "Atpeldnv ‘Ayaupguvova, TOLUREVA AABV,
Ydnvog €xe yAunepdg moAAd gpeotv dpualvovia.

® Tppetics ldela, 17-20 (=rliad x.13-14).
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nal 1O "oln 6’ &upopos natd petagpopdv: Td ydp
YvwpLuntatov pdvov.

Objections to the meaning of some Homeric texts may be
answered, Aristotle judges, by changing the accentuation of
a crucial word in those texts. He cites two examples, both
of which occur in the 0On Sophistical Refutations as well as
in the Poetics. The same argument (Aristotle attributes it
to Hippias of Thasos) is advanced in both these works to
justify Homer by shifting the accent of a key word in each
of the texts.

The first such Homeric text Aristotle clearly thought
he was quoting from the beginning of the second book of the
Iliad. The sequence described there from which the
Philosopher thought he was drawing the problematic phrase
portrays Zeus as he instructs and sends a dream to Agamemnon.

natd ¢ mpoopsdSlav, domep ‘Imnnltag €Avev & ddorog TO
"sC6ouev 6¢& ou't?®

8ppoetics 1ld6la, 20-21 (=Iliad xviii.489; =0dyssey
v.275).

€9ppetics 1461 a, 21-23 (=Iliad ii.13-15. Aristotle's
text of Homer probably read as follows:

od yap €1’ Adueplg “OAdunia Swuat’ EXOVIEG

&9dvatoL gpdlovtaL: énéyvauyev ydp anaviag

YHon Atcoouévn, "6¢souev 8¢ ol edyxos dpdodar," .
Note that our Iliad ii.l5 reads as follows: “Hpen ALooonévn,
TodeaolL && unde’ égnnrtair. The expression, "s5{&onev e ' 'tol
ebOyoc apecdaL" is found in the twenty-first book of the
Iliad, line 297 of our Homer. There Poseidon, accompanied
by Athene addresses Achilles, and tells him he will not be
vanquished by the river, must confine the enemy within the
walls and after killing Hector return to the ships. The
sea-god ends with: "We grant you to win glory."
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If we accept the phrase "&6({6opev &€ ol" as part of
Aristotle's 1liad II, 15, the problem centers around that
expression. As it stands Zeus is telling a lie since he
would be directing the Dream to lure Agamemnon to disaster
with a promise he knew was deceitful. By changing the
accent from the first to the second syllable (&6{8ouev to
51.80uev) the statement becomes a command (a shortened form
of the infinitive 8u&8duevat used as an imperative). The
deceit, by this means, is transferred to the lips of the
Dream and Zeus's honor as being truthful is preserved.

The other text Aristotle cites which he feels can be
saved by simply changing the accent of a single word de-
scribes a 'completely withered' stump of oak or pine that
rises a fathom above the earth and 'does not rot in the
rain.'

uwal "to pev obd xatamddetal SuBpy."

Cf. also on Sophistical Refutations 166b, 6-9 for the
identical solution of this textual problem by change of
accent: ual O nepl O &€vdnviov Tod “Avyapéuvovg, 6tL odu
adTde & Zebg elmev "6C¢6ouev 8¢ ol elyxos &péodaL,”" AAAL TH
gvunvie EveTéAdeTo SL6SvaL. T utiv odv toiadta mopd THV
npoopdlav €oTtliv.

Npoeticsldbla, 23 (=Iliad xxiii. 328). cf. also:
On Sophistical Refutations for the identical solution of
this textual problem by change of accent:
Hapd 6&¢ Thv mpoopdlav év név tolg &vev ypaofic Staren-
TLnolc ob pddLov motfical Adyov, &v && Tolg YEYPQUUEVOLG
ual moihuooct pdiiov, otov ual TdV “Ounpov €viov SLop-
go0vtat nedg Tobg EAéyyxovrag &g Atdnwg elpnuota " To
pev 09 xatamddetal SpBow." Avovol ydp abdtd T mpooediq,
Aéyovteg T ol 6ELTepoOV.
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As it stands the statement is incredible--a completely
withéred stump that does not rét. To resolve the problem
Aristotle alters the breathing mark from o0 to od so that
the text now means that part of it (the withered stump) rots
in the rain.

In another case the solution to a probiem text of Homer
lies in the ambiguity of an expression and saves the Poet's
arithmetic. The problem occurs in the tenth book of the
Iliad when Odysseus tells Diomedes the night is almost over
since 'more' than a third still remains. If 'more' than two
parts of the night were already gone a third of the night
could not be still left. Aristotle's solution is that mAfw
is ambiguous here and means 'full' rather than 'more’'.
Homer, according to the Philosopher therefore says here 'a
full two-thirds of the night is gone.'

td 6 AueLBoAlq, "mapdynuev 68 mAdwy vOE." 10 v&p

TAEWV
duplBoArdv é€oTiv.
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Other objections can be answered by accepting an ex-
pression not literally but according to its usual rendering.
Just as wine and water are often called ‘wine', soO greaves
made of copper and tin alloy can be called 'tin', since

compounds are called by the name of their more important

part.

Npoetics l46la, 26 (=rliad x.252).
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Td 6% natd TO €90¢ Tfig AéEewg, olov TdOV menpondvov
olvév gaotv elval, &9ev menolntat "uvnuks veoTedntou
naoautépoLo,"  ual xaiutag Tobg TOV alénpov épyaloutvodc, 7
Another objection is answered by accepting an expres-
sion as metaphorical. Ganymede is spoken of as pouring
'wine' for Zeus, although the gods do not drink wine. But
here nectar is metetaphorically being referred to as "the

wine of the gods".

69ev efpntatr & Tavoundng Atl olvoyxoeletv, o0 mLvAVTwY
olvov. €fn & &v to0td ye natd peTO®OPdV. 73

In conclusion Aristotle offers a general principle for
handling seeming contradictions in the words of the Poet.
He suggests that the often different ways an expression can
be understood should be examined before one makes an unwar-
ranted presupposition and arrives at an adverse verdict‘ A
case in point is:

'The spear of the hero was held fast in the gold.' The
problem was how could a spear that penetrated two folds be
held fast in an exterior layer of gold. The solution seems
to be in the fact that the gold was enough to stop the
movement of the spear even though its point dented the

layers of brass underneath.

2poetics l46la, 27-29 (=Iliad xxi.592).

' Bpoetics 1l46la, 29-31 (=Iliad xx.234). The fact
that the gods abstained from wine is given in Iliad v. 341,
but we will not take it as a separate allusion since it is

commonly held.



76

6el &6& nal Stav Svoud Tu dnevoavtloud Tu Sonfl
onualveLv, €nLouonelv nocax®g &v onuivere tolTto £€v
t® elpnuévy, olov "1f ¢’ Zoxeto xdireov &yxos," TH TAOTY
roALIfivaLr. TO && mooaxdc &vééxetar 8L TMwc udiiot’ Adv
Ttg UMoAdBoL natd THV wataviiupd fi dg Fiaduwv Aéyet,
5tL €viol drdywe mpolnoiauBdvovor, wal adtol wnato-
YgnpLoapevolr cvAroy(fovtatr, nal dg elpnudtec BtL Souel
gnLTLudoLy, &v tnevavrilov § Tfi adTdv olnoer. 7
Finally, near the very last lines of the Ppoetics,
after heaping the highest praises on Homer, Aristotle em-
barrassedly states a criticism of the epic genre itself, as
compared with the genre of tragedy. Of the Poet's works }
only the rliad falls under the shadow of negative criticism.
The awkward inclusion of the 0dyssey in the Aristotelian

7S mThe criticism of

text can be ignored as an interpolation.
the epic is based on the dilution that occurs when it in-
cludes many separate episodes along with its main action.

First he praises tragedy for its shorter span and more

concentrated form. The Oedipus of Sophocles would suffer,

™poetics 1l46la, 33 (=Iliad xx.272).

"Scf. Gerald Else, pp. 648-649. "The conduct of the
argument here betrays a certain embarassment: naturally,
since it implies a criticism of Homer. Aristotle does not
reveal this at once. He begins with the indirect evidence
from tragedy and only brings in the Iliad obliquely, exempli
causa:

(Aéyw 6& otov . . . Qomep . . . ).

Thus the critique of Homer is not--Aristotle carefully keeps
it from being--the main business of the passage. But to
continue, 'As the Iliad for example has many such sections'
--namely such as could be developed into separate tragedies
~--'which have bulk in themselyes also'--that is, in addition
to the bulk of the main action--'and the o0dyssey.' This
last remark is more than an awkward afterthought, breaking
into Aristotle's construction and word order; it is an
interpolation . . "

cf: Else's whole discussion, pp. 638-650.
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he says, if it were put in as many verses as the Iliad.

1O ydp 49pobtepov HELOV fi TMOAAH UEUPALEVOV TH XPOVH,

Aéyw &6° otov el Tig 1OV 0olblmovv Jeln TOV Zogouréoug

év éneotv &ocoug § “IAidg. 7

Next he goes on to his explicit criticism of the epic,
obliquely using the rliad as an example. If the epic is
composed of a number of actions it can give the impression
of being heavily diluted, he says. The Iliad has a number
of parts of that kind which have bulk in themselves, and is
still as well constructed as the epic permits; that is, it
is as much an imitation of a single action as it can be.
Aristotle clearly speaks here of an inherent limitation in
the epic genre which he feels is handled as well as can be
by the Poet. As Gerald Else says: "He wants to prove the
superiority of tragedy without allowing his ideal poet to be
involved in the defeat of his genre."7’’

Ay 6 ofov v éx mieildvwv mpdEewv i CUYHELLEVN,

domep | "IAiLdg Exer ToAAd TtoiraldTa uEon [unal 1

08booeLal, & wal nad’ &oavtd €xelL ue€yedog, nal

[val ToLadT’ &tTta molnuatal] cuvéotnuev Og £vOEXETAL

dorota nal 8TL pdiiota uLde medEewg plunoivg. ®

With Aristotle's suggestion here that there is a
weakness in the epic form itself rather than in Homer we

have completed our review of all the Philosopher's references

to the Poet as master of the arts of language. We have

T8 poetics 1462b 1-3,

77glse, p. 650,
' T8poetics 1462b 5-9.
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seen Aristotle clearly present Homer over and over again

as a model for orators and for ﬁragic and comic, as well as
epic, poets. We saw him recommend that every orator should
imitate Homer in the effective use of examples, illustra-
tions, facts more relevant to his subject, figures of speech,
ingratiating introductions, unmistakable facial expressions,
and bodily gestures. Like Homer every orator, we have
learned from Afistotle, should avoid prolixity and burdening
his audience with unnecessary material.

After he attributed the origins of satire and the main
lines of comedy to the Poet we saw him recommend Homer's
poetic technique too, as the best and most worthy of imita-
tion. His portrayal of only good or 'better' people should
be imitated, as well as his adherence to a unity of action
and outcome and natural development of the denouement from
the plot itself. Tragic writers, following the example of
Homer, should, Aristotle advised: portray inferior people
as having worth, observe brevity, use discovery gracefully,
form tragedy from a single story, maintain unity of plot,
admit defects that do not destroy tragic art form, and use
figures of speech creatively. We saw the Philosopher en-
courage epic writers, too, to follow the Poet's lead by
relating the parts of the epic closely to its central theme,
by making a simple or complex epic excel in its own class,
receding personally in the story, employing fallacy in-

geniously, and making acceptable what is inexplicable.
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In the end we saw Aristotle's admiration of Homer
perhaps in its strongest light as he patiently defended the
Poet against a whole series of criticisms based on Homer's
alleged untruthfulness, portrayal of impossibility, and
involvement in contradictions.

We move now to the next chapter and a consideration
of Aristotle's references to Homer as a source of
Philosophic and scientific information. Before we go on,
however, we can conclude that the examination of this
chapter has led clearly to a single resounding affirmation;
in the Corpus of his writings Aristotle recognized Homer as

the master of the language arts.



CHAPTER FOUR

ARISTOTELIAN REFERENCES TO HOMER
AS SOURCL OF
PHILOSOPHIC AND SCIENTIFIC INFORMATION

Aristotle's recognition of Homer's mastery of the arts
of language may come as no surprise. His acceptance,
however, of the poet's authority in philosophic questions
and many scientific areas is another matter. At least it
must lead those who wish to evaluate Homer or Aristotle or
Aristotle's relationship to Homer to base their judgement on
a much broader perspective than has been the custom.

The evidence for this chapter is quite extensive. In
philosophic and scientific matters the Philosopher turns to
Homer thirty-five times citing or alluding to fifty-three
Homeric texts to support some observation of his own. In
the Historia Animalium he finds examples in Homer to ex-
emplify his judgement ten times, in the Motion and
Progression of Animals and the Generation of Animals, once
each. The Poet's backing is established six times in the
Problems, again six times in On the Cosmos, three times in
the Metaphysics, twice each in About the Soul, On
Marvelous Things Heard, and the Nicomachean Ethics and once
each in the Meteorologica and the Politics.

This chapter will show that Aristotle sought Homer's

80
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support in the main guestions of his Philosophy of God and
in a wide range of scientific areas, touching anthropology,
bio-chemistry, geography, geology, medicine, meterology,
physics, physiology, psychology and zoology. It will
analyze the thirty-five Aristotelian texts that approach the
Poet as a source of philosophic and scientific information,
to shed light on the Philospher's attitude towards Homer.

Questions related to the existence of the first cause
of the world would be surely classified as central to
Aristotle's philosophy of God. In four of those questions
he cites Homer to illustrate his conclusions--the nature of
the first cause, God's existence, God's place in the uni-
verse, and God's control and providence over all things.

In the Metaphysics he discusses the various ancient
positions on the nature of the original force in the world.
When he is treating of those who mainﬁained that the orig-
inal force was water he singles out an opinion of his times.
He says that some think that men of very ancient times, who
first speculated about the gods, held that the primary force
was water. They represented Ocean and Tethys as the parents
of creation and the oath ('oaths are sworn by what is most
ancient') of the gods to be by water--Styx, as the poets
called it. 1In the Poet we find the Philosopher's observa-
tion verified clearly five times.

etol 64 tiLvec ol wmal Tobg maunaialovg unal MOAL mEd

yfic vOv vevéoewg nal mpdtoug deoroynoaviag olTwg
otovTal mepl tTfic odvoewg LnoAaBelv- "Queavdov te Ya&p
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wal Tnddv énolnoav tfic vYevéoewe matépag, nal TOV

dbprov THV VeV VSwp, THV marouvuevnv O’ adtdv ZTOYQ

TOV moLnTdV: TLuLwToToVv nEv Yadp TO tnpeopdtatov, &purog

5¢ O TLpuLOTaTdV £0TLV. !

Later in the Metaphysics he is careful to note, how-
ever, that the early poets agree that the first governing
principle of the universe was single. They assert, he
observes, that Zeus was King and ruler, not the original
forces, such as Night, Heaven, Chaos, or Water. An example
of the Homeric formula that states this primacy of Zeus is
found in Book I of the r1liad.

ol && mountal ol dpyxatolr Tadtn duolwg, N BaocLAederv

natl d&pxeirv oacliv od Tobg mphtoug, otov vOuto ual

o0pavdy #i xdoc f Queavdv, AAAL TOHV Ala.?

In the Motion and Progression of Animals, when the
Philosopher asks whether or not an immovable cause of the

movement in the universe must necessarily exist at rest

outside the universe he poses the primary question of his

'Metaphysics 983b, 27-33 (=Iliad xiv.201). Homer
names Ocean and Tethys as the gods' origin: 'Queavdv tg,
Sedv yéveoiv, ual untepa T™ndOv, (=Iliad xiv.245-246--Homer

names Ocean alone here as the source of all the gods: nal
v nmotapoto peedpa ‘Queavol, &¢ nep YEveolg MAVIECOL TETLK-
Tat+. In three places Homer names Styx as that by which the
gods swear their oaths. If the gods swear their oaths by
it, Aristotle reasoned, it must be the most ancient thing,
since oaths are sworn by the most ancient things. (=Iliad
ii.755): 6puov yY&p SeLvol IZTtuyde VSatTde €oTLv AnoppnE.
(=Iliad xiv.271): &ypet vOv pour Bupoocoov &datov TTLYdC

Véwp, (=Iliad xv.237-238): ual td nateLfduevov LtLydg

V6wp, 8¢ te néyrotog Sprog Sewvdtatdg TE UEAEL HAMAPECOL
deolol, (=Iliad xv.37-38).

2Metaphysics 1091b, 4-6 (=rliad i.494: wal ToTE &)
npdg "OAvunov toav deol aleév €dvteg nmavteg dua, Zebg &°
fioxe.
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whole philosophy of God. We know his response to this

gquestion is a resounding affirmative in the twelfth book

3

of the Metaphysics. Here he suggests agreement with those

who hold this view and finds support in the Iliad when the
Poet says that not all the gods and goddesses together could
pull Zeus down to earth from the highest point of heaven.

dpa &6t 6el &ulvntdv TL elvar ual fpeunodv £Ew Tob ‘
utvouvpevou, undév 6v éuelvou udoiov, f§ ob; nal TolTO
nétepov ual énl Touv navidg odtwg OMdpXeLv &Avayxatov:
towg Yap &v 88EeLv &tomov elvar, el © doxh Tfic nLvnh-
oewg £€vToOg. 6Ld 88EeLv v Tolg odtwg LmoAauBdvouvoiv ed
elpficdaL "Ounpe

dAX" oln av éploait’ €Z odpavdSev nedlovée

Zfiv’ Umatov mdvtwv, ovs’ el udia moira xdpoute®

ndvteg &  é&&dmnteode YeoL mdoal te SfaLval.
0 Ydp SAwg drlivntov O’ o0d&evdg €vdéxeTatr uLvndfvar.”

The next six references, which treat the place where
God dwells and his governance of all things, are drawn from
on the Cosmos, of which D. J. Furley says: "The probability
is that it was a deliberate forgery."® But of the author
Furley later observes:

. « « he certainly reproduces enough genuinely

Aristotelian thought to make it reasonable that he

should wish to usurp Aristotle's name. This is an

important point. Those who have proved that the work

is a forgery have sometimes overlooked that it is a
forgery of Aristotle . . . of the Protrepticus and

SMetaphysics 1072a, 19-1073a, 14.

“Motion and Progression of Animals 699b, 32-700 a, 3
(=r1iad viii.20, 21, 22). Note that the lines are not
quoted in the proper order. Also the mdvitwv of Aristotle's
text reads unotwp’ in our text.

°D. J. Furley, Aristotle (pseudo-Aristotle): On the
Cosmos (Loeb Classical Library translation) Cambridge, Mass:
1965, p. 338.
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De Philosophia, the Aristotle whose 'flumen orationis
aureum' was praised by Cicero, rather than the Aristotle
of the school treatises which survive today.®

Apropos of the texts about God's existence and gover-
nance that this present study is about to examine, Furley
notes:

Those who believe that knowledge of Aristotle's work
was absolutely confined to the published writings until
Andronicus's edition, will say that the author of the
De Mundo (On the Cosmos) shows knowledge of doctrines
(e.g. of the Unmoved Mover, if this was not contained in
the De Philosophia, and various meteorological details)
which were known only after Andronicus. . . . I am
inclined to believe that the author of the pe Mundo
could have known all the Aristotelian matter that he
reproduces before the publication of Andronicus's
edition, and that the style and manner of the work
indicate a date, before this edition made Aristotle's
school-treatises more widely known. ’

In his work, on the Cosmos, the Philosopher delves
further into the question of the place where God exists. He
sets the question in the context of God's providence which
he declares is essential for the preservation of all
things--'an unwearying power by which he controls even
things that seem very distant.' His home is in the highest
place, as Homer indicates, he says.

owThe HEV Yap Svtwg andvtwv totl xal yeveétwp TOV

driwodnmoTe Hoatd TOHVEe TOV USOUOV CUVTEAOLUHEVWV O

9ebdg, o uhv adtovpyod nal Emntndvou XPOou HAUATOV

bnouévov, AL duvdpelr xpoduevog &tpdte, 6u° Ng nal

tdv mdppw SonodvTwv elval meptylveTtal. Tthv uEv odv
dvotdto nal medTnv &8pav adtdc &Aaxev, dBnatdc Te SLd

® rpid., p. 339.

rpid., pp. 339-340.
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tobto Gvéupaotar, nal xatd TOV monTtHhv dnpoTdIn HOPLOT
to0 olunaviog €ynadidpvpévoc odpavod:?

A little later he states that God holds a place high
above the cosmos, bright and untroubled which we call
'heaven' because it shines all over. He finds support in
Homer when the Poet describes Olympus, the dwelling place
of God, as safe, without wind, rain, snow, or clouds,

radiant and airy.

tobtov odv &xeL TOV Adyov & 9edc &v udonp, ocvvéxwv
Thy Tdv Siwv dpuoviav te nal cwtneolav, mAhv 8te péooc
v, &via 1 Yfi te nal & Jorepdg Tdnoc odrog, AL’ Evw
nadapde €v nadapd udpe Bepnudg, &v étduwc naioduev
obpavdv utv and tod &pov elvar TdV dvw, BAvumov &
ofov dloiaunfi nal mavtde xdpou ual ATEdHTOUL ULVLATOC
nexwpropévov, ota ylvetalr map’ HRIv SLd xeiludvog nal
dvéuwv Blac, domep €on umal & mounthe “Ounpocg

0vAvuTdvs’, 9L ool Yeliv €6os dogares alel

Eupevar. olt’ dvéupoiol tuvdooetal olte mot’ Sufpw

sedetaL, olte yLwv &énunlAivatal, &Aio udi’ alden

réntatal &uvégeros, Aevn & dvadédpouev alyin.

All ages of men have always testified that God inhabits
the region above. All men lift their hands to heaven when
they pray. Homer, he says, testifies to this when he as-
serts that the wide heaven in the aether and the clouds
belongs to Zeus.

ocvvenLuaptupel 6& ual & Blog &nag, THV &vw Xweav

anodobe ded* nal ydp ndvieg ol &vdpwnoL d&vartelvouev

Tdc xetlpag efg TOV odpavdy edxdg moroduevor. uad’ O&v

Adyov o0 HardC HAKETVO AVATEQEOVNTOL

Zeve 6 Exax’ oVpavoy edpuv v aldépl not vepéinoiv. '

80n the cosmos 397b, 20-27 (=rliad 1.499). cf. Iliad
v.754 and viii.3 for similar expressions of the place where
God dwells.

®0on the Cosmos 400a, 3-14 (=0dyssey vi.42-45).

19,0 the Cosmos 400a, 15-19 (=Irliad xv.192).
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Returning to the theme of providence in the on the
cosmos the Philosopher states that God was an impartial,
unchangeable law over all things. He administers the well-
ordered arrangement of heaven and earth guiding even the
tiniest things serenely and harmoniously. His governance
extends as Homer says to 'sweet figs and olives.'

vouog uEv ydp Autv toouAilvhg & Jedbdg, oddenlav €nidexd-

nevog dudépduwoilv fi uetddeoirv, upelttov 8¢, oluatr, ual

BeBaiLdtepog THOV &v Tale uOPRBeoTLY AvayeYOARULEVWV.

nyovuevou 6& deiniviitwg adtod nal éupueidg & odunag

StoLwnovouettal Siduoouog odpavold ual YAg, MEUEPLOUEVOC

Td outd nal THa, watd yévn te nal €ién- ual ydp Sumeior

nal @olvineg nal mepofat ocuxal te yAurepal xoL €ratol, &C

enotv & mouning, !

Aristotle continues the same theme stating that God's
guidance touches trees that bear no fruit, too, but have
some other purpose. He governs plane-trees, pines, box-
trees and as Homer says, 'alders, poplars, and sweet
cypresses.' Once again he finds illustrations of his in-
sights in the Poet.

& 6t duapna utv dAlagc 6& mapeyxdueva ypelag, TALTAVOL

wal mitueg ual ndEol

uAioon v alyeupds Te nav edddng nundplooog,t?

Aristotle concludes the theme of God's provident care
of vegetation with further support from Homer sustaining the
lovely lyrical tone of this whole passage. God's providence

extends to those trees that bear a sweet but perishable

harvest in autumn. Homer speaks of them--'pear, pomegranate,

'16n the Cosmos 400b, 28-40la, 2 (=0dyssey xi.590).
cf. also 0odyssey vii.lleé6.

120n the Cosmos 40la, 2-4 (=0dyssey v.64).
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and apple trees with their shiny fruit.'
al te napndv dndpng HNGLV EAlwg 6& SuodmoadpLoTov

pepovoal,

Sxvaul nal poiat xat unAifoat dyraduapmou, t’

Furley is right when he observes of the God of 0On the

Cosmos :
He maintains the order of the cosmos by means of an
undefined "power," which relieves him of the dishonour-

able necessity of personal intervention. Clearly we

have here a development, however remote, of Aristotle's
Unmoved Mover.l'*

Furley, however, moves in a much more productive direc-
tion--one taken firmly by Chroust!®--when he turns a little
later to the Aristotle of the Fragments and notes:

Aristotle himself, however, seems to have spoken with a

rather different voice in his published works. In the

De Philosophia he said that the orderly movement of the

heavenly bodies was one of the reasons for man's belief

in gods.!®

Leaving Aristotle's Natural Theology or science of God
we will turn now to the sciences in which he touches men
most immediately--anthropology, psychology, physiology, and

medicine. Four times in anthropological considerations he

cites Homer to illustrate his own observations. Twice he

130n the cosmos 40la, 5-7 (=0dyssey xi.589).

ll‘Furley, op. cit., p. 336.

1Schroust, op. cit., "Aristotle's Religious Convic-
tions," Chapter XVI, Vol. I, pp. 221-231; "A Proof for the
Existence of God," Chapter XIII, Vol. II, pp. 159-174; "The
Concept of God in Aristotle's Philosophy," Chapter XIV, Vol.
II, pp. 175-193. Chroust concludes that the Aristotle of
the Fragments came not only to a provident but also a
personal God.

lépurley, op. cit. p. 336.
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turns to the Poet in psychological judgements, and once each
in physiological and medical observations.

The first anthropological consideration occurs in the
History of the Animals when he is discussing the winter
migrations of cranes to the marshlands south of Egypt where
the Nile River has its source. In a brief single sentence
digression Aristotle says that there the cranes fight the
Pygmies, a true, not fabled, race of dwarfs who live in
underground caves. He accepts here Homer's observations
about the Pygmies in the Iliad.

otov at yvépavolL moiroldoiLv: petafdiiovol Y&p é&u TV

ZHUILUDY medlwv elg TA EAn Td &vw Tfigc Alydntou, &9ev

b NetThog pel: o0 nal A€yovtair Ttolg HuyualoLg &muyer-—

petv: o0 Y&p €ott TOUTO PilJog, AAA" €oti natd THV

dAnderav vYévog uwupdv uév, domnep Afyetal, nal adrol

nal ot tmmoi, TpwyroddTaL & eicol toOvVv Blov.! 7

Two considerations that touch anthropology relate to
the social and political mode of existence of the Cyclopes,
Homer's race of giants. The first reference occurs in the
Politics in which the Philosopher says that Homer's
Cyclopes are a good example of the earliest form of politi-
cal existence. It is found, he notes, in early cities, in
some of his contemporary foreign peoples, and in family-
founded colonies. Homer tells us the Cyclopes lived in
scattered families, each of which had its own rule based on

its own household, and their political ties were based on

family ties. We cannot conclude here that Aristotle accepts

! Tyistory of the Animals 597a, 4-9 (=Iliad iii.6).
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the Cyclopes as a true race of men, as he accepted the
Pygmies. Very clearly, however, the Philosopher says that
when Homer was describing the socio-political existence of
the Cyclopes he was describing the true earliest form of
socio-politicial life among peoples.

5L0 nal td mpdrtov €RaciAicdovto al mdieig, mal viv &1L

Td €9vn- é&u BaociLievouévwv vap ouviiAdov. mndoa Y&p

olula Baciiedetalr LNd tol npeoButdtov, Hote ual atl

dnoiular SuLd thv ocuvyyvyévetrav. unal todlt’ éotiv &

AgyeL “Ounpog, "Seuioteder de Exactos malSwv A6 dASxwv."

onopddeg ydp+ unal odtw T4 dpxalov Huouv.?!?d

The second reference is found in the Nicomachean
Ethics. Aristotle states that only Sparta binds its citi-
zens by law to a proper diet and physical exercises. Other
states neglect this matter, he says, and let every man live
as he pleases, like the Cyclopes of Homer, 'laying down the
rules for his wife and children.' Here the Philosopher is
noting that governments of his own time were as primitive as
the Homeric Cyclopes in the matter of governing proper diet
and physical regime for their citizens. Once again, however,
we are noting here only the anthropological aspect of the
passage--Aristotle's acceptance of Homer's record of a very
early form of socio-political organization. He refers again
to the same text in the 0dyssey noted above.

év udvn 8& T Aanedaiupoviwv mdier uet’ OAlywv O

vouodéing énituérerav Souel memnoifiodal Tpoofic TE nal

gnitndevpdtove €v 8¢ talg mielotalg TGV MOAewv EENUE-

Antot mepl TV TOLoVTwv, nal i &nactog Gg PovAeTal,
HOUAWTLUOC SenLoTeVwY maldwv 78" &dArdyou.!?

18pol1itics 1252b, 19-24 (=0dyssey ix.114,115).
19yicomachean Ethics 1180a, 24-29 (=0odyssey ix.114,115).
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The final consideration of Aristotle that relates to
anthropology is concerned with the attractive qualities of
the Trojan women who settled in Daunia. The Philosopher
tells of the honor in which the women of that district were
held by the Greeks. They were descendants of the Trojan
women who settled there after the fall of Troy. They burned
the ships of their Greek captors to avoid slavery at the
hands of their captors' Greek wives and to become themselves
the new wives of their Greek captors. Aristotle reminds us
that Homer recognized the special traits of these Trojan
women when he spoke admiringly of them as "long-robed" and
"deep-bosomed. "

Tdg Yhp Tppddag TAg Anedelocag alyuaidtouvg ual eig

Euelvoug Tobg TédNMoue dpLuonevag, sdraBndelcag uf

nLupde dovAelag ToOxwoLv OO TV &v Talg natplol

npolnapyovod®v Tolg “AXaLolg YLVALKDV, AEYeETAL TAC

vale adtdv éunpfioat, tv’ dua utv THv NEOCSOKOULUEVNV

SovAielav &npdywoirv, dua &° Snwg pet’ éxelvwov uévelv

dvoyraocdéviwv ocvvappoodeloatl uatdoxwoLv adtobg Avdpag.

ndvu 6& nal TP mointi naAdg nEppactol mepl AdDTHV:*
exneoLnéniovs Yo ral Boafuudimouvg mduelvag, dg EOLUEV,

{6etv &oTLv.?2?

The next two passages are drawn from the Problems which
scholars have attributed to an author or authors other than
Aristotle. In the preface to his translation of the work,
E. S§. Forster, says:

The inclusion of the Problemata in the Aristotelian

Corpus is no doubt due to the fact that Aristotle is
known to have written a work of this kind, to which

2%on Marvellous Things Heard 840b, 8-17: Trojan women
are spoken of as ‘trailing-robed'; (=rliad vi.442; Iliad
vii.297). They are characterized as 'deep-bosomed' (=Iliad

Xviii.l22, rliad xxiv.215). This treatise is viewed as
spurious and composed mostly as excerpts from Theophrastus.
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reference is made in his genuine works and by other

writers. An examination of these references shows that

‘'some of them can be connected with passages in the

Problemata, while others cannot; from which it may be

concluded that, while the Problemata is not the genu-

ine Aristotelian work, it nevertheless contains an
element derived from such a work. It is also obviously
indebted to other Aristotelian treatises especially
those on Natural History, to the Hippocratean writings,
and to Theophrastus.?!

In Book XXX of the Problems, the Philosopher is con-
cerned with problems connected with thought, intelligence,
and wisdom. He raises a question at the beginning that
places him in the realm of psychology and the problem of
psychosomatic connections. He asks why all men outstanding
in philosophy, poetry, and the arts are melancholic. Some,
he said, are even affected by the diseases of black bile,
like the epilepsy, sores, and frenzy of Heracles, the sores
of the Spartan, Lysander, and the insanity of Ajax. Many
other heroes, philosophers and poets have suffered similar
things. Homer, he said, gives us the evidence of
Bellerophontes, depressive and reclusive, driven to wander
the desert restlessly. He suggests that something about the
nature of these gifted people produces these psychological
and physical sicknesses.

&tL 6% t& mepl Afavta umal Beliepopdvinv, v O uéy

EuoToTLUOC EYEVETO TOVIEARC, & 6% Tdg épnulag £€6Llwuev,

51d odtwe émnolnoev “Ounpog "altap émel nol xetvog Gmixdeto

xdoL 9eoloLv, Atou 6 nam medlov To ~AAALov olog &Adto, Gv Huuov

natéduv, TdTov GvSpdtwy dieelvwv." ual &ilot S&MoAAOL TV
Apdwv duotomnadelg galvovtar TovTOLE. TGV 6& LOTEEOV

21lg, s. Forster, Problemata, The Works Of Aristotle
Translated Into English, W. D. Ross, Ed, VII, Oxford:
1927, p. vii.
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"Eunedouific nal MAdTwv nol Zoupding nal Etepor ocuvyvol

TV yvopluwv. €tL 6& tdv mepl TtHV molnoiv ol mietotou.

MoAAOTE uEv Ydp TOV TOLOUTWY YlveTalL voonuata &mnd

Thic ToLadTng updoewg TH ocwupati, tolg 6& 1 oloig &MNAN

pénovoa npedg TE NAIN. 2

From this problem he moves naturally to the example of
the effect imbibed alcohol has on different people. Clearly,
he said, alcohol makes the type of person he has just dis-
cussed melancholic. Alcohol's effect changes as drinking
progresses, he notes. Varying the quantity of alcohol
consumed varies the effect on the drinker. The different
transient characteristics produced by alcohol are comparable,
the Philosopher observes, to the more permanent temperaments
caused by nature. He suggests that there are substances in
the body which produce various psychological traits we find
among human beings. In the 0dyssey he finds support for his
examples of the effect of alcohol on the psychology of the
individual who is consuming it.

domep obv & elc &vOpwnog peTaBdAAelr TO {dog mlvwv nal

xpduevog TH olve mood TLvl, obtw uad’ Enactov 1O AHdoC

elol Tiveg &vSpwnoL. otog Ya&p obOTog uweddwv viv éotlv,

drroc TLc Torodtog odoet Eotlv, & utv Adrog, o 6¢

uenLvnuévog, 6 Stdpldanpug: moret ydp TLvag wnal

ToLoUToug, 5Ld nal “Ounpog é€noilnoe "waL ué gnou &dupu-

tAdeuvy BeBapnuévov oﬁv@."23

Psychology is the subject again in three different

contexts in which Aristotle examines the relationship be-

tween man's sense perception and his true thought. He

22problems 953a, 21-31 (=Iliad vi.200+.201 sq.).

23problems 953b, 7-12 (Fodyssey xix.122). (Note text
differs from MSS).
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emphasizes how really distinct they are. He recognizes,
however, how most men have failéd to grasp the great d4dif-
ference between sense perception and thought. In fact, as
he observes, they have for the most part identified them.
Homer, too, he thinks, seems to identify thought with sense
perception. This is one of the few places in which the
Philosopher suggests any negative evaluation of the Poet.

Aristotle's strongest statement in the matter occurs in
his work On the Soul. He says that the older philosophers
actually assert that thinking and perceiving are identical.
After observing that Empedocles held that judgement grows
with what appears to a man and that a man's thinking con-
tinually appears to him in different forms, he concludes
that Homer implies the same thing when he says in the
Odyssey, "Such is the nature of man's thought." All these
authors, he argues, suppose the process of thinking to be a
bodily function like perception.

ual ol yve dpxator 1O @povelv nal Td aloddveodalL Tadtdv

elval gaciv, domnep ual 'Epnedonific elponue "npdg napedv

y&o ufitig aéfetalr dvdpomoroilv" nal é€v &Aroig "S9ev

oplolv atel nal td @povelv &Alola maplotatatr." TO &°
adtd TolToLg BolAietar ual td "Ourpov "tolos yap

vog &otilv." mdvteg Ydo oltotr TO voelv cwnatindyv GOMEPE

6 atoddveodalr dmorauldvouvoiv, 2*

What the Philosopher is attempting to preserve here
throughout is the mind's ultimate independence of matter.

He is not denying, therefore, the ultimate origin of man's

knowledge in the senses--it is fundamental to his whole

2% apout the Soul 427a, 21-27 (=0dyssey xviii.1l36).
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doctrine here in the third book of this treatise.?’ He
finds in the ancients a failure to distinguish adequately
the mind and its spiritual realm and faculties from the body
and its corporeal world and sense faculties.

This judgement of the Philosopher is evidenced clearly
in an earlier passage of the same treatise 0On the Soul.
Here he says Democritus actually identified soul and mind
and believed that truth was subjective. This same thinker,
Aristotle says, regarded as accurate Homer's description of
Hector, in his dazed state as "lying thinking other
thoughts." Democritus does not use the word mind to denote
a faculty concerned with the truth, he argues, but identif-
ies the soul and the mind. (Note that the Philosopher is
not objecting here to Homer's statement but rather
Democritus's use of the Poet's observation.)

donep Anpduprtog. énetvog pév deAdnkmg TadTOV YuxHv

wal voOve 10 Ydp &Andtc elvatr Td garvouevov: SL&

raAde moLficotr TOHV “Ounpov o¢ “Eutwp HETT' dAlogpovéwv.

ob 81 xpfitar T vd hg duvduetr Tivl mepl THY AANSeLav,

AAAA TadTO Aéyel Yuxhv nal vobv.2®

In the Metaphysics Aristotle touches again finally on
the same question, quoting the above Homeric passage once

again. Here he is stressing the ancient philosophers'

belief that thought is completely dependent on bodily

25apout the Soul, III, 2-8.

28about the Soul 404a, 27-31 (=Iliad xx1ii.698- This
is the only passage we have in our Homer that describes
such a "thinking of other thoughts," but it refers to
Euryalus, not Hector.)
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condition. According to their conviction reality there-
fore is what each man's physical perception makes it to be
according to his physical condition at the moment of that
perception. These thinkers, the Philosopher observes,
maintain that Homer also clearly held this view when he made
Hector, stunned by a blow, lie with thoughts deranged. This
implied, he argued, that even those who are 'out of their
minds' still think, although not the same thoughts. If
there is more than one kind of thought, these ancient
philosophers concluded, there must be more than one kind of
reality.

"AvaZaypdpou 6& nal andedeyua pvnuovedetar mede TOV

gtalpwv TLvdg, 41tL toLalt’ adtolc &otatr Td Svta olfa

dv UnoAdBwol. gacl && ual OV “Ounpov Tadtnv &yovta

patveodar THV 66Lav dtiL énolnoe tdOV “"Entopa, OC

€Zeotn Ond tTiigc nMAnyYAcg, netodair dArogpovéovta, &OC

ppovolbtag utv nal tobg mapagpovodvtac &AL o0 TadTd.

&firov obv &tL, el dupdtepatr gpovioeig, nal T dvIa

dpa oVtw TE Mal odY odTtwe €xer.?

In the History of the Animals he is discussing human
physiology and touches on man's main vascular system. As he
describes the vena cava (including the jugular vein), its
location and its connection with the other main blood ves-
sels of the upper part of the torso he observes that Homer
spoke of this blood vessel in the Iliad.

fi 6° énl OV opdvéuviov Tol TpPaxnAou telvouvoa QALY nal

Thv PdxLv ndAiLvy mapd thv O&dxiv Ttelver- fiv wal “Ounpog

év Tolc #neoiLv elpnue moinoag "dno ¢r€Ba ndocav Exepoev,
A 1’ &va vita 9fouca Suautepes adxev’ Ludveu.'"?®

2 Metaphysics 1009b, 26-34 (=Iliad xxiii.698- cf.
Footnote 2% for evaluation of this text.)

28History of the Animals 513b, 24-28 (=Iliad xiii.546-47)
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In a discussion of the treatment of wounds and bruises
in the Problems, Aristotle queétions why both thapsia, which
is hot and caustic, and cold bronze are used in the treat-
ment of bruises. The use of cold bronze he finds exempli-
fied in the r1liad.

Acvd Tl ) Sawla nal & wdadog Td Omdnia madel, f upiv

dpxoueva, & 6¢ Votepov, évaviia &vta; & utv ydp udadoc

Yuxpodg, domep nal & molnTAg @nol "duxpov 8’ &re xaiuov

b600oLv" 1) 6& Sayla Jepudv ual mavoTindv.?2?

Moving on now to science related to the animal world,
we find Aristotle illustrating and supporting ten of his
zoological observations from the pages of Homer. 1In fact,
as Otto KOrner points out, he accepts Homer's evidence in

® Seven of

zoology as on a par with actual observation.?®
these observations occur in the Philosopher's History of

the Animals, one in the Generation of Animals, one in the
Problems, and one in the Nicomachean Ethics.

The first of Aristotle's references to Homer in a
zoological context is found in the History of the Animals
when the Philosopher is discussing traits of Laconian
hounds. After stating that the male of this breed lives ten

years and the female twelve, he notes that bitches of other

breeds generally live fourteen or fifteen years and some as

2%problems 890b, 7-10 (=Iliad v.75). From a work
considered spurious. Ccf: Footnote 2!, supra.

30")ber die Verwertung homerischer Erkentnisse ip der
Tiergeschichte des Aristoteles," in Sudheffs Archiv fur
Geschichte der Medizin, XXIV (1931), pp. 185-201.
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many as twenty. This is why some people, he says, accept
Homer's statement that Odysseus's hound Argos died in his
twentieth year.

Cii 8" N utv Aanwviuh udwv & utv dppnv nepl &tn 6&ua,

N 6t 9MArera mepl €1n &bdeua, THV 6° AAAWYV HLVBY ol

uEv mietotatr nepl €tn Tettapanaldena 7 mevrenaldena,

Eviatr &8¢ nal eluooilv: 6Ld nal YOunpov otovtal TLveEg

6pdd¢ moificar TH einmootd €ter &dnodavdvta OV Hdva

T00 ‘0Obvooéwg. !

The next two Homeric zoological citations come a little
later in the same work of the Philosopher. Here while he is
making observations about the traits of bulls he declares
that five years of age marks the bull's prime. For this
reason, he says, Homer is commended for using the expres-

sion 'a five-year bull.'

dupdler 6& pdirota neviétng dv, 6ud nal “Ounpdv gaot,
nenotnuéval TLveg BpdHc moilhoavia "dpoeva mevtadtnpov'®?

The Poet is commended too for another description of a
bull in his prime, (identical in meaning to the above phrase
according to Aristotle) 'a nine~seasons' bull.'

nal & "Boog &dvvedporo." SOvacdal y&p TAdTOV. 33

Again in the History of the Animals Aristotle confirms

an observation about an animal by citing Homer. In this

3lpistory of the Animals 574b, 29-575a, 1 (=0dyssey
xvii.326-327. The text is as follows: “Apyov &6° ad natd
potp’ &lapBev upéravog davdtoro, adtin’ 186vT’ ‘Obduciia €eL-
HOOTH EVLIAUTH.

32yistory of the Animals 575b, 4-6 (=Iliad 1i.402ff.;
Iliad vii.315; o0dyssey xix.220). '

33pistory of the Animals 575b, 6-7 (=0dyssey x.19).
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context he is describing characteristics of the wild boar,
and states that, as Homer observes, castrated wild boars
grow larger and fiercer.

Tdv &° dppévov unal &dyplwv ol toular nellouvg ylvovtal
. b 3 v o 2 | § ’
nal yxorenwtepor, domep ual “Ounpog é€nolnoev "9Hpépev

’

3 ~
eny xAobvnv oUv dyprov. odse E&duel Snpéu ye outoody, &Ada ply
OAffevty, 3 ® ' .

Aristotle's fifth citation of Homer's authority in
zoological matters occurs when he considers the evidence
that the long-horned ram of Libya is born with horns. The
Philosopher extends Homer's observation, which is limited to
rams, to include either ewes or other horned animals.?®
Homer, the Philosopher notes, says the long-horned ram in
Libya is born with horns.

nal &v ugv ALBYUN e09Vg yvévetal népata £xovia TA

HEPATWEN THV mpLdv, od ndvov ol dpveg, domnep “Ounpodg

enotv, ArAd nat tdiia-3®

The next three passages, as was indicated earlier, are

drawn from the ninth book of the History of the Animals,

which is viewed by many scholars as spurious. A. L. Peck,

3%History of the Animals 578a, 32-578b, 2. Note that
this citation is a mixture of two loci in Homer: Iliad
ix.539: Opoev &nL yArobvwnv obv &yprov dpoyLddovta, and
odyssey ix.190, 191+: ual y&p Salp’ étéTunTO MEAWPLOV,
o6 EQureL

&vépl Ye oLTto@dyp AAAL Hle DANevTL

It is questionable whether the word xAoOvnv here has the
meaning Aristotle gives 1it.

3%5¢f. Historia Animalium, Tr. D'Arcy Wentworth
Thompson, IV, The Works of Aristotle, Ed. J.A. Smith,

W.D. Ross, 606a, 20, Footnote ‘. Oxford, 1910.

38yistory of the Animals 606a, 18-20 (=0dyssey iv.85).
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in the preface of his translation of the work, observes:
In the ninth Book A.-W. (Aubert and Wimmer) find
inconsistencies, irrelevancies, and repetitions, and
some un-Aristotelian obscurities of style; it may, they
think, have been put together from notes left by
Aristotle, but it is a disorderly composition and some
of it is "careless bungling" (zum Theil gedankenloses
Machwerk). Dittmeyer follows them in rejecting it, and
endorses Joachim's view that it was put together by
some Peripatetic at the beginning of the third century,
incorporating matter from Theophrastus.?® ’

Again in the History of the Animals the Philosopher
supports his animal observations with the evidence in Homer.
He describes the cymindis, a black rarely seen mountain
bird, long and slender, about the size of the 'dove-killer'
hawk.

7 6% uduLvdig dALyduic utv galvetar (olnet ydp 6pn),

gotL 8¢ pélav nal péyedog boov L€paE O gpacocopdvog

naroduevog, ual THV (S€av paupdg ual Aentdg. nOULVELVY
8¢ uadoloLv “Iwveg adTAV: Nc nal “Ounpogc uempvntaL £€v

T ‘IALASL elmndv "xoAulda rixAdoroval 9eol, &vbpes b¢

néuLvdLy. 3 8

Later in the same work Aristotle cites the support of
the Poet when he is mentioning various species of eagles.

He describes a species called the Plangus. It is second
among eagles in size and strength, lives in mountain meadows
and near marshy lakes, and is called 'duck-killer' or

'black eagle'. Homer, he says, speaks of this bird when

Priam visits the tent of Achilles to seek the return of

Hector's body.

7. 1,. Peck, Tr., Aristotle: Historia Animalium, (3
Vols.), I, Cambridge, Mass: 1965, p. 1lv.

38yistory of the Animals 615b, 5-10 (=Iliad xiv.291).
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€tepov 6t yevog detol €otlv O nmAdyyog uarettar, Sebte-
pog uHeYEdeL ual poun- oluel && Brhocoag mol &yun nal
Alpvag, énuuxareltat && vntropdvoc nal popevdg: o nal
“Ounpog uéuvntatr év T Tol Hpidupov &£Ed&p.*?

The next citation of a Homeric text by Aristotle in the
History of the Animals to support his own zoology occurs in
a long discussion of the traits of lions. The Philosopher
says that two statements about the lion are true--one that
he is particularly afraid of fire, and the other that,
keeping his eye trained on the hunter who strikes him, he
pounces on him. The first trait, he says, is clearly men-
tioned by Homer.

AAn9f 6& unal Td Aeydueva, td TE @opBetodal udiitota T

nop, donep nal “Ounpog énoinoev "xualdueval te Setal, tdg

e Tpel €oodpevds mep," nal TO TOV Bardvta Tnprcavta tecdal

éntl tobtov-*?

Another observation on the traits of the lion is found
in the Nicomachean Ethics. Aristotle discusses the virtue
of temperance and the vice of profligacy. They are con-
cerned with those pleasures which man shares with the lower
animals. These lower animals, he observes, derive pleasure
from smell and sight only accidentally, that is, only in so
far as they relate to eating. The lion takes pleasure, not

(in the words of the Poet) in the sight of a stag or moun-

tain-goat, but in the prospect of a meal.

3% istory of the Animals 618b, 23-26 (=Iliad xxiv.315-
316). The Oxford text of Homer reads:

abtlna & aletdv Nre, TeEAetrdTATOV TETENVAVY,

udppvov mpntfip’, Ov nal mepuvdv naiéouvaiv.

“Yyistory of the Animals 629b, 21-24 (=Iliad xi.554;
xvii.663).
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€oTL &6t 006¢ Tolg dArroigc Cooig matd tavtag Tdg alodn-

oetg NSovh mANV uatd ocvuBeBnudg: obsét yap talc doualg

TV Aaywdv al udveg yalpouvoilv, GAAA T Bpdoer: THvV &’

atodnoiLv © doun énoilnocev. 006" & Adwv TH Qwvii Tob

Bodg, AAAA T €6wboT+ STl &% €yydg &oTi, 6ud Tfic vwviic

fodeto, nal xalpeirv 61 tadtn galvetar. oduolwg &6° o006’

L6wv "n [edpwv] &ragov 1 dyprov alya," GAL" 8TL Bopdv

gEeL .t

In the Generation of Animals, Aristotle makes another
zoological observation that he supports with evidence from
Homer. He is discussing the aging process in a man and the
other animals. In his explanation of the greying process he
notes that of all animals beyond man, the horse seems to
grey the most. The reason for this greying of the horse, he
feels, is the thinness of the bone that surrounds its brain.
This is demonstrated by the fact that a blow delivered to
this spot can kill a horse. An example of this, he notes,
can be found in the I1liad.

tolg &° tmnoig [adtdv] énionualver pdiroto Gv {ouev

Cowv, 6tL Aentdtatov 1O doTolv GOg natd ueyedog £xouvotL

nepl TOV éyréparov TV EAAwvV. Tenunpirov &° 8TL nalpiog

A mAnyh © elg OV TOMOV TOolTOV yivetalr adtolig: &LO

nal “ounpoc oltwg énolnoev "lva 1e npiitat TECxes LRTwY

npavly eunegldaol, udirota &€ nalpLdv EoTLv. "t ?

The final zoological observation Aristotle makes for
which he cites an Homeric example is found in the Problems.

In a rather complex argumentation about the characteristics

of eunuch bulls and rams he argues that maleness leads to

“lyicomachean Ethics 1118a, 17-24 (=rliad iii.24).

4“2 ~oneration of Animals 785a, 11-16 (=rliad viii.83-
84).
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growth in breadth and depth as well as height. Femaleness,
however, produces growth only in height. The eunuch bull or
ram, therefore, losing its maleness, grows only in height.
Homer, he says, exemplified this when speaking of the orph-
aned daughters of Pandareus, he said that 'Sacred Artemis
gave them height.'

T0 && peyedog udvov ot edvodyoL elg Td &ppev ueta-

BdAalovoiLv. uelloug yao ylvovTaL. &otL 8& TolTOo TOU

dppevog: TA Yap IMAea EAdTTW EO0Tl TGV Adppévov. fi

o0&¢ Tolto eig 1d Bppev, AAL" e€ilc TO 9fiAv; o0 Ydp elc

nav Td péyedog, &AA" elig td ufjnog udvov, Td 6% dppev

nal elg mAdtog unal elg BASog: Téte Y&p TETEAELWTOL.

ETL &6 g €xet TO AL mpdc TO dppev, obtwg adTol TOl

IMieog f mapdévog nedc THV yuvaluas 7 uEv vdp A6n

yevvala, 7 6t of. elg thv TodTwv o0V ueTaPdAAeL- éni

pfiroe yadp taltairg ) adEnoug. 6Ld ual “Ounpoc € Td

"ufinos 6° Emop’ "Apteuirg ayvid," &g 6Ld THV mapdeviav, &

elxe, 6uvapévng SolGvar.™?

Coming finally to sciences of the simply physical
world, Aristotle makes five observations for which he finds
support in the Homeric poems. The first, a geological-
geographic observation, occurs in the Meterologica, when the
Philosopher is discussing the settlement of people in marshy
areas that gradually develop into dry land. The precise
time and place of earliest settlement in such gradually
changing areas is forgotten, he thinks. The settlers usually
inhabit the dry land as it becomes available very gradually
over a very long period of time. This he observes is what

happened in Egypt, whose ancient name was Thebes. Homer,

he observes, supports the evidence of Egypt's ancient name.

“*3problems 894b, 24-35 (=0dyssy xx.71l). Cf: Footnote?!
Supra.
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olov cuuBepnue nal meol thv Alyuntov: ual yap oBtoc
ael Enpdtepog O tOMog galvetal yryvduevoc ual méoo i)
“xopa tod. notouod mpdoxworg odoa Ttol Nellou, SLd &&

1O HaTtd nLupdv Enpairvoutvev TV EAHV Tolg mAnciov
eloownilecdalr O 1ol Ypdvou ufirog donentat THV ApxXHv.
galvetar &° odv nal Td otduata ndvia, TANV &€vdg tod
KovwBiurol, yxeitpomnointo xol od tol motapold &dvta ual td
apyxatov 7 Afyuntog OfiBat maroduevar. &niot &¢& ual
“Ounpog, **

the matter of Egypt's changing terrain. He mentions Egypt
as though Memphis either were not there or at least were
not as important as in Aristotle's time. The Philosopher's
argument from the Poet here--an argument from silence--is
not as strong as his usual argument.
Sutw npdovatog dv dg einelv npdg Tdg TOoLavTAg ueTaBo-
Adc éuelvou ydp Tol tomou moieltar pvelav o¢ olnw
Méuprog olong A4 SAwg 4 od TnAtmrading. tolto &6 eludg
oltw ovppBalverv: ol ydp udtwdev toéMor TOV Gvwdev
Dotepov puiodnoav-: EAdderg yvadp €nl nielw xpdvov
dvayratov elvaL tobg é€yydtepov Tfig mpooywoewg &td Tb
ALpvdlelry &v tolg éoxdtoig del pdiiov. petaBdiieLr 6%
To®to mal maALv €09Metl- Enparvouevor ydp ol todmoL
€pyovtatl eigc O nHaidg €xetv, ol 6& mpdrtepov edupaelg
onepEnpatvouevar tdTE ylyvovtat xelpouvg.*?
Besides the mention in the ninth book of the 1liad,
Egypt surfaces in three places in the o0dyssey, again without
any mention of Memphis. The first two citations are brief,

the third extended. Menelaus tells Telemachus in the first

citation how he 'wandered over Cyprus, Phoenicia, and

““Meteorologica 351b, 27-35 (=Iliad ix.381-382: 006’
8c0° &g ‘Opyopevdv motivicetal, obds” doa enpac Alydmntiag)
Leaf {The riiad p.398, n, 381l) argues that Aristotle is
accepting an interpolation here, since the Thebes referred
to is probably the city in Boiotia.

“Smeteorologica 351b, 35-352a, 9.
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Egypt'. The text of Homer reads:

(4

Kdmpov dotviunv te ual Alyvntloug énaindelg, AlS({omndc
9" tudunv nal Zidovioug ual “EpepBoldc mal ALBINV,*E

A little later in the same book Homer is describing how
Helen mixed a drug into the wine served at the banquet
Menelaus was having in Telemachus' honor. She had gotten
the drug from 'Polydamna . . .a woman of Egypt, for there
the earth, the giver of grain, bears the greatest supply of
drugs'. It would be unlikely that Memphis, whether it
existed or not, would be mentioned by the Poet here. The
Homeric text reads as follows:

Tola ALdg duydtne £xe @dpupaua untidevra,

EodAd, 1A ol HoAdSapva ndpev BBVOC TMAPAUOLTLS

Alyuntin, T nAcelota @é€pel Lelbdwpog dpovpa

edpuana, t 7

In a final, extended passage (lines 245-291 of Book
XIV) about Egypt, Odysseus is describing his decision to
journey to that land, his voyage and éojourn there and
departure for Phoenicia and Libya. One could reasonably
expect mention of Memphis here, but it is not forthcoming.
In describing his arrival there he speaks of the river, the
fair fields, the plain, the city, but nothing of Memphis or
the changing terrain of Egypt. The most pertinent part of
the long Homeric passage reads:

"euntaltot &° Afyuntov &Uppeltnv induecda,
otfica & é&v Alydnty motaud véag AuPLeALooag.

“$odyssey iv.83-85.

*Todyssey iv.227-229.
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Evd’ i TtoL ptv éydh nerdunv éplnpag tralpoug

adtol ndp vieoor péverv uat viag €puvodal,

ontfipag && uatd oumonidg drtpvva véeodal .

ol 8" UBpeL elEavteg, éniromnduevor uévetl ood,

alya udr’ Atyuvntilwv &vspdv mepiunairéac dypolg

nopdeov, &u && yuvvaluag dyov nal viAnia téuva,

adtolg T° €xTeirvov: Tdya & &g méAiLv tuetr® A&bTH.

gt 6t Bofig &tovteg &pn’ ol garvoudvnoLv

nAdov+: mANTo 6& ndv nmedlov neldv Te nal Unnwov

xainod te otepomnfige *?®

In a discussion of the possible bio-chemical change of
the color of an animal's coat due to the water it drinks,
Aristotle asserts that for this reason the same animal can
be white when raised in some regions, and black when raised
in others. After speaking of rivers that make rams white
and others that make them black, he says 'it is widely
believed that the Scamander makes them vellow.' For this
reason, the Philosopher declares, they say Homer calls that
river Yellow instead of Scamander.

ual év 1§ Altovéplq &6& &Go motanol eloiv, Gv & uév

Acund & 6& pérava moirel T mMpdBata. Sdomet 5 nal o

nduavdpog motaudg Eavdd td mpdBata morelve SLd ual

OV “Ounpdv goaotv Avti Zuapdvdpou EAvOOV TPoocayYOopEeVELV

» L9

adtov.

In his on Marvelous Things Heard, Aristotle finds
support for an historical conclusion based on geological
evidence that he agrees was clearly illustrated in Homer.

He discusses geological limitations that some say would have

precluded certain routes for Jason out of the Pontus. For

“*80dyssey xiv.257-268.

“*Sgistory of the Animals 519a, 16-20 (=Iliad xx.73-74).
dvta 6° &p° ‘HopalotoLo uéyoag motaundg Baduvdivng,
v Bdvdov naiéouvol deol, &vdpeg 6& Tudupavdpov.
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example, he accepts along with other proofs 'still more
convincing evidence' that the voyage out did not take Jason
and the Argo through the Symplegades. The 'still more
convincing evidence' is found in the 0Odyssey when the Poet
says it is impossible to sail past this place because of the
very dangerous eruptions of Mount Etna.

EtL 6¢ TOoUTWV wavepwtepa onuela Aéyouvoilv, 8TL o0 &Ll
TOV ZUUNANYASwY €yéveto O &uniovg, adT) TH mounth €v
EnelvoLg tolg tédmorg udpTLEL XPOUEVOL. THV Y& SuvoxE-
perLav Tol nivédvou &upavilovta Aéyeilv &tu odun &oTL
napanieboot TOHV ToOTMOV,

GAXd 9" ouoD mlvands Te VEDV HAL OCWHATO QWTHV
wOuad’ alos gopfouot mupds T’ drooTo H¥erral.

50

In the Problems the Philosopher cites Homeric support
for his explanation of a light phenomenon he observed in the
physical properties governing the sea's waves: Water set in
motion appears darker. Homer recognized this, Aristotle
says, when he said that the wind madevthe sea black. It
appears lighter, the Philosopher observed, because it is
more transparent when it is still. Movement makes the water
less transparent and therefore blacker to the eye.

ALd TL TO U6wp BTtTOoVv 9alvetal Acsuvudv, €&v uLviiTaL,
otov ual 1 oplun; 8uLd ual “Ounpog Gpyouevou onol Tol
nveduatoc "perdvelr 8¢ te mévrog vn’ adtob." A SLd &bo
altlac, €yyvd9ev utv tfic SYewg obong, SLd Td SLieval

thv BYLv pdiiov fpeuodvtog, nivouvungvou &E uf edvdvumo-
pelv. TO 6 Sragavig Aevudv galveTar.’!?

S0on Marvellous Things Heard 839b, 28-34 (=0dyssey
xii.67-68). N.B.: The treatise is considered spurious and
traceable mostly to excerpts from Theophrastus.

Slproblems 934a, 13-18 (=rliad vii.64). Cf: Footnote?!
Supra.
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In one further observation of a physical science--

meterology-—-Aristotle cites Homer in support of his posi-
tion. In the Problems he is discussing the characteristics
of the different prevailing winds when he wonders why the
south-west wind is the calmest and the gentlest of all
winds. He recognizes that Homer agrees with the observation
since he describes it as the wind that always blows in the
Elysian Fields.

ALd TU O Téopupog eddLeLvdg nal “Ounpog év TH

‘HAvole medlep, "&Ax' alev zepdporo Suamvelouvoly diitau;"®?

In this chapter we have found Aristotle turning re-
peatedly to Hbmer to illustrate or support one philosophic
or scientific observation he has made. The range of sub-
jects in which he referred to the Poet was truly remarkable.
It swept from the philosophy of God through anthropology,
psychology, physiolgy, and medicine in the humaﬁ sphere,
zoology and biochemistry in the world of animals, and geé—
graphy, geology, meteorology, and physics in the purely
physical realm.

The quotations from the Philosopher which we have
studied in this chapter reveal that his approach to Homer
in these philosophic and scientific matters was quite
distinct from his approach to him in the arts of language.

The same high degree of admiration and matter-of-fact

S2problems 943 b, 21-23 (=odyssey iv.567). This read-
ing of Aristotle does not agree with our text which reagfz
dAL° atlel zepdpoiro ALyd mvelovtog dnitag. Cf. Footnote
supra.



108
respect were just as clearly in evidence, but with a subtle
difference. 1In matters relatea to the arts of language
Homer is approached as the master and teacher. Here, in
philosophical and scientific questions we find him ap-
proached not as master philosopher or scientist but as the
reliable source and reservoir of traditional wisdom and

lore.



CHAPTER FIVE

ARISTOTELIAN TEXTS ON HOMER
AS
TEACHER OF HUMAN VALUES

Searching in human experience and principles for what
is good or desirable for man is a central effort of
Aristotle's philosophy of man. The record of this quest is
scattered throughout the Philosopher's works, but is mainly
found, of course, in the three explicitly named ethical
works, in the Politics and in the Rhetoric which, as we
noted in Chapter Three, has a clearly ethical orientation.

In the course of his inquiry into human values, as .
revealed in his extant works, Aristotle turns to the author-
ity of Homer fifty-four times to suppdrt his judgement about
some particular human good. Relating to values he cites
Homer twelve times in the Politics, eighteen times in the
Nicomachean Ethics, three times in the Eudemian Ethics and
twice in the Magna Moralia. Again, too, while treating some
aspect of man's values he claims Homer's support seventeen
times in the Rhetoric and once each in the Metaphysics and

Poetics.
The present chapter will analyze the fifty-four

Aristotelian texts that see Homer as teacher of wvalues to

deduce what they show about Aristotle's attitude towards the
109 |
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Poet.

Homer's épics are stories of men in action. At no
point are they theoretical or speculative discussion. It is
not surprising therefore to find the Philosopher reaching
for Homer to verify some principle not in the abstract but
in the concrete world of men's practical lives.

Aristotle's Rhetoric is a practical work--a guide to
help the orator persuade men to choose, decide, or act.
When he weighs human values in this treatise Homer fre-
quently occurs to him.

Early in the work as the Philosopher discusses how the
deliberative orator must exhort men to the expedient and
dissuade them from the inexpedient he equates experience
with goodness. Judging it necessary to grasp first the
basic notions of goodness and expediency in general, he
assunmes goodness to be 'whatever is desirable for its own
sake, or for the sake of which we choose something else.'’

gotw 6N dyaddv & &v adtd tavtod &vena 7§ alpetdv, ual
ob &veua drro alpodueda,?

Pleasure and happiness are good since they are uni-
versally desirable, he argues, and they come with the
exclusion of evil and possession of good. He lists neces-
sary goods--things generally recognized as excellent in
themselves and productive of many other advantages: justice,

courage, self-control, magnanimity, magnificence and other

lRhetoric 1362a, 21-23.
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virtues of soul; health, beauty, and other virtues of body;
wealth, friendship, honor and good reputation; eloquence,
capacity for action, natural cleverness, good memory,
readiness to learn, quick-wittedness, and all similar
qualities; all the sciences, art, and life itself.

After listing these generally accepted human values
Aristotle gives a principle to determine the goodness of
doubtfully good things: the opposite to evil is good or the
opposite to the advantage of our enemy is generally good for
us. Exemplifying the principle, the Philosopher quotes
Nestor'é warning to Achilles and Agamemnon that their common
enemy would be happy to hear of their quarrel.

nal Srwg & ol £x9pol BodrovtaL f| €’ § yalpouvot,

todvavtliov ToUTy dpéAiruov galvetatrs &Ld €d elpntat

"% wev yndioal Iplapos." €otL &' odu &del Tolto, &AL’

g énl 1O mMoAd-. o038tV Ydp nwAber E€viote TAadTO ovLU-

eépeLv Tolg évavioloig:?

Since an end is a good, every end or purpose that costs
us much labor and expense, Aristotle concludes, is valued as
a good by us. This value the Philosopher finds illustrated
in Homer when Hera pleads with Athene to prevent the Greeks
from leaving Troy and Helen.

ual ob &veura moAAd memdvntal | dedandvnratc EALVOUEVOV

ya&p &yaddv f16n, unal dg téAog O TOLOUTOV VmoAauBdveTat,

ual TéAogc MOAAGV: TO 8 TéAog &yaddv. 69ev TadT’
elpntat, "xad &€ xev edywinv Ipudug"?

Rhetoric 1362b, 33-37 (=Iliad i.255): Aristotle
gives only a few words of the quotation, since the line was

so well known.

3phetoric 1363a, 2-6 (=rliad ii.160). Another partial
guotation is given here, but enough to suggest the rest.
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According to Aristotle the same value is illustrated again
when-Odysseus‘sympathizes with the Greek army's longing to
leave Troy but encourages them to hold out. He tells them
it would be disgraceful after fighting so long to return
home empty-handed.

nal aloxpdv tou &npdv 1e péverve*

Arguing from the general principle that everything
deliberately chosen appears as a good, Aristotle reasons
that whatever is preferred by a wise or good man or woman
must be good--as when Athene preferred Odysseus, Theseus
Helen, the goddesses Paris, and Homer Achilles.

nal & Tdv ppoviuwv TLg i TV Ayaddv &vdpdv fi yuvaludv

MPOoErpLvey oltov ‘0O6voocéa “AdNVA nal ‘EAdvnv 6noedc

nal “Ar€Eavépov al deal nal "AxLAréa “Ounpoc. ual

Siwg Th mpoaLpeTd - ®

Discussing next how to determine greater good or
expedience the Philosopher asserts that appearances can
alter the value we place on a thing. A good thing, for
example, can seem like more and therefore more desirable if
it is offered in parts. Conversely, according to Aristotle,
something bad can appear worse if it is broken down and
presented in parts. This is exemplified in the rliad, he

thinks, when Meleager is persuaded to fight upon hearing of

all the evils, considered separately, that happen to a city

“*Rhetoric 1363a, 6 (=rliad 1i.298). Still another
partial quotation to suggest the rest of a well known
passage.

SRhetoric 1363a, 16-19.
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that falls to the enemy.
nal Srairpobueva 6& eig T& né€pn T& adTd npellw galvetar-
nAetdvwv vao Unepéyxerv galvetor. &9ev ual & mounthg
penoL metoat A€yovoav TOV MeAéaypov dvactiivat
6ooo udn’ dvspdnolou méier TdV daTu GAGN.
Aoot pev g9LvidfouvoL, ndALv &€ Te nUp aunaddved,
éuva 8¢ 1’ dAdou dyovouv.®
Another principle for determining a greater good,
according to the Philosopher, is: the natural is a greater
good than the acquired because it is harder. Here Aristotle
means that what a man must develop simply on his own,
without any help beyond his own nature, demands harder work.
The end-product is a greater good, he concludes, since it
was produced with greater personal effort. Homer illus-
trates this, Aristotle thinks, when the Minstrel Phemius,
compelled to sing for Penelope's suitors, speaks of his

being self-taught.

ral T adtooute ToD EMLUTNTOU® YAAETOTEPOV YAp. B3ev
nal & mounTtie enoLv "adtodlsantog & elul."’

A little later in the Rhetoric, Aristotle broadly
defines pleasure as a kind of sudden and perceptible relaxa-
tion of the soul into its natural state. Everything plea-
sant, he maintains, must be experienced in the present,
remembered from the past, or h7ved £ in the future. He
concludes to the existence of a prir.. iple that he discovers

verified in the o0dyssey. MNot only does the memory of agree-

SRhetoric 1365a, 10-15 (=rliad ix.592-594).
Aristotle's text here differs from ours.

‘Rhetoric 1365a, 29-30 (=0dyssey xxii.347).
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able things cause us pleasure. The remembrance of even some
disagreeable things can cause us pleasure too, if they have
subsequently brought us some honor or good.

®O¢ dvdyun mdvta td H6éa fi Ev T altoddveoSar elval

napovTa f§ €v T peuviiodar yeyevnueva fi év 1 EAnlileLv

HEAAOVTA: aloddvovTtaLlr upEv ydo td mapdvra, uéuvnvral &&

Td vevyevnueéva, éAanilouvot 6& T& upéirovta. T ptv odv

pvnroveuvTd NHdea €otiv, od udvov doa é€v TP mapdvti, ETe

napfiv, f6éa Av, AAL" Evia nal odx Hdééa, &v { VoTepov
naAdv nal dyaddv td petd tolto- &9ev ual todt” elpntar,

"4AXT 160 toL cwddvta pepviiodaLr névwv,"

nal "peta ydp te oL dryeol tépmeTal dvnp

uvhnevos, 8otiLs moAra nd9n xal moAia édpyn."?

Aristotle concludes that everything that brings plea-
sure by its presence generally brings pleasure too when it
is looked forward to or remembered. Anger affords an
example of pleasure derived from something looked forward
to. It is pleasurable since it looks forward to revenge.

An example of this, according to Aristotle, occurs in the
Iliad when Homer observes that anger is much sweeter than

honey.

510 ual 1t dpylleocdaL 7{6Y, domep nal “Ounpog €mnolnoe
nepl ToO Svuod "Sote moAv yAuxlwv uwéALTOS natodleLBoudvoro*"?

The Philosopher makes the same point about anger a
little later when he examines anger more closely. He cites

the same passage from the rliad. To the pleasure produced

®Rhetoric 1370a, 32-1370b, 6 (=0dyssey xv.400-401).
N.B.: Aristotle misquotes the second line, which reads as
follows in the Oxford text: &g TLg 67 uAAo WOAAL TAdM
nal mOAL" énaindfior his text differs from ours. Note also
that the first quotation (A&L. . .nmdvwv--not hexamter)
is from a lost work of Euripides, not Homer.

®Rhetoric 1370b, 10-12 (=rliad xviii.108).
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by looking forward to future revenge he notes another more
present cause of pleasure in anger. He says that since men
dwell upon the thought of revenge when thev are angry, they
experience a phantasy of carrying out their revenge that
causes the same pleasure that accompanies a vivid dream.

nal ndon 6pyf &necdal Tiva HGovhv THY A&nd THc &Anidog
To0 TiLuwpnoaodat+ KL piEv ydp O oleoSatr tedEeodar

v Epletar, oddelc 6& TV garvopdvev AdSuvdtwv &oleTot
abtTd, & 6 OpyLlduevog epLetatr SLVATHYV ALTHP. SLd
HaAdg elpntal mepl dupol "Sote moAv yiuvxlwv péAiLtog

ratadeLBouévoro &vbpdv €v otidecoLy défetal.”"  dnoAloudel Ydp
wal Héovhy TiLg 6Ld Tte Todto umal &LdtL SiratplBouvoiv év

LY

TP TLruwpelodar T Sdtavolq- © odv tdte yivoutvn gavta-
olo Hhdoviv EumoLel, domep © THV €vunviwv. !

Meﬁory of an absent loved one provides an example of
pleasure derived from something remembered. For this rea-
son, Aristotle argues, there is a certain amount of pleasure
even when the absence of the beloved is painful. Pain is
caused by the absence of the loved one, but pleasure comes
with the remembrance of his actions and personality. Once
again the Philosopher finds Homeric support. The very same
formula is used twice to describe how recollections of an
absent loved one cause weeping. The formula appears in the
Iliad concerning grief for the dead Patroclus. It occurs
again in the odyssey touching the sorrow at Odysseus' long
absence from home.

nat dpxh 6¢ 100 Epwrog adtn yiyvetar mdolv, dtav uh

uévov mapdvtog Xalpwolv dAAd nal AndvTtog HEUVNUEVOL

EodoLv. 61d ual dtav Auvmnpdg vévntal TP un mapelvai,
nal &v tolgc mévdeot nal 9pnvoig éyylvetal tTLg Hdovn*

10phetoric 1370b, 1-9. (=rIliad xviii. 108).
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f uev ydo Adnn énl Tf uh Lndpxeirv, HGovh &° Ev TH

pepviiodalr ual 6pdv nwg énetvov, nal & &npatte, wal

ofog Av. 61d nal tolt’ etudtwg elpntal, "ws gdro,

totou 6e mdouv V9’ Cuepov dpoe ydoro.'t?

When the Philosopher comes to the closer analysis of an-
ger mentioned above he cites the Poet eight times to exem-
plify various insights into that human passion. Perhaps he
recognized a special competence in Homer on this subject,
since the whole story of the Iliad centers around the anger
of Achilles.

Anger is defined in broad terms by the Philosopher as a
desire accompanied by pain for real or apparent revenge for
a real or apparent unmerited slight against oneself or
one's friend. Dishonor, he maintains, 1is a characteristic
of insult. One who dishonors another belittles and angers
him. Achilles typifies this, according to Aristotle, when
he protests that Agamemnon has angered him because he dis-
honored him by keeping his prize, Briseis.

UBpewg 6& &tiula, & 8° A&tiudlowv dALywpel: TO yvad

undevdg &ELov oddenlav €xer TLunv, o0T’ A&yadob olte

nanod. 51d Aédver OpyLlduevog & "AXLAAEVLC "Atluncev:

Exwv yap Exev yépas altos dmodpag"!?

Achilles expresses his anger at Agamemnon for essentially

the same reason on two other occasions, using the same

formula both times: because Agamemnon 'treated him like a

1phetoric 1370b, 22-29 (=Iliad xx1ii.109; odyssey
iv.183). In the latter Homeric quote €@ is used in place

of our bo’.

12phetoric 1378b, 29-33 (=rliad i.356; Iliad ix.367).
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dishonored refugee'.

Hal "woeu Tuv' &tluntov petavdatnv," O 14 TolTO
4pyLlduevog. t?

Pursuing the nature of insult the Philosopher declares
that men believe they are entitled to be highly esteemed by
those who are their inferiors in any respect. This was
Homer's insight, he thinks, when portraying Agamemnon's
wrath he called the anger of kings great.

npoonretv &' olovtatl moAlvwpelodal VNG TOHV HTTOAVOV HATA

yévog, uatd dOvoauirv, uwat’ dpethv, ual Siwg év § Gv

TadT®d Vnepexn moAd, otov €v xpnuaotv & mAodoiog mévn-

Tog ual €v TH AEyerv PnropLrdg &duvdtou einetv nal

dpxwv dpyonevov ual dpxetv &Etog olduevog tol Gpxeodal

4Elou. 6L elpntaL "Suvuos be udyas €0TL SLoTpepdwy BaoLidfwy'!?

Aristotle notes that the Poet was expressing the same
insight in the first book of the rliad. Speaking of proud
Agamermnon's anger the seer Calchas tells Achilles that a
mighty king, angered by an inferior, might succeed in
swallowing his anger for a day but will continue to bear a

grudge afterwards.

ual "dArd ye mar petdniodev €xel udrov: " dyavantolol
ydp LA THV dnepoxhv.!?®

13phetoric 1378b, 33-34 (=Iliad ix.648; Iliad xvi.59).

'%phetoric 1378b, 34-137%a, 5 (=Iliad ii.196). 1In
some MSS the singular BaciAfijog is used. (The Oxford Classi-
cal text has the plural form.)

!Sphetoric 1379a, 5-6 (=Iliad i.82). Note that a
little later in this same passage there is an observation
even more supportive of Aristotle's position. In line 91,
Book I of the Iliad Achilles says Agamemnon swears he is by
far the greatest of the Achaeans. The Oxford text reads:
8c vOv ToAAdVY dpLotog “Axaldv ebyxetat elvat.
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Mildness is the opposite of anger. A man is mild, the
Philosopher observes, to those who humble themselves before
him and do not contradict him. He seems to recognize they
are afraid of him, and no one who is afraid slights another.
Even the behaviof of doys demonstrates that anger ceases
towards those who humble themselves, since they do not bite
those who sit down. Aristotle does not refer to Homer here
explicitly but we find an excellent illustration of his
observation in the 0dyssey when "Odysseus cunningly sat
down" as the swineherd's hounds rushed at him with loud
barking.

ratl Tolg Tametvouvuévolrg mpde adtodbe nal uh dvitiAéyou-

oLv: galvovtatr ya&p duoroyelv fittoug elvar, ol 8" HrToug

poBodvtaL, @opoduevog 8¢ o0éelg SALywpel. 8TL &6& mpdg

ToLg Tamnelvouvutvoue mavetatr © O6pyn, nal ot udveg

&niroloLv o0 &duvovteg Tobge nadllovtag.'®

Examining further what causes men to grow mild rather
than angry the Philosopher notes that'anger is personal.
For this reason a man is less angry (milder) if he thinks
the person he wants to punish will never know who punished
him. Homer provides an example once more. The angry
Odysseus wants Polyphemus to know it was he who gave him
his savage injury. This suggests that he would have felt

unavenged if Polyphemus remained ignorant who had blinded

him and for what.

léphetoric 1380a, 21-25 (=odyssey xiv.29-31:
*EEamivng &° ‘06uocfia {8ov ndveg LAAUSUWEOL
ot udv meuifyovreg énédpapov- abtdp ‘08&uvooelg
g&Ceto nepdooodvy
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nal €dv uh alodoeocdor ofwvtalr 6Tl &L’ adtobe nal

avd® Qv Emadov-: 1§ yYdp Spyh TOV uad’ Enaotdv EoTLv-

6fidov &° £u tol SpLouold. &Ld Spdhg memointat "edodac

'06voofia tToALndpdLov,” bg ob TeTiuwpnuévog, ei uh fodeto

nal Ve’ od ual &vd’ Stou.l’

Aristotle's next conclusion follows naturally. Since
you cannot be as angry with a person who does not know you
are angry with him or that you are punishing him, clearly
you cannot be angry with the dead. They are beyond pain
which is the intent of the angry. Aristotle finds this
illustrated in the rliad when Homer wants to restrain
Achilles' anger against dead Hector.

wote olte Tolg AAdoig doou uh altoddvovial dpyllovtal,

o0te TOolg TESVERDOLV &1L, Qg memovddoLr te 1d EoyaTov

nal odu dryrioovoirv o086’ atodnoouévorgc ol ot dpyLldue-
voir €plevioal. &Ld €0 mepl tod “Entopog & moiuntng,
nafoal BouvAduevog TOV ‘AxLArda Tfic Spyfic TEDVEDTOC,

"nwenv yap 6n yatav deunlgel peveatvwy. '

After defining indignation as 'pain at another's un-
deserved good fortune', Aristotle examines the concept more
fully. In his analysis he concludes that a particular good
must be suitable or proportionate to the individual. There
is indignation, for example, at the inferior who challenges
one who is superior to him. Cebriones, the son of Priam,
provides an example of this in the Iliad, as the Philosopher
observes. He avoided battle with Ajax lest he incur Zeus'

indignation.

£dv odv dyaddg &dv un tod dpudttovrog TLYXAVD, VEUEON-
Tév. nal OV HTttw TP Ypeltrtovi AdupLoBntelv, pdiiota

1 TRhetoric 1380b, 20-24 (=0dyssey ix.504).

18phetoric 1380b, 24-29 (=Irliad xxiv.54).
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ptv obv tolg év ) adTd: 8%ev nal TolT® EipnTOn,
Alavtog 6" dréeuve pdynv Terapwvidsao.
Zevs ydp ol vepdaaoy , 0T GHECVOVL QWTL HAXOLTO.

19

Each of the three ethical works, Nicomachean Ethics,
Eudemian Ethics, and Magna Moralia contains a formal study
of the virtues. Courage is the first virtue studied in all
three works.

Rather than give a definition of that virtue he employs
his 'golden mean' principle for determining the nature of
virtues. He places true courage midway between too much and
too little fear. He examines various characters called
courageous and shows how they fulfill or fail the norm.

Citizen's or civic courage is not true courage but most
closely resembles it. This courage occurs among troops who
are rewarded by their state with honors for enduring danger
but disgraced or penalized for cowardice. This civic
courage, he says, we find among Homer's heroes. The same
verse in the Iliad that expresses Hector's avowed motive
for facing Achilles is cited in all three ethical works as
exemplifying citizen's courage. In the Nicomachean Ethics
it is introduced as follows:

fotL uEv odv f &vépela toLolTdv TL, Aéyovtar 8t nal

gtepal Hatd mévie Tednoug, NEOTOV uEv T TMOALTLMHNR-

wdrtota ydp €oinev: SouoloL ydp Onouéveirv ToLC ULVED-
* ~ LY 2 ~ 2 r .
voug ol moAiTat &Ld Td én TAV vopwv émitiuia ual T&

!9ghetoric 1387a, 31-35 (=Iliad xi.542). Note that
only the first verse is in the accepted text of Homer. The
second verse is not found in any of the MSS, but it may
have been in Aristotle's Homer. Cf: Hinman's enlightening
discussion of this line: oOp. cit., pp. 43-44
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Sveldbn nal 6Ld tdg TLpde. nal 8Ld tolto &vdpeLdTATOL
sonoboLv elvatr map’ ofg ol SetArol &Tipotl nal ot
avbépetot Evripor. toLovtoug && nal “Ounpog moiel,
ofov tOV ALoundnv nal tdHV "EunTopa.
TovAudduas pol mpiitos Edeyxelnv dvasfigel™ 2?0

In the Magna Moralia it is mentioned in much the same

ndAtv €oTiv GAAN &vSpla moAirTtiun Sonoloa elvar, ol 6L°
atoxdvnv v npde tTolg moAltag Lnopévouol TOUC HLVEL~
voug ual SounoloLv &vdpelou elvair. onuetov 6& todtou-
ual y&p “Ounpog memnolnue TOV “"Entopa A€yovta "lovivdduag
pou Tp®TOS EAeyxelnv dvaddoet," 65ud oletalr Selv updyxeodal.?!?

In the EFudemian Ethics the introduction is similar but the

above Homeric citation is preceded by four words alleged to

be Homer's but not found in our Homer.

AAAG mdvTov TV ToLoUtwv altlwv ol &ud ThHv aldd
Onopnévovteg udiLota gavelev avdpelol, naddnep natl
YOunpog TOV YEntopd onoiv Lmopelval tOVv nivduvov TV
nedo OV “AxLAAéa-r ‘Evtopa &' aldwg elrer Nounvdduag pou
npdtog &Aeyxelnv dvadnoer. " ual €otiv ) moALTLXn &dvdpla
adtn.

Another example of citizen's courage the Philosopher

finds in the Iliad when Diomedes says that if he fails to

face Hector the Trojan will boast later in Troy about his

cowardice.

wal Aivoundng,
“Extwp Yydp mote ghioeu éviy Tpdeoo’ &yopedwv,
Tuseldng un’ éueto.?3

149) .

20yicomachean Ethics 1ll6a, 15-23 (=Irliad xxii.100).
2lpMagna Moralia 119la, 5-9 (=Iliad xxii.100).
22pydemian Ethics 1230a, 16-21 (=Iliad xxii.100).

23Nicomachean Ethics 1l16a, 24-26 (=rliad viii.l48-
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Next Aristotle discusses the courage of troops forced
intovbattle by their leaders. It is similar to the above
but inferior since its motive is fear rather than shame,
and the desire to avoid pain rather than disgrace. He cites
Hector motivating the Trojans with this kind of courage.

TdEar 86° &v Tig ual Tobg OMd THV dpyxdvitwv &dvaynalo-
uévoug eig tad1d: yelpoug 86°, Bop oh 8L° aldd &AAAL
SLd edBov adtd Epdol, ual gedyovieg od TO aloypdv
AAAS, TO Avnnpdve dvayrdlouvolL yapo ol wdptoir, Gonep &
"ExTwp
ov 8¢ n’ éywv éndveude ndyxns nrdooovta voriow,
o0 ol dpxiov éooetrar guydery ndvag.?"

In another context in the Politics as he discusses a
king's authority as military leader in the field the Philo-
sopher finds Agamemnon using the same kind of motivation
with his troops.

®TETvar ydp o0 undprog, €L un €v TLvL BaocitAelq, wnaddnep
™V Gpyxalov év talc noieuirnalg €ESSoLg €v xeLpdg
vOup. &niot 8&° “Ounpogc: 6 Ydp "Avyaufuvov HAKDE uEv
duodwv nveilxeto €v talg éuninolarg, £EeAddviwv 6& nal
utelvar udprogc fiv. Adyer yoOv "Ov 6¢ n’ éywv

arndveude udyns, ol ol dpuiov éooettar guyéelv ndvas N6’ olwvoig.
rap yop épot Hdvatog."?®

2%Nichomachean Ethics 1ll6a, 29-35. The words of

Aristotle's citation of Homer here describe in substance
what we find Hector saying to his troops in our 1liad XvV.
348-351:

dv 6° &v £€ydbv Andveuvde vedv ET€pwdL vorow,

adtod ol ddvatov untloouar, o0EE vu TSV YE

yvotol TE yYvwtal TE TLEdE Aeddywot davdvTa,

&ALd udveg éplovoLl mpd doteog AUETEPOLO.

But the citation, although not exactly the same, identifies
far more readily with the words we find in our Homer, Iliad
ii.391+, 393+, describing Agamemnon addressing his troops.
cf: quotation in immediately following footnote.

2%politics 1285a, 8-14 (=rliad ii.391+, 393+) Note
that the last line of this Homeric citation is not found 1in
our Homer.
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Spirit is in the courageous along with courage. When
the courageous encounter danger a certain kind of excite-
ment and impulse of spirit moves them, says Aristotle. This
form of courage inspired by spirit seems to be the most
natural courage. Reenforced by deliberate choice and pur-
pose it appears to be the truest courage. The Philosopher
found Homer speaking often of this concomitant spirit. The
Poet uses the expression 'strength of spirit' in the I1liad.

&dvépetor vdp elvar SouxoloL unal ot 6td Suudv. donep

& Ipla énl tobg tTpdoavtac gepducvol, BTl nal ol

avépetlotl Supoerdelg: tTnTLudTaTov Y& & Suudc mnpdc

Tobg nLvdbvoug, &%ev ual “Ounpog "osévos EuBare Hungp"?®

Aristotle says Homer mentions might and spirit to-
gether, too.

nal "uévoc nau Supov Eyeupe'? 7

In the o0dyssey Aristotle notes a description that
indicates excitement and impulse of spirit: 'bitter anger
welling up through his nostrils.'

nal "epuuu &' &va ptvas pévogh?®

28Nicomachean Ethics 1116b, 24-27 (=Iliad xiv.151):
Note two other very similar expressions: Iliad xvi.529:
uévog 6¢€ ol €uBaire duud. I1liad xi.ll: ‘AyxarofoLv 6t péya
o9¢évog EuBad’ &udoTe napdin.

2 lVicomachean Ethics 1116b, 28. Exactly the same
phrase which Aristotle cites from his Homer cannot be found
in ours, but we have many equivalents: Iliad Xv.232: €yeLpe
uévog uéya, Irliad xv.594: €yeLpe uévog ueya, SEAye 6
Svudv. The identical formula occurs in three passages:
Iliad v.470; rliad vi.72; Iliad xi.291: Q¢ eindv Otpuve
uévoc ual Juudv éudotou, Iliad xxiii.468: pevog EAAraBe
Svudv.

28yicomachean Ethics 1116b, 28 (=0dyssey xxiv.318).
This differs from our Homer which reads: &vd plvag 6¢ ol
nén/ Sprud uévog mpoldruye.
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A fourth phrase, 'his blood boiled', is quoted but is

not found anywhere in our Homer.

nal "#geocev alpa:" mdvra ydp Td TtoralTa &oine onualvelv
thv tol dunod &yepoiv wal dppiv.??

Nobility of courage must be the real motive of coura-
geous men Aristotle observes. Therefore men are not to be
viewed as courageous if they simply rush iﬁto danger, driven
by pain and anger, and blind to the dangers they face. 1If
such were courageous, the Philosopher argues, even asses
would be brave when they are hungry. No blows will make
them stop grazing. Here Aristotle seems clearly to be
thinking of Homer's simile in the I1l1iad, in which, speaking
of Ajax fighting, he describes the stubborn ass who refuses
to be driven from grazing by the repeated blows of boys.

o 61 éotiv &vépela SLd TO W’ &dAynddvog ual Suuod

EEedavvouevo edge TOV ulvduvvov dpudv, oddtv TV SeLvdv

npoopdvia, énel olTtw ye ndv ol BvoL A&vépelor elev
neLvdvteg* Tuntouevolr y&o odu doplotavtar Tfg voufic. 3?

29%yicomachean Ethics 1116b, 29-30. Note that this
phrase is found in Theocritus xx.15, who must be borrowing
it.

$%vicomachean Ethics 111eéb, 33-36; 1117a, 1 (=rliad
Xi.558-568).
g 6" 8t" Bvog map® dpouvpav Ldv ERLACATO Talsdag
vodng, ¢ 8N moAAd mepl pédmar’ auple &dyn,
nelper T° eloeAddbv Badd Antov: ol &¢ Te naildec
TOnTOLOLVY PomdroLol: BIn &% Te vnuin adTHV-
onovsfi T° €ENdacoav, énel T' énopéoocato wopBRg:
@g toT’ €nevt’ Alavta péyav, Teioudviov vidv,
Tphdeg Onépduuot moAunyepéeg T° EM{KOULPOL
voooovteg Euotolou péoov oduoc aldv émnovto.
Alag 6" dAlote utv pvnodoneto SovpLdog AAufC
adtLg Unootpeedelg, ol EpntloocHe @AAQYYAC
Tpwwv Lnnodduwv, 6Tt 6& TEPwNdoUeTO QEVYELV.
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Aristotle observes that human virtue, courage, for
example, could be so lacking in an individual that he would
be called a 'beast'. Conversely virtue could be present on
a super-human or divine scale. This latter he finds exem-
plified in Homer when Priam speaks of his son, Hector, as a
god.

npdg &¢ THV Snprdtnta udirot’ v dpudttol Aédyerv ThHV

OnEp Nudg dpethv, AHewlnnv tiva wal delav, domnep

YOunpog mnepl “Eutpog menolnue Aéyovta toOV Tplapov 8TL

opddpa. v Ayaddg, "ovse éfuel/ &vspds ye Hvntod ndils Eupevat

&dAda Seoto."3?

In a discussion about wisdom the Philosopher calls it
the most perfect kind of knowledge. He implies that there
is a general wisdom. It is not limited to a single art as,
for example, in sculpture and statuary-- the 'wisdom' that
merely indicates a particular artistic excellence. He
cites Homer in the Margites speaking of a man whom the gods
did not make a digger or ploughman or wise in anything else.

THv 6& cogplav &€v Te Talg Téyxvalrg tolg drpiBeotdtoLg

Tdce Téyvac adnodlsdounev, olov derdlav ALdoupydv copdv

ual MolOuAeLTOV AvSpLavTomnoldv, évtadida nEv odv oddtv

dXro onualvovieg THV coplav fi 8TL &peth TEXVNG £€0TLV*

elvar 8¢ tivag copodbg oldueda diwg ob natd pepog 006’

dMlAo TL cogolg, Gomep YOunpdc ¢onoiv €v TP Mapyltn

"tov 6 oft’ dp’ onanthpa Seot Héoav olt’ dpotfipa/ olt’ dAlwg

TL 009dv.

Friendship, Aristotle asserts, is a virtue, or involves

virtue, and is a requisite of life itself--needed in all the

3lyicomachean Ethics 1145a, 18-22 (=Iliad xxiv.258).

32yicomachean Ethics 11l4la, 9-15. (=Margites fragment
II; OCT Vol.V, p.156). Note that Aristotle accepts the
Margites as Homeric. Cf. also 1448b, 28-30 discussed in
Chapter Three.
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periods and conditions of human life. The rich, he says,
need friends to share and preserve their wealth. The poor
need them often as their only resource. The young need
friends to guard them from error; the elderly, to care for
them; those in the prime of life, to assist them in the
performance of noble deeds. This need of friendship is
illustrated by Homer, according to the Philosopher, when he
says in the rliad that two together will plan and carry out
actions better.

nal véorg && npde T dvapdptntov ol mpeoBO9Téporc TEdC
Jepanelav nat td &Adelnov TAg mMpdEewc &L’ Adcdeverav

n L4

Bondel, tolg T &€v Auufi npdg TAg UnAAdg mpdLeig: "odv
1e 68’ épyopdvw" nal ydo voficar unal mpdfal Suvvatdrepor.?®

3
In four different works Aristotle refers to the same
phrase of Homer to exemplify a common insight into the
nature of friendship--that it is based on attraction of
persons like each other. In the Nicomachean Ethics he
paraphrases it when he says that some people consider
friendship a matter of similarity.
AtopproBnteltat &6& nmepl adtfig odu S6Alya. ol ugv vdp
dpoLldtnTtd TLva TLdéaoilv adThv unal tolLg duolouvg wlAoug,
89ev tov Supordv @aotv &g Tov Suoiov, mal uoroLdv motl uo-
AoLdv, wal doa toradta-®*

In the Magna Moralia he introduces the Homeric citation

with the other when he asks whether friendship does indeed

33Nicomachean Ethics 1155a, 12-16 (=Iliad x.224).
Aristotle's Homer differs slightly from ours here.

3%Nicomachean Ethics 1155a, 32-35 (=0dyssey xvii.218).
noroudg motl nodotdv is a proverbial phrase not in Homer.
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flourish between those who are alike as men seem to be-
lieve.

nodtepov Ydp €otTiv © oiLila év tolg duolorg, domep

Souel unat Adyetai; mnal ydpo noAordc gpaoct mapd UoAOLdV

iCdver, ual "ale! toL Tov Sporov dyel Heog mwg Tov Sporov.'td 3

In the Eudemian Ethics the Homeric citation is intro-
duced again when the Philosopher begins to examine what men
consider the basis of friendship.

dnopettat && mMoAAd mepl TAg orAlag, mpdtov utv bg ot

£€Ewdev mepLAauBdvovieg ual éntl mAéov Aéyovrteg: Souel

Yyao totg utv 10 Sporov TP Onolep elvar eliov, &9ev

elpntar "wc alel tov Spovov dyel Seos wg tov Suotov: "

ral ydp "woAoiog mapa wmoAotdv." "Eyvw 6e olp TE @dpa

ual Aduog Aduov."3°©

Aristotle concludes that the extreme views on the
nature of friendship are wrong. He rejects equally the
principles that only likes or only opposites can be
friends. Heraclitus he identifies as one who maintains that
only opposites can be friends. He observes that this early
Greek thinker rejected Homer's prayer that strife should
perish between god and man. Aristotle does not agree
with Heraclitus' rejection but simply states it. He would
hardly countenance this twisting of the Homeric plea for
peace to mean the denial of differences between god and

man.

ol 6& t& évavtla olia: wnal ‘HpduAeirTtog £€miTLnd TP
noLficavtt "us fpug €x Te Selv uaL dvdpdrwy dndroutor " 00 YA

35Magna Moralia 1208b, 8-10 (=0dyssey xvii.218+).

38pudemian Ethics 1235a, 4-9 (=0dyssey xvii.218). The
®Op proverb is of unknown origin, not in Homer.
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&v elval dpuoviav ph &vrogc dEéoc ual Bopdog, oOEE

td CHa dvev IMreog nal dppevog évavilwv Evtwv. &vo

pev abtair 86Eal mnepl ¢guilag elol, Aloav te naddiou

KEXWPLOUEVAL Toogoltov, diial 6& f16n &yyutépw ual

oluetalL THV gatvouévov.?3 ?
In the Rhetoric, while considering what constitutes the
pleasurable for man, Aristotle concludes that things that
are like each other generally please each other. Among
other quotations he cites, in part, the Homeric 'like to
like' verse cited above.

ual énel 1o natd @odourv /160, T& cuyyevii 8¢ natd EboLV

dAAnroig éotiv, mdvta T& cuyyevii nal Spoia (6o b

Enl td moAd, olov &vdpwnog &vdpdng nal tnnoc Unme nal

véog veEp. 89ev nal al mapoirulatr elpnvrar, dg HALE

NAwua Tépnet, nal ws alel tov Opotov, nal &yvw &

Ofip Ofipa, ual d&el uororog mapa xoroudv, umal Soo &Ala

Toradta. 38

The Philosopher proposed that moral virtue is a mean
between two vices, one involving excess, the other, defi-
ciency. It was hard, he argued, to be good, since it was
hard to find the middle course. He advises, therefore, that
we steer ourselves from the more erroneous side--~from what
is more contrary to the middle course, thus choosing the
least of evils. He found this doctrine expressed in the
odyssey by Calypso, "Hold the ship out beyond the surf and
spray."

&0 8el TOHV otoyxalduevov Tol péoov npdTov uEv Anoxwnelv

Toh udArov é€vavilov, naddneo unal 7 Kaivyd mapatvel

"TodTou pev xamvol uat udpoatos €xtos fepye/  via."
Supwv 1O 1éV éoTiv duaptwrdTEPOV, TO &° fiTTov: émel

3 JToudemian Ethics 1235a, 25-31 (=rliad xviii.1l07+).

38Rhetoric 1371b, 12-17 (=odyssey xvii.218).
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odv 1ol péoou Tuxelv drpwc XAAETAV, natd TOV &ebTtepdv
@aoL AoDV T& EAdxioTa Anmntéov ThV maudv?d®

To achieve this difficult middle course the Philosopher
advises us to guard against things we find naturally plea-
surable, since we do not judge them impartially. We should,
he argues, feel towards pleasure as the elders of Troy felt
towards Helen. We should repeat their saying in all cir-
cumstances, he says, since we are less likely to miss the
mean if we dismiss pleasure.

€v mavtt 6& udAirota @uianteov TO NHSL nal THv HdovHv:e

o0 Y&p &béuaocTtor uplvouev adTHv. 6nep odv ol Snuoyép-

ovteg Enadov mnpdc thv "EAévnv, TobTto 8t madelv ual

Nude mpdg THV Hdovhv, nal &v ndor thHv €nelvov EnLiré-

YELV @wvniv: oltw Ydp adthv dnomneunduevolr AtTOovV duapinod-

pneda. tadt’ odv morodvrteg, &bg &V ue@akat? gtnetlv,

udAitoto dvvnodueda Tod péoou TLyydveLv.®

Desires, which are in the order of attractions, are
either common to all men, Aristotle notes, or peculiar to

certain persons. The desire for food is natural to all

men, as the desire for sexual intercourse is natural to the

3%Nicomachean Ethics 1109a, 30-35 (=0dyssey xiii.219-

220):

Todtou uEv nanvol nal wduatog Eutdg Eepye

vija, ob 6& ouomnélov émnipaleo-
This actual citation is the words of Odysseus giving a
command to his steersman according to advice he received
from Circe, not Calypso in 0Odyssey xii.1l08-109:

AAAL pGAQ ZUOAANC OUOTIEAP TMEMANULEVOC OHA

viia naptE éAdav, énel 7| oAl ¢éptepdv £0TLV.

“%qicomachean Ethics 1109b, 7-13 (=Iliad iii.156-160):
"00 vépeaig Tpdag ratl £0uvhpLdag “Axatodg
ToLfi6’ duol yovarnl moidv xpdvov dAyea mAoYeELV:*
alvide &davdtnou 9efic elg dna Eoimev:s
dAMG natl g toln mep €o0o’ év vnuol veeodw,
uné’ Jptv teuceool t° Omnlocow nipa Alnoirto."
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young and lusty, as Homer observes.

TV 8" emLdupLdv atl nev uwovval dowolorv elvar, at &°

(6oL nal énidetor: ofov A uév tfig TEOOAC QuoLun: mdg

ydo €niSupel & évdeng Enpdg # Lypdg Tpoofic, o6ttt &°

dupotv, uat edviig, onolv “Ounpog, 6 véoc nal dupdlwv:+*?

In discussing the traits and values of the 'great-
souled' man Aristotle discusses one of his weaknesses. The
'Great-souled,' he says, do not like to hear of benefits
they have received from others. They prefer rather to hear
of the benefits they have bestowed on others. This is why
Homer makes Thetis avoid specifying and rather speak gener-
ally and tentatively of the services she has rendered Zeus,
although her son has urged her to remind the supreme god of
all she has done for him.

SonoloL && nal pvnuovedeuv odg 8&v noirdowoiv €0, Ov &°

v mddwoLv o0+ éAdTTwv Yap O maddv b tol moirioavtog,

BovAetaL &° Omepexetv. wual td pEv H6éwg droder, Td 8°

dnddc: 6ud unal Tnv €Ty od Adyelv tag edepyeoliag

T ALl-"? '

Justice, according to the Philosopher, is the virtue

that lies at the heart of man's political relationships. It

is a virtue that must involve others. When Aristotle treats

“lyicomachean Ethics 1118b, 8-11 (=r1liad xxiv.130).
Aristotle alludes here to Homer's statement that a noble
man has intercourse with his wife.

“2Nicomachean Ethics 1124b, 15 (=rliad 1i.503-506).

"7e0 mdtep, €l note &M oe petr’ &davdtoiolv Svnoa

A Enetr | Epyp, TASe poL uphHnvov €€ABwp-*

Tipnodv poi vidy, 8g duvpopdtatog EAAMV

Enret” -
Earlier Achilles has begged his mother precisely to specify
her services to Zeus to persuade him to return a favor to
her for his benefit. ¢f: Iliad i.393-412.
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the nature of injustice in the Nicomachean Ethics he argues
that one cannot treat oneself unjustly. A person experi-
ences injustice only at the hands of another person. To
illustrate this he cites the case in Homer of Glaucus giving
Diomedes arms worth more than eleven times the exchange he
would receive for them. Aristotle's point is that Glaucus
cannot be spoken of as treated unjustly since he did it to
himself.

6 6¢ Td adtol &uLdolg, domep “Ounpdg gnot Sodvai TdOV

raadbuov T ALoundet "yploea yxoairelwv, eratduBot’ éEvveaBolwv,"

oOn adtuettaLr: én’ adtyp y&o €otL Td SLédvaL, Td &°
a6ituetodar odu én’ adth, AAAL TOV &&inoldvta Sel

Ondpxetv. mepl pEv odv tol &diuelodar, dtL ody

guoVorov, 6fAov.*?

Later in the same work, the Nicomachean Ethics, he
concludes that uncontrolled desire causes greater injustice
than anger that is uncontrolled. He cites an illustration
of this conclusion in the rliad, in which the Poet de-
scribes one of the emblems embroidered on Aphrodite's belt.
There she is pictured in her crafty lust deceiving the
wisest men. Her unrestrained desire 'with malice afore-
thought' surely causes an outrage that shows more contempt
and produces more resentment than unpremeditative anger.

ETL ASLudTEPOL Ol émtBouvAdTepor. & ntv odv Juuddéng

oOn émntBouvrog 006 & Suudg, &AAL gavepdg: 1 &7 €miLd-

oula, naddnep THv “Agpodlitnv gacl: "SoiomAduou qu

wunpoyevodg " wnal TOV meotdv “Ounpog: "ndpeaois, N .

v’ Zurede vdov wlno mep gpovéovros." BoT’ elnep AdLnwTeEpa KAl

atoyxiwv | dupacla abtn Tfig nepl TtOV dupdv éoti, nal
anide dupaclia nal unanrta mnog.

“3Nicomachean Ethics 1136b, 9-14 (=Iliad vi.236).

“%yicomachean Ethics 1149b, 13-20 (=rliad xiv.217).
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In the opening paragraph of the pPolitics Aristotle

stresses the primacy of man's political relationships in
his philosophy of man. He calls man's association with the
state suprene.

6fidov g mdoat putv &yadold TLvdg otoydlovtai, pdiiLota

6%, nal tol HLPLWTATOL MAVIWVY, B TAOHV HLPLWTATN Hal

nacag meptexovoa tdg AAlagc altn &° éoTlv maiovuévn

noALg nal B norvovia f§ moArTLiun. "’

He finds the person who is by nature stateless either
at the bottom of the human scale or superhuman. He cites
the rliad to illustrate those who are the lowest of human
beings, when Homer speaks of the clanless, lawless, hearth-
less man.

&n todTtwv odv pavepdv BTtL THY odoer 7y TOALg €otl, natl

87TL Gvdpwitog @tioel moALTiurdy CHov, nal & &noiigc S5Ld

oVoLv nal o0 SLd TOXNV fitor @alAde gotiv fi upelTTwV

A dvdpwnog, domep ual & Ve’ ‘Ounpouv roLdopndelg "dopt-

Twp, a9€uLotos, dvéotrog.”" dupa Y&o olVoeir toLoldtog ual
noAépouv  EénuSuunthig, dte nep ATVE dv domep év mettolg.'®

As we noted in Chapter Four, the Philosopher twice
cites Homer's description of the Cyclopes' familial form of
governmnent as the most primitive form of political partner-
ship. We return to those two passages here briefly only to

note that Aristotle did not only cite the Homeric Cyclopes'

socio-political organization to record their primitive form

We have gpovedvtwv for Aristotle's gpoveEovTtog. cf:
Rhetoric 1380a, 34-36. Here Aristotle characterizes anger
as less resented since it fails to show contempt for its
victim: .

watl Tale &L° dpyhv motdoactv i Sdun dpylloviar f

fittov dpylToviar® od ydp &L Sirywplav oalvovtat
npdEat: oléelg yap OpyLlduevog SALywpel.

“Spolitics 1252a, 3-7.

“6politics 1253a, 1-7 (=rliad ix.63).
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of government. He was also viewing them in the light of the
principles of effective government. On these grounds he
clearly rejects this early governmental structure as inade-
quate. In the immediate context of the Politics where the
reference is found, however, the Cyclopes are presented in a
straightforward historical manner.'”’ It is in the
Nicomachean Ethics' citation of this same passage about
the Cyclopes in the riiad that Arxistotle is clearly critical
of this family-centered government as inadequate. With the
exception of Sparta, he notes, most states fail to legislate
a proper diet and physical regime for their citizens. Every
man lives like the Homeric Cyclopes, making the rules for
his own household. The best thing, he adds, would be a
proper system of public regulation.

gV podvn 6¢ Tfi Aauedarpoviov norelr pet’ SAlywv o
vounodétng éntuéierav Sorel memnorficdatr Teoofic Te nal
gnLTndevndtwv: €v 6& talg mAelotatg TOHV mdrewv EENUE-
Antat mepl THV torolTwv, nal Cff &nactog &g BovAretal,
HOUAWTILXHC SeptoTedwy naldwv AS" &Adxou. XPATLOTOV RtV
obv T& ylyveodar uorvhv énctuéietav ual 6pdhv nal Spdv
adTd 8Ovacdar-”?®
Slavery was part of the socio-political system of
ancient Greece as it was of the ancient world generally.

Even in that pagan context, however, Aristotle's statement

about the nature of slaves rings cold and inhuman. In the

* Note text and discussion presented in Chapter Four,
pp. 89-90, 109. '

48 i comachean Ethics 1180a, 24-30 (=o0dyssey ix.11l4-
115). Note text and discussion presented in Chapter Four,

pp. 90, 109.
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process of classifying live and lifeless instruments he
gives the example of sailing and says for the helmsman the
rudder is a lifeless tool and the look-out man a live tool.
Articles of property, he says, are tools for the purpose of
life, and a slave is a live article of property. These live
tools are best since they can do their task when ordered.
The best of these too he seems to conclude are those that
can see what to do in advance, like the tripods of
Hephaestus, which, he says, Homer describes as entering the
heavenly company 'self-moved.'

v 8" dpydvewv TE &V dYuxa T& 6° EuYuxa, otov TH

nuBepviitn & pEv olaE &yuyxov, 6 && mpwpedg Euduyov: &

Y&o OMneetng é€v O6pydvou £ider talg téyvairg é€otiv.

obtw nal T ntfjna Spyavov mpedg Twnv €otL, nal 0

xTfiotg mAfRdog Spydvwv toTl, nal & 6o0iog uTfiud TL

Euguxov, nal domep Bpyavov mpd dpydvwv, mdg 6 LmnpeIng.

el v&p NSOGvato &uxaoctov TOV 6pYdvov KEAELOIEV fi TPOALO=

Javduevov anoterelv 16 abtol €pyov, domnep TA AcLddAovu

gaclv i Toblg ToD ‘Hypalotouv Tplmodag, olLE ¢noLv o

nownthe adtoudtoue detfov &Veadal A&ydva, *?

Two widely divergent passages--one metaphysical and the
other political--find Aristotle asserting the superiority of
a single rather than multiple governing principle. In both
places he illustrates his conclusion with the same Homeric
citation.

The first passage occurs in the Metaphysics. There the
Philosopher is arguing to the existence of a single cause

and governing principle of all being. He concludes the

Twelfth Book of that work with the rejection of those who

49p,1itics 1253b, 27-37 (=rliad xviii.369-376).
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postulate multiple causes of being. He applies Homer's
principle of the superiority of a political government that
has one ultimate ruler to the superiority of a single moving
and governing cause of the whole universe of being.

€tt TlvL ol dpiduol &v A /) Yuxh nal T odua ual Siwg

0 elbog nal Td mpdypa, oOdEV Aéyer o0delg: 006" &v6é-
xetar einelv, &&vu uh oc huetg elng, dg 1O ULvodv

noLel. ol 8& Adyovteg TOV GpLdudv mpdTov TOV padMuUaTLUdOV
nal oltwg detl &AAnv éyxounévnv odolav ual &oxde &tndorng
AArag, €neLocodLndn thv Tod mavide ololav morodoLv

(o09tv Yap ©) ttépa T &T€pq oLULRAAAETOL oloa fi ul

oboa) nal dpxdg moArdc: TA & 8vto 00 BOVAETAL TOAL-
tebeodal uandg. "odx dyabov moAuroipavin® el rolpavos £0Tw.

150

The second passage is in the pPolitics. Here, Aristotle
cautions about a democracy in which the people collectively
and not the law are sovereign. Demagogues arise, the bet-
‘ter classes of citizens are denied their rightful place as
governors, and the assembly decrees over-rule the law.
Referring to the rliad Book II text quoted above, he clearly
seems to want Homer's support for his judgement. He hon-
estly wonders, however, what kind of rule the Poet had in
mind when he disparaged the rule of the many in this text.
Was he thinking of many ruling as individuals or many
ruling as a single composite monarch?

gtepov 6t eldog &nuonpatiag TO mdoL petelvatr TV

&oxdv, €adv udvov f moAltng, dpxelv && tOV vouov,

gtepov eldog &nuonpatiag té&Ara pév elvar tadtd, ndpLov

&5° elvatr O mMAfi%og ualt ph OV véupov: todto 6t yivetal

Stav td Ynolopata ndpra ) &AM ph & véupog. ocuvppalvel

6& Tobto &Ld Tobg Snuaywyodg. év uév ydp talg natd

véuov &nuoupatovuévarg od ylvetar dnuaywyog, AAA" ol
BéArTLOTOL THV TmoALTdV elolv é€v mpoedplq: dnov & ol

SOyetaphysics 1075b, 34-1076a, 4 (=Irliad ii.204).
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vépor ul elou wdpror, évtalda ylvovtal Snuaywyol .

pévapxog yap O &fnog yivetal, obvdetog elc &n TMOAADV-

ol yap moArol ulprol elolv odx &g Enaotog &AML Tdvteg.

“Ounpog 6¢ molav Aédyer odu &yaddv elval nmoAvuoirpaviny,

nétepov TAVTINV i dtav mAeloug douv ol dpxovieg &OC

gnaoctog, d&sniov. S?

As the Philosopher develops his basic political prin-
ciples early in the politics he equates the rule of a father
over his household with the rule of a king over his sub-
jects. Both father and king, he says, are superior in love
and seniority. This is why Homer, according to Aristotle,
accepting Zeus as father of men and gods designates him
King of all.

N 6& TdV Téuvwv dpxh BaogLtAiun- Td Yap yvevviicav unal

natd oLtAtav doxov mnal uoatd npeoBelav €otiv, Onep éotl

BaoLAunfic €T8o0c dpoxfic. 6Ld naAdg YOunpog TOV Ala

npoonydpevoev elndv "natnp dvépiv Te Seiv Te," TOV

BaoitAéa ToUTwV Andvtwv.’?

In the Nicomachean Ethics the Philosopher alludes to
the same Homeric passage and many other places where the
Poet calls Zeus father. Here he states even more succinctly
that the ideal king rules like a father and that this is why
Homer calls Zeus father.

dpordpata &° adtdv mal ofov mapadelyuata AdBolr TLg Av

nal é&v talc ownlairg. H nEv ydp matpdg mpdg vielg

notvovia Bactietag €xet oxfina: TGV TEUVWOVY YAO TP

natot pnéreir. &vreddev 6& wnal “Ounpog TdOV Sla natepa

npoocayopelets maTeLul ydp doxh BolAietatr f) BaolLliela
elvay.®?

Slpolities 1292a, 2-15 (=rliad ii1.204). Note that this
is the only time Aristotle ever questions the meaning of a
Homeric text and whether the meaning Homer actually intended
supports his position.

S2po1itics 1259b, 10~14 (=rliad i.544).

S3yicomachean Ethics 1160b, 22-27 (=rliad 1.503, 544
et saepe).



137

A little later in the same work he compares a king to a
shepherd. He argues that both must be guided by a similar
spirit of benevolence. The king works for the welfare of
his subjects as a shepherd does for his sheep. This,
Aristotle says, is why Homer calls Agamemnon 'the shepherd
of his people'.

Kad® &udotnv 8t tdv moALTeL®dv oLAla walvetar, &¢’
bdoov nal td 8lnatrov, BacitAel uptv mpdc tole Baoitievo-
uévoug gv Unepoxfi edpeyeolag: €0 ydp morel Todg PRaoct-
Aevouevoug, elnep &dyaddc &Hv éniupereltar adtdv, tv” €D
MEATTWOLY, OOMEP VOReELC TPoBdtwv: &dev wal “Ounpog tdV
*Ayapénpvova noupéva reiv elmev.*

In Aristotle's judgement civil strife arises not only
because of inequality of property but also because of in-
equality of honors. The common people are dissatisfied if
property is unequally distributed. The higher classes, he
observes, object if honors are equally distributed. This
equal distribution results in the situation rejected by
Homer in which the noble and the base have the same honor.

gtL otaoLdlovoly od udvov &Ld ThHv dviodtnta Tfig nInoe-

Wwg, AAAA nal 6Ld ThHV TOHV TLudv. ToOvavTlov && mepl

tudtepov. ol utv ydp moArol 6L& TO mepl TAC UTNOELGS

&vioov, oi 6% yaplevteg mepl TOV TLudv, £&v loar. &%ev

ual "év 6e LR TLMl nuev naros NE HOL ¢a9rdg."®®

The person who shares in the honors of the state, the
Philosopher maintains, is a citizen in the fullest sense.

On the other hand, the person without those honors is like

an alien. To verify this in Homer Aristotle turns to two

SYNicomachean Ethics 1ll6la, 10-15 (=Iliad ii.243, 772,
iv.413 et saepe).

$Spo1ities 1266b, 38-1267 a, 2 (=rliad ix.319).
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citations from the Iiiad which he uses to show that anger is
caused by dishonor. 1In the two citations Achilles uses the
same formula to express the reason why he is angry with
Agamemnon: the King has 'treated him like a dishonored
refugee'.

StL pEv odv eldén nrelw moAltou, gavepdv €x TovTwy, Hal

O6tL A€yetatl pdAiioTta moAlTng & HETEXWV TAV TLUGHV, HoOTMEP

nal “Ounpog énoilnocev "waoel tLv’ dtluntov upetavdotnve " dHomep

nétoLunog véo €otiv & TOV TLUHY Ul HETEXWV. > ®

To government and rulers he applies even more appropri-
ately the same principle and Homeric text that he applied to

7

friendship treated earlier in this chapter.?® He recommends

that the man who is ruling alone appoint many other men to
handle the numerous matters he could never attend to by
himself. Citing the riiad the Philosopher observes that
although a good man deserves to rule because he is good,
two good men are better than one.
AL unv o06E Pddiov £popdv moArd TOV Evac Senoetl dpa
nAelovag elvar tolg N’ adtod madiotapdvoug dpxovtog,
bote Tl SrLagépeL Tobto EE dpxfic eddVe UMdpxeitv f ToOV
gva unataotfioatr toltov TOV Tpdnov; €1, & nal mpdtepov
etpnuévov éotlv, elnep & dvhp & onoudatog, &LOTL

BeAtlwv, Gpxerv &lnatog, tod & &vdg ol 8Vo &yadol
BeATlouc* ToOTO Ydp &oTtL TO "oy Te &U° Epxoudvw®®

S8politics 1278a, 34-38 (=Iliad ix.648, xvi.59). Cf:
Footnote '3? this chapter.

5 lNote that this same text Aristotle used in the
Rhetoric 1378b, 33-34 to exemplify man's need of friendship.

S®politics 1287b, 8-14 (=Iliad x.224). Note that this
principle does not negate the principle discussed earlier--
that the best government is by a single leader. This pre-
sent principle is expressed in the context of the ruler's
need of counsel. The Homeric text makes this clear. It
goes on to say: 'then one recognizes before the other where
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In Agamemnon's prayer he finds further Homeric support for
the need to share the burdens of government. The king
prays for ten more fellow-councillors.

nat N eOx? Tol ‘Ayaupéupvovog, "torolitou 6€xa poL ocupepds-
poveg. M3

After establishing that education of the young is of
the highest importance to a ruler Aristotle outlines prin-
ciples of a curriculum. The major part of his consideration
he devotes to music, which he uses as an example of the
principle of liberal education. In a brilliant statement of
the philosophy of liberal education he maintains that purely
liberal pursuits, like music, should be joined to education
in the necessary and useful.

510 nal THv povoLuv ol mpdtepov elg mardéiLav €tagav

obx b¢ &vayralov (o06tv yadp €xelL ToLoltov) 008" &g

yphoLuov, donep TA ypdupata medg xenuatioudv nal mnpdg

otuovounlav nat mpdc uddnoirv ual nedC MOALTLHAC TEAEELC

MOAASC: Souel &t ual ypapiuh xenoirpog elvalr mnpdg 1o

wplvelv T& THV TEXVLTIHV Epya ndAAiiov: ods’ ad uaddmnep

i yuouvaoTiul npdg Oylerav nal dinnv: obd&€tepov Yap

ToUTWV OPHUEV YLYVOUEVOV éu THig novouufic. AelmneTatl

Tol{vuv TEde THV &V Tfl oxoAll Siaywynv, eig Smep ual

ealvovtatl mapdyovteg adtAv-. fiv yap olovialr &Sraywyhv

elvaLr TdHv EAcvdépwv, &v TadTn TdTTOoLOLV.®

In two places in the oOdyssey he finds Homer illustra-
ting the liberal or purely pleasurable purpose of music. 1In

both cases Homer's emphasis is on the pleasure that the

minstrel will bring to those at the banquet--the whole

the advantage lies.' (nafl te wpd & tol €vénoev / dnrnwg
uépdog £€n.)

59po1itics 1287b, 14-15 (=rliad 1i.372).

60ps1itics 1338a, 13-24.
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purpose of his song. The first Homeric citation is drawn
from the Seveﬁteenth Book.

dLémnep “Ounpog obtwe €nolnoev AAA° olfov pév &otL wma-

Aelv énl 6alta darelnv. nal olitw mpoelnhv ETépoug
TLVAG "ol naréouoLy dousdv™ gnolv, "8 uev tépmnaLv Sravtas.

n61
The second citation, followed by the Philosopher's strong
demand for a liberal education, comes from the Ninth Book's
beginning, where Homer pictures the pleasure of good food
and drink accompanied by the pleasure of music.

nal €v 8AloiLg &€ onoiv ‘08uvoocede tavTnv dpolotnv elvatl

Sraywyrv, O6tov edppotvonéveov THV dvIpodnwv "sautuudvec

6" dva &dpat’ duoudrwvtat doudol/ Auevou £Eefng.™ 8TuL udv

tolvuv Egotl maldela tTigc fiv odOyx d¢ ypnolunv maLdeviéov

ToUg vielg o8’ bg dvayuatav &AL’ bg €Aeuvdéprov ual

HOANV, @avepdy EoTLv- &2

This discussion of a good ruler's responsibility for
the liberal education of the young completes our study of
Aristotle's references to Homer which demonstrate his ac-
ceptance of the Poet as teacher of human values. In the
Rhetoric we have seen the Philosopher cite Homer in support
of his views on an orator's need to understand and employ
principles of human behavior. In the explicitly named
ethical works of Aristotle we have seen him refer to
Homeric examples of principles related to courage, wisdom,
friendship, moderation, sexual desire, justice, uncontrolled

desire, and anger. Finally, in the Politics we saw him

turn to the Poet for illustrations of his political princi-

ples.

€lpolitics 1338a, 24-27 (=0dyssey xvii.385+). The
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We can turn now in chapter six to the few remaining
passages in the Corpus Aristotelicum which refer to Homer

in a less substantive manner.

whole citation is troublesome, but the substance in our
version or Aristotle's supports his point. The first part
of his Homeric citation is not found in our Homer, but
might have followed line 383. The whole pertinent passage
(r1iad 382-385) as we have it in the Oxford text follows:
Tlc Y&p &1 Eelvov uarel &Arodev adtdg EmMeAdov
&Alov v, i uh THOHV ol &nupiLoepyol £oou,
pdvtiv f intfipa woudv fi téutova Sodpwv,
1 nol Sédomiv &ouddv, 6 uev tépnnorv &eldwv-

Note that the final line of Aristotle's citation differs
from ours but corresponds rather closely to it.

62po1itics 1338a, 27-32 (=0dyssey ix.7,8).



CHAPTER SIX

OTHER ARISTOTELIAN REFERENCES TO HOMER

All of the passages of Aristotle which touch on Homer
in some substantive way have been examined in this study
already. In each of these texts the Philosopher citea or
alluded to Homer as an exemplar either in Language Arts,
Philosophy and Science, or in the teaching of human values.

Only ten Aristotelian texts, in which the Poet is
cited or referred to remain to be examined. In none of
these texts does Aristotle use the Poet for any substantive
reason. In six texts Homer is cited simply to exemplify
some problem in predication, grammar, or induction. In one
text the Philosopher rejects a false use of the Poet, in
another, a faulty evaluation of the 0dyssey. In the re-
maining two texts Homer is cited only incidentally to
illustrate some statement of Aristotle.

Rather than attempt any formal categorization of these
ten texts, they will be examined separately in the order in
which they appear in the Bekker text.

The first of these passages occurs in Aristotle's
treatise on Interpretation, in a discussion of types of
predication. Here the Philosopher inquires whether predi-
cation can always move from the more complex to the simp-
ler--from a predicate of greater comprehension to one of

142
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lesser comprehension--and still remain correct. Of course
it will not remain correct, he argues, if the new predica-
tion involves a contradiction. Even if it involves no
contradiction, however, it could become incorrect if the
comprehension of the predicate is narrowed. The example
Aristotle adduces is this: although it is accurate to say
'Homer is a poet,' the inference would be inaccurate to go
on and say simply, ‘'Homer is' (that is, 'Homer exists'),
since the 'is' of the first statement was incidental and not

.substantive.

i dtav utv évundpyxn, &el odu &andtg, Stav 8& un

gvundpyxn, odn &etl &Andig, domep “Ounpdg éotl TL, olov

nownIfng. &p° obv natl &otiv, i ol; uatd ovuBeBnudg vdp
natnyopeltat tod ‘Ourfpouv 1o £otiv: &TL ydp molntnig
gotLv, GAAT o0 nad’ abtd, marnyopettat uatd TOD

‘Ounipov 6 &otLv.!?

The second and third Aristotelian texts under inquiry
here are concerned about predication too. One is from the
Posterior Analyticsrand the other from the on Sophistical
Refutations. Both are concerned about the very same prob-
lem of ambiguity--the ambiguity in the word wduAog, which
could mean 'circle' or in ﬁhe context of the Homeric poems,
‘cycle,'! as in 'epic cycle.'

In a discussion of mathematics in the Posterior
Analytics, Aristotle observes that ambiguity is not common

in that science but passes unnoticed in dialectical argu-

ment. For example, it could be asked: "Is every circle

'on Interpretation 2la, 24-30.
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(ndurog) a figure?" Drawing a circle makes the answer
patent, but what if someone asked, "Are the epic poems a
circle (udunAog)?" Quite clearly they are not, but the other
meaning of uUulog has slipped in to cause the ambiguity.

€v 6¢ Tolg padfuacitv obr €otLv duolwg & mapaioyroudc,

6tL td néoov éotlv del 6LTTtdv: MATE TE Y& TOUTOUL

navtdg, unal tolto ndArv nat’ &AAouv Aéyetal mavidg. TO
6¢ uatnyopoduevov ol Aéyetal ndv. talta &° €otiv

ofov 6pdv Tfj vonoei, é&v &6& Tolg Adyoig Aavddveln. dpa

ndg ndurog oxfua; &v 6& ypdyn, Sfirov. TL 6¢; & &nn

wOUAog; @avepdv 8t olu €oTLv.?

Aristotle cites the same ambiguity in his treatise on
Sophistical Refutations when he is discussing how an argu-
ment can be false when it involves a question which can have
more than one meaning. The falsity of the argument can lie
either in the contradiction, or in the contradiction and the
proof, or in the proof alone. In the argument, for example,
that 'Homer's poetry is a figure' because it forms a uduiAog
the falsity lies in the proof, as the Philosopher rightly
concludes.

Eott ydp O toLolTog EAEYXOC QALVOLEVOC CUALOYLOUOG

dviipdoewg. 61O A £€v Td cvAroyiLoud €otal TO altiov f

gv T dvtLedoet (npooretodatl ydp Sel THV dvilgaciv),

dte &6° &v dupolv, &v f garvéuevog &reyxog. £€oti 8& O

uEv tod orydvta Adyerv €v T dvtLedoel, obu €v TH

gvArayLoud & 6&, & uh €xor TLg, Sodvai, €v dugolv, O

8¢ &tL 1§ ‘ounpou molinotg oxfina 6td tol udmAou €v TP
ovALOY LOUR.

A little later in the same treatise Aristotle reaches

for what is most known to him and his audience. He alludes

2posterior Analytics 77h, 27-33.

on Sophistical Refutations 17la, 4-11.
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to the first two lines of the Iliad to exemplify a hypo-
thetical solecism.® The Philosopher argues that it is
possible to commit a solecism and not seem to do so, or not
to commit one and seem to do so. If, as according to
Protagoras, ufivig were masculine, to call it odAoupévov
(masculine) he would seem guilty of a solecism, but, in
fact, would not be,

ZoloLtuLoudg &6° oltov upév éotuv elpntar npdrtepov. &oTL

&¢ tolto mal morelv uat uh noroldvra galveodal ual

norofvta uf Souelv, noaddanep O Hpwtaydpag &Areyev, ei &

piivig nal & mAANnE Gppev €otlv: & uév yép Aéywv odioué-
vnv coAdotunllet pév uat’ éueltvov, od galvetar & Tolg
drrorg, & 6% odAduevov galvetal udv dAL" od coioi-
ulZer.?

In the Physics Aristotle discusses the relationship of
time to things that exist now, have existed, or will exist
in the future. Among non-existents those which are includ-
ed in time must have existed once (like Homer) or will exist
in the future (some future event). Once again the example
that springs into his mind first and would be most known to
his audience is the Poet.

THV 6 ph Sviwv oo ntv mepiéxelr & xpdvog, T& uEV fv

(ofov “Ounpdg mote fv) td 6t Eotar (olov TOHV neArdviwv

TL), to' omndtepa mepréxer, nal el én’ duow, Anedtepa
rat f{v nat &otan-s

“rbid., 165b, 20-23. Solecism is listed as the fourth
of five states to which the debater wishes to reduce his
opponent. It is defined as making the opponent, as a
result of the argument, speak ungrammatically. TéTaptov 6¢&
coloiLurlTerv moLetv: Tolto &° €oTl TO mnoificar T AEEel
BapBaplleLv €&n Tol Adyou TdOV amoupivduevov.

Srbid., 173b, 17-22.

®physics 221b, 31-32, 222a, 1-2.




146

In the Parts of Animals the Philosopher observes that
Homer is falsely adduced to support the notion that the
severed human head can go on speaking. Aristotle deals
with the position bluntly when he says, "Of course speeéh is
impossible once the windpipe has been severed and no motion
is forthcoming from the lung." Both Homeric passages that
these erroneous critics seem to cite preclude any such
interpretation.

Y&po ndAASY €oTiv &ELonlotwv duoldoat Aeydviwv fi TO

nepl THV repainv, og dnouwonetoo @déyyetatr THV AVIPD-

Twv. Aéyouot ydp tiveg &naydupevol mal TV “Ounpov, ¢

5Ld TolTo moiLfoavTog

pdeyyouévn &° dpa 1ol ye udpn novinouv éucy9n,

AAL° o0 @deyyouévou.

While discussing the process of deliberation and choice
in the Nicomachean Ethics, Aristotle turns to Homer for an
illustration of the deliberative process he is describing.
He says a man stops his enquiry about how he is going to act
when he gets back to the origin of action on himself--his
dominant choosing part, his reason. The Philosopher finds
a good comparison for this in the ancient Homeric constitu-
tions according to which kings proclaimed to the people the
measures they had chosen to adopt.

BovAieutdv 6& ual mpoatpetdv TO adTO, TMARV dpwplougévov

f16n o mpoailpeTov: Td Yap £n Tfig BouAfig mpoupLIEV

npoaLpetdv £€o0TLy, mavetal yap Euraoctog InTdV THE MPEAEEL
btav elg adtdv dvdyayn Thv dpxnv, nal abtob elg T

‘Phe Parts of Animals 673a, 13-17 (=rliad x.457;
=0dyssey XX11.392). Both texts in our Homer read the same
with ¢9eyyouévou which means as he (not 'it'--'his head')
spoke. oueyyouévou & Gpa tou yYe udpn movinolv Eulxom.
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nyobuevov: tolto ydp 1d mpeoaLpoluevov. &filov &&

tolto nal é&n Tdv dpyalwv MoALTELOV, &c “Ounpoc &uLpel-

To* ob yap Baoirelg & mpoéAroLvio AvAyyeAiov T Shugp.?

Again in the wNicomachean Ethics the Philosopher simply
illustrates with an example from Homer a point he makes.
In a discussion about the comparison between magnificence
and liberality, he observes that magnificence involves
greater magnitude of giving than liberality. It consists in
suitable expenses on a large scale. Magnificent therefore
cannot be applied, he argues, to a person who spends ade-
quate amounts on things of small or moderate importance.
This would be like Odysseus, he notes, who pretending to be
a beggar who was previously wealthy, says 'Often I gave alms
to homeless wayfarers'.

10 6 uéyedog mnpdg tL- od yap O adTd Sandvnua TEOLN-

pdpxe unal dpxidewpd. TO mMpénov 67 npedg aldtov, nal &v

® natl mepl 6. & 6" &v piupotg i év uetplorg noat’

AElav Samavdv od Aéyetar peyaronpemnic, otov TO "nmoiAdui

68anov &rfdtp". &AA"T O €v peydiorg oltwg. O uEv vdp

HEYAAOTPENNT EAcvdepLog, & &6° EéAcudéprog oItV udAiov

peyalonpenig. °

In the Art of Rhetoric the Philosopher discusses the

inductive method of demonstrating a proposition. He quotes

Alcidamas' proof by induction that talented people are

8Nicomachean Ethics 1113a, 2-9. (=r1iad ii. 381 ££f.)
(This allusion to Homer is confirmed here and elsewhere in

the r1iad.)

*rpid., 1122a, 23-30 (=0dyssey xvii.419-421).
nal Yoo €Y mote oluwov év &dvdpumorolv &varov
OABLog GpvetLdy nal moArdui &domov AANTH,
Ttolp oOnolog £ot nal 8tev uexpnuévog &€Adol.
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honored everywhere. The Parians honored Archilochus, he
said, in spite of his evil-speaking, the Chians honored
Homer, although he had rendered no public services, the
Mytileneans, Sappho; the Lacedemonians, Chilon; the
Italiotes, Pythagoras; the Lampsacenes, Anaxagoras. The
accumulation of examples of honor bestowed on talented
persons affects the truth of the proposition.

uqt ©¢ "AMLSduag, &te ITdvteg Tobg cowolE TLudoLv:

Hapiot yoOv “ApylAioxov noalnep BAdoonuov 8via

TeTLuRnaotr, uol XTou “Ounpov odu Bvta moiLtindyv, uatl

MutLAnvatotr Zaned kalnep yuvvalua odoav, nal

AaxedaLpdvior XlAwva TGOV YepdvTwv énolnoav AuiLota

eLAoArdyor Svteg, nal ‘ItaiidTtar Hudaydpav, nal

Aopgarnvol “AvaEaydpov Eévov Svta €9adov ual

Tipdory &tu ual vov.'!?

Once again Aristotle cites an observation of Alcidamas
in the Art of Rhetoric. This time however his observation
is rejected by the Philosopher in a discussion about the
poor use of metaphor. Inappropriate metaphors, Aristotle
argues, make prose wooden. He feels Alcidamas used an
inappropriate--too far-fetched and therefore unclear--
metaphor when he described the 0dyssey as 'a beautiful
mirror of human life.' For Aristotle's taste a metaphor
like this needs too much accompanying explanation.

doavetic 6¢, &v ndppwdev. otov Topylag "xAwpd nal

Evarpna td medyupata-s ob 6t tadta aloxpdg utv €omeipag,

wande 6¢ E&déproag " mounTLrdg Y& dyav. ual og

*AMULEANOC THV @LAocoplav £nLTelyxLoua TOV vouwv, ngt

THv ‘080cocerav nardv dvdpwnivou Biou udtomntpov, Hal

"906&v ToLolOTtov ddupua T moitoel mpoowépwv:c" dnavia
ydp tadta anidova &Ld Td eipnuéva.’!?

'%phetoric 1398b, 9-16.
'1rpid., 1406b, 8-14.
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With the completion of our examination of these ten
passages which‘elude our three major classifications of
Aristotle's Homeric references we have finished the study
of all the passages in the Corpus Aristotelicum which con-
tain a reference to Homer to justify or illustrate a princi-
ple. His choice of Homer in these cases seems incidental,
since any other name could have been readily substituted.
If anything, the Philosopher's use of Homer here simply
demonstrates how proximate to his thought the Poet was.

We can now turn to a final review and appraisal of
all the passages we have studied and the conclusions we
are justified in reaching in this study about Aristotle's

attitude towards Homer.



CHAPTER SEVEN

ARISTOTLE'S ATTITUDE TOWARDS HOMER:
A SUMMARY AND APPRAISAL

Before we summarize the evidence of the last four
chapters and attempt to draw any conclusions from it
about Aristotle's attitude towards the Poet we must recog-
nize the limitations of the present study. It represents
only the first step in a three-step work that will have to
be completed to make any thorough and final judgement about
the Philosopher's attitude towards Homer. The next step
essential to the work is a study along the lines of the
present one, but collating and evaluating the Homer quota-
tions and allusions in the Fragments of Aristotle. This
must be followed ideally by the final step, a much subtler,
more difficult work, based on the clues established in the
first two parts: a study of the wisdom of Homer -- its
principles of literary art and human knowledge and be-
havior -- implicit in the Corpus and Fragments of
Aristotle's writing. Only when all three of these steps
are completed will we be able to come to any final con-
clusions.

From the present study, however, we can draw certain
limited but firm conclusions ébout the Philosopher's atti-

tude towards Homer as expressed in his references to the

150
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Poet in the Corpus Aristotelicum. In very brief summary
we can say that he referred to Homer 1) very frequently,®
2) in a far wider range of topics than just literary and
artistic, 3) with unquestioned acceptance and approval of
the Poet's judgement all but five times.

The first conclusion, therefore, that immediately
follows from the evidence of the last four chapters:
Aristotle of the Corpus Aristotelicum turned frequently to
Homer, in fact, more frequently than to any other literary
figure, and all but five times most approvingly. In one
hundred and sixty-nine places in nineteen of the treatises,
four of them judged spurious, he invoked the Poet by quota-
tion or allusion one hundred and eighty times. One hundred
and twelve of these citations were direct quotations, ‘
sixteen of which were in the four works generally judged
spurious. Sixty-eight citations were allusions, two of
which occur in spurious works.

The very divisions of our study in the third, fourth,
fifth, and sixth chapters indicated the wide range of the
Philosopher's use of Homer in language, philosophy and

science, human values, and simply as a tool of argument. A

!mhe available evidence indicates that Aristotle re-
fers to Homer far more frequently than to any other author.
. Cf. W.S. Hinman, Literary Quotation and Allusion in the
Rhetoric, Poetics, and Nicomachean Ethics, New York: 1935.
Hinman compares the frequency of Aristotle's references in
these three works to various authors and concludes that the
Homeric references far outnumber those of any other author.
No Study comparable to Hinman's is available for the other
works of the corpus.
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closer look reveals that his Homeric references touch
almost every aspect of the Aristotelian man--oral, literary,
aesthetic, religious, scientific, psychological, ethical,
social, and political. A step-by-step summary of the main
part of the study here will serve to emphasize the extent
and intensity of Aristotle's admiration for the judgement
of Homer.

In the third chapter we examined all the passages of
the Corpus Aristotelicum in which Aristotle refers to
Homer by quotation or allusion for his excellence in poetry
and the literary side of rhetoric. The conclusion of this
examination was a resounding affirmation that Homer is seen
there as the master of the language arts, the model of
orators and poets, epic, comic, and tragic. We found thét,
to speak more effectively, every orator, according to
Aristotle, should imitate Homer. Like the Poet, every
orator, in the Philosopher's judgement, should give examples
and illustrations deftly to clarify his argument and in
epideictic speeches he should praise men who disregard
danger and expedience to do something heroic. Like the Poet
he should use common maxims effectively, facts more read-
ily associable with his subject, and effective language
devices like paromoiosis, simile, metaphor, and asyndeton.
In his exordia he should imitate Homer by giving his hearers
a clear early preview of his discourse, arousing their good

will, and trying to remove prejudice. Finally, like Homer
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the orator should employ, Aristotle exhorts, unmistakable
facial expreséions and bodily gestures, avoid prolixity in
his use of enthymemes and avoid burdening his listeners
with unnecessary material.

Homer is the Philosopher's model for poets, too. 1In
fact, he is clearly the Philosopher's Poet par excellence
from the moment early in the Poetics when he dismisses
Empedocles as a poet and suggests that Homer earned the
title for more than meter. As Hinman demonstrates, Homer
holds first place throughout the discussion in the Poetics:

Homer ranks first as the source of quotations and the

object of allusions, being at the head of both lists,

which total forty-nine. Although Sophocles is not
quoted at all, the twenty-three allusions to him exceed
in number the total of both quotations from and allu-
sions to any other author than Homer. Euripides stands

a close third with one quotation and nineteen allu-

sions. Next is Aeschylus with one quotation and six

allusions.?

Homer who was the first, according to Aristotle, to
write satire and mark out the main lines of comedy, typified
the best in poetic technique. He represented 'good' people
and people who were 'better.' He presented his story most
effectively--partly by narrative and partly by action. His
story's action was single.

Two principles, more proper to tragedy than epic,
should be maintained solidly in tragedy, he argued, in a

way that they were not expected to be maintained even in

Homer's epics: the outcome should be single for both the

rpid., p. 130.
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good and the bad characters; and the denouement should be
more natural—;caused by the plot and not some mechanical
intervention.

Writers of tragedy are advised by Aristotle to imitate
Homer's techniques: present inferior people as having some
worth, be brief, use discovery aptly, form the tragedy out
of a single tale, insist on unity of plot, and accept
defects that do not vitiate the tragic art form. They are
to imitate his creative use of language devices, too:
metaphors genus for species or species for genus, coined
words for word parts, lengthened words, and mingling of
rare and commonplace expressions.

Epic writers are exhorted also by the Philosopher to
pattern their work after the Poet's: to maintain organic
unity by relating the parts more closely to the theme, to
make the epic, whether simple or complex, excel in its
proper class, to recede personally in the story, to use
fallacy adroitly and make the inexplicable acceptable.

Aristotle's special regard for Homer is discernible
particularly when he demonstrates how typical Homeric
problems could be solved through patient interpretation.
The Poet's portrayal of an impossibility is justified since
it makes the poem more effective. His apparent untruth-
fulness is refuted in one case, since he is transmitting a

traditional story, and in another, since he is relating an
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exceptional but true fact. Many problems with Homer's
words, the Philosopher argues, can be solved by a change of
diction or accent, or by a metaphorical rather than literal
reading, or by an unusual rather than common reading.

Aristotle cautions the reader of Homer to look care-
fully for the sense in which an expression was intended,
rather than conclude it is contradictory. In the end,
Aristotle's seeming negative criticism of Homer reducibly
implied: "Epic has a serious limitation, a weakening that
can occur because of its many episodes, but Homer conguers
it as well as it can be conquered."

In the fourth chapter we found Aristotle's admiration
for the Poet in philosophic and scientific matters just as
warm as in the literary arts. In philosophy and science,
however, he turned to the Poet not as expert but as the
source of traditional wisdom. There we studied all the
quotations or allusions to Homer in the Corpus Aristotelicum
that view him as a source of philosophic and scientific
information. The evidence demonstrated that the Philosopher
of the Corpus sought Homer's support for his philosophy of
God and a wide range of scientific areas--anthropology,
psychology, physiology and medicine in the human sphere,
zoology and bio-chemistry in the world of animals, and
geography, geology, meteorology, and physics in the in-

animate world.
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In the philosophy of God, His existence, His place in
the universe, and His governance of all things are all
supported by Homeric references.

Relating to the science of man, in the realm of
anthropology, the battle between the Pygmies and Cranes at
the Nile's source, the Cyclopes' patriarchal societies, and
Sparta's unique insistence on her citizens' physical regime
and diet are illustrated by supportive Homeric texts. In
the realm of psychology conclusions about the effect of
black bile and imbibed alcohol on human temperament are
demonstrated by citations from Homer. In physiology Homeric
testimony is cited to illustrate the truth of an observation
about the human jugular vein. In medicine Homer's words are
used to shed light on a practice in the treatment of
bruises.

Concerning man's science about animals in zoology the
truth of several observations is confirmed by evidence from
Homer: the longevity of Laconian hounds, the prime age of
a bull, the fiercer nature of castrated wild boars, and
the birth of already horned long-horned rams in Libya.
Homeric evidence is adduced too, for: the lion's fear of
fire and his eye-fixation on the hunter he is about to
attack, the existence of two birds--the Cymindis and
Plangus, the greying process of horses which is unique
among animals and similar to man's greying process and

growth in height as the unique effect of femaleness on
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the growing process of animals. In bio-chemistry Homeric
evidénce is used to support the observation that the
water an animal drinks can cause the distinct coloring of
his coat.

We turned next to the science of the physical world to
discover thatin Meterology Homer is invoked to verify the
Southwest as the gentlest of the winds. In a question re-
lating to geography and geology the Poet is cited to support
the evidence that the gradual drving of a marshland makes
the time of its earlier habitation difficult to determine.
In geography he is called upon to lend support to the fact
of Egypt's changing terrain and the absence of Memphis at a
certain time of Egyptian history. 1In geology Homer's
testimony about Mt. Etna's volcanic activity is invoked to
support the preclusion of the Argo's supposed route past
it. PFinally in physics moving water's loss of transparency
is supported by cited Homeric evidence.

All this evidence of our fourth chapter leaves no
doubt that in the Corpus Aristotelicum the Philosopher does
not onlv recognize Homer's literary expertise, as was demon-
strated in our third chapter, but readily turns to Homer
for insights in the whole range of human sciences--about
God, man, animals, and the physical world.

In the fifth chapter we considered the many times
Aristotle identified Homer through quotation or allusion as

a teacher of human values. Once again we found him warmly
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accepting and approving of the Poet.

The first texts we considered were drawn from places in
the Rhetoric where the Philosopher is dealing with the
understanding of human values incumbent on the orator, who
must know in an intensely practical way what moves men to
act or brings them to understanding. How do men determine a
value or a higher value? What brings them pleasure? What
stirs or assuages their anger? Aristotle finds Homeric
support for his answer to each one of these questions.

The next texts we studied were found essentially in the
explicitly ethical treatises--the Nicomachean Ethics,
Eudemian Ethics, and the Magna Moralia. Once again the
Poet is cited to back his conclusions about true courage.

It is not ordinary citizen's courage, motivated by fear, or
risk driven by pain or anger and blind to danger. Courage
is accompanied by an elevation of spirit and can be truly
super-human. Homer illustrates, too, his conclusions about
general human wisdom, the need and nature of human friend-
ship, and the cautions that must be heeded to steer the
middle course of virtue. He finds support in the Poet, too,
for his observatioﬁs, that strong sexual desire is natural
to the young and that the 'great-souled' like té hear about
the benefits they have bestowed, not what they have re-
ceived. Finally, in his treatment of justice, the funda-
mental virtue of political life, Homeric evidence backs his

conclusions that no person can be unjust to himself and that
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uncontrolled desire, since it is premeditated, causes
greater injustice than uncontrolled anger.

The last group of texts we examined, which cited or
alluded to Homer in support of the Philosopher's judgements
on human values deal with man's political life and are
mainly drawn from the Politics. Evidence from the Poet is
adduced by Aristotle to ground a whole series of conclusions
about the political order: that the apolitical man is on
the lowest rung of humanity; that Sparta's unique involve-
ment in the legislation of her citizens' diet and physical
regime deserves imitation; that slaves ought to show initia-
tive in the service of their masters; and that the ruling
principle ought to be single, but rulers need counselors.
Homeric evidence is evoked in support of these other
principles of political order, too: that the ruler ought
to be like a father and a shepherd; that inequality of
goods disturbs the lower class of citizens, but equality of
honors disturbs the upper class; that citizenship is a man's
most honored treasure; and that education of the young needs
music with its completely liberal purpose--enjoyment.

Finally, to complete our task of examining all of
Aristotle's Homeric references in the sixth chapter we
gathered the ten remaining passages of the Corpus Aristotel-
icum in which the Philosopher refers to ‘Homer. In none of
these was the Poet called upon to justify a conclusion, yet

they confirm in their own way the evidence that this study



160
has presented in the previous three chapters. These refer-
ences, although they do not evaluate the Poet, at least
confirm the conclusion that Homer was close to the mind of
the Philosopher, and that as he taught even grammar, predi-
cation, and induction Homer occurred to him readily as a
most familiar instrument of his reasoning and argumentation.

Surely it could be argued from all this that Aristotle
used Homer so much because the Iliad and the odyssey were
the most shared common reference of the Greeks he was
teaching. But this does not explain the fact that he actu-
ally found the truths he discussed verified in the poetry
of Homer--the principles of poetry and rhetoric, philosophy
and science, psychology and ethics—--concretely exemplified
and expressed. He accepted in Homer a heritage of truth
and wisdom much as we accept such a heritage in the Bible
or even in Shakespeare. Except for a little gentle twist-
ing of the Homeric text, especially in the twenty-fifth
chapter of the Poetics, there is no sign of coercion.
Rather, there is every sign that he turned to the Poet con-
fident that he would find in him agreement with his own
conclusions.

Rdner a long time ago made the point that must be made
here. Aristotle turns to Homer as a ¢pdviuog, a source of
wisdom, and at one point calls him just that.

Wir werden uns daher nicht wundern, wenn fir die

allerverschiedensten Ausserungen seines reichen Geist-

es homerische Verse zur Stiitze und zur Erlaliterung
herangezogen werden Den Alten waren ja zum Teil ganz
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abweichend von unsrer modernen Aufassung die homer-

ischen Gedichte in so fern das Buch der Bucher, als

sie dieselben nicht allein als eine Quelle der Yuyoa-
ywyia, sondern auch der &i.daonaAlo betrachteten.

Nennt und fasst nun auch Aristoteles den Dichter

ppdvinog auf in der Stelle der Rhetorik I.6 1363a 17:

nat & T@dv gpoviuwv TLg A TEV Ayaddv dvdpdv
YUVALUOVY TIpoéupLvey, otov ‘08uvoccéa “Adnva natl
‘EAEVNV 6Bnoele nal ‘AAréEavdpov al Ocsal nal
"AxLAAEa YOunpog,

so halt sich doch seine Berufung auf ihn zum Entscheid

rein w1ssenschaftllcher Fragen in ganz bescheidenen

Grenzen. . . .

One senses, in fact, a certain reverent confidence in
the Philosopher towards the very words of the Poet, as
though ordinarily hard-won wisdom were natural to them,
simply waiting to be grasped from them and used.

Finally we come to the third conclusion of our study--
the Philosopher's almost universally unquestioning accep-
tance and approval of the Poet's judgement whenever he re-
ferred to him. Of the one hundred and sixty-nine times
Aristotle turns to Homer, only five times (all of which
occur in the Poetics) is there even a suggestion of nega-
tive criticism. Each one of these possible negative criti-
cisms was discussed in the third chapter of this study: the
double outcome of the o0dyssey the divinely effected flight

of the Greeks in the Iliad; the contrived discovery of

Odysseus' identity by Eumaeus; and the possible dilution of

Adolph ROmer, "Die Homercitate und die homerischen
Fragen des Aristoteles", Sitzungsberichte der philosophisch-
philogischen und historischen Classe der koniglicher bayer-
ischer Akademie der Wissenschafter, zu Munchen, Munchen:

1885, p. 265.
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the r1iad plot through its many episodes. In each of these
cases we have 'seen the note of‘criticism reduced to almost
nothing if not completely eliminated. In the end we have
the picture of an overwhelmingly positive stance in the
Philosopher's attitude towards the Poet--he admires him,
defends him, and relies upon him unreservedly. What can be
said of this strange, wonderful homage of the greatest sci-
entific mind of antiquity to the first great poet?

Aristotle's defense of poetry and the poet he identi-
fied with poetry was not incidental. It lay at thé heart
of his insight and played a key role in his approach to
education. Since ideas did not have a separate existence
for him, but were embodied in nature and man, there was no
reason why the poet should not be relied on as much as the
scientist to understand reality. For Aristotle, therefore,
poetry was not alien or hostile. It 'loved wisdom' as much
as philosophy. At one point he said it was "more philosophi-
cal than history.""

We are not surprised to read that towards the end of
his life Aristotle is said to have written to his friend
Ahtipater: "The more lonely and isolated I become, the more
I have come to love myths."® After all, this is the same

Aristotle who wrote in the Metaphysics: "A person who is

*poetics 1451b, 6-7.

SDemetrius, De Elocutione, 144 (Frag. 668, Rose).
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puzzled and wonders considers himself ignorant. Therefore
even one who loves myths is in a sense a lover of wisdom,
for the myth is made up of wonders."® In these words per-
haps we come closest to Aristotle's own defense of his obvi-
ous love of Homer. At the center of his thought he per-
ceived a unity between mythologizing and philosophizing. ’
He seems convinced that myth has a vision of the truth that
we cannot acquire except through myth. This is inferred in
another passage of the Metaphysics which is one of the most
intriguing and stimulating of the whole Corpus Aristoteli-
cum.
A tradition in the form of a myth has been handed down
to posterity from the most ancient thinkers, to the
effect that these heavenly bodies are gods, and that
the Divine pervades all of nature. . . . Now if we
accept . . . that they supposed the primary substances
to be gods, we must regard it as an inspired saying.
We should reflect that since every art and philosophy
has probably been repeatedly developed to the utmost
and has perished again, these beliefs of theirs have
been preserved as a relic of former knowledge.?®
There is a poignancy in this passage that blends well with
the fragment of the letter to Antipater quoted above--the
sense of despair in 'every art and philosophy' contrasted

with the sense of reliance on the beliefs that are handed

down in myth. Aristotle was drawn to Homer, it would seen,

“Metaphysics 982b 14-15.

‘Anton-Herman Chroust, Aristotle, 2 Vols.; Vol. I,
Notre Dame, Notre Dame University: 1973, pp. 221-22, 230-231.

8Hetaphysics, 1074b, 1-13.
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because he found in him a wisdom and truth he could discover
nowhere else as surely or universally. All his science and
philosophy would peak and perish as science and philosophy
had peaked and perished before, but the truth of Homer
preserved in myth would endure.

There was even more, we can conclude, to the relation-
ship between Aristotle and Homer. It was based on identity--
an identity grounded in the unity of the wisdom they reached
by their separate paths of poetic insight and philosophy.

In her superb biography of G. K. Chesterton, Maisie
Ward tells the story of how Chesterton wrote his book on
St. Thomas Aquinas:’®

He began by rapidly dictating to Dorothy about half the

book. So far he had consulted no authorities but at

this stage he said to her:

"I want you to go to London and get me some books."

"What books," asked Dorothg.

"I don't know," said G.K.'

When he received the books,

He flipped them rapidly through . . . and then dictated

to her the rest of his own book without referring to

them again.?!!

Later Etienne Gilson, the renowned scholar of St.

Thomas and Medieval Philosophy said of the book:

Chesterton makes one despair. I have been studying St.

3Gilbert Keith Chesterton, St. Thomas Aquinas, London:
1933.

1iMmaisie Ward, Gilbert Keith Chesterton, New York:
1943, p. 619.

17pid., p. 619.
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Thomas all my life and I could never have written such
a book.!2

Much earlier in the biography Maisie Ward gives the
reason that probably explains why Chesterton could write so
penetratingly and with such ease about Aquinas:

He himself had what he attributes to St. Thomas--'that

instantaneous presence of mind which alone really

deserves the name of wit.'!?®
St. Thomas and G. K. C. had the same view and spirit.
Chesterton's perception of the paradox in things was reduci-
bly the same as Aquinas's recognition of the analogy of
proper proportionality in being. No two approaches to truth
could seem more opposed than Chesterton's blithe leaps of
paradoxical intuition and the incredibly close reasoning of
Aguinas's argument for the existence and properties of the
human soul in the Summa Contra Gentes.'!' Yet they shared a
single spirit of wisdom--"instantaneous presence of mind"
or "wit" as Chesterton described it.

Perhaps Rembrandt had a similar insight into the
Philosopher and the Poet when he brought them together in
his magnificent painting, "Aristotle Contemplating the Bust
of Homer." Homer ranged the world of God and nature and man
with the free imaginative spirit of the poet interpreting in

song and myth what he saw there. Aristotle moved through

'2rpid., p. 620.
137pid., p. 204.

!%st. Thomas Aquinas, Summa Contra Gentes, II, cc.
xlvi-cx.
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the same world with the disciplined systematic approach of
the scientist énd philosopher producing detailed and close-
ly reasoned analyses and syntheses of a staggering number
of subjects. Yet somehow, in the end, the Philosopher and
the Poet shared a single spirit. The purpose of this study,
we might conclude, was to show that Aristotle recognized
his affinity of spirit with Homer and demonstrated it

widely in his writings.



SELECTED BIBLIOGRAPHY
PRIMARY SOURCES

Allen, Thomas W., tr. and ed. 0Odysseae. Homeri Opera, VvOls.
III and IV. Scriptorum Classicorum Bibliotheca

Oxoniensis. 3rd ed. New York: Oxford University Press,
1919. :

Bekker, Immanuel. Aristotelis Opera. vols. I, II, IV and V.
EX recensione Immanuelis Bekkeri edidit Academia
Borrusica. 2a ed. quam curavit Olaf Gigon. Berlin,
1960-1961. (This is a reprint of the Berlin edition of
1831-1870 except for volume III.)

Bonitz, Hermann. Index Aristotelicus. vol. V, Aristotelis
Opera. vols. I, II, IV and V. Ex recensione Immanuelis
Bekkeri edidit Academia Borrusica. 2a ed. guam curavit
Olaf Gigon. Berlin, 1960-1961.

(This is a reprint of the Berlin edition of 1831-1870
except for volume IITI.)

Heitz, Emil. Index Aristotelis Operum Omnium. vol. V.
Aristotelis Opera Omnia (Latin). 5 vols. Vols. I-II,
Johann Friedrich Dibner, ed.; Vols. III-IV, Ulco Cats
Bussemaker, ed. Paris: Didot, 1874-1875.

Monro, David B. and Allen, Thomas W., trs. and eds.
Iliadis. Homeri Opera, vols. I and II. Scriptorum
Classicorum Bibliotheca Oxoniensis. 3rd ed. New York:
Oxford University Press, 1920.

Rose, Valentinus. ‘Aristotelis Qui Ferebantur Librorum
Fragmenta. Editio Stereotypa Editionis Primae
MDCCCLXXXVI. Stuttgart: Teubner (1966):463.

Ross, William D., ed. The Works of Aristotle translated in-

to English. 12 vols. London: Clarendon Press, 1952-
1962.

167



SECONDARY SOURCES
BQOKS
Adam, Ludwig. Die Aristotelische Theorie vom Epos nach
ihrer Entwicklung bei Griechen und Romern. Wiesbaden:

C. Limbarth, 1889. "Pp. 115."

. Homer, der Erzieher der Griechen. Paderborn:
F. Schoningh, 1897. "Pp. vii + 149."

Allan, D.J. The Philosophy of Aristotle. 24 ed. New York:
Oxford University Press, 1970. "Pp. vi + 175."

Allen, Thomas William. Homer: The Origin and Transmission.
Oxford: Clarendon Press, 1924. "Pp. 357."

Buffiére, F. Les mythes d' Homére et la pensée Grecque.
Thesé Faculté des Lettres. Paris: Les Belles Lettres,
1956. "Pp. 677."

Carroll, Mitchell. Aristotle’'s Poetics, Chapter XXV in the
Light of the Homeric Scholia. Ph.D. thesis (1893)
Johns Hopkins University. Baltimore: J. Murphy and
Company, 1895. "Pp. 66."

Chesterton, Gilbert Keith. St. Thomas Aquinas. London:
Sheed and Ward, 1933. "Pp. xii + 248."

Chroust, Anton-Herman. Aristotle. 2 vols. Notre Dame:
University of Notre Dame Press, 1973. "Pp. xxvi +
437 (vol. I); pp. xx + 500 (vol. II)."

Cooper, Lane. The Rhetoric of Aristotle. New York:
D. Appleton and Company, 1932. "Pp. xlviii + 259."

Davidson, Thomas. Aristotle and Ancient Educational Ideals.
New York: Burt Franklin, 1969. "Pp. 256."
(This is a reprint of the edition of 1892.)

During, Ingemar. Aristoteles: Darstellung und Interpretation
seines Denkens. Heidelberg: Carl Winter Universitats-
verlag, 1966. "Pp. 670."

Aristotle in the Ancient Biographical
Tradition. Goteborg: Eleanders Boktryckeri Aktiebolag,
1957. "Pp. 490."

Diiring, Ingemar, and Owen, G.E.L., eds. Aristotle and Plato

168



169

in the Mid-Fourth Century. Papers of the Symposium
‘Aristotelicum held at Oxford in August, 1957. Goteborg:
Eleanders Boktryckeri Aktiebolag, 1960. "Pp. viii +
279."

Else, Gerald. Aristotle's Poetics: The Argument. Cambridge:
Harvard University Press, 1963. "Pp. xvi + 670."

Farrington, Benjamin. Aristotle: Founder of Scientific
Philosophy. New York: Frederick A. Praeger,1965. "Pp.
118."

Forster, E.S. Problemata. The Works of Aristotle translated
into English. W.D. Ross, ed. 12 vols. vol. vii. Oxford:
Clarendon Press, 1927.

Furley, D.J., ed. and tr. oOn the Cosmos. Aristotle. Loeb
Classical Library translation. Cambridge: Harvard
University Press, 1955.

Glockmann, G. Homer in der fruhchristlichen Literatur bis
Justinus. Berlin: Akademie Verlag, 1968. "Pp. 200."

Grant, Sir Alexander. The Ethics of Aristotle. 2 vols,
London: Longmans, Green, and Company, 1874. "Pp. xxvi
+ 437 (vol. I); pp. xx + 500 (vol. II)."

Heidenhain, Friedrich. Die Arten der Tragoedie bei
Aristoteles: Ein Beitrag zur Erklarung seiner Poetik
und zur Geschichte der asthetischen Homerkritik bei
den Alten. Strasburg W.-Pr.: Buchdruckerei von A.
Fuhrich, 1887. "Pp. 40."

Hinman, W.S. Literary Quotation and Allusion in the
Rhetoric, Poetics, and Nicomachean Ethics. New York:
Staten Island, 1935. "Pp. 201."

Hintenlang, Hubert. Untersuchungen zu den Homer-Aporien
des Aristoteles. Dissertation, University of Heidelberg.
Heidelberg, 1961. "Pp. 148."

Jaeger, Werner. Aristoteles: Grundlegung einer Geschichte
seiner Entwicklung. 2. verdnderte Auflage. Berlin:
Weidmann, 1955. "Pp. 446."

(The original edition was published in 1923.)

Kindstrand, Jan Fredrik. Homer in der Zweiten Sophistik.
Uppsala, 1973. "Pp. 251."

KﬁrnerL Otto. Das homerische Tiersystem und seine Bedeutung
fur die zoologische Systematik des Aristoteles.
Wiesbaden: J.F. Bergmann, 1917. "Pp. 30."



170

Die Homerische Tierwelt. 2. neubearbeitete
"und ergadnzte Auflage. Minchen: J.F. Bergmann, 1930.
"Pp. 100."
(The original edition was published in Berlin in 1880
by the Nicholai'sche Verlagsbuchhandlung.)

Lehrs, K. De Aristarchi Studiis Homericis. Reprographischer
Nachdruck der 3. Auflage, Leipzig, 1882. Hildesheim:
Verlagsbuchhandlung, 1964. "Pp. viii + 506."

Ludwich, Arthur, ed. Aristarchs Homerische Textkritik.
2 vols. Leipzig: Teubner, 1884-1885. "Pp. viii +
635 (vol. I); pp. ix + 573 (vol. II).

Die Homervulgata als voralexandrinisch
erwiesen. Leipzig: Teubner, 1898. "Pp. 204."

Lynch, John Patrick. Aristotle's School: A Study of a Greek
Educational Institution. Berkeley: University of
California Press, 1972. "Pp. xiv + 247."

Margoliouth, David S. The Homer of Aristotle. Oxford:
B. Blackwell, 1923. "Pp. ix, 245."
(This book has been reproduced by the Library of
Congress in 1975 as Microfilm 34026.)

Myres, Sir John L. Homer and His Critics. London: Routledge
and Kegan Paul, 1958. "Pp. xii + 302."

Peck, A.L., tr. Historia Animalium. 3 vols. Loeb Classical
Library translation. Cambridge: Harvard University
Press, 1965.

Sainte-Hilaire, J. Barthélemy. Rhetorique d'Aristote.
2 vols. Paris: Ladrange, 1870

Schapker, Howard B., S.J. Aristotelian Rhetoric in Homer.
Master's thesis (Raymond V. Schoder, S.J., dir.)
Loyola University of Chicago. Chicago, 1959.

Wachsmuth, Richard. De Aristotelis Studiis Homericis Capita
Selecta (quattuor). Dissertatio Inaugaralis. Berlin:
University of Berlin, 1963.

Thompson, D'Arcy Wentworth, tr. Historia Animalium. The
Works of Aristotle translated into English. W.D. Ross,
ed. 12 vols. vol. iv. Oxford: Clarendon Press, 1910.

Ward, Maisie. Gilbert Keith Chesterton. New York: Sheed
and Ward, 1943. "Pp. xv + 685."



171

White, Fredric R. The Development of Homeric Criticism:
Ancient and Medieval. Ph.D. thesis. Ann Arbor: The
University of Michigan, 1942.



SECONDARY SOURCES

ARTICLES

Apfel, Henrietta V. "Homeric Criticism in the Fourth
Century, B.C." 7aprpa (1938):245-258,

Chambers, Mortimer. "Aristotle's Homer, Poetics l1l45la
24-27." Classical Philology LXI (1966):186-187.

Davison, J.A. "Aristotle's Homer, Poetics 145la 26-27."
Classical Review XIV (1964):132-133.

Diring, Ingemar. "Aristotle." Paulys Realencyclopidie
der classischen Altertumswissenschaft. Begonnen
von Georg Wissowa, fortgefuhrt von Wilhelm Kroll
und Karl Mittelhaus unter Mitwirkung zahlreicher
Fachgenossen. Herausgegeben von Konrat Ziegler.
Supplementband XI. Stuttgart, Alfred Druckenmiller
(1968) :159-336."

Forchhammer, Peter W. "Aristoteles und Homer." Beilage
zur Allegemeinem Zeitung Nr. 242. Minchen {September
1885):3562-3563.

Friedrich, Wilhelm. "Der Aoyog der Odyssee in Poetik,
k. 17." Jahrbucher fur Classische Philologie CIX.
Leipzig: Teubner (1874):609-612.

Fries, K. " Ad Aristotelis Problemata Homerica."
Philologische Wochenschrift (1933) Leipzig, Reisland:
1358-1359.

Gantar, K. "Zu Aristoteles' Poetik 8, 1451la 23-25."
Ziva Antika XI. Skopije: Faculté de Philosophie,
Seminar de Philologie Classique (1962) :294.

Gottschlich, Emil. "Uber den Begriff der ethischen
Tragddie und des ethischen Epos bei Aristoteles."
Jahrbucher fur Classische Philologie CIX. Leipzig:
Teubner (1874):614-618.

Hogan, James C. "Aristotle's Criticism of Homer in the
Poetics." Classical Philology LXVIII (April 1973):
95-108.

Howes, George E. "Homeric Qudtations in Plato and
Aristotle." Harvard Studies in Classical Philology
VI. Ed. by a committee of the Classical instructors

172



173
~of Harvard University. Boston (1895):153237.

Kdrner, Otto. "Uber die Verwertung Homerischer Erkentnisse
in der Tiergeschichte des Aristoteles." Archiv fur
Geschichte der Medizin XXIV (1931):185-201.

Kraemer, J. "Arabische Homerverse." ZzZeitschrift der
deutschen morgenlandischen Gesellschaft XXXI.
Wiesbaden: Steiner (1956):259-316.

Lesky, Albin. "Homeros." Paulys Realencyclopadie der
classischen Altertumswissenschaft. Begonnen von
Georg Wissowa, fortgefuhrt von Wilhelm Kroll und
Karl Mittelhaus unter Mitwirkung zahlreicher
Fachgenossen. Herausgegeben von Konrat Ziegler.
Supplementband XI. Stuttgart: Alfred Druckenmiiller
(1968) : 687—-846.

Lohse, G. "Untersuchungen uber Homerzitate bei Platon."
Helikon IV (1964):3-28. Helikon V (1965):248-295,
Helikon VII (1967):223-231.

Romer, Adolph. "Die Homercitate und die homerischen
Fragen des Aristoteles." Sitzungsberichte der philo-
sophisch~philologischen und historischen Classe der
koniglicher bayerischer Akademie der Wissenschafter,
zu Munchen. Munchen (1885):264-314.

Schoder, Raymond V., S.J. "Literary Sources Cited by
Aristotle in the Poetics."” Classical Journal LXV
(1970) :359.

Schomann, Georg Friedrich. "Disputatio de Aristotelis
censura carminum epicorum." Opuscula Academica
III. Berlin: Weidmann (1858):30-46.

Shewan, A. "The Homer of Aristotle." Classical Philology
XXII (1927):311.

T

‘Soleri, Giacomo. "Omero E I Pensatori Greci." Rivista Di

Studi Classici (December 2 1961):157.

Steinberger, Alfons. "Ein Citat des Aristoteles aus Homer:
Poetics l46la 16." Blatter fur das Bayerische
Gymnasialschulwesen XVIII. Munchen: Bayerisches
Gymnasiallehrerverein (1882):332~334.

Teichmiiller, Gustav. "Aristoteles Lehre uUber den Unter-
schied des Epos von der Tragodie." Verhandlung der
25. Versammlung Deutscher Philologen und Schulmanner
in Halle, 1867. Leipzig(1868):48-53.



174

Tsagarakis, O. "Aristotle's Poetics 1l45la 24-30."
"Phoenix XXII-2 (1968):159-162.

von Schlegel, Frederick. "Ansichten und Urteile der Alten

von den homerischen Gedichten." Sammtliche Werke III.
Vienna (1822):6782.

"Weitere Erorterung der Aristotelischen
Grundsatze iber die epische Dichtart." Sammtliche
Werke III. Vienna (1822):83108.

Wilpert, Paul. "The Fragments of Aristotle's Lost Writings."

Aristotle and Plato in the Mid-Fourth Century.
Papers of the Symposium Aristotelicum held at Oxford

in August, 1957. Ed. by Ingemar Diring and G.E.L.
Owen. GOteborg (1960).



APPENDIX

A List of the Loci in Rose's Collection of the Fragments of
Aristotle in Which Homer Is Alluded to or Cited

The first item of each entry--the letter 'f' followed by an
Arabic number--represents the number Valentine Rose as-
signed to that particular fragment in his collection of
Aristotle's fragments which were published in 1870 in volume
V of the Aristotelis Opera of Immanuel Bekker, pages 1463 to
1589. The second item--an Arabic number following 'R®'--
gives the number Rose assigned to the same fragment in his
Aristotelis Qui Ferebantur Librorum Fragmenta which he
published in 1886. This is followed by the Bekker number of
the Fragment. Finally the specific locus in which the
fragment occurs is cited and the Homeric text(s) it alludes
to or cites.

1. f12 (R®10) 1476a 1. Sextus Empiricus. Adversus
Dogmaticos 3, 20-23 (=Iliad xvi.851).

2. f12 (R®10) 1476a 3. Sextus Empiricus. Adversus
Dogmaticos 3, 20-23 (=Iliad xxii.359).

3. f13 (R®11) 1476a 17. Sextus Empiricus, Adversus
Dogmaticos 3, 26-27 (Iliad iv.297,298).

4. £13 (R®11) 1476a 22. Sextus Empiricus, Adversus
Dogmaticos 3, 26-27 (Iliad ii.554).

5. £65 (R%75) 1486b 30. Diogenes Laertius 2, 46.

6. £66 (R®76) 1486b 36-45; 1487a 1-38. Pseudo-Plutarchus.
de Vita Homeri 1,3.

7. £66 (R®76) 1487a 32, 35. “Ounpog ‘IATng.

8. £108 (R®101) 1495b 9, 21. Athenaeus xv. 674f. (=Iliad
1.470; odyssey viii.l70).

9. £137 (R%142) 150la 42-45; 1501b 1-5. Scholion ext. marg.
(Porphyrii ‘Ounpuud Intniunata). Cod. Ven. B ad Iliad
ii.73 (=1liad ii.53). '

10. £ 138. 1501b 6-14. Scholion ext. B (Porphyrii sec.
Eustathius) ad rliad ii. 169.).
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11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

le.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

£138. 1501b 15-19.

£138. 1501b 20-25.
xx111.269.

£139 (R®143) 1501b
ii.183.

f140 (R%®145) 1501b
ad rliad ii.649.

f141 (R%®146) 1502a
ii.649.

f142 (R%®147) 1502a
iii.236.

£f143 (R%148) 1502a
ad rliad iii.276fFf.

£143 (R*148) 1502b
iii.276 (=Iliad X.

f143 (R%®152) 1502b
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Scholion BL ad Iliad v.577.

Scholion A sec. Vill. ad 1rliad

26-34., Scholion ext. B ad rliad

35-45; 1502a 1-16. Scholicn ext. B

17-27. Scholion ext. B ad Iliad

28~37. Scholion ext. B ad Iliad

38~43; 1502b 1-19. Scholion ext. B

6. Scholion ext. B(E) ad rliad

332t).

8, 1l4. Scholion ext. B(E) ad 1liad

1ii.276 (=Iliad 1ii.298-300).

£143 (R®148) 1502b

16. Scholion ext. B(E) ad riiad iii.

276 (=Iliad 1iv.65-67).

f144 (R3149) 1502b

20-23. Scholion ext. B(L) ad rliad

1ii.277. (¢f. Schol. Vendob. ad odyssey xii.)

£145 (R%150) 1502b

f146 (R3®151) 1503a
iv.88.

f£146 (R3151) 1503a

34. Scholion ext. B ad rliad iii.441.

1-14., Scholion ext. B(LED) ad riiad

9. Scholion ext. B(LED) ad rliad

iv.88 (=rliad iii.454).

£147 (R®152) 1503a
iv.297.

£148 (R%®153) 1503a

17-30., Scholion ext. B ad Iliad

31-43. Scholion ext. B ad Iliad v.741

(Cf. Scholion ad Odyssey Xi.634.)

£149 (R%154) 1503a
Iliad v.778.

£150 (R®155) 1503b
vi.234.

45; 1503b 1-3. Scholion int. B ad

4-15., Scholion ext. B ad Iliad



29.

30.

31.

32.

33.

34.

35.

36.

37.

38.

39.

40.

41.

42.

43.

44.

45,
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f151 (R%®156) 1503bl6-33. Scholion ext. B ad Iliad

vii.93 (=rliad vii.

£152 (R%157) 1503b
vii.228.

£f153 (R®158) 1503b
Iliad ix. 17.

f154 (R%®159) 1504a

f155 (R%160) 1504a
x.153.

f156 (R®161) 1504a
ad rliad x.252.

£f157 (R®163) 1504b
xix.108.

£158 (R3®166) 1504b
xxiv.15.

£159 (R%*167) 1504b

(Townl.) ad rliad xxiv.420.

£f160 (R%*168) 1505a

(=1r1iad 1i.

111-112).

34-40. Scholion ext. B ad Iliad
41-45; 1504a 1-2. Scholion ext. B ad

4-17. Scholion ext. B ad rliad xX.98.

18-25. Scholion ext. B ad Iliad

26-44; 1504b 1-12. Scholion ext. B

13-28, Scholion Cod. ven. A ad Iliad

527--1504b 18.)

29-38. Scholion ext. B ad Iliad

39-44; 1505a 1-2. Scholion Victor.
(cf. Suid. s. peuuxrdta.)

3-8. Scholion int. B (Eustathius

1365) ad rliad xxiv.569.

£161 (R*169) 1505a
Odyssey iv.356.

£f162 (R%¥170) 1505a

£f163 (R®171) 1505a
Vindob. ad odyssey

f164 (R%172) 1505b

9-16. Scholion (ed. Dindorf) HQE ad

17-35. Scholion T ad 0Odyssey v.93.

36-45; 1505b 1-6. Scholion (TQEP)

v.334.
ad

8-13. Scholion HQ et Vindobon.

Oodyssey 1x.106 (Scholion T ad 0Odyssey ix.31l1l).

f165 (R®173) 1505b
(0dyssey 1x.333);

Vindob.
20,25.)

f166 (R"174) 1505b
ix.525.

£167 (R®175) 1505b

ad odyssey xii.128,

14-25. sScholion HT ad Odyssey ix.345

Scholion QM (ad 0Odyssey 1ix.333) et
(ad odyssey 1x.315). (=0dyssey vi.4,6--1505Db

26-42. Scholion HTQ (M) ad 0Odyssey

43-45; 1506a 1-16. Scholion Vindob.
129. Eustathius p. 1717.



46.

47.

48.
49.

50.

51.

178

£169 (R®177) 1506a 34-40. Scholion Vindob. ad odyssey
xvii. <326.

£170 (R3178) 1506a 41-45; 1506b 1-7. Scholion Vindob. ad
Odyssey xXxiii.337.

£172. 1506b 32. Athenaeus xiii.556d (=rliad 1i.226-228).

£174. 1507a 5-13; 1507b 1-3. Plutarchus de aud. poetis
12 (=Irliad xxiii.296). .

£175 (R®100) 1507b 4-13. Athenaeus v. 6p. 188e
(=0dyssey viii.449--1507b 9-10; odyssey iv.48--1507b
10-11).

£346 (R®384) 1536a 39. Plutarchus. Thes. 25 (=Iliad

ii.546).
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