
The evolution of an argumentative statement:  
 
stage 1  
When Penelope recounts the tale herself, what it tells the reader about her character, her audience, and how 
it is told shows a cultural self-reflection of values.  
[WHAT VALUES?]  
 
stage 2  
Penelope's account of the tale shows a cultural self-reflection of the Homeric values of xenia, openness, and 
cunning through what it reveals about the speaker, her audience, and the context in which the story is told.  
[ONE SENTENCE?! (remember, a sentence = 1 unit of thought)]  
 
stage 3  
Penelope's account of the tale demonstrates the Homeric tradition's capacity for self-reflection about its 
own cultural values. By examining the speaker, her audience, and the context for her story, I will show that 
these values include xenia or hospitality, openness and trust, and strategical cunning.  
[the LIST of values is good: can it be better conceptualized as a RELATION and/or a DEFINITION?]  
 
stage 4  
Penelope's account of the tale demonstrates the Homeric tradition's capacity for self-reflection about its 
own cultural values. By examining the speaker, her audience, and the context for her story, I will show that 
these values issue from xenia--that complex guest/host relation in which Penelope's openness or trust and 
her capacity for strategy or cunning play equally vital and mutually enabling roles.  
[the best DICTION: does it say what it means and mean what it says?] 

---- 

Arguments Nathalia's conference worked on in groups.  The topic: Create an argument comparing 
Lucretius's and Cicero's views of the relation between Nature and human virtue.  Nathalia's notes are in 
italics. 

Group I.  
 
We will argue that both Lucretius in On the Nature of Things and Cicero in On Duties outline in their 
philosophies how to achieve happiness by modifying human nature. What differs in their views is the path 
to get there, and exactly what modifications need to be made.  In addition, their definitions of what exactly 
“happiness” are very different. For both of them, modifying one’s own behavior and nature in order to 
achieve “happiness” is virtuous and praiseworthy. For Lucretius, that happiness involves freeing oneself 
from the natural human urges for religion and fear of death, which will in turn create internal acceptance 
and peace.  For Cicero, in contrast, happiness involves modifying one’s actions to benefit the community, 
which will in turn benefit oneself.  “You must identify your interests with the interests of the community 
and theirs with yours..”  
 
Note that the argument actually begins later than stated; that the second and third sentences are relatively 
vague; that the real substance of the argument comes in the last two sentences.  
 
Group II.  
 
How does human nature relate to virtue?  In Lucretius's On the Nature of Things, the philosopher argues for 
a relation between the two in which the virtuous action of humans is to cope with the inherently indifferent 
and equalizing elements of nature. Here the focus is on the individual's virtue broadly defined as a means of 
minimizing pain and consequently maximizing pleasure (ataraxia).  Cicero, on the other hand, focuses on 
the natural unity among all human beings in order to promote the view that human virtue is to create the 
greatest common good.  
 



Note here the questions a reader might still have in mind: what are the indifferent and equalizing elements 
of nature? (fear and death?) What is  the definition of pleasure?  
 
Group III.  
 
For Lucretius, virtue depends on our rational ability, our intent and our actions to rise above fear and 
worry.  Only when we feel pleasure rather than anguish do we live in harmony with the natural world.  This 
account of virtue is largely focused on the inner life of the individual.  In contrast, Cicero defines virtue in 
ways that are primarily directed toward others--family, friends, country and cosmos. For him, to act 
virtuously is to act naturally because he defines nature as a single good and just unity, in which all bodies 
are interconnected with all others. Thus Cicero's concept of virtue requires external actions undertaken for 
the sake of others.  
 
Think about how you might bring these 3 statements together to create an argument that underscores all 
their strengths. Note too, that more needs to be said about each philosopher's account of nature. Some 
mention of atoms and void, of the perpetual dissolution and recombination of atoms in the material world, 
of death as such a dissolution. And some analogous statement for Cicero.  

Group IV  
 
While Lucretius believes human virtue is created by responding to a nature that stands against us, Cicero 
believes that it is natural to be virtuous, as natural law promotes that which is good for the community.  
 
We made a chart between the two as we tried to create our thesis  
Lucretius  
 
* aggression moving from external to internal-have to deal with these "beasts" on your own  
* nature(the world) not hospitable to humans, nature(the way things are) is something humans have to fight 
against  
* human nature is naturally defective  
 
Cicero  
 
* nature working with humans-natural law promoting common interest  
* unnatural that one should hurt someone else for profit because they are really hurting themselves because 
all humans are linked  
* pg 167-quote on all the good things that are in conformity with nature 

 


