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Abstract:

This paper views translation as a semiotic act which relates the context of the source text with the
perceptive horizon of the target audience in an equation which contains both normative and analytic
elements. Meaning transfer as a synthetic process is often met with tension which results from the
existence of differences between the two systems involved in the communicative act. The way in which
these differences are evaluated and negotiated by a translator is indicative of his/her decision to move
toward the pole of prescription and normalization or description and multivocality.

This paper studies two English translations of Aristotle’s Poetics which were produced for the same
series, the Loeb Classical Library, of the same publishing house, Harvard University Press, at different
times in the twentieth century, with the purpose to define the ways in which they resolve the source
text/target text equation in terms of their differences. The first translation by W. Hamilton Fyfe
produced in 1927 is characterized by normative practices, whereas the second translation by Stephen
Halliwell produced in 1995 is more prescriptive and inclusive of elements of incompatibility between
the source text and the receiving audiences.

Keywords: semiotic act, incompatibility, source text/target text equation, prescriptive translation,
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1. H ocuvvaptnon g AEPIYPUPIKNG KOl TNG KOVOVIGTIKNG TPOGEYYIGNS OTIS
UETAPPUOTIKES GTOVOEG

O mpocdoptopdg TG Evvolag g €TEPOTNTOS 0N PACT] EVOG QPOLPETIKOV GLVEYOVGS
EMTPEMEL TN GLGYETION NG HE éva TAEYpo petofAntdtntoag n omoia wpovmobétel
gyyevil Kavoviotikd ototyeio. H amootabepomoinomn tov opiopod YA®WGGIKAOV Kot
TOMTIOTIKOV GTOLXEI®V, 1 OTOi0. GUVETAYETAL TOVTOYPOV] OTOUAKPLVOY] OO TOV
TPMTOYEVY] VONUATIKO TOLG TUPN VA, EVIGYVEL TN dlEpyasio TG VONUATIKNAG AVAALGNG
KOl TOL TPOTOVTA TNG ONUOVPYOVV EMUEPOVS KOVOVIGTIKOVG TOTOVS, 01 070101 LITOPOVV
vo Aertovpyncovv cupufatikd ®g avtdvopol VIoBETIKG OUETAPANTOL CUVTEAECTEG.
YOoupova pe tov Chesterman, ovt m emotnuoAoyiky) Oecdpnon ocovviotd Eva
OAOKANPOUEVO EPUNVEVTIKO LOVTEAO LLE EQAPLOYES OTN peTdppaon: “At its best, such
research allows us to see both similarities and differences in a perspective that
increases our understanding of the whole picture, and also of how this pictures relates
to other pictures” (2004: 33).

H yAdooco, av kot evéyel otoyeid cuoTNUIKOTNTAS, £(El MOTOGO Evav 1oYLPA
KOVOVIOTIKO YOPOKTPO Kol TANO®PO HOPP®V OV 0EV LIOKEWTOL GE GVOAVTIKY
Katnyoplomoinon. Ot emkovmviakég Kot YVmoTikég Asttovpyieg mov Paciloviot ot
YA®GGIKN ypnomn xopoktnpiloviot amd W10TNTEG GUGTNHATIKNG OAAL KO OEUMHATIKNG
QVONG, Ol 0Toleg GLVVLTIAPYOLVY GE Ui cLYVE avenilvtn e&iowon. Avt v e&icwon
KoAgltol vo €mMADGEL O UETOPPOOCTNIG O EMIMEOO EPUNVELTIKO, TASIVOLIKO KOl
BovAntukd. Ot dVvo mpmTEG Acttovpyieg aPopoly 6TV a&OAGYNOT TOL EPIKTOV TNG
LETOQPOCTIKNG TPAENS KOL 1] TPITN apOpd GTNV ETAOYN €K HEPOVS TOL LETAPPACTN
va dwyeplotel 10 KAt TOMOVG OVEQIKTO HE TPOTO TEPLGGOTEPO N AydTEPO
kavoviotiko. H emioyn avt) dntetar {nUATOV TOVTOTNTOS TOV OVOYVAOOTN TNG
petdppacnc, o omoiog Ba Pubcel v etepdTTO €lTE G TPOSKANGOT dEHPLVGNS TOV
YA®GGIKOV KOl TOMTIGHKOV TOL 0pilovta €iTe 0g TPOKAN O Yid TN SIGPAAIGN TOL.



2. Ov petagpaocseg g Homtikyg Tov Aprototéin and tov W. Hamilton Fyfe ko
tov Stephen Halliwell 6e oyxfon pe 1 Owyeipion evvol®V OV GPOPOVV GTO
ovvaicOnpo.

2.1.

To avtikeipevo avtig g peAétng stvar n dwyeipion, dniadn n a&oAdynon kot n
avadEIEN TV oTolXElOV aALOTPLOTNTAG KOTA TN Olepyosio petdppaong g [lomtixng
T0V APIGTOTENY, OTMG QTN EKPPAGTNKE GE VO OYYAMKES LETAPPACELS TOV KAUGIKOD
avtoh KeEWEVOL Aoyotexvikng Bempiog. Ot 600 peTappdoelg eko6ONKav amd Tov
exdotkd oiko Harvard University Press 7y m oeipd Loeb Classical Library n pia
OTIG OPYES Kot 1 AGAAN 6T TEAT TOL £1KOGTOV aumdva. [Ipdketton yio T HETAPPACT) TOV
W. Hamilton Fyfe, n omoia exd00nke apykd 1o 1927 kon emovexkddOnke 1o 1932 ko
v avtiv tov Stephen Halliwell, 1 omoia ekd0Onke to 1995. Ov petappdoeig
amevfHVOVTOL GE aKAONUATKO KOO Kol SlapEPOVY MG TPos 10 Pabud amdkiiong amd
10 TpwTOYEVESG Kelpevo. H amdkhon peidveton ot petdepoon tov Halliwell kon n
peimon avty ekepdlel TV €VioYLoN TOV SWIMOMTICUIKOV SlAdyoVv Kol TOV
EMOVOTPOGOIOPIGHO TOV GUCYETIGUAOV UETAED TOV €VVOL0AOYIKOD TEPPAAAOVTOC TNG
APYIKNG YADGGOS Kol TNG YADGGOG GTOYOV.

Xe yevikég ypoupég n petappacn tov Fyfe kAiver mpog ™ yAdooa-otdyo, didti
OLYVA LETOTOTILEL TN OMUAGIOAOYIKN EULPACT) EVVOLDV TOV 0PYLKOD KEWWEVOL TPOG TNV
katevBouvon tov oéktn. O Halliwell avtiBétwg petabéter to kévipo Papovg g
oxéong Heta&d Tov apPYIKOV KOl TOL TEAMKOD KEWEVOD GTN JATHPNCT T®V GTOLYEI®V
™G YA®OOIKNG KOl TOAITIOTIKNG €TEPOTNTOS OV TPOKLATOVV OO TN UETAPPOOT).
Exxwvovtag and ™ petdopaon tov Fyfe, peketdror n mpoktikny mov o Mmepudv
yopaxtnpilel wg dcaervion (2004: 241), onladn n enenynon Tov VONUATOG UE
OKOTO VO TO KOTOOGTNGEL GOPEGTEPO GTOV OVAYVAGTN. AVTN 1 TPOKTIKY eKQPAlETON
HE TO ONUOCLOAOYIKO ETAVATPOGIOPIGUO KATOI®V EVVOLDV KOL TNV EMUNKVVGT] TOL
AOyov, AL Kot e TN XPNOT KEQOAOYPUPNUEVODV AEEE®V [LE GTOYO TN VONUOTIKY
tou¢ cvoyétion. H emloyn twv evvoldv mov avaAboviol GuvieTd po evoTnTo Tov
aQOPA GTO GLVOLCONUATIKO AEOVO KOl GTH GYECT] TOL LLE TN TOMTIKN TPAEN.

2.2.
‘Eva witepo  yopaxtnpiotikd g Ilointikng tov  AploToTéAN elvalr 0Tt
npaypateveTon T B€omn mov €xel 10 Youykd maOnpa, dnAadn To cvvaicOnuo, otV
TOMTIKY] TEAECT KOL TOV GUCYETICUO TOV HE TI YVOOTIKEG OlEPYAcieg TOL
EMTEAOVVTOL KATE TNV Tapoywyn evOg KoAMTeYvLaToG. XtV [ontiky ex@paleton n
dmoym OTL M Aoy Kot TO ovvaicOnuo éxovv pOAAOV  TOpAAANAES TOPE
aAAnAoovalpodpeveg dopéG Kol ®G €k ToOTOL TO cuvaicHnua dev pmopel va
TPOGO0PIoTEL WG 0 £TePOg TOAOG TG Aoyikng. Katd tov Fortenbaugh “Aristotle
adopted an inclusive view of emotional response. He recognized both its cognitive
and its bodily aspects” (1975: 21). O Halliwell exgpdlet tnv idia dmoyn Aéyovtag 0Tt
“Aristotle’s whole theory of tragedy assumes an interplay and integration of the
intellect and the emotions™ (1986: 76) kol cuounAnpavel 60Tt “the experience of poetry
is inescapably cognitive, and ... the ordering of the work of art, together with the
proper pleasure to be derived from it, is, for Aristotle, inseparable from the universals
which ideally furnish its content” (1986: 105), devkpiviCovtag 0Tt N TEPLYPOPIKN
avivon Tov aEOvemVv TG AOYIKNG Kot TOV GLVOLGONUATOS OV aVaLPOVY TO GLVOAKO
PUAOGOPIKO TOVG LTORBPO.

O Kahn emonuaiver 6tt “Aristotle does not speak the language of traditional
dualism. He does not contrast the mental with the physical, the human consciousness
with the body to which it is attached” (1979: 1) mapoammpdviag emiong 611 1M



OQLTOVOUNGT TV CLUVOULCOHNUATIKOV AEITOVPYIOV amd TIC VONTIKEG AVAYETOL OTY|
oVYYXPOVN OLTIKY OKEWYT Kol KoTd cuvémelo “we can not compare all of Aristotle’s
psychology with all of the modern discussions of the problem of dualism”(1979: 2). O
Bleicher tomofetel otov étepo mOAO TG AOYIKNG TV NOIKN Kol ONUEIDVEL

The tension between logic and ethics bears witness to the continuance of the
dualism between Reason and Life in modern philosophy which eventually leads to
their deliberate separation. Their unity, which has characterized Greek philosophy,
proved unattainable, if not undesirable, to the philosophers of the Enlightenment
in their zeal for pure knowledge cleansed of all claims to authority that could not
be legitimized by reference to the guiding light of Reason. (1980: 20)

‘Etor meprypdoetar to mpoPAnpa g €vtaEng ToL KEWEVOL GTOV KOvOVA TNg
oVYYXPOVNS SVTIKNG Prlocopiog kal g Bewpiog g Aoyoteyviag, To omoio cuVieTd
Kol HETAPPUCTIKO TPpOPANUa. Avtd 10 mpoPfAnua o Fyfe dwyepileton pe tpodmo
TPOGUPTIOTIKO, £POGOV OTN UETAPPACT TOL eKPPAlel avtnv TV €vtaon UeTaED
AOYIKNG Kol cvvaloOuatog petaBétoviog 1o KEVIPO PAPOVS TOAADY EVVOLDV GTOV
a&ova 1oV cvvacHuatog, TO omoio avtihapPavetor ®G TNYNR YVAOONG Kol
KOAMTEYVIKNG cOVOeonc. EvogkTikd avtng g TPosEyyions Tov eivat o yeyovog Ot
otV &woyoyq g petdepoons tov (1932: ix) o Fyfe avagépetar otov petd-
Bwrtoplavo kpitikd George Saintsbury, o omoiog, xatd ™ Oedpnorn tov Wellek
npécPeve 0L M moinon elvar ‘ultimately inexplicable, unaccountable and momentary’
(1965: 419). O Halliwell avtiBétwg dev mapayvopilel Tov mapaliniiopnd twv dvo
aEovav mov emyelpel 0 AplototéAng, dlokpivovrog “an intimate link between the
emotions of tragedy and the crucial transformation of fortune, the metabasis, which
the Poetics locates at the centre of the tragic plot-structure” (1986: 171). AnAaon o
oLVGOMUOTIKOG KUKAOG TTOL eKOPALETOL GTO KOAAMTEXVIILO EKKIVOL amtd TV €vvola
TOV TPOYIKOV, TO OTO10 GNUATOS0TEL TNV avaipeST TG Topeiag Tov pbbov, dmwg avt
TPOPAETETOL A0 TOLG VOLOLS TG THAVOTNTAG Kot TNG avoykoldTnToG Kot TPOKaAEl
ta ovvousOnuata Tov EOPov kar tov gréovg. ‘Etol m Aoywkn kot 1o cuvaicOnuo
ouvdéovtal dppnKta ot PAoT EVOG HOVTEAOL TEPLOSIKOTNTAG, TO OTTOI0 TEPLYPAPETL
and tov Halliwell og e&ng: “pity and fear are tethered to the experience of the
transformation of fortune which Aristotle identifies as the crux of tragic action”
(1986: 183).

3. O petagpaotikéc Tpoktiké Tov Fyfe kol n oyxéon tovg pe ™ perdopaon tov
Halliwell

3.1 Metatomon tov voyuotog

Y10 kepdrowo 14 tng lowmtixng, OMOL TEPLYPAPETAL 1| GUVOEST TNG EVVOLOG TNG
TAOKNG TOL €pyov HE TO. ocvvaucHNUOTO 7TOL OavVaAOYoUV oTn OOuNcY e, O
Ap1ototédng Aéet Ot 0 TOMTNG deV TPEMEL VL EKPPALEL TNV TTMOGCN TOAD EVAPETMOV
avOponmov, 90Tt avTd avtifaivel 6to BpnokevTIKO Kot 610 oenTikd cvvaicOnua
TV Beatdv Kat, OT®g ALl YopaKINPLoTIKd 610 otiyo 1453b35 «td 1€ Yap papov
&xel xal o0 tpayucovy (Halliwell 1995: 76-77). H @pdon avty petagpiletar amd
tov Fyfe ¢ “outrages the feelings and is not tragic” (1932: 52-53), cuppikvdvovtog
oVCOCTIKA TN St €vvola Tov HopoV og pa kabopd cvvaicOnuatiky] Asttovpyic.
EmnAéov n avaivon tov 0pov 6e pnuotikny epdon divel Euepacn oto cuvoicOnua wg
TEAOG TNG TEXVNG KOl 1] XPNON TOL CLVAUGONUATIKG POPTIGUEVOL priaTog “outrages”
vreptovilel TV avay®yn Tov APIGTOTEMKOV Opov o€ éva  cuvoloHOnuoTiKod



Kavoviotikd mAaicto. O Halliwell petoppdler tov 1610 O6po ®¢ “repugnant”,
TOPUTEUTOVTOG GE LU0 EDPVTEPT GNUOGLOAOYIKT] KOTIYOpia.

Eniong oto otiyo 1456a20 (Halliwell 1995: 94-95) o 6pog «pikavOpmmovy
petappaletor and tov Fyfe wg “satisties your feelings” (1932: 70-71) divovtog katd
TOV 1010 TPOTO EUPACT GTNV £VVOll TNG GLVALIGONUATIKNG TANPOONG MG KEVIPIKNG
10éag ¢ momtikng T€xvNGs. O 1d1og dpog petappdleton and tov Halliwell og “arouses
fellow-feelings” (1995: 94-95) mpocdiopilovtag v €vvola TG erlavOpomiog o
ouvdaptnomn Tov aetnuaTog dKaiov Kot Oyl TV GLVUGONUATOVY YEVIKOTEPO.

H Bgpehdong évvola g avayvopicews, amd tv omoia mnydlet n ndovy Tov
TPOYIKOD, GOUPMOVO LE TOV APIGTOTEAN OTOTEAEL TN YEVEGLOVPYO OuTiol TG Hipnomg.
2y mepintoon oty o¢ pipmon opiletatl po Asrtovpyio. CNUEIOTIKOD YOPOKTHPL
mov emTpémel otov AvOpwmo vV avtiinyn pécw ovoyetiop®v. Emopévaog 1
avayvoplon oamotelel o Agttovpyio mov opiletoar 610 TAAICO €VOG YVOOTIKOD
PILOCOPIKOD HOVTEAOV, OAAG €ivol GppnKTo OEUEVO HE TNV €VVOLOG TG NOOVNIGS, M
omoia, 6mwg Aéel o Diiring «eivor n amdAavon mov yevviEtor 6tav amokadictator m
eoppomia 6to copoy (1991: 289).

H évvola g avayvaopiong petappaletor and tov Fyfe og “discovery”. Me v
emAoyn] awtod tov 6pov o Fyfe ewodyer oto perdppacpo v avtilnym OtL M
GLGYETION TOL TOMLOTOG LE TOV AvBpwTo mov To drafaletl mpémet va givar po oyéon
Vv, TPMOTOTLTN KOl ONUoVPYIKN. Qotdc0o, Katd TV AplototeAiky] Oedpnomn g
noinong, 6nwg oty ekPpdaletal oto kedAaio 2 g IHomtikng, 0 TOMTNG UTopEl va
ovoyeTiCel Eva avTIKEILEVO e TNV avTiAnyT Tov Beat pe tpelg Tpdmovs, oONAadt| £101,
MOTE AVTO Vo POIvVETOL KAADTEPO, XEPOTEPO 1| OLO10 pe To NBOG Tov Beatn. XTdyYO0G
OU®G NG Toinong, OMMG AVAPEPETAL 6TO KEPAANLO 9, dev elvan M PEOMOTIKI M UN
PEAMOTIKY amelkdvVion evOog pobov, oAAd M GLGYETICN TOL WE TOVS VOUOLS TNG
mhavotnTog Ko g avoykaidtntos. 'Etol e§lcopponeitonl Katd kdmolo TpoTo 1 oyéon
10V BeaTn e TO KAAMTEXVN O 6TO TAAIGLO EVOG YEVIKOTEPOL VONTIKOD OEUDUATOS, TO
omoio o Halliwell meprypdipet wg e&ng :

universals are not, for Aristotle, substances, least of all universals in the province
of ethical action; they are a dimension of reality that can only emerge from the
mind’s processes of experience and understanding, But the degree to which, and
the salience with which universals emerge in understanding varies with the
aspects of reality and the kinds of human thinking involved (2001: 102).

‘Etotl emAéyetl tov dpo “recognition” mov gival mo kovid 6tov APIoTOTEMKO OPIGUO
™G OVOyVOPLoNG Kot 08 LETATOTILEL TO VOTULQL.
10 otiyo 1455a30 (Halliwell 1995: 88-89) o Apiototéing Aéel dt1 1| moinon eival

£PY0 avOPOTOV «ELPLOVCH N «UOVIKOUY. Q¢ VeV otV [Toytiky (1459a5) opiletan
0 dvBpomog mov umopel va dakpiver avaroyieg (Halliwell 1995: 114-115), evo yia
Vv évvola TG poviog 0 ZukovTpr|g oyoAdlet:

Eivar yvoototora 6ca Aéyet (o [TAdtwv) mepi g Oeiag paviag twv momtwv kol
alov kai elg tov @aidpov, Koi mOGOV KATAdIKALEL WG YEPOVOKTIKNY TNV
gpyociov oL momtov, 0TI dnpovpyel €k téyvng (245a, 248d), kol Oy éx
naviag. ‘Emopévog 8év 110 duvatdv v ayvor) 0 Apiototéng tov mapdyovt’
avtov, olte va @avtaletar Ott dev NTo MBavOv kol yoplg ™MV TEXVIKNY
nporoudeiav va yivry) kavelg peydrhog momtng. (1995: 25%)



O Fyfe om petdopoon tov Aéel mapappdloviog o apykd ywpio 0Tt 1 moinon
ypeldleton “a sympathetic nature or a madman” (1932: 64-65). 'Eto1 otv
TpoypaTIKOTNTO HETaBETEL TNV €vvola TG eveviag otov dEova Tov cuvaicHnuatog,
napayvopiloviag T vonTikn von Tov tpocdtopiopol . Emmiéov epunvevetl v
évvow ¢ poviag oto mhaicto ¢ Bwktmploving Aoyotexvikng Osmpnong g
EUTVELONC G MG KATAGTAOTG cuvolsOnpatikng uébng, xkatd v omoio 0 mwOINTNG
e&lotatol TG TPOCHOTIKOTNTAS TOL Kol LETATINTEL GE KATAGTAGELS, TIC OMOIES KOTOTLY
nepryphoet. Katd ovvénein o Fyfe vmeptoviler 10 ovvousOnpatikd otoryeio g
GUULETOYNG TOL TOMTY| 6TO0 TAOOG TOL AVTIKEEVOL Kot emoklalel To Bpnokevtikd. O
Halliwell petappdalel m AéEn «eLeLNo» mg “gifted person” kot T AEEN «UAVIKOG) MG
“manic”, TAEKOVTOG £TG1 VoV TAOVGLO0 GMUAGLOAOYIKO 16TO 1GOSVVAUO TTPOS QVTOHV
TOV OPYIKOD KEWUEVOV.

10 Ke@AAato 15, 0 Ap1oTOTEANG, OAOKANPOVOVTAG TNV TTEPLYPOEN TOL 1OOVG TOV
Tpaykol yapoaktipo opilel o¢ Pactkr| WOTTO TOL HOOLE TN GLVOY KO AVAPEPETOL
1060 GTNV €CMTEPIKN GLVEMELL TOL PLHOV OGO Kol GTN GLVETELL TOL NBOVLS TOV
TPUYIKoH PO UE TIG TPOCOoKieg TV Beatdv, Tig onoieg o Halliwell amoxalel “the
objective conditions of life” (1995: 159). Qg mpog avtd 10 onueio, cOUE®VA pe TO
keipevo (1454b15) o momtg mpémetl va evappovicel To NO0G TOL YOPAKTIPO LE «TAg
¢§ avaykng axoiovBovoag aicOnoeg ) momtikn» (Halliwell 1995: 82-83)
avaQEPOLEVOC OTIC NON EMIKPATOVGES AVIIANYELS Yo TV nBoypapiky cbvOeorn. H
AEEN «atlcOnoeicy petoepdletarl and tov Fyfe mg “appeal to the eye” (1932: 58-59) pe
avaeopd oty euedvion twv nbomowwv, eved o Halliwell ypnowomnowel tov 6po
“perceptions”, oyoMdlovtag tn SvoKoAin ToL Y®Piov, TO omoio glval AVTIPATIKO ®C
TPOG TO OV 0 APIGTOTEANG OVOPEPETOL LOVO OTIS OVTIANYELS KOl TIG TPOGOOKIES TV
Beatov. XV Katavonon e TpofANUATIKNG TOL Yopiov Oa propovoe vao fondnoet n
Bempnon g évvolag g aicOnong otnv ApiototeAikn| okéyn amd tov Kahn:

Aristotle’s aésthesis is not quite the modern notion of sensation. The problem as
Aristotle poses it concerns neither the immediate data of consciousness (e.g. what
are called ‘sense data’ or ‘raw feels’) nor the perceptions we have of our own
body, but, properly speaking, any capacity possessed by living animals for
obtaining information concerning the outside world. (1979: 3)

g oyéom maM pe Tov opilovta TV TPOGOOKIDV Kol OVTIMYE®DV Tov Beatpicol
KOWOU 7OV TPEMEL O TOUTNG v AdPel vdym, oto kepdiowo 18 o Apiototéing
vrootpilel 0TL N Tpaymdia, ce avtifeon pe to €mog, e0Tlalel G€ £vav LOVO OVTOTEAN
oo, yio va un dtaomactel n evotnTa ™S avtiAnyng tov Beatdv kot amofel o pvhog
«apd v OIOANYIVY, OTOG avaeEpeTol oto otiyo 1456al4 (Halliwell 1995: 93-94).
Avt n ¢pdon petappaletal and tov Fyfe og “the result is full of disappointment”
(1932: 70-71). "Etotl 1 yvoOTIKA TPOGIIOPIGHEVT] £VVOla TG O1oTaoNG LETOTOTiCETON
pog v arodntikn koatevBvvon ™ cvvarsOnuotikng amoyontevong. O Halliwell
petappdletl tn epdon oc “against expectation” pévovtog Kovtd 6To apykd Keipevo.

3.2 Kepodaroypopnon

Muw aAAn pébodoc mov ypnowomnotel o Fyfe yun va avadeiler v oldotnrta g
EPUNVEVTIKNG TOV TPOCEYYIONG EVAL 1] KEPAAOLOYPAPNGT TPV ETAEYUEVOV EVVOLDV
awoOntikov  yapoktipo. H 1tpudda  ovtq omoteleiton  amd TG €vvoleg
dvon/Iloinon/Mépn g Tpaywdioc.



[T ocvykekpipéva, N yevikoTepn €vvola TNV onoio kepaiatoypapei o Fyfe ivor n
évvola g eVoemC. 10 Kepdlaro 4 g [Tomtikng o Aptototéing Aéetl 6t Tparywdio
éptace oty telelwon g HETA amd o eEeMkTikn depyacio Katd TNV omoio
Swpopemdnke péoa amd GAAeG TOMTIKES HopPés. Q¢ tedeiwon opilel por vont
OLTOTEAELD OTO TAOIGLO TNG OMOlOG KOTESTN TANPW®SG AETOVPYIKY] ©OC TPOG TO
EMUEPOLS oTOLKElD TNG, OT®WG TO PéETPO. O ApiloToTéhng dev vrootnpilel 4Tl avT) N
VoBeTIKn avtoTéAela Bo epmodicel ™V mepoTEP® €EEMEN TG TPpaywding, ALl OTL
edv ovveyloel va eEelMooetal Bo odnynoel ot dnuovpyion evog vEov aVTOTEAOVG
nomTkoy gidovg. EmmAiéov Aéel 6tL 1 1St  von ¢ Tpaymdiog, 0 GKOTOG TG, £iye
®G amOTELEGHOL TNV EMAOYN OADV TOV E00TOLOV YOPAUKTNPIOTIK®V TOV EMPOKELTO VO
oLVOEGOLV TO YOPOUKTIPO TNG.

Ymv elcaywyn g petappacng tov o Halliwell ypdopet :

Aristotle’s perspective on poetic history is hardly straightforward or neutrally
factual. It is, on the contrary, permeated by an interpretative vision — a vision of
poetic history as an area in which “nature,” working of course through human
nature (48b4-5) yet promoting practices which have a dynamic of their own
(49al5, 24, 60a4), brings into being the distinct cultural forms, the poetic kinds of
genres, which count as the primary material for Aristotle’s analysis of poetry.
(1995: 8-9)

‘Etol, oto otiyo 1449a24 6mov 0 APLOTOTEANG YXPNOWOTOLEL TOV OPO «OUTN
QOOIE» Yo VO TEPLYPAYEL TN @Vom NG Tpaywdioc, o Halliwell petappdler tov dpo
avtd o¢ “tragedy’s own nature” (Halliwell 1995: 42-43). O Fyfe perappaler
évwowr ™G ovoemg ¢ “Nature” (1932: 18-19) ko keporiooypopel ™ AEEN,
avlyovtog £€Tol Tov Opo GE oL ELPVTEPT PLAOGOQIKT €vvola, TN (VO MG TTNYM
EUMVELONG Kol GLYYPAPIKNG Tvong. Ommg Aéel Kot otV €160y®YN TG UETAPPUCNS
tov: “It is the ecstasy of inspiration, a mystic memory of something known before
birth, a supernatural apprehension born from a mingled love of truth and beauty”
(1932: xi).

H de0tepn katd 6epd EMPEPICUOD KEPAAALOYPAPLLEV £VVOL0L TTOV YPTOLUOTOLET
0 Ap1otoTtéAng eivan avtn g moinong. Xtov mpwto otiyo ¢ lowmuxkns (144al) o
Ap1oTOTEANG OMAGDVEL TO OVTIKEINEVO NG HEAETNG TOV TOL &ivor M moinom, 1
Aertovpyia, ta €idn ko ov apyéc g (Halliwell 1995: 28-29). H Aé&n moinon, mov
petappdletor kot oamd tov  Fyfe wov amd tov Halliwell wg “poetry”,
kepodowoypapeiton ond tov Fyfe (1932: 4-5), o omolog étor v vmdyel ot
YEVIKOTEPT] KaTNyOopio TNG PUGEMG, 1| GUVIEST] TOVS OUMG KATOOEIKVOEL Biktmplavég
KaTaPoArEC.

Téhog, oto kepdiaio 12 g [Homntikns oto otiyo 1452b10 (Halliwell 1995: 66-67)
0 Ap1oToTéANG dtoupel ta HEPTM NG TPAY®OING TOCOTIKA 6TOV TPOAOYO, TO EMEICOOLM,
mv €000 kot ta yopikd dopate. O Fyfe ypnowomoel ko €dd v péBodo g
Kepoiooypdonong (1932: 42-43), evtdoocovtog ta pépn g Tpoymdiag otnv moinon,
N omoia pe TN oepd TG vVdyeTon ot EVot. Etol ta mpoocdiopilel 610 mAaiclo piag
adLIoTACTNG EVOTNTOGS, TNV 0Toia EKQPALEL KO KATA TN HLETAPPACT] TOL KELUEVOV.

4. Enilhoyog

Yvvoyilovtoc, Oa pmopovoape va movpe 0Tt o Fyfe otig apyés tov €1KkosTon aidva
petéppooce Vv oty AEITOLPYOVTOG GE GAAN OMUEID CUUTANPOUOTIKO KOl GE
Ao onpuela emeEnynpaTikd ©¢ mPog To apykd KEIPEVO Kot mapdyovtag £I6L puo



petdppaocn, n onoia yopaktnpiletor omd peBOSOVE TPOGUPTICTIKESG, EPOGOV PpoVvTiLEL
VoL S TNPNOEL ALAGTAGTY| TV OVTIANYN TOL OVOYVOGTIKOL KOvoL Yl T1 Bempia g
noinong mopoAeimovtog 1M petatomilovtag otoiyeion tov apywol kewévov. H
petappoaon tov Halliwell, n omola ekd00nke ota TEAN TOL E€1KOGTOV OL®OVA,
dwakpivetor amd o moATikn Slatnpnong tov yopokmpa g llowtikng, m omoia
OGUVETAYETOL TN O1ACTOCT TNG AVTIANYNG VOGS ASIOUATIKOD CLGYETICHOD HETAED TOV
APYIKOV Kot TOL TEAMKOD KEWEVOL Kat TNV Evapén evog SoAdyov HETAED TG apyaiog
Kol g vedtepng Bewpiag ¢ moinong kot ™ TEYVNG YeVikOTEpa. O ypovikdg
TPOCOOPIGHOG TOV V0 UETOPPACEDV €ELANPETEL TNV avaymyn TOvG o€ €va
TOAVGLGTNUIKO TAEYLOL TAPAYMDYTG.
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