Against Simon Gobbet

Against Simon was a speech written by Lysias. It concerns a case of intentional murder by Simon. Lysias was one of the “canon of ten” Attic orators of ancient Greece. The speech was written so Simon could by put before the council of the Areopagus, to try and convince them to charge Simon with attempted murder or the intention to murder.  
I will be looking closely to section 6 of this text.
It’s the trail of Simon to the council of Areopagus in Athens Greece. The text tells the reader of the even that lead up to Simons intentions of committing murder. Though what I find odd about this whole trail is that you only ever hear Lysias written version of events. Which for all we know could have been edited to make Simon seem worse then what he was and there no evince I could find at this time to rove that it wasn’t. Though if you compare this type of trail to the ones now day you can see a few details that might make this whole speech untrustworthy. In court of law now you will have two lawyers for each party who job it is to come up with a compelling case to argue who is innocent and who isn’t, this wasn’t the case in Greece at this time of this case. It seems to be the case of parties involved had to defend themselves to a council or court of the sate they live in. Though what I don’t like about this with the case with Simon was he wasn’t allowed to tell his side of the events, I couldn’t find a source or answer as to what could have proved Simon into wanting to commit this crime. They try to make it seem he just woke up and thought it was a good idea to commit this crime which we would have been very aware of what would happen if he did commit it. It could be a case that Simon couldn’t afford to have someone like Lysias to written him a speech. I not sure why he wasn’t allowed to say his side of this event.
Though there a fragment I looked at where it talks about Simon being drunk and breaking into a room where all the women of the house sleep and he just stay there and did nothing, or that Lysias speech tell us he came there at night in a drunken state[footnoteRef:1]  Now it been proven now that alcohol can affect people’s judgment and they can become a whole other person when drunk, that a fact now, but not back then. Though something that got me thinking was because again we haven’t heard Simon stamen that what if he was dared to break into the women room when drunk? What makes me question this statement was the fact he never did anything to girls. Now why I think that is because one of the Greek laws. Where if a man slept with your wife or daughter he could be killed by the man of house and the man wouldn’t be charged with murder. So, this shows that Simon was aware of the laws and the rules, so he couldn’t have been that drunk at the time. Also, this leads me into the fact that the women where in locked room on their own and how could Simon have broken down a locked door on his own. Another point in this case that is connect to the other is about the laws to do with women in Greece at the time. Women where kept in seclusion, they didn’t have many rights like we do today. They weren’t allowed out often unlike the men who could do what they like to them. Though there a rule here. If the man of the house, see another man cheating with his wife or daughters he can kill them so what is this was the case with Simon? Then you could class his intentions of committing murder as self defence which this again bring me back to the theme of Simon wasn’t allowed to say his side of the events.  I loved through whole of Against Simon and it gave me no clues as why he could have gone into the women’s room other than he was drunk.  [1:  Lysias, Against Simon – translated by W.R.M. Lamb, http://www.perseus.tufts.edu/hopper/text?doc=Perseus%3Atext%3A1999.01.0154%3Aspeech%3D3%3Asection%3D6

] 

There are a few problems in this text which I’d like to mention which make me question it reliability.
The first point which is one I keep coming back to throughout this gobbet is the fact we never hear a word from Simon. Later in the text we here from on witness but it’s more to keep the witness out of trouble and not help Simon so it’s not relevant to do with anything. So, with just having Lysias having to written about events that he wasn’t there for it makes me question what the truth and was has been added to make Simon look guilty. Lysias was writing for someone else and yes, he could have all been true but without Simon confirming or not I say that this count is reliable. Also, the fact this count isn’t first hand so it very hard to trust because Lysias wasn’t there, he didn’t see what happened to the women of the house or the events after that point, it just one sided which isn’t normally the way the law would have worked in Greece. They would have let Simon speak for himself if he wanted too and he didn’t, and there not reason to why he didn’t want to speech and plead that he wasn’t guilty. Another point I would like to add is that they never called any of the women to give their version of what happen when Simon broke into the room. It could have been a simple misunderstanding and he thought the women were in trouble. Though we will never know because this a not a reliable.
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