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Sirs, if you were to hear and judge this case as you would unto yourselves, I will be very much pleased. For, once you have heard my plight, you yourselves will feel indignant at what has been done to such a man as myself. I find myself in a situation I never could have foreseen. I have been brought in front of you for a crime so polluted as murder, and I ask you, friends, why? Why would I bring this miasma on to our beloved city, in the middle of our festive season? 
Why would I bring such dishonour to our people and Gods? To myself and my family? Please hear the following facts. 
My brother, Nikanor, has been accused of ordering our freedman to poison one of the choir boys in an act of jealousy.  Jealousy of what you may wish to ask, for my brother had no interest in this boy. His interests lie elsewhere, with Mainippos, Son of Diodoros. Which brings me to my hard evidence of Innocence.
 Mainippos bears witness to my freedman at the time of the death. Both Mainippos and my slave were in my workshop, thus could not have committed such an act on my brother’s orders. My brother, who, at a young age suffered from a terrible misfortune, leaving him with a lame foot and us parentless, who is a well-known athlete despite his disability and is admired within the palaestra and who is a loyal and good brother to his family. Why would he commit such an act? What would he gain from it I ask? 
Critical Analysis
The creation of speech making was an art of persuasion [footnoteRef:1] one of which Lysias turned into a career. Reading both Lysias 1 and 3, I have created parallels between his work and my own.  Aristotle’s Rhetoric says that the testimony must appeal to the emotions of the jury [footnoteRef:2]. He does this in book 3, against Simon, by emphasising the negativity of the actions of Simon, and how he wronged others not just himself. By highlighting and questioning Simons actions, Lysias made the court think harmfully about Simon, placing the man on trail in a better light, engaging and sympathising more with his personal situation. I have used his method of character description in my defence of Nikanos. I have made known his positive influence on the community rather strongly as part of his defence against the accusation of murder.  [1:  Arist. Rh. 1.1.14]  [2:  Arist. Rh. 1.1.9] 

Through out Lysias defence speeches, he continuously addresses the jury and court, asking them rhetorical questions, making them think and question the crime, normally to the favour of those who are charged by tapping into their emotional and ethical thought process. The start of my speech is based on Lysias 2, On the Murder of Eratosthenes. Lysias connects to the audience by asking them to see his plight as if it was their own, engaging the jury into thinking how such a case would affect them personally.  I have started similarly with asking the jury to see this case as they would see their own to gain sympathy and understating to the crime. I have also used rhetorical questions, to engage the jury into thinking the way we wish them to think to gain a pardon and to create a sense of good community spirt by acknowledging that this is the way we see the city and our views on such crime and so, why would we commit such an act. 
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