The Anger of the Victims in Cicero’s actio secunda in Verrem
Building on a recent important treatment of the rhetorical challenges to which Cicero responds in the Verrines (Frazel, 2009), and on another recent treatment of Cicero’s persuasive use of indignum and its congeners in Pro Roscio Amerino (Craig, 2010), this paper will draw on a data set of the 118 occurrences of indign* words in Cicero’s orations to I) demonstrate that Cicero’s presentation of victim outrage in the Verrines is atypical, II) note that this atypical presentation helps us to define the acceptable boundaries of expressing victim outrage in a Roman persuasive context, and III) argue that Cicero’s depiction of victim outrage contributes in a hitherto unnoted way to the orator’s answer to the rhetorical challenge of Verr. 2.5.

I) Indignatio, the stirring of hatred against the opponent and offense at his deeds, is a standard part of the peroration of a prosecution speech in the Hellenistic rhetorical theory of Cicero’s time (Cic. Inv.1.100-105).  Craig has shown that Cicero uses its elements for the defense as well, and that his most important rhetorically prescribed tactics are to accuse the target of disrespect for venerable people or institutions, to amplify the target’s actions harming others, to note the target’s arrogant, tyrannical behavior, and to amplify the target’s harm towards defenseless innocents whom a decent person would protect.

For the orator’s purpose, depicting the feelings of the victims is a means to the end of inflaming the jury. In his narratives and amplifications of a target’s misdeeds, Cicero certainly relates the sufferings of the target’s victims and the dolor that they feel. But the orator does not regularly attribute feelings of indignatio to the sufferers. Instead he expresses outrage himself (“quid hoc indignius?” “Hoc est indignissimum,” etc.) in order to kindle that feeling in his jury (so, e.g., Verr. 2.1. 112, 137; 2.52, 78; 3. 52, 200; 5.16, 147, 171-2). Likewise in his narratives about others who have felt indignatio at an action, the feeling of outrage is a judgment on the action of the target that has harmed some third party (e.g., Verr. 2.2.95).  The general mechanism is that victims suffer undeserved harm, and those in power are outraged at the perpetrator. The eight passages in the actio secunda in Verrem in which Cicero states that provincial victims of Verres’ behavior themselves feel outrage at what their rapacious Roman governor has done (Verr. 2.2.127; 4.45, 67, 78, 85, and 99; 5. 112, 115) are thus atypical.

II) It is striking that the first six of these passages (five of them in Verr. 2.4) have in common the victims’ response to a behavior that is sacrilegious, e.g. Verres’ theft of statues of Diana, Ceres, Mercury.  Apparently, here is one area in which expressing the outrage of the victim, as well as that of the speaker and the jury, has some persuasive value.

III) The seventh and eighth examples have to do with Verres’ execution of his Sicilian captains in order to attempt to hide the malfeasance that led to his forces’ defeat at the hands of the pirates in Verr. 2.5.  This episode addresses what Frazel has noted as the two major rhetorical challenges facing the orator.  1) Hortensius would depict Verres as a bonus imperator, a role which covers a multitude of faults, and 2) the provincials are after all subject to Rome, and Romans would not be greatly concerned at the poor treatment of these subjects at the hands of a Roman governor. Cicero’s protracted narrative and amplification of the execution of the Sicilian captains (esp. §§106-130) is verbally and thematically linked to his subsequent narrative of the execution of Roman citizens, culminating in the crucifixion of the Roman citizen Gavius (§§139-172). The fact that the Sicilians express their outrage at Verres implicitly puts them on a par with those who properly express and feel indignatio, viz., Cicero and his jury. This helps to elide the distinction between the provincials, whose fate the Romans need not find compelling, and the Roman citizens who are also Verres’ victims.  
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