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ABSTRAGT

T a———— -

The purpose of this dissertation is to examine

imintilian's discussion of the prosvinasnata, or elenentary

rhetorical exerciscs, in the Institutio Oratoria asgainst

an historical backeround. The study of evidence for the

developuent of the exercises will therefore be important,

as well es comparison with the Greci Progymnasmata of
selins Yheon, who was probably a contevrorary of Quintilian,
and of Hermosenes, Aphtheonius and idicolauns, who zll lived
during the period of the loman Enpire. Authors after

the fifth century A.D. have not been considered, since the

orocyunasnsta seem to have been fixed by then and

collecticns whicn appeared in the Byzantine vperiod added
no new exercises.

The comparison of Qgintilian's worlt with Greek
texts has necessiteted a good deal of Greex terninology,
for which I apologize to the reader. Since the Greek
nrogymmacnatists have a love of classification anc

categorization, the reader will 2lso find discussion of
rhnetorical ter: At the same time, this study shows

ww often the idess of Quintilian and Theou are similar,

especizally in regard to teaching meuhoo wnich was not

[N
e
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nusually an interest of ancient rhetorical writers, and
it seems likely that @uintilian was acquainted with Theon's

TOr K. It is also instructive to see Quintilian's

affirnation of the value of the prozyunasmeta, at a time

when they were not pooular with Reoman rhetoriclans, as part
of an educational tradition which continued for many
centnries.

It was hoped to add an appendix containing the
parts of Theon's work which are nissing from the Greek
text but which are found in an Armenian translation of
the sixth century 4.D. Unfortunately, I have not yet
found anyone who can translate sixth-century Armenian.
The nissing pessages, when translated, should bz of
considerable worth, not only for understanding Theon’s

Progymnasnzta, but also for throwing more 1izght on

Quintilian's use of these exercises, especially paraphrase,

aud praise and denunciation of laws, conceruing whic

little is knowm.
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HTAODUCT IO

Orisins of the Prosymnasnata

It is not knowvm exactly when the progymnasmnata

originated, rhetorical exercises, or ~p%u@%;wuu,ﬁqﬂ4nn%s,
wrohably began with the teaching of rhetoric,l but we cannot
tell hen the introductory exercises, or ﬂ?OY0ﬂx£§wmu , vere
separated from or added to the Yquéyuua, or when they

their name.2 The evidence of papyri shous that

j&A

receive
paraphrase was estadlished as an exercise in the Alexandrien

perioﬁ,B but there are nc panyri for the other progyunasmata

fron the centuries B.C. We st therefore recly almost
eutirely on literary evidence, which is also unsatisfactory
for the cenvuries 3.C.

Quintilian (Inst.Or.,2,4,41) seems to indicate

l5ee &, Jullien, Les Professeurs de littérature dans
llancienne Rnome (Faris, 1855), 246. Plato {(Phaedr.,2090,
Zives the three things necessary for the orator - $fos
TRVTTY A 5 mEAT, On this "Terrar" see B. Appel, Das 3il
anesideal und Erzieluncsideal guintilians nach der Incuit
tio oratoriz {(uiss.: caanich, 1914, 541f.; L. ifiller,
PHdaco-il Plutarchs (Diss.: binnich, 1956), 1L,

—

1)~

o,

(I’

. Reichel, :uacstiones Procymnasmaticae (Diss.:
Leipzig, 1909;, 2-10. Anaxirienes uses the word
P

out simply =
any case (22,4 ».59 Fahrrannj.

D reaningPexercise” and the text is doubtful in

-

°G. Giengrande, "On the Orizins of the Greek Romanca!
Eranos 60 (1662}, 158. The oldest example dates from the
third century B.C. See Archiv 13 (1939), 121. :

1
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that the progymnasmata existed before the declamation,

which may have been invented by Demetrins of Phalerunm
(late fourth century B.CJ,LP but he expresses so mich
doubt as to whether Demetrius did, in fact, create the
deblamation that this passage is of little value for

dating the prosymnasmata. As Guintilian indicates (Inst.

Or.,2,4,42) the only fact that can be stated for the
/

beginning of Roman declamation is that it was being
taught by Plotius Gallus and others at the time of the
Idict of Crassus (92 B.C.).5

Elsewhere (Ilnst.Dr.,2,1,9), Quintilian declares
that antiqui used theses, commonvrlaces and generalized

themes as rhetorical exercises, but he does not indicate

6

how long ago these sntigui lived.” We do know that the

™ -

Se-7 (thesis) was introduced into the teaching of

7 and Theophrastus and was used

philosophy by Aristotle
by the Peripatetics and Acddemics, and that Hermagoras

applied it to rhetoric in a limited sense in the second

[L'u - - x fa) - 1
‘See F. Wehrli, Die Schule des Aristoteles. Dene-

trius von Phaleron (Basel, 1988), 8. Another possibility
for the founder of declamation %s Aeschines, who lived
shortly before Demetrius {Philostratus, ¥Y3,%, ».2 Xaysey.

&
“Cicero used Greek declamation in his youth {(Brut.

3C9-310) znd he refers to the Latin teaching of Plotius
{(Letter to Titinnius, Suetonius, De Gramm.,26).

6. .

See p.li0. Hermogenes (e.g.,2.26,11) and Nicolaus
(e.g.,F.63,11) refer to earlier teachers and writers of
progzynnasnata, but again no dates. Cn Suetonius, vp.141f%

“aristotle may have invented the philosophic
exercise. See H. Throm, Die Thesis (Paderborn, 1932), 177.




N ’

8 : A .
century B.C. The . .- + . {locus commmnis) was used

by Gorgias and the Soph_ists.9
10

The 7;:.'+ (chria) was
first taught by the Cynics. These facts are interest-
ing for the development of individual exercises, and they
show that, as well as paraphrase, some exercises similar

to the progymnasmata existed before the first century B.C.

Procymnasmata may have been introduced with the Greek

schools at Rome during the second century B.C., but, as
we shall find from a study of Roman rhetorical works,
these exercises were not collected and recorded as
preliminary rhetorical exercises until the first century

A.D.

Latin Sources for the Progymnasmata

The oldest rhetorical works in which traces of

. .11
progymnasmata appear are the Rhetorica ad Herennium =~ and

the De Inventione and De Oratore of Cice:c*o.]'2 Both the

Rhetorica ad Herennium and the De Inventione were

probably published in the second decade of the first

8See po.125fF.

ISee p.116.
lOSee P.55.

11The anthor was once thought to be Cicere, tut is
now rezarded as uncertain. See 7; lMarx, Incerti Auctoris
de ratione dicendi, Ad C. Herennium Libri IV (Leipzig, 1894},
©9fT.; H. Caplan, Ad C. Herennium de rations dicendi
(London, 1954), .vii-xiv.

1

2See Reichel, 12-19.



century B.O. The De Inventione. as the name inmplies,

4

deals with the first part of rhetoric, iavention, an

the Zhetorica ad Herenniuwn also includes the other four

varts, arrangement, delivery, menory and style. The
Le Or-=tore, which appeared in 55 B.C., was a discussion

ci reqguirements for the orator,

1k

In his edition of fhetorica ad Herennium, Harx

15 and §idys {(narr-tio) (1,2,12),
MY A RELr L Lo

emumerates ucdBos (fohbnla)
Xpele (chria) (h,LbL,56-58), ¥Eywdpuov (laudatio) (3,8,15)

and Kowos Téwos (locus communis) (2,30,47) as the

prozvanzsnats mentioned by his author. Despite the fact

that a Xgeé& (also called expolitio) is set out in full

(LyLl,56) in a similar maoner to that recommended by
later vrogyunasmatists,l® none of what Marx calls progym-
nesmatsa are treated as exercises to be practised before
the study of rhetoric by the Auctor ad Herennium and

17 -

Cicero. bxpolitio is to be practised for

13See liarx, 153; Caplan, vii; G. A. Kennedy, The
Art of Rhetoric in the loman .orld (Princeton, 19725, 110,
1

13.
lhﬁarx, 110.
1:'See 9.38-

1659e p. 65,

lfSee 2eichel, 12-16. émﬁqux may he an excep-

tion since it conld have been nsed in schools, although it was
2eneraL%¥ oractised delectationis gause (De Inv.,1,19,27).
Jee p. 76.
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embellishing arouments and for giving wvariety in pleading
a case (Anctor ad Herennium, L,k4,56 and 58: Cicero, Be

5

Inv.,Ll,L1,75). Koivdd micncs (Locus communis) is also

connected with the pleading of a case (Auctor ad Her.,?,

30,47; cf. De Inv.,1,53,100ff.). ¢y~ewevy (lawdatio) is
not treated as an exercise (cf. Auctor ad Her.,3,6,10; De
Inv.,?,59,177-178; De Or.,2,10,43££.), and 1 fdou o
{paravhrasis), x?ﬁQVnw:é and £¢71. (thesis) are merely

18

rnentioned in the De Oratore (1,154 and 158). Since we
are concerned with elementary rhetorical exercises in this

dissertation, the works of the Auctor ad Herennium and

Cicerc will not be of major importance.

Although the progymnasmata existed independently

for some time, some appearing later than others, it is
not until the first century A.D. that we find lists and
details of these elementary rhetorical exercises. Even
then the lists are not stan&ardized, and a comparison of
the exercises included by Guintilian and the

rogymnasmatists. shows that there was still some dispute.

8See Reichel, 18-19. Crassus exercised in
pParaphrase in his youth, but evidently not in school (De
Yr.,1,34,154), On paraphrase see pp.50-53 and on £iss
see pp.125-146. &y ¢ (critical reading of poets and
historians) was one of the exercises lost from the Greek
texts of Theon. See p.22.
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Quintilian is the first Roman author to list

progyinasmata. His Imstitutio Oratoria, which deals

with the complete education of the orator, was published

in 94 or 95 A.D.19 In Book 1, which chiefly concerns

~

-~

training by the grammaticus, Quintilian discusses (L o%

(fabula), \ z:.(chria), and $rf)wﬁx (narratio) based on

poetry {1,9). In Book 2, chapter L, which concerns
elementary training in rhetoric, he discusses hwﬁ)fﬁan<

! !
{narratio) based on history, including .yv.isk{.’] and

~20 - - . - . -
ETRIS RS 0 RN PIrStY: {Laudatio) and Ggis (v1tuperat105
and 9/~ . 7% (comparatio) which is connected with these,
P, . . .. R”1 o
Fetves TS (locus communis), aetiologia, I

b

- . 22 i~ : R
(thesis), and vomes {lesua leus ac vituperatio).

LY

These exercises are graded according to difficulty and
each leads on to the next. Some nmay be practised in more
difficult forms and on specific cases at later stages

(Inst.0Or.,2,4,36 and 40). Theses (guaestiones infinitae)

are treated in more detail in Book 3, chapter 5, and
encomium is discussed further in Book 3, chapter 7, while
in Book 10, chapter 5, Quintilian recommends practice of

4

» ) = 4 - N e /'
paraphrase, thesis, Avet Kfio and Rl e, and locus

L% ennedy, 193.
20

21Aetiologia was connected with )(}ﬁﬁ.and is
therefore discussed in that chapter, pp. 67-70.

Here Quintilian uses the Greek terms.

2 s , U
Quintilian usés the Greek term- ['€735 in Books

and 10. The text of the Institutio Oratoria used in thils
dissertation is that of ii. Winterbottom {(Oxford, 1970).




communis for the mature orator. We shall be concerned
nainly with Books 1 and 2 since they deal with the

preliminary stages of rhetorical education.
Another Roman writer of almost the same period as

@uintilian mentions progymnasmata, namely Suetonius in his

work De Grammaticis et Rhetoribus, which is a surviving

nart of his De Viris Iilustribus and was published zarly

2
in the gecond century A.D.‘“3 It described the carsers of
teachers from Flotius Gallus to the end of the first

[ ¥] . PN
zentury 4.D.°" Suetonius speaks of problemata (Ueui, ),

)22

paravhrasis, allocutiones (77.-.727% ~iL and

aetiologiae as among the elementary rhetorical exercises

taught by the grammaticus (De Gramm.,4). He mentions

chriz, fabula, narratio including paraphrase, translaticn

;
;

- o - . - - )- o PR
from Greek, laudatio and vituperatio, theses, and “vourd

and paviviwio ,0f fables as exercises formerly taught by

26 ' -

the rhetor. These prozyunasmata are sinilar to those

of GQuintilian, but their division between grammaticus and

rhetor is slightly different. This introduces the

auestion of who tauzht the proegymnasmata.

23Probab1y between 112 and 117 A.D. See Kennedy,
551, '

21 ,
"dhetores from the Augustan Age to the end of the
first century A.D. are missing.

25 . . C s
REENE FLTLTRd U are omitted by Quintilian. See pllh
?6 S U A . ’
Vanesfand o wes:; are the only Greek terms
nsed Ly 3Suetonius. Translation from Greek, althoush

provably involved in paraphrase, was not listed as a
separate elementary rhetorical exercise by Quintilian.
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Grommaticns oy thetory

The proommnasiiatae orizinated in Greekx teaching

3 ~ 2’
and were brouzht to Rome by Greek teachers. / Althouzh
one would expect elementary rhetorical exercises to be
taumsht by & rhetorician, the duties of the CGreek
grarmarian and rhetorician had not been sharply
. . . o 28 ‘s -
distinguished, at least at Rhodes. Aristocdemnus taught
rhetoric in the morning and gram:zar in the eveuing (3trabo,
14,6505 . The custonr of teaching bhoth gramnar and
roetoric vvas continued at Rome by Latin teachers such as
Antonius Gnipho and Ateius Ph1lolovuu (Suetonius, De Grama.,
6 and 10). Verrius Flaccus, a gramnarien, set his pupnils
exercises in composition and awarded vprizes for the best
performance {(le Gramm.,17).
At Rome, all school teaching was in Greek in the
Jr ' 29 ma ; .3 .
second ceatury B.C. The study of Latin literature was
begun, according to Suetonius, by the students of Crates of

zllos when he visited Rome, and continued in the

grammar schools (De Gramm.,2- 3)30 From that time Greex

el
”7See Juilien, 202,

e d
Ca

See J. Cousin, Ztudes sur Juintilien, vol.l
(Amsterdan, 1967), 109, n.l.

See Jullien, £8. Presumably Cato and others
elr chilaren in Latin at home,

See H. Bardon, La Littérature latine inconnue,
vol.l (Paris, 1952}, 33.
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snd Latin zrerner sclhools existed side by side, and in
Quintilian's cay 2 oy wonld still as a rule attenc both
grammar schools {(Inst.Or.,l,4,1). Latin rhetorical teaching,

vinich began in Cicero's youth (Letter to Titinnius, Suetcnius,

Ue Greorm,,26) =t Tirst unpopular =nd was opposed by the
idict of Crassus in 92 B.C., but Latin exercises were soon

31

teuzht 2gain togsther with: Greelr erercises and Greek theory.
As noted =2bove, umintilien and Suetonius would have

nost of the nrozvinasmzts tought in the rhetorical

schools (c¢f. Inst.0r.,2,1,8; 2,4,1). ‘mintilian couplains

that the Laotin gro.mstici have encroached on rhetorical

teaching and have taken over these elementary exercises
which for a long time were the object of rhetorical
teachinq,32 and that they even keep their pupils too
Long (Lﬂgg.gg.,Z,l,l-B).33 “uintilian wants the boy to
begin with the rhetor while still studying with the -

grazmaticus, 2 custon followed by the Greeks (Inst.Or.,

2,1,13). OSuetonius considers that the fact that early

sraometici tzusht rhetoric 2s well as grammar

led to their later custom (after the separation of

31Kennedy,96. /
32, . Brinwm " ]
4. Brinimann, "Aus dem antlken Schulunterricht”,
ikl 65 (1910), 149, shows that the Xpeiv was no longer
taugﬂt 0y the rhetor iun the Au-ustan Aze.

o

224 ,-I. Herrou, Histoire de 1'écucation dans
1fantionitd (Parls, 1950),60, shows thut the starting age
with the rhestor wa2s about 15 yesrrs. 3ee also P. Zetit,
Les studincnts de Libane (Paris, 1957 ) ,139-1.40.
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10
grammar and rhetoric) of retaining or introducing elementary
rhetorical exercises (le Gramm.,h,B).Bh He adds that this

custom has ceased in his day because of the laziness and

youth of some pupils, and later he says that progymnasmata

ceased in the schools with declamation (De Gramm.,25,5),
wvhich had become so popular that it dccupied most of the
rhetorician's time uuder the Empire {(De Gramm.,k; cf.Inst.
or.,2,1,2; 2,11,1). These statements of Suetonius seenm

to indicate that the progymnasmata disappeared altogether

from Roman schools. In the first place, however, the

word exoluerunt, which Suetonius uses of the progymnasmata

in the rhetorical schools, may mean "declined” rather than
"ceased".35 Secondly, there is evidence from Ausoanius
(Prof.Burd.,21,26), Saint Augustine (Conf.,1,17) aud

Diomedes (1,310 Keil) that progvmnasmata were used in

grammar schools in the fourth century A.D. Thirdly, the

continued use of the progymnasmata in Greek schools is

.36

well attested by papyri and by the writings of
progymnasmatists, and it would seem strange if they ever

completely disappeared from Roman schools.

3hgeo p. 8.
35369 1s, 689, s.v. exoleo.

36%0@ especially P. Beudel, Qua ratione Graeci
liberos docuerint, napyris, ostr301s, tabulis in Lezypto

inveutis illustratny (Diss.: Hunster, 19LL).
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As well as being so occupied with declamation, the
Latin rhetores felt that most, if not all, the progymnas-
mata were beneath them (Inst.Cr.,2,1,2). From the
detailed study of these exercises in the followlng
chapters, it will be obvious that many of them were very
eleunentary. The X;"., for example, seems at first to
have been used merely for practising Greek grammatical
cases. #Zven the rniore advanced eXercises, such as edris
and praise and demanciation of laws, are dealt with only
at an elementary level by Quintilian in Book 2, and he
may have intended these exercises to be taught by an

assistant teacher. liost of the progsymnasmata follow

similar rules, and they are in fact exercises in

composition appropriate to the grammaticus as part of

ars recte loouendi.

The Latin rhetor was concerned with educating
37 The Greeks, on the
38

only for a career in oratory.
other hand, looked for a more general education.
39

ThusznxAlexandrian7Theon, a contenporary of @Quintilian,

considered the prozymnesmata a preparation not only for

oratory but also for poetry and any kind of writing (5p.2,

37This is Quintilian's sole aim, hence the title
Institutio Oratoria.
8 LU — " s a .
3/Hen.ce the oA Fasal (orbis doctrinae),
which was not important in Roman education (Inst.Or.,1,10).
See larrou, 24L.ff., 378.

o]
3)8

ee pp. L3ff.
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70, 25-28) .7 (uirtilian confiris that Greek

rhetoricians lectured on prose writers. He tried to do

the same but was unsuccessfnul because of the feelings of

bl Theon

Latin teachers and pupils (Inst.Or.,2,5,1).
complains that rhetoricizus have nct been doing their job
(Sn. u,)O 1-11), but Quintilian says that Greek gramnarians
have not encroached on rhetorical exercises to the extent

of the Latin ~ramatici (Inst.Or.,2,1,1) This was

probably because Greek rhetorical teaching was never so

L2
L also because

doninated by declamatioun as Latin teaching,
a Ronan poy would nuswally attend first the Greek grammar
school, then Latin zrammar school, then rhetorical school,

so that the Latin grammaticus wounld be the one tempted to

) . L
encroach on rhetoric (cf. Inst.Or.,1, l.,l).’3

At Rome, therefore, elemnentary rhetorical exercises

cane to be tauzght chiefly by erarmatici. @nintilian

presents his ideal in the nanner of his division of the

progyanasmnata between gramnaticus and rhetor, and just as

hOQuintilian is interested in literature ouly
insofar as it is useful to the orator (Inst.Or.,10,1).

lﬁ. Jinterbotton, A Comuentary on uuintilian's

Institutio Or“torlA, Book 2 (Diss.: Oxford, 196A) 157,

consicers that this was not cowmon pfactlce even anons
Greeir rnetoricians.

b25¢e 7. H. Colson, 1. Fabii guintiliani Institutio-
nis Oratorise Liber I (Canbridge, 192L), xxxiii.
L3,

3ee Jullien, 203, 298 n.2.
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he was unable to iantroduce lectures on prose writers, it
seems unlikely that he was able to change the custom of his

day regarding when and by whom the progymnasmata were

taught.l’lP

Greek writers on progymnasmata treated the

exercises as a continuous course to be dealt with by the
rhetorician. We now turn to these Greek sources,;

beginning with a more detailed discussion of Theon.

Greek Sources

Theon
It would be interesting and helpful to kunow
whether Theou was a countemporary of Quintilian and whether
his work was used by him. Unfortunately, we have uo
evidence from ancient authors regarding Theou's date.
Practically the only evidence is found in his work.
Conjectures of scholars have ranged from the Augustan
periodlP5 to 500 A.D.l+6 Until the nineteenth century

most scholars placed Theon at least in the third century

hhSee p.12, with n.4l.

hsFor example, C. S. Baldwin, Ancient Rhetoric and
Poetic (New York, 192L4), 228; A. Brinkmann, "Aus dem
antiken Schulunterrlcht", RhM 65 (1910}, 152.

héSee W. Stegemann, "Theon", RE, 5(2},2037: 0. P.
Hoppichler, De Theone Hermogene Aphthonlogge Progymnasmatum
Seriptoribus (Diss.: Virceburg, 188L), 21-23, 39, n.2;

Marrou, 239, Theon must have lived before the fifth century
A.D. since his work is quoted by Athanasius. See p.24.
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A.D. and usually after Hernoszenes and Aphthonius.h7

Recently Theon has been considered & contemnnorary of

Quintilian.’®
The Sonda mentions several Theons, one of whom

wrote on the prosvmnasnate (.i‘.dler,@, 206 )

STIRN )A)\E,‘gowszbg codioTys, 5% Frommiriaey. Aldios, Yypxpe
eX VIV [ Tep TPy NI TV ST vy m pt £ls - EvoPLONTL
iz% 710‘0@021-41\/) 2}5 Afv)/,uoo’@é\/q\/, (C)"I\TOPKKA(_S DTTCQE/,O‘S,(S,
Kol Emripocro T €pt cru«r&,‘ésws Adyou weon ENat The{OVL,

dearly all scholers agree that this Aelius Theon, the

. - . U O
rhetorician, was the author of the Pro:ymnaswata.L’ The

Souda mnentions also a grarmarian and a vhilosopher by the
name of Theon. Theon the philosovher was interested in
rhetoric, accordinz to the Souda, and Theon the
progyrnasnatist was interested in the philosophic training
of his pupils (S».2,59,1{f.), but these details do not prove
that the two were the sarie person, as sone have thought.50

Quintilian nentions .the name Theon twice:

L7 .
Hoppichler, 39.
ZPS(‘ Iy - kL B Y . S T T o~ * O
G. A. Kennedy, Juintiliszsn (Mew York, 1962), LS5;
Reichel, 39; H. lintschmann, leview of G. lessler, Ad descrin-
tiomun historism symbola (Diss.: Leipziz. 1916}, Joch.i.Xkl.

*hil. 30/31 {1917), 081; Stegemann, "Theon", RE, 5(2
2037-2039. ’ : SRR o >2)

AQHoppichler, 20.
50('\4. g nl Lo Fa O o T.
Stezemann, RE, 5(2),2039. See also C. Walsz,
- .|1 I3 Nl - r
dhetores Grazeci, vol.l (Tubingen, 1332), 137ff. J.1
hereafter refers to volume oue of this work.

b]

et
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Fecerunt alii totiden status, sed alios, an sit, onid sit,
uzle 5it, auancwa sit, bt Caecilinz et Yheon (In L.0r.,
CHIN Hoc est ﬂﬁgmcv , ut plerisvnc nlaculu, ‘heon

ecanse of the subject-matter, neither of these passages

should refer to 2 grammarian, The Theon of 9,3,76 has,

51

however, been identified with the prosgynnasmatist.
Wilamowitz says that this reference is to the 3toic
philoso»her who coulc also be the progymnasmatist,52 but
no definite conclusion can be reached because the name

53

Aelius ras very conmon in Egynt. According to the Souca,
both the philosovher and the progymnasmatist were

Alexandrian. Quintilian, by the words Theon 3tolcus,

indicates the 3toic nhileronner, who wrcote three books on

.

rhetoric (Souda, Adler ®, 203}. Theon the nrogyinasmatist

may also have written on rhetoric. This depends partly on
how one punctuates the srords of the Souda Téquv ﬂzﬁ

| 6°°

s 5 ‘,. 4 . A
TWOT%MV&guﬁij,DF and also on sone words of Theon (3p.2,61,2

Reichel considers that, like Inst.0r.,9,3,76,

Inst.0r.,3,6,L8 refers to the work on rhetoric by the

Stoic Theon, and he sets out to prove that this author is

513tegemann, RE, 5(2),2039.

2 . . i . .
5 U. v. Jilanowitz-liollendorif "Asianisnus und
Atticisnns, Hermes 35 (1900}, 6, n.2.

33eichel, 22, n.2.
54See Hoppichler, 20, n.2; 39, n.l.

-
D5The0“'
vol.2 (Leinzig,

. Spengel, cd.,Rhetores Graeci,
er referred to as S5p.2.
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[
. o -
2lso the writer of the “rogymnasmata.” Reichel demons-

trates that Theon the progymnasmatist has some ideas in
common with the Stoics; but this alone does not prove
that he was the Stolc philosopher. As Reichel himself
points out, Stoic writers and Theon also have ideas in

conmon with the nou-Stoic Auctor ad Hersnnium and with

Quintilian.S? Theon the progymnasmatist is also called
Platonic by the Byzantine progymnasmatist, Johannes
Geometres (Doxopater, W.2,513,25 ), because Theon draws
a number of examples from Plato's dialogues?g' Although
thé confusions of the Souda in yvitae are notorious,59
in my view there is not enough evidence to identify the
progymnasmatist Theon with the grammarian or philosopher
of the same nare, and, since we do not know that the

progymnasmatist wrote a work on rhetoric, we cannot say

whether Quintilian refers to him in the Institutio

Oratoria.
What is the evidence which suggests that the

progymnasmatist Theon was a contemporary of Quintilian?

50Reichel 2311,

57Ib1d., 2LFF. One example is the theme for a
Grons , 80 tenaeora. I 5 oy o , which was debated by
Fplcureans and Perloatetlcs as well as Stoics, and is
found in the Auctor ad Herennium (4,44,57), Cicero (De Or.,
3,29,113; Part.Or.,56C; 100.,62 Lig.,4,3,6), and Quintilian
{I?s;)Or.,v,h,25 3,5,6; 7, 24) as well as Theon (Sp.2,
23

Bsee Reichel, 43.

Q’S‘

On the author, Hesychius of Ililetus, see G.
Loescheke, "Hesychios®, RE, 8§,1322fF.



17

oic Theon livea in the Auzustean

ct

The Sounda s=ys that the O

Ame, and Theon the grammerian, who was the son of

Artemidorus, almost certainly did, and so some scholars

have thouzht that the three Theons lived in the Augustan
60

period. Another view was that Aelius wras not a gomuion

narie before Hadrian's time, but this was disprovea by

61

Yilarowitz. Hopvichler shows that Theon the

procymnasiatist lived before Heruogenes (born ca.l6l A.D.)
62

and hphthonius, who lived after the second century A.D.,

and Relchel sets out the evidence from the Prosymnasnata

.
. e e o
for making Theon a contenporary of Quintilian, as follows. 3
Theon mentions Theodorus of Gadara (floruit end of

the first century A.D.) and Apollonius ilolo (first eentury
. » * -« ~ 0y ) /’\
A.D.){(3p.2,120,19; 61,29). Jilamowitz thouzht that ex Twy
6L

Apiwves (80.2,93,24) referred to Apion, 7 and if this was
s0, the reference to the recent war of letters must be
mid-first century 4.D., before the publication of

Guintilian's Institutio Oratoria. In addition, the "Asian"

6OSee Hoonichler, 39, with n.Z2.

6L, .« . - :
, "isianismus und Atticismus®, Hermes 35 (1900), 6,
n.3, See Reichel, 20.

O
™

Hoppichler, 23ff.; cf. Radernmacher, 2E, 8(1),877.
See pp. 28-29,

/',) .
PReichel, 20-22; cf. Stegemann, =, 5(2),2039.
Oly. cn . o . .
“Jilamowitz, M"Asilanismus und Atticispus®, Hermes 35
(1900), 6, n.2. It seems likely that Theoun is réferring to

the grammarian, Apion, and that’Apﬂmmg is the error of a
scribe.
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rhetoricians were blamed by Theon for their §§9&1?@, il L
%@qﬁp@v NEG v (Sp.2,71,11), which style no longer existed
in Quintilian's time.®® Like Tacitus (Dial.,30-32),
Dionysius {Comp.,25), and Quintilian (Inst.Or.,1,10,11;
2,1,4), Theon complained about the orators of his day who
were no longer interested in the %yQCxAux;ﬁﬁm8a&and
philosophy (Sp.2,59,1-11).

If Theoun was a contemporary of Quintilian, or lived

a short time before him, the question arises whether

Quintilian knew and used Theon's Progymnasmata. As noted

above, references to Theon in the Institutio Oratoria are

66

inconclusive. Discussion of the individual exercises in
the following chapters will show that there are many
similarities between the two authors, not only in the
material treated. Their methods are often alike, and both
are interested in the reasons behind various teaching
methods and teaching the progymnasmata at all. They

also try to relate the exercises to the future careers

of their students. Like Theon, Quintilian treats the

simpler exercises, fable, narration, andﬂ¢4&, as
N

65Wilamowitz, "Asianismus und Atticismus", Hermes
35 (1900), 6. The fact that Theon shows a good knowledge
of authors of the third and second centuries B.C., which is
cited by Reichel to support an early date for Theon, does
not help to date his work because later authors also refer
to Hellenistic sources.

66See p. 15.
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-
sranatticenl as well as rhetorical sxercises.  yvwus

L)

(sententin) is included under Xpelk by yuintilian and Theon,
whereas Hermozenes, Aphthonius and Hicolaus devote a
senarate chapter to each. Juintilian includes many of the

. 2 I L
»rooynnasnata nentioned by Theon, amon? then syrwiwoy

67

{laudatio) and paravhrase, which Theon clains to have

acdded to the procymmasnmate (3n.2,61,25-26; 62,10ff.).

3 om

Quintiliaun and Theon subordinate dvuoweus] and Ketaokesd to
54 narraitio while Hermozenes, Avhthonius and Hicolaus
Nype VIR T :
discuss then apart from the other exercises. Hoppichler
considers that guintilian did not have Theon's book, since
he does not rnention it, but that he may have learut of his
2

63

Progyrnasnata from other writers, his pupils or imitators:?

Lana thinks that Quintilian used Theon rather than & commoun

69

source or a Latin translation, 1f such existed. while

these are only speculations, the likenesses between the two
p bl
70

anthors do indicate a knowledsze of Thecun by Quintilian.

The order of Theou's progymnnasriata has caused a

good deal of discussion, and since his original order helps

67Qu1n0111an includes paraphrase in his discussion
of fable, while Theon has a senarate chapter. See ppn. 51ff.

68,

ichler, 38.
691 Lana, qul biliano, il "“ubllwe" e cli’Esercizi
Preparatori' di Elio Teone (Lorlno, 195L1), 151.
O . . " . .
704, Cousin, Review of Lana's work cited in n.69,

Lustrum 7 (1962}, 305, argues unconvincingly that @Quintilian
was earlier than Theon, e.x., bheczuse he treats paraphrase
differently. Radermacher, "Heraogenes", RW, &(1),877, also
thinks that @uintilian wrote earlier because he assizns
#00os and XpeX, to the grammaticus, Yut Theon treats these as
graumna tical as well as rhetorical exercises
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to establish that Theon preceded lHernozenes, Avhthonius
and Hicolaus, we st consider Theon's order here.

In the past, difficulties arose, first becanse Theon
hinself appears to gilve three different sequences for his
exefcises, althou~h the variations do not seeur very
important.7l Secondly, there is no satisfactory text of
Theon. The last edition was prodiced by Finckh in 1834 and
republished by Speungel with minor alteratiouns in his

Rthetores Graeci, volume 2, in 1854. The text is obvionsly

matilated, since there are corrupt passages and lacunzfe, and

since the last Tive »nro~ymnasnztz meantioned by Theon in his

introduction have dicappeared. Recently Lana has published
. 72

a study of the manuscrints, but his critical edition of

Theon's Progyanasiiata has yet to appear. Lana discovered

that the nanuscript traditioan of Theon was counfused and

uncertain., Fiunckh did not have direct access to any
ancient nmanuscrint. In his'edition published in ihetores

Graeci, volume 1, in 1832, Walz had spoken of five
mnanuscrints, and Finckh evidently thought that only five
remained.73 talz kuew directly three manuscripts,
while the others were copied from one of these three

manuscripts and from the editio princens, which was based

"lsee Reichel, 31£f.; I. Lane, I Prosimnasmi di Elio
Teone: 1. La Storia del Testo (Torino, 1959), L63-L0L4. |

72
73

2 storia del Testo.

-

bid., 7.

[5e]
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Th

on a lost menuscriot. Jhen Lana hac already finishea

his Storia del Testo, there was brought to his attention

the Armenian traanslation of Theon's Prosymnasmata edited
by Armop lianandian and published at Breven in 1938. The
nanuscript is from the seventeenth century, but the
translation orizinated from the séboﬁd hatf of the sixth
century A.D. The translation is of zreat importance
becéuse it often has better readings thén the direct and
indirect Greek manuscript traditions, it includes passages
missing from the Greelx text, in varticular four of the
five missing chapters, and it shows the original order of

[=
Theon's text, especially the order of the nroaymnasmata.7J

The order of the nrozymnasnata in the Araenian

. . - X
translation is x?aa/ot,/uugos, 5"6?’]/‘”“) TO'/'ITDS, &«Pfxxms)
v diiod kel Wh 4 o QF !
'ﬂ?o w*ro*rro\(d, PV R0V Kl Whyos, truyﬁptms,' ETIS Veuos,
, . Y 4 - ¢ 2 ’ 3 /
&NMYV@Gﬂh<£H*Od7u)ﬂb@%¢Pmﬂsv8%?YHG“&,“VTWP”GS,
This is similar to the order.- conjectured by Lana and
Reichel.76 The view of rinckh and Spengel that the
. s \ — -~ . .
section entitled repl Avolonewms Wl Kamexeons in the Greek

manuscript tradition should be nlaced in the chapter on

7Lw 1,139-14L; Lana, I Progimnasn di Blio Tecone:
1. La 3toria del Testo, g9, =

753ee %. Bolognesi, "La traduzione armena dei
Progymnasnata ci Zlio Teone', RAL 17 (1962), 231ff. The
Armenian translation is seven centuries older than the
earliest Greek manuscriot of the direct tradition. Ibid.,
255.256, It a2lso indicates that Theon's work may have
been entitled Tepl pyropinidv yumvesubawy. See Hanandian, 213.

7®Lana, La Storia del Testo, L60ff.; Reickel, 32.
See also Hopplchler, L2Tf.; Stegenann, RL, 5{2),2042.
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77

Sidjyqust s also confirmed by the Armenian translation.
What was the order Theou inteuded for teaching?
The order given by him in chavpter one (S5p.2,04,29-65,25)
is based on the criterion of a procression from the easiest
to the riost difficult exercise, which is to overrule the
natural and useful order if they should clash (S».2,65,1-
12). The order, therefore, to be used in teaching would
be that from the easiest to the most difficult, first Xpeix,
pwoBos , S1qynpx , secondly the group of exercises which he
calls éuﬁkoyméuwxiSp.2,65,16—17) because they do not
include argument abont facts,ﬂamva{iTéwos ,§K¢ﬂwﬂ$ ,
TTPOG‘?.O‘TTO'ITOH/(X/ ) )E,YKLSPMLOV,G_JYKPW—IS , thirdly the &Mlgﬁﬂfoéﬂi\f’%,
in which facts are disputed, &yacmaﬁi and mtnun@u4 of X?aﬁg
JoBos and Siymun Siois , and vépos . Of the last five
exercises, he says that &mewscﬂs(critical reading of
literature), &Kpoéww (declamation) and paraphrase are used
from the beginning (these would be involved in the other
78 )79

exercises), and that ?ﬁepyugﬁk (elaboration

77566 Sp.2,p. vi. XvooKesd and HaTeoweus are,
however, inserted at a different point in the chapter Irom
that recommended by Spengel. See Bolognesi, "La traduzione
armena dei Procymnesmata di Elio Teone", RAL 17 (1962), 25%4.

. 78Until the Armenian version of these three chaoters
1s translated, one can only speculate on why Theon placed
them near the end. Perhaps it was because each was involved
in several exercises, and they did not fit into any of the
three grouvs mentioned above.

2. 4 . 4 .
792%%?Yﬁvmlwas included by Hermogenes and Aphthonius
in exercises on the Ypeft. See p.6b.
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the hardest of all (3v0.2,

)

. . .80
and &vrippme . (altercation)” ar:

[y

65,22-25) ., “heon did not keen exactly to this order of

procyrnasiatt in his text, because he intended his wori for

the teacher razther than the student {Sp.2,65ff.). As Lana
a
points out,01 Theon discusses the sarie exercise in various
wvays and includes various grades of cifficulty. For
exanpie, the Xﬁa&,is considered first because it is brief
and €asy to remenmber, but since he is writing for the
teacher Theon includes RanﬁwﬁemxiKmmmrKauL wnich the
student wonld not tackle immediately. For convenience of
the teacher,&xmﬂquﬁ and mkmwka»{ are also included with
#000s and Siympa .

The order of Theon's prosymnasmata in the Greek

nanuscripts was nodelled on the syster: which apnears in
Hermogenes, Avnhthonius and ;Ticolaus,82 which proves that
Theon's work was the earliest. Since the later writers
nade a separabte chapter on k«wsxayﬁ and)ﬁxnmﬂ«wﬁ and omitted

Theon's lest five exercises, Theon's text was altered to

agree, and Xpsla was placed after Siymux (cf.Hermogenes,R.4,7;

8OAlthough &vmippmois  is nissing from the Armenian
translation, its existence in Theon's original text is
counfirmed by a scholiast on Aristides, who quotes Athanasius
also by Grezory of Corinth {(W.7,1206,12-28). See H. Rabe,
Avhthonii Pro~wyonasuata {(Leipzig, 1926), 58; Stegzemann, 1B,

B12),70LL.
81

82

Lana, La Storia del Testo, 153.

Ibid., 165. 3ee p.26.
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53

SJONONALET, .2, LU, 27).
Viewg of schol-rs have differed regording when

Theon's text 2s chnnzed. 8ince athancsins, who wrote

in the fourth century A.ﬁ., cnoted vert of Theon's chaoter

on.QVTﬁquw ,8* the text st have been unaltered zt that

tine, at least in re=ard to the last five chanters., Lana

considers that beczuse of the success of inhthoniust' work,

2nd for other rersons, Theon's | rooymnosnata iust hove been

ch-~nred =y the fourth or fifth century 3.5.,Q5 21though some
cocy of the origineal mnay have still existed whole =znd in

Theon's orcer, cs is shown by the sixth-century Armenian

-

trznslation and fron traces of his wort still nreserved in
_ . e . . 86 o | P T T )

Greez ana Byzantine culture. Stegeniann thinks that the
vext 1as not changed before the sixth century and probably
mich later.®’ Certainly one can understand why Y‘heon's work
vias altered. It w s too long to be nseful to students and
too lesrned to be populzr, and, when suverseded by the

woris of Hermogenes ond dAnhthonius, could not survive

Xcent in a forr nore like those works., Theon's

Prorzwvmnosnota was stilll found in schools in the sixteenth and

83

“see Lana, Lo Storia del Testo, 166.

31 . ]
*In a scholiast on dAristides. 3ee o. 80.

o ‘
“5Lana, La storis del Testo, 168-170.

8‘ ~~ .
6thd., 172. Lana avnears to refer to the

scholiast on Aristides, mentioned above.

3tegeann, isa, 5(2),20L1.
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S

seventeenth centuries, ™ but his work iras not often used

in Latin nanuals of rhetoric and few texts, commentaries
‘ 59

and epitornes have survived.

Theon's contribution iras that he nmay have been

the first mwiter to collect the mrosviinasnata into a text-

M . . /. .
boolkk. He inclucded exercises, such as syrwmiov , which had

not verhans been used as procymnasnata vreviously (Sp.2, 59,

J

18; 61,25). He also claimed to have invented definitions

(3v.2,59,19f7.), and while the material wvhich he used was

9 4

not origzginal, e ney have been the first to enploy such

definitions of the progymnasaata in particular. His 1rori:

O "
21 and

was a source for Hermogenes, Aphthonius and Hicolzus,

g2

and large portions are quoted

93

possibly for yuintilian,

by Sardianus in his cormentary on Aphthonius.

88

D. L. Clari, Zhetoric in Greco-Ronman #ducation,
180. .

893tegenann, 3E, 5(2),2051-2053.
91pid.,2049.
911bid.,2052: Brinkmann, "Aus dem antiken 3chul-

nnterricht’, R 65 (1910), L5L-155; Felten, iiicolai
Proesymnasmata, xxviii ff.; Hoppichler, 4-1L, 296-33.

924

““See p, 19,

7 3 - . By » - . .

g’H. Rabe, loannis sardiani Comnenterium in
Aphthonii Prosymnasnata (Leipzig, 1925), xx.
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Hernomeyes

Hernogenes lived in the second century A.D. He
was born ca.l6l A.D. aund becane a young prodigy, producing
~ R . L osar S L,
a nmunber of rhetorical works hetween 176 and 136.9* The

souda does not umentvion the Progymnasnztita, but other

writers do, for exannle, Priscian, who translatec¢ or rather

adapted the work into Latin ca.500 A.D.,

6,79), Joannes Doxovater, 3yrianus, iicenhorus Basilaces,

. 6 . oA
Georgius Pletho.9 It is doubtful, however, whether

Hermorenes was the author of this work.97 By the sixth
8 -
century A.,D, some were essigning it to Libanius.” In

the remainder of this dissertation, therefore, Psendo-
Herrogenes shonuld be assmied for Hermosmenes.

The Prosymnasmata of Theon are fuller than the

exercises of Hermogenes, which, taken with the other

<

evidgence, 1s aun arsument for placing Theoun earlier.

9l‘See Hoppichler, 24.

95For Priscianis Praeexercitamina, see X. Halm,
Rhetores Latini ilinores (Leipzic, 1333), 55Lff.

Q
’6See W.l,5-8.

_ 9'7See H. Habe, Hermocenis Overa (Stuttgart, 1969},
iv-vi; Zsdermecher, Rz, S(1),877; ci. Kennedy, The Art of
Ahetoric in the Roman .Jorld, 620.

&
9°Radermacher, RE, 8(1),877.
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Hermogenes has no iatroduction, he does unot give precepts
in great detail but adds examples, he treats (. los,
Spmpt 80d Joelx simply as rhetorical exercises, and he has
a separate chapter on yvghq and &%dgka»{xxlhxnun&u{, all
of which suggest that he was later than Theon. It is
shown from similar passages that Hermogeues used Theon and

99

not yvice versa.- As an example, Theon claimed to have

composed his own definitiomns (Sp.2,59,19ff.), and those of

Hermogenes are similar.

Aphthonius

For like reasons, Aphthonius, whose work became even

more popular than Hermogenes' Progymnasmata, must have

followed Theon. Aphthonius contracted the precepts
fﬁrther and added still more examples, which explains the
popularity of his book as a school text. As well, he
separated QYKQQmV'and yéfas, and ;chkicg and Kﬁ7u5¥&u4,
making fourteen chapters in all. The number of chapters
indicates that he came after Hermogenes, as counfirmed by
Tzetzes. (Chil.,6,79). According to the Souda, Aphthonius

lived after the second century A.D. Most scholars have

99Hoppichler, 29-33. Rabe, Hermogenis Opera, vi,
agrees. References to Hermogenes' Progymunasmata in this
dissertation are taken from Rabe's edition of Hermogenes'
works, hereafter indicated by R.

——n:
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thought that he was writing at the end of the third century

100 It now seems

or beginuing of the fourth century.
certain that his floruit was late fourth century. A
scholiast states that Aphthonius was a pupil of Libanius and

101

Phasganius. Aphthonius has the same fourteeun progymunas-

mata as Libanius has in his book, and there are many

102 popel03

similarities between the two. says that
Libanius wrote a letter to Aphthonius in 392 A.D. (Ep. 985).
According to Libanius, Aphthonius worked far from his home,
Antioch, as a teacher, wrote many books, and maintained a
connection with Eutropius, who was at Antioch from 355 to
362 A.D., was a friend of Libanius, aund was probably the

author of Breviarum ab Urbe Condita.

Of Aphthonius' works, only the Progymuasmata, and a

collection of forty fables which may also be his, have

104

survived. Aphthonius based his Progymnasmata on the

work of Hermogenes (Tzetzes, Chil.,6,79), but superseded

him. His short exposition, which usually counsists

1OOFor example, G. Saintsbury, A History of
Criticism and Literary Taste in Europe, vol.l EEdinburgh,
§g€11, 90; see Hoppichler, 19-20; J. Brzoska, "Aphthonios™,
1My ,2797'

101Hoppichler, 25; Brzoska, RE, 1,2797.

102y Rabe, Aphthonii Procymnasmata (Leipzig, 1926),
xxvii-xxrviii.” See p. 306.

103Ibid., xii-xiii, for the text of the letter. See
also R. G. Bury, Review of Rabe's edition of Aphthonius, CR

41 (1927), 150. 1In rt of the later date for Aphthodius
is the fé&t %hat he fgpggt mentioned by earlier Neoplatonists.

104 RE, 1,2 . Rabe. Aphthonii Progymnasmata
xxivoxxv: HoRZOSKR: Borpud Palilaonn’ Aemort on TR TIT.
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of definition, division and method, plus an‘illustration
of each exercise, was more suitable for an elementary
rhetorical text,

Hoppichler shows that Theon, Hermogenes and
Apﬁthonius all use similar matter, but that Hermogenes is
closer to Theon and to Aphthonius than Aphthonius is to
Theon.lo5 Aphthoninus probably had Hermogenes' work before
him, bnt it is impossible to know whether Aphthonius used
Theon directly because of Aphthonius' silence about his
sources and the confused state of Theon's tradition. As
well, Aphthonius! theory consists of basic facts common to
many writers on rhetoric.w6

The success of his work is demonstrated by the

07

. 1 . .
number of commentaries. The most substantial is that
of Joannes Doxopater, who collected and edited the
commentaries of others in the eleventh century.

Aphthonius'! Prosymnasmsta, together with the rhetoric of

Hermogenes, was the main text-book from the fifth -

century.108 It was still used in schools and universities

in the sixteenth and seventeenth centuries, outdoing

109

Priscian's Latin version of Hermogenes in popularity.

105 Hovppichler, 4-14.

106 . 2. 3
See Rabe, Aphthonii Progyunasmats, XXV-XXVi.

107

a , » .
102 G.L. Xustas, "The Function and Evolution of
-Byzantinme Rhetoric", Viator 1 (1970), 56ff. -

109 I ) =30 27Q
ius is herggfggéainégéa%é&75§'R.

Ibid., x-xii; Brzoska, 2E, 1,2799.

Rabe's edition of Aphthosr
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Nicolaus
Nicolaus lived ‘in the fifth century A.D.llO He
wrote rhetorical works, including the surviving

Progymnasmata. In rumber and order of the exercises he

agrees with Hermogenes. His work is like Theon's in
that he begins with an introduction in which he explains

the value of progymnasmata. He is also interested in

the theory and methods of teaching the exercises. Nearly
every chapter consists of an explanation as to why the
exercise appears in its particular position, definition
and division, method of teaching, discussion of what
kinds of cratory and what parts of a speech the exercise
assists, and whether it relates to the whole speech or
part of it. The interest in the last point is not
found in the other progymnasmatists.

Similarities in matter indicate that Nicolaus did

use Theon.111 Felten considers that he knew Hermogenes

1lOESee J. Felten, Hicolai Progymnasmata (Leipzig,

19125 Xxxi-xxvi.
111 . :
For comparison of each chapter with Theon,
Hermogenes and Aphthonius, see W. 3Stegemann, "Nicolaus”,
RE,17(1),L29ff. ,049; cf. Felten, xxviii-xxxi.




. 112 s
bt not Aphthonius.” = Stegemann, however, thinks that

113

Hicolaus did not use Hermogenes directly. And apart
from evidence found in the text of Eicolaus%lhthe work of
Aphthonius was doubtless influential by the fifth

century A.D. Nicolaus may have known both Hermogenes
and Aphthonius. But in his interest in discussion of
theory and precept rather than example, his work is

closer to that of Theon.ll5

These four progymnasmatists provide the major
Greek azources used in this dissertation. ‘We shall

now introduce briefly some of the minor sources..

112, X -
Felten, xxx-xxxi. Hereafter F. means Felten's text

W35, 17(1), 4Lk,
11,4

llsBesides these four progymnasmatists, other
writers of progymnasmata from the same period, but whose
work has not snrvived, are Harpocration, Zpiphanios,
Minoukianas, Onasimos, Onlpianos, Paulos, Sirikios,
Sopater (Rabe, Aphthonil Procymnasmata, 52-58). For
Libaninus, see pp.35-36. '

Rabe, Aphthonii Prozymnasmata, xiii-xv.
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Other Sources

Anaximenes

The Ars nmhetoricz of Aneaxinmenes, which for

centuries was called the Rhetorica ad Alexsndrunm of

Aristotle, has rccently been proved a work of the fourth

116 4. S
century B.C. (ca.3.40 B.C.). Since it is
pre-Aristotelian, it is the earliest surviving Ars
thetorica and therefore of considerable value. It will

be helpful in the chapter on dywdumov.

~ Anonymus Sesguerianns

The Anonynmus Secuerianus was a name given in the

nineteenth century to a treatise on the vnarts of an

oration.117

The original treatise was probably coumpiled

in the second half of the second century A.D. from three
major sources; leocles, who mwrote in the first century A.D.;
Alexander, son of Eumenius, who wrote in éhe second half

of the second century; and Harpocration, a contemporary

118

of Hadrian. These writers in turn probably used at

least one source which was known to the Auctor ad

116,, . . . A
91, Fuhrmann, Anaxinenis Ars Rhetorica (Leivpzig,

1966}, praefatio, especially :XxXix If.
117, . 1 ) " s S
See Kennedy, The Art of 2hetoric in the Rouan
Yorld, 616. J. Graeven, Cornuti artis rhetoricee enitone
Berlin, 18%1), attributed tnhe treatise to Cornutus, but
this has not been accepted.

118 I .
D. rletthes, "Hermacoras von Termnos', Lustrum 3
(1958), 77. What survives is corrunt and :may he an

epitome. See Xennedy, The Art of Rhetoric, 617.


http:naxirn.en.es

34

119 The treatise cathers Aristotel-

Herennium and Ciceroc.
ian, Stoic and cther materials from the whole history of
rhetoric, and the discussion of the four parts of an
oration (introduction, narration, proof and epilogue).is
unusual only in that the writer applies invention,

arrangement and style to each part.lzo

It is important
for understanding the struggle between Apollodoreans and
Theodoreans, since it refers to the views of 4Apollodoreans.
We shall be referring to the section on narration in the

chapter on that p»rogymnasma.

The Psendo-Dionvsius 2hetoric

The Ars Rhetorica formerly attributed to Dionysius

of Halicarnassus was not written by him and is not a
general rhetorical handbook. 1?1 The first seven chapters
discuss varieties of epideictic oratory and are probably
by a single author. The other chapters, on figured
themes in declamation, miséakes in declamation, and
criticism of characterization and stvle, may be by
several other writers. The period of composition seems

to be after the first century A.D., possibly between 150

llgllatthes, ibid.
120;389 Kennedy, The Avrt of lhetoric, 617ff.

lZl'léf-H‘Usenep and: Lo Radermacher; Dionysi Halikar-
nassi Opuscula (Leipzig,: 1899-19295 Tor The cevo.  On the

controversy recardine authorship, see T. C. Burgess,
Epideictic Literature (Chicazo, 1902), 106, n.3.
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122

z=ud 250 A.D. Both this work and that of Menander will

. » 7 F
be meutioned in the chapter on Sywduwiov .

Menander
A third~-century rhetorician, lenander of Laodicea,
wrote an important treatise, or nerhaps two treatises, on
epideictic oratory. Only vart of one treatise survives,

that is, of Mevander's Division of Birthday (yeve®hiondv )

Epideictic, while the other is entitled Menander on

Ez)ideictic.123 It is doubtful whether Menander wrote
124

both.

Libanius
Libanius, already mentioned as the teacher of
Aphthonius, lived in the fourth century A.D. The work

entitled Progvmnasmata, which was oublished after his
125

and has besn
126

death, is corrupt in many places,
considered by Orinsky as the. work of Nicolaus. It

consists entirely of models for imitation and therefore

1Zzbee Kennedy, The Art of Rhetoric in the Roman
¥World, 634; L. Radermacher, "Dionysios", RE, 3 969,

123For the text, see L. Spengel, Rhetores Graseci,
vol.3 (Leipzig, 1856).

124566 1., Radermacher, "Menander", RE, 15,762-764.

125Foerster-Mﬁnscher, "Libanios", RE, 12,2518-2522,

126Ib1d., 12,2519; K. Orinsky, De Nicolai
Myrensis et legnﬁ.quae ?erunuur nrogymnasmatls. AUsS ZUgZ.
(UDiss.: Ereslau, 1920).
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demonstrates the nature of the pnrogvmnasmata in the fourth

century. The fourteen exercises included are the same

ones treated by Aphthonius.127

Having introduced the sources, we shall now

proceed to study each nrogymnasma mentioned by Quintilian

in the Institutio Oratoria, Book 2, paying particular

attention to the develooment of each exercise and the
methods of teaching recommended hy Quintilian aud the
progymnasmatists Theon, Hermogenes, Aphthonius and

Nicolaus.

127See p. 26. For the text, see R. Foerster,
Libanii Opera, vol.8 (Leipzig, 1915).
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CHAPTER ONE
uBos (FABULA)

Several problens relating to xJU®os (fable)
will be discussed in this chapter. When was it first

used as a progymnasma in the schools? What was it?

Was Phaedrus a text-bock for the Romans? Why was fable

often placed first amounz the progymuasmata, and how did

Quintilian and the progymnasmatists intend it to be
taught? Was the fable of practical value in the future
careers of the students? Paraphrase will also be considered,

since Quintiliaa includes it in his discussion of fable.

When was 4.Jf¢s first used z2s a progymnasma?

Scholars do not agree on whether the fable was used
in the schools before the first century A, ,D., nor have
papyri been discovered which would testify to such a use.1
Beudel discounts the literary evidence cited by other
scholars for several reasons - the examples given are

rather yvoux. (sententiae), moral maxims; Aesop's name

is not mentioned; and Lucian and Strabo cannot be

1See P. Beudel, (Gua ratione CGraeci liberos docuerint,
apyris, ostracis, tabulis in Aegypto inventis illustratur
iDiss.: Ilnster, 191L), 34. The earliest Aesopic Dapyrus
is P. Rylands, 493 (first century A.D.).

37
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consildered witnesses Iov the period 3.C. marx” finds

e ildence for pufes as a srozyuniasia in ductor ad Herenniu,

]

1,8,12-13. He 1s wrong, however, because fabula does aotb
mean fAesopic fable® in this context. The éefinition of

the Auctor ac Herenniun (fabula est, ouae neane veras neaque

veri siniles continet res, ut eae sunt, cuze tracoediis

traditse sunt), shows that febnlz does not here have the

restricted meaning "fable”, but is rather a division of
SLﬂYWV&X(ﬂ&PTGtiO)‘A The fabula or mofos which concerns
us in this chapter is a “fictional story pileturing truath?
(Theon, Sp.2,72,28). Certainly the passage of the Auctor

ad Hereuniun mentioned above caanot be cited as proof for

the use of the fable as a pro-ymnasma before the first

century A.D.

ZBeudel, 3. The vassa<ses concerned are Lucian,
Anach.,21: Strabo,_,Clﬁ Plato, Pft.,B?Sg, none of which
refers to fables in nurtlcular. In the Renublic (3774
Plato mentions ﬂﬂebl in educdtion, bnt these are tales of
gods and heroes, not Aesonic fables. See p.39,

Bﬁ. larx, Incerti Auctoris de ratione dicendi Ad
€. Herennimm Libri 17 (Leinziz, 1894), 110.

hSee pp. 78ff. Quintilian uses fabnula as a division’
of 5*ﬂ\ﬂ#¢ at IUQU‘OP-,2,1,~. A, Hausrath, Corpus Fabularum
Assopicarum (Leipzig, 1956), prol.l,viii, considers the
Accursizo r receunsio to be for narrative exercises, the
Augustan to be simpler, probably wrongly (see M.! Ngjzaard,
La Fable antique, vol.l (Copeuhagen, 1964}, 4LBLff.
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It is certain only that fables were hishly rezarded
under the Hmpire, especially by rhetoricians, and were
used in the grammar schools. Babrins became the rwost

inportant Greek fabulist used by the students.5

The lizture of &

The progymnasmatists define ,&C¢s as "a fictional
story picturing truth®, as nentioned above (Theon, Sp.2,72,
28; Hermogenes, 1.2,L4-5; Aphthonius, R.1,6; HNicolaus, F.5,
9-10; cf. Doxopater, W.2,157,16-17). It rust relate to
real 1life and be plausible {Hermogenes. 2.2,4-10). It
does not include a mythical narrative about the gods
(Theon, S$v.2,95,3ff.; Nicolaus, F.7,4ff.), and is
restricted to 2 moral story about animals (Theon, Sp.2,72,
30). Aristotle (Rhet.2,13932,20) mentions two kinds of
fable, Hioulimeio and/¥$uarf , but Theon finds eight types
(Sp.2,73; cf. Hermogenes, 2.1,9ff.; Aphthonins, R.1,7ff.;
Nicolaus, F.6,20ff.).6 A1l alike are called Aesovic,
because Aesop used fables (Hermogenes, R.2,1). Theon
also zives other terms for I&cs , namely Aves  and >éyrs '

{Sp.2,73,2LFf.; cf. Hicolaus, F.6,18-19). There was

considerable confusion regarding these terms and

, 5Beudel, 35-36. 3ee also P. Collart, "Les papyrus
litteraires latinsi, 2Ph 15 (1941,, 113, 114, 127.

b}uiﬁtilian (Inst.0r.,5,11,19) also se=ms to apply
the term Aesonic to all fables, See B. 3. Perry, Aessonica,
vol.I (Urbana, 1952), 297. On the various kinds of fable,
see Perry, 9))ff., Reichel, 50-51; 3. Trenkner, The Greek
Hovells in the Classical Period (uambrldae, 1956) L75=T76.
ON characteristics of the Lesopic fable, cee Perry, viii-ix.




40

7 "es s
axiyos ("fiectional

their meanings amoug ancieunt writers.
tale") was used by early authors, for example, Archilochus
(89,1 81,1D}); Theon gives it the more restricted post-
classical meaning with the addition of exhortation (cf.
Nicolaus, F.6,18-19). «U@o0s ("tale, legend, myth, fable")
was used in the classical period and in Hellenistic poetry
(cf. Nicolaus, F.6,15-18).8 Abyes was classical and
Hellenistic not only in the seuse "fictional tale" but

9

also meaning "fable™" iun particular. There was also

confusion among Latin writers conceraing fabula, fabella

and apologos; for example, Quintilian is not consistent in
his use of fabula and fabella as "fictional narrative” and
"fable® (c¢f. Inst.Or.,5,11,18-21), and he uses apologos
also for "fable" (Inst.Or.,6,3,44).

Was Phaedrus used as a Textbook?

Quintilian confirms the use of uofos by teachers

of his day and recommeunds it as the first progymnasma of

the grammaticus in the following passage:

7See M. N¢jgaard, La Fable antique, vol.l
(Copenhagen, 1964), 122ff.

8

See L3J, s.v.

9The first example was in Herodotus, 1,141, See
Ngjgaard, 125ff.
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"Therefore let them learn to relate Aesop'cofables, which
follow very closely their murses! stories, in pure sveech
and 2 simple style: they should be allowed first to change
verselio prose, then give aun exact version in different
words, ™" then paranhrase rore freely, in both an abridged

and expanded manner but keeping the poet's sense(poetae seunsy.
Whoever handles successfully this task, which is difficult
even for expert teachers, will be capable of learning
anything." (Inst.Or.,1,9,2-3).

One qguestion that arises from this passage is to
q Y g

which poet is Quintilian referring in the words poetae sensu?

It cannot be Aescp, because what we have of his work is in

prose. Colson considers that poetae refers to any poet

12

being studied, particularly Homer and Vergil, also that

Phaedrus as well as Babrius could have been used in schools].‘3
Despite the fact that Quintilian does not mention
Phaedrus, and the lack of evidence from papyri and lit',ernaturllgl'L
his fables may have been used in Roman schools. Postgatel5
explains Quintilian's silence by saying that Phaedrus himself

calls his fables Aesom‘.c,l6 and that only a selection would

1OHere fabula obv1ously means "story" aund fabella
nfable”. Quintilian makes the same distinction at Last. Or.,
5,11,18-19, but at ounce uses fabula for "fable". Philostra-
tus says that Aesop's fables were known from babyhood(E&,S,lw.
11

See Colson's note on intervretari, ad loc.; W.
Peterson, M. Fabi Quintiliani Institutionis QOratoriae Liber
Decimus (Oxford, 18917, note on interpretatio (10,5).

12

See Colson's note ad loc.

lBF H. Colson, "Phaedrus and Quiantilian 1,9,27
CR 33 (1919), 60.

lhsee Hausrath, "Phaedrus", RE, 19,1493-149%.
15 ’
H. Postgate, "Phaedrus and Semeca", CR 33 (1919),23

léggetae in Inst.0Or.,1,9,3 could then mean "of
Phaedrus™. The coanstruction of the sentence seems. to
counect poetae with Aesopi fabellas.
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be used in a school anthology so that there was no need to

give the author's name, Colson thinks that the name would
have been mentioned if any poetical fabulist had been used
in Roman schools¥7 He points out that there is not a single
quotation from Phaedrus in extant grammarians and
rhetoriciauns.

Hermaun argues that the parchment collectious of
fables which appeared about the middle of the first century
A.D., and whose existence is confirmed by Quintilian (Inst.

18 uis

Or.,1,9,2), must have been selected from Phaedrus.
reasouns why Phaedrus is not mentioued by Quintilian are
that the school versions of Phaedrus were expurgated and
so cousidered simply as adaptatious of Aesop,l9 aud that
Phaedrus belounged to Seneca's literary circle, thus

. . e ss . 2
incurring GQuintilian's disapproval. 0

The latter point
would explain a refereunce to Phaedrus merely as gggﬁg at
Inst.Or.,1,9,3.

Some objections to Hermann's argumeunts are that
Quintilian may not have been specifying any poet in this

passage, aand that he may have omitted Phaedrus, and iundeed

the parchment collectioans of Latin fables, from his program

17601500, "Phaedrus and Quintilian 1,9,2", GR 33
(1919), 59ff.

18L. Hermann, Phédre et ses fables (Leideu, 1950}, 5.

Yrvid., 144.

201p34., 153.
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because he wanted his stndeunts to exercise with Greek

fables.21

In addition, Phaedrus' work was uot appreciated
2 . . .
ia his lifetime.z" Seuneca ignored it, declaring that

Aesopic fables were intemptatum Romanis ingeniis opus

(Epist.sd Polybium de counsclatione, 8,3).

In the absence of real evideunce, we certainly canunot
be sure that Phaedrus was used in schools, and even if his
fables provided material for anthologies, those of Avianus

23

later furnished stories more suitable in metre and content.

Methods of teaching .38cg

Quintilian places the fable first because it is
simple, but he counsiders the exercises difficult enocugh to
provide traiuning for other learning (Inst.Or.,1,9,3).

Oral composition is to precede written, a sound method for
avoiding mistakes, aud one would expect that Quiantilian's
students learned vocabulary and variety of expression from
these exercises, which are based on paraphrase.

Theon also treats M08os maiuly for grammatical
exercises. He adds the use oflkﬁeos for practice in the
oblique cases, especially the accusative (Sp.2,74,21ff.).
In another exercise, theiteacher provides a conclusion

and the student is required to compose a suitable fable

210f. Inst.Or.,l,4; A. de Lorenzi, Fedro (Floreunce,
1955), 189-190. e

22Hermann, 145,

23Hausrath, RE, 19,149%.
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(5v.2,75,31). As in Quintiliaun, the composition may be brief

or expanded {(Sp.2,75,16ff.). Theon would also use the more
rhetorical exercise of defence and refutation of wiBes . He
divides a #UBes into parts like a speech and discusses
topics for &M*ﬂqw4 and Kmeckzu{ (Sp.2,76ff; cf. Nicolaus
£21,19).°% Since this exercise is difficult, it is to be

postpouned to the end of the progvymnasmata (Sp.2,65,20).25

Hermogenes stresses the moral value of the fable
as the reason for'placing it first (R.1l,2-5). He says that
it must be plausible, and like Quintilian and Theon he
would have it sometimes expanded, sometimes comncise (R.2).
He adds an example, the fable of the monkeys in council,
told briefly and at length (R.3). The style should be simrle
and vleasant. Aphthonius! concise introduction to the use
of fable (R.1-2) contains nothing new. As an example, he
gives the fable of the ants and the tree-crickets (R.2,5ff.).
Nicolaus gives reasouns similar to those of
Quintilian for placing uxU8es’ first =mong the

progymuasmata. uiCos is clear and more simple than

the others, and since it is related to poetry it makes
a starting-point familiar to the student (F.6,1-6;
cf. Schol, in Aph., W.2, 16-20). He wants the

2oy dnoTevsy and Ketruoksud see pD. 90-93,

251n addition, Theon does not place the fable first.
See p. 26.

26

. Apuleius (De Deo Socratis,lll) refers to this
practice.
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enuncilation simple ond the nmeanin~ clear (¥.11,3-10; cf.
Theon, 5Sp.2,7,4.9; Herrnogenes, 2.3,15). He adds th
fable belongs to deliberative rhetoric althousgh othsers
have thouzght it usefmnl for the three kinds of oratory,

o

forensic, deliberative and epideictic (F.8,121f.; cf,

Aristotle, thst.,2,139L2,23; 3chol.in Anh., J.2,568-569).

The Yalue of wmubos

Avart from moral training, x00os gave a general
arounding in compnosition, and so was usefnl to both the
future vwriter and orator. It was helnful in preparing the
minds of students for poetry, history and mythology
{(Doxopater, 7.2,153). It was used for practising narrativsg
if not argunent. Doxopater clains that the fable trained
the pupil to compose vroocenia {.J.2,79,21-22).

Like Aristotle (2het.,2,13942,20), the
prozymnasnatists were concerned with the utilitarizn value
of m0O%%s for the orator. For example, Theon recommends
several exercises which would be useful to the orator in
particular, including &vanu4 and KetToowesy and
meunorization and recitation, Tu this section he uses the
word Xpﬁvyw$ twice to describe wobos , and throughout his
chapter on uwl6os he is at pains to show its usefuluness.

Perry, howvever, considers that uofoes was not

suitable for Theon's vwroposed exercises. No examples




L6
of wwbor used for the gramatical exercise of nractizing

e
—

cases nave been found,™! althou-h Zzypti=n napyri show that
2

o

o

. / . 4 A ~ . ~ -
the Xeak was used in this way for some tine after Theon.

o

fables wvere eunloyed, however, for practisinz direct and

C e 29 . .. . .
indirect speech,”” and 2 third centwry vapyrus is quite

30 The exercise of

similar to Theon's chapter on mvbos ,
comnosing a fable from a noral was coatinued in later life,
for example by Latro (3eneca, Controv.,l,prf.23).
Hernoszenes considered the fable unsuitable for &vdanauﬁ

and wereokevq (2.11,4-5), but it seens possible that these
conld be used in an epnilogue if something false emerged
from the fable.Bl Finally, Hausrath holds that the
aumucstana (Byzanting collection of fables consists of
exercises in the style of rhetoricians and pupils.32

WMhether Hausrath is correct or not, these

progymnasnata seem to have been intended for a double

2Tperry, 296-297; Beudel, 51.

28See p. 65, n.36.

“Bendel, 51.
3OJ. G. Winter,."Some Literary Panyri in the Univer-
sity of liichisgan Collection!t, TAPhA 53 (1922), 136-137.
313ee Reichel, 53. The model fables of rhetoriciaus
have examples of the use of wlBos for praise and blame (.1,
L2LET, , 597£F. ).

32

2

Cited b Né 'gaard 80 . N . 7
L81fT, v Red s pjgaard disagrees,
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audience, both the young, as in Quintilian, Inst.Or.,1,9,
33

Theon (5p.2,75) and Hermogenes (R.1l), and the advanced
student, the prospective writer or orator, as in
Quintilian, Inst.Or.,5,11 and Theon (Sp.2,70). The older
student may have been concerned with refuting the applied
fable of his opponent (Sp.2,565,20). We know without
doubt, from the evidence of Egyptian papyri, that wuObos

was used in the grammar schools, for writing, trans].at;ion?l+

35

verse-to-prose exercises, and for training in direct and

indirect speech. Fables were probably also learned by
heart.36
Was the fable useful in oratory? Aristotle
regards it as a means to persuasion, and easier to use
than historical examples because xU€ol. can be invented
vhen the occasion demands (Rhet.,2,13942,20). He also

gives examples of the use of fable in oratory (Rhet.

2,1393b,20), and this custom is confirmed for the fifth

33‘&£( is explained by Hermogenes as those not yet
trained (c¢f. Priscian, 551,3 Halm). Perry, 296-297,
overlooks the young.

3L*Gollart, "Les papyrus littéraires latins™, RPh
15 (1941), 113, no.4; Ndjgaard, 54L9.

354. A. Oldfather, "An Aesopic Fable in a School-
bo%is Exercise", Aegyptus 10 (1929), 255-256. See also
p.51.

36Beude1, 35-36.



L8
century B.C. (Aristophanes, Vesp., 565 and 1258-9). In
the fourth century, Demosthenes and Demades rebuked their
audiences for delight in fables rather than serious
matters, but there are no fables in the Attic orators and

no evidence for the use of whole fables in Alexandrian and

37 38

Roman oratory. The fable was used chiefly for allusion
to stories well knowm to the audience. Cicero never
related a whole fable,39 although he made allusions and
recommended this practice to other speakers (e.g., De Inv.,
1,17,25; De Or.,2,66,26L; Phil.,3,11,27). Livy refers to

the fable of Menenius Agrippa as horridus et priscus modus

dicendi (2,32,8), but Quintilian cites it as an
example of fable as a means for delighting and persuading

the simple {Inst.Or.,5,11,19; cf. Macrobius, Somn.Scip.,

37Except for the fable of lenenius Agrivpa (Livy,
2,32,8). See B. E. Perry, "Fable", SG (1959), 22;
Ngjgaard, L6L.

38L1kew1se in literature, e.g., Plautus, Pseud.,
139-140; Anl.,226-236; Terence, Eun.,832; Ennius, 15G Vahlen
Horace, EDlSt.,l 1,73. Horace also nses whole fables
several times in the Satires and Epistles (Sat.,2,3,and 6;
Epist.,1,7,10,and 20). Whole fables were useful in this
typelof writing because the author was seeking to point a
moral.

39N¢jgaard, L65.
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LS
1,2,7-9).37 He also refers to fables (apolozi) among

stories which add charm to a speech (Iust.Or.,6,3.44).
Hermogenes testifies to the use of uobes in oratory
(R.4,3-4) and a scholiast on Aphthonius states that the
three types of oratory are to be illustrated with fables
as occasion requires (W.2,568).

The progymnasmatists and collections of fables
which appeared uunder the BEupire may have brought new
popularity to the fable, but most examples appear in
epideictic writers such as Dio Chrysostom, Himerius and

38

Apuleius. Since the stories were simple and well known,
it is understandable that their use was limited in

practicz2l oratory.

37 mintilian (Inst.Or.,5,11,19) also gives an
example of fable in Horace's Epigtles and implies that
the fable could be used for sophisticated audiences.

38N¢jgaard, 465, On the fable in literature
under the Empire, see also Hausrath, RE, 19,1486ff.
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Paranhrase

Paranhrase as an exercise 1is mentiloned by FPlato
(Phaedr.,2354i) and Isocrates (Pane=.,8). A papyrus
examnle from the third century B.C.39 shows that paraphrase
vas already established as a school exszecise. It was
based on reading, with Homer as the most pooular source

YO0 1In the De Oratore (1,3L,154), Crassus

for paraphrases.
confirns the use of paraphrase in the schools when he was

a boy, but objects to its nuse on the zrounds that nothing is
gained by employing the same words in pargphrasing, and that
others will be inferior to the origzinal words.kl
later answers this objection (3p.2,62,10ff.), saying tha

one can sneall well on the same subject more than once and

that the inazination 1is eXpressed in many ways(CféP@§t~QE-,10’3-
Theoun givesmany exanples of paraphrase by ancient writers.

In a passaze already cuoted (Inst.gg.,l,9,2-3),h2

39Archiv 13 {1939}, 121. See also G. Giangrande,
"On the Crigins of the Greek Romance”, Eranos 60 (1962), 158.

On - . - . .
b Giancrande, 15L4. Paraphrase was not restricted
to Homer, however. J. 4. B. Berns, "Literary Texts from the
Fayum', €9 L3 (1949), 1, no.1l, is a vnaravhrase of an epic
noern about Hercules frowm the second ceantury B.C.

L1, . . .
F"Reichel, 112, gzives sxamples from Cicerc and other
ftoman writers.

AQSee p.AL,
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Juintilian recommends paravhrase in exercises on the fable.
Tniere are three stevs. first the opuolls are to change
verse to prose, secondly to give an exact version in
d¢ifferent words, thirdly to vparavhrase nore freely in both
an shridsed and expanded manner. The changing of verse
to prose 1s not nentioned by the progymuasmatists, but iv
the fourth century A.D. 3aint Ausustine performed this
exercise in gramaar school (Conf.,1,17). Bendel has not
found examnles of such difficulty in Bgyptian papyri, irith

1.3

one exception. He evidently considers that fables or

similar stories in verse were changed into prose by the
teacher as a rule and dictated to the pupi]_s.hl*L
There are, nowever, papyrus exanples of both
expressing the same thing in different words, which was an
aid to convrehension, aund e¥oressing the sare thing fron
another poiunt of view, which was an end in itself and used

.5

H
to develop style.” In the latter exercise, the pupil
varied the arrancenent aud proportions of the original and
added rhetorical figures. In one examnle, a varavhrase of

Ilied,1,1-21 has become fourtimes as long as the 01"3’.5;3'.&3]..l*6

“2Beudel, 5 = Grenfell-Hunt, 2,8L.
theudel, 5L; cf. larrou, 239; Hausrath, RE, 12,1403

hsP. J. Parsons, "A School-Book from the 3ayce
Collection, ZFE 6 (1970), 1Ll.

461144,
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Paraphrase of Aescpic fables would usually be of

the simpler type, that is, expressing the same thing in
different words as an aid to understanding.h7 This was an
exercise closely associaied with reading in the grammar
schools, whereas the exercise to develop style was more
rhetorical.

L8

The progymnasmatists, except Theon, do not mention
paraphrase, possibly because they thought that it was the

province of the grammaticus (cf. Suetonius, De Gramm.,4,3).

Although practised chiefly by students in grammar school,
paraphrase to develop style was recommended by Quintilian
for the mature orator (Inst._Q_x_*_.,10,5,5),1’9 and Statius

testifies to its practice by the grammatici themselves

(Silv.,5,3,159).50 Paraphrase countinued to be used in
51

schools in the Middle Ages, and is still common in

, A7For examples, see P, Collart, "Les papyrus lit-
téraires latins™, RPh 15 (1941), 114, no. 18 (third century
A.D,); Archiv 7 (192%), 255 (third century A.D.); Archiv 14
(1941§,7 138 (first century A.D.). Cf.Apuleius,De Deo do¢,llL

ASTheon's separate chapter on paraphrase exists only
in the Armenian version. See p. 22, Hermogenes does not
mention paraphrase by name, but includes both brief aund
expanded methods of relating fables (R.Z2).

thee Peterson?’s -note ad loc.

505ee Colson's note on professoribus (Inst.Or.,1,9,3).

51G. Giangrande, "On the Origins of the Greek
Romance™, Eranos 60 (1962), 158,
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education. The Greek love-romance probably develoned

from paraphrases of Alexandrian love-elegies and gpyllia

f)
which rhetoricians composed as models for their Dupils.s”

52Giaugrande, 155-156. Cf. Trenkuer, 185.

53



CHAPTER TWO

s
Zg Q: 2.10‘_.__ (C}IR.LA :

The next exercise for consideration is the \psuk.

wWe shall discuss the meaning of the term, Quintilian's

classification of the \34 l, the exercises based upon it,
. - / . .

and its value. The related yv.iwy (sententia) will be

discussed in less detail since Quintilian merely mentions

it (Inst.Or.,1,9,3). Aetiolomia will also be examined.

-

The Mezning of _N\-«l%

The literal neaning of_\;gkwas always "a need", or
something necessary for a particular purpose, as in the
phrase ). &< S T ,l and it later acguired the meaning
"something useful for life", or "useful to have on hand",
The first use of X;mé~ as "a helpful gaying" appears in
Aristippus, who established a literary genre of Xp<ix in
the fourth century B.C.{Diogenes Laertius,2,85).2 Gow
conjectures from the . Jw of lachon that these books
3

contained jokes useful to a public speaker or raconteur.

Books of pithy sayings, called Yptwn, were collected by

%, von Fritz, "Gnome’, RI, 6,88; see also L3J, 2002,5v
ecgo .&rlstotle, POl., lZBIJ,b s liu\"j(.k‘!\‘}’\ \"":l-t N e Eulﬂqv'g.\-w),

2uee E. Mannebach, Aristipni et Cyrenaicorunm
Fregmente, (Le;den, 1961), 78, for example. o5ee also
A. 5. FP. Gow, liachon: The ﬁrLaments (Cambridze, 1965},
12-13. Von Frivz, i2 6.C8, is wrong on the founder.,
Coluon, on Inst. Or.,l 9,3, thinks the nume ceme from the
phrase %% Tive - Xft'iv (cf. Nicolaus, 7.20).

3Gow, 2L,
Sh
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other pnilosophers such as Hecatorn, Zenc of Citium, Metro-
cles the Cynic, Perszeus the 3toic, Ariston of Chios, and
Cleanthes (Diogenes Laertius, 6,32-33,91; 7,36,173).
Becazuse of their coarse hunour, many of these )Q&hxr were
not suitable for the classroon. The Cynics were probably
the first to teach “y<=t to children (Diogenes Laertius,
6,31),1'L but Np-r«. were also used by the Stoics,5 and
Peripatetics such as Xenophon, in the Hiero, and Aristotle6
collected similar sayings.

Sorie ancient writers appear to have been uncertain
as to what a \@aﬂ. Was. Athenaeus (13,577d) gives }wi}ti
as the title of llachon's book, but soon afterwards (13,579d)

calls its contents knb“vqwcycﬁ¢xﬂ1,(commentarii). Theon,

however, distinguishes X;uﬁ, from fr?yx}héwavwb (Sp.2,97,
2-6), in that the ‘urcuvqucveent was longer than the Noed
and unlike the }ﬁwﬂa it did not refer to one particular
person. The progymnasmatists also discuss the differences
between ﬁftﬁx and ywiwq(sententia). Theon (Sp.2,$6,29-30;

99,13 and 24-26) and Nicolaus (F.21,1-18) both list as =

4

. 1] 4 - L ’
characteristic of ¥pysix that it was swooomioyziowes  (both

serious and humorous) (cf. Doxopater, #.2,247,197f.).

b3ee von Fritz, RE, 6,88.

£
“Cousin, Etudes sur Quintilien, 82, holds that
Quintilian was iniluenced by the Stolcs on the Ygeiw,

6See G. A. Gerhard, Phoinix von Kolophon (Leipzig,
1909), 249, n.6. Aristotle liked puns, etc. {(het.,l410b).

X P « 3 ; .
7Commentar11 {memoirs) =amgng@uan@qx(LSJ,1nter‘
mediate edition,l133,s.v.).




sometimes the humour of the ..« seems more important than

1 . 8 i
the moral. Generz lly, however, the lesson was more

important, since the vrogymnasmatists all define the xga.=
as the concise exposition of a word or deed, useful for
life (Theon, Sp.2,96,19-22; 97,7-10; Hermogenes, 2.6,L-6;

Anhthonius, R.3,21-22; Hicolaus, ¥.19,7-9; cf. Doxopater,

W.2,2L9,20-22) .7

A

The .o: -, as used in the rhetorical schools, was
a saying or deed, usually of a philosopher or well-known

person, simple and menorable with a point or moral

applicable to life. <<t  of this sort were first used

extensively by philosopherslo

and from them passed into the
schools, where they were probably introduced as valuable
truths to be learnt by heart and only later were used as

. . 11
a basis for composition.

As with the other progymnas-
mata, there is little evidence extant for tne development

of the xrwix , especially at Rome. Auctor ad Herenniun

{early first century B.C.) includes a rhetorical exercise
(expolitio) on a ;@aﬁx (4,40 ,56), but the first discussion

of the K(a%— is found in Quintilian (Inst.gg.,i,9,4—5).

, 889e p.71 for other differences between \r:=< and
\iwr «  See also L. Giangrande, The Use of Spoudaiogeloion
in G eekgand Roman Literature (Hague, 1372).

A papyrus of the third century A.D. has a similar

definition. See Archiv 7 (1924), 228, no.620.
10

See p. 55.

Py

Hsee Colson's note on chriae, Inst.0r.,1,9,3.
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- S s/
Classification of the Yozl

——m—ee T B——

By the first century A.D., several types of

Y2tz were recognized (Inst.Or.1,9,4-5). Quintilian

i
e

says that some begin with a simple statement (type Ile

"dixit 3lle"(IA) or “dicere solebat"(IB), a second type

zives the answer to a cuestion, "interrogatus ille"(IIA),

or statement, "cum hoc ei dictum esset, respondit™(ITB),

and a third type begins Yeum quis dixisset aliguid"
{ITIA),uel "fecisset™ (IIIB). In the fourth type (IV),
an action13 may also be the subject of a sz&a, for

example, 'Crates, cum indoctum puerum midisset, paedagogum

eius percussit" (1,9,5). Another type, therﬁjﬁwf7bts

/
is related to the ¥/ <iA, but here the person supplying
the moral does so unintentionally. In the example (1,9,5),

 FMito, quem mitulum adsueuerat ferre, taurum ferebat®,

Milo did not intend . to point the moral, which is that
progression from easy to more difficult tasks brings
success.lh'

Quintilian thus gives three main types of sziﬁ,-ﬁ

verbal, in which the point is demounstrated by words,

2 ; .
1 The Roman numerals correspond to those in
Schissel's table. See p.58.

13See Colson's noses on Inst.O0r.,1,9,5.

L . . . . .
1"%i§.;a;so<3. Schissel, "Die Einteilung der
Chrie bei Guintilian”", Hermes 68 (1933), 248.
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practical, in which the point is shovm by an action, and
AF&:@&&}, in which the nmoral is supplied unintentionally.
The progymnasriatists also have the first two categories,
verbal and practical Y, <wi, but substitute for the Xp=wdses
the mixed Xp¢ﬂ¢, in which usnally both words and actions

15

supply the moral {(Aphthonius, R.L,8-11). Theon has a

number of subdivisions, which Schissel has equated with

16

those of Unintilian, The following diagram ccnstructed
by Schissell7 matches Theon's categories (from Sp.2,97,1ll-
99,18) with those of (uintilian indicated by the Roman

. . 1
numerals which were mentioned above.

. pEIA L
Chart 2 X r_ ey
. ) 4l o
Ac Tn—w(( T"""J‘*“T"‘(‘“'Q"’ iv Lu\&T’aL‘\J
1] —_— ‘ ;
, | P s a
b ook T s v = e it L ’ , ,
HITOG e Tirat = RIS TR = Sf-ﬁ)u.e, [’C’.’«q“ (’i)‘rlm&’\] E_‘T"AquIanM]
I N = ' y o < "
ke, are e PATX R $oummond Cudvbuds T yive
froloey moirany e T 2t R A
3 . ' : L LTS N T AL
Tavd eoriv ¢ 5B — —_——TTT——— ARY N nt
=L TA = Q1A iR

15,

16Schissel, 24,5-248.

heon's mixed Xpzia 1is different. See p. 62.

71p14d., 218,

18See p. 57. See also Cousin, Ztudes sur
Guintilien, 200.
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There are difficulties, however, in fitting

Quintilian's scheme to Theon's, and Schissel is not

éorrect about every type. One difficulty is that Theon

distinsnishes each type by name and example, as follows:

\ N / . R RV L C P P

ACYIPGLL T Lﬂﬁp—.;\(v:'\uy] r A CO EVAEANE ’\,c!u S AP sERTS itk >\L\~v v
Y N - 1 s < P ek LI e
X o Te nenes C"?C‘v’ A‘O)'d v ,’ s o q; ;/\cs C L} [#5 tiub L."]Ut LS UTIe TS
z 7/ ;

1

)
S IPRI EQSC%OS \é@cmxc,:iWEK{fwano,%Tw %k4011t bﬁgqs
(‘kg"’('}n‘l"lgu.‘\- (80.2;97312«15) .

Quintilian, on the other hand, uses as cistinguishing signs
the introductory formla of the Xem&,, especially the
subordinate cleuse to the principal point, and some
exznples, in this way:

=

alterum [§C° genus] onod est in respcndendo: "interrogatus

N . " . . ., N
ille?, uel "cum hoc el dictum esset, resvondit. (Inst.Or.,
1,9,4).

Quintilian's first type of Xpei«(I), which is a
simple statement, appears to correspoud with Theon's
deronstrative type (&vu¢¢vnméyéf&g )(Sp.2,97,16-19).19
But Theon's two subdivisions, voluntary or unprompted
demonstration and one prompted by circumstance (md?éhcéomv
&mé¢m¢m and rwx;_ﬂt(%?b«ﬂv } are not so similar to

Quintilian's "dixit ille"(IA) and "dicere solebat"(IB),
20

as Schissel would have us believe. "Hixit ille®

P~

o
“3chissel, 246.

201pid.
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could be a voluntary demonstratiecn {Quintilian gives nc

example), but "dicere solebat™ is not peristatic because
i£ is not limited to a particular time.

Quintilian's second type of Xp=x (II), the
posing and answering of a question, corresponds to Theon's
answering type (amoruTuwy ubs ), and Quintilian's first

subdivision of this type (IIA), "interrogatus ille

respondit™, could include three of Theon's subdivisions -
angwering a question which recuires the answer "yes'" or
"no" (pxr épletmaw ), giving a longer answer to an enquiry
(wire, o ), and snswering a guestion which requires a
reason (wer gpummvaindiy) (5p.2,97,26-98,12).  Horeover,
Theon's fourth subdivision, like the kind answering a
statenent (émcviﬂﬁi 1% \éwa.AgﬁnAw:v fnbmgrﬁxév ), is
sinilar to Quintilian's type IIB, the answer to a statement.
Theon's example of this type, in which no guestion is
asked, tells of Plato, who, when Diogenes once invited him
to lunch in the market, said, "How marvellous would be

1
your naturalness if only it were not a pose.'(Sp.2,98,12-20L

Quintiiian's third kind (III), "cum fnis dixisset

alignid™ (IIIA) uel fecisset"(IIIB), is more difficunlt to

equate with Theon's types. Colson21 considers that

Quintiliants third type differs from IIB (the answer to

21369 his note ad loc.
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a statement) in that it lacks i, that is, type I1I is not
the answer to anything addressed directly to the speaker
! < L] -22 - s . » -
of the jpsix . Scnhissel ecnates Guintilian's type IIIA

("cum ouis dizisset aliguid") with the double kind of

word Yscox  of Theon, in which one \pes answers another -
for example, Alexander, king of the i.acedonians, comning
upon Diogenes asleep, said, "4 counselling man should not
sleep all night”, and Diogenes replied, "These things are
the care of the man to whom the peovnles have entrusted
themselves? (Sp.2,98,20-29=1L,2,24-24. ' Unlike .Colson, Schissel
therelore considers the difference between Unintiliants
types III and IIB to be that the saying which introduces
the fyngk in IIB is not in itself a }QEJL, whereas in type
11T ona }puﬂ,answers another. But this limitatiou does
not have to be placed on uintilian's type III ("cum guis

dixisset aliguid" nuel "fecisset"). Also, type III includes

both an introductory word or action, so that IIIB at least
cannot be ideontified with Theon's double word \7u‘v

23

. . . . A X )] /
which requires an introductory Aeyims Xesid ., For
these reasons, I do not agree with Schissel in equating

Quintilian's type III with Theon's double Ypu'w .

223chissel, 247.

233 Schissel, ibid., does concede. this voint, but
does not indicate same in his diagram.
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24

Hor is Reichel's identification of Guintilian's type
III with Theon's mixed‘xgiﬂx correct, to judge by
Theon's examples of mixed %ﬁﬁﬂif, in which the answer
to a question is given by deed not word ($p.2,99,6-19).
Quintilian rather includes type III with verbal XF;T}(,
in which the answer is given by word not deed (Inst.Or.
1,9,4).

Quintilian's type IV is an action chria which
corresponds to Theon's fféﬁﬂ'nfma1wxwf, but with the
subdivisions 3\&;\a$h$ufandrﬁd?WTwmai(active and passive)
omitted. Theon's example of Diogenes beating a
tutor because Lis charge wos unruly {Sp.2,98,32) is
similar to Quintilian's example about Crates(i;9,5)?5

From this discussion it can be seen that
Quintilian's and Theon's categories of ¥rzwt do not
exactly match. In some cases we cannot be certain
what Quintilian meant, since he does not have a detailed
discussion with examples like Theon's. It is doubtful

26

whether such comparison is profitable. It does show,
however, that there was no one rhetorical system, and

that discussion of rhetorical terms often became very

2l*guaes*c',iones Progymnasmaticae, 118, n.b6.

25Quintilianhas an ignorant boy instead of a
badly-behaved one. See Colson's note ad loc.

2 P cq ot s .
6See Lana, Quintiliano,- il "Sublime" e gli
"Esercizi Preparatori" di Zlio Teone, 130.
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specialized, detailed and confuscd. furthermnore, other
and different classifications of the Xp-¢ , which are not
found in Quintilian, appear in Theon (51p.2,99), Hernogenes
- . - 27

(R.7,7-9) and Nicolauns (F.21).

Quintilian 1s the only writer, Greek or Latin,

R . . 28 .

who names Yp#itbis as a separate exercise, In Schiss-.

29 . .= . / .
7 \peiwdzs is not a Ypax  because the morzl is

el's view,
not suppliec voluntarily or consciously. Guintilian's
example of liilo and the bull (Inst.Or.,1,9,5) contradicts
Colson's identification of thJ55a>vdth Theon'swngaqrmﬁ
variety of the x?ua,np«wvﬂﬁv 3O(Sp.2,99,2—h), becanse
Milo performs an action. The Xy<udbes is, however,
related to the Xpex since it points a moral and could

be used as a basis for school exercises.

Exercises on the Xp&ix

For Quintilian, the_xc&%, followed closely fable
and paraphrase. The subjects: for the )@wéa were to come
from reading (1,9,6) and so were connected with the study

31

of literature, Theon "also recommends exercises similar

. . ’ . -
to those for .(fes , including &neyyeAit, which was like

2 . . e .
71 do not intend to discuss these classifications
since they are opmitted by ynintilian.

28

Cousin, Etudes sur Quintilien, 82.

293chissel, 24,8.

3OSee Colson's note ad loc.

31
’*See Colson, "Phasedrus and Quintilian I,9,2", CR

33 (1919}, 60.
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.

paraphrase {(350.2,101,6-8}). The Medon was useful as well

for practising grammatical cases (Insg.gg.,l,9,5%ch.

£
Suetonius, De Gr"’r»m.,25,5).3j Theon discusses how each

main type of }QFﬁ& may be used in all cases, singular and
plural (Sp.2,101-102}. Nicolaus also gives examples of

this practice (IF.18; cf. Doxovater, W.2,102,16ff.), which
3L

is supported by the evidence of papyri, especially from

Bgyptian schools. Here is an exanple worked through each

case in the singular:
< . > ~ . A 7 :
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324
See Colson's note ad loc.
2
3’Se R. P. Qobinson, C. Suetoni Tranguilli De
Grammaticis Rhetdribus (Parls, 19257, note ad loc.

BLBeudel, £9-51: F. G. Kenyon, "Two Greek School-
Tabletd, JH3 29 (1909), 29-30; Ziebarth, 16-17: P. J.
Parsons, i School-Book from the Sayce Collection™, ZPE
6 (1970}, 143-144. The use of the Xesia for practising
rammatlcal cases 1n Latin is attested by 31oneaes. in
H. Keil, CZrammatici Latini, vol.l {(Hildeshein, 19 61), 310.
In this example, tue aayinv attributed to Ii. Porcius Cato
was attribuved to Isocrates by the prozymnasmatists
(Heruogmenes, &,7,13f%.; Aphthonius, 2.4,16ff.; Nicolaus,

F.21 3ff }o d. Barns, "A New Gnomologlum- with some remarks

on anmlc Anthologies™, GQ 45 (1951), 15, thiuks that this
exercise taught variety in iatroducing prose quotations.
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Althoush not quoted in full here, this example was also

2
worked through the dual and pl\,uf'al.““:5 Such exercises were

used for some time after Theon,36 but they were purely
grammatical and perhaps for that reason disappeared

37

eventually from the progymnasmata . (cf. Sardianus, R. 37,1247

Some rhetorical exercises on the Xfiﬁw are also
recommended and discussed at lensth by Theon, including
praise, antitheslis, expansion and contraction, and-kmv%iUﬁ
and %&Tmik&wé (Sp.2,lOl,3-6).38 All the progymnasmatists
associate the yu&& with rhetoric rather than grammar.
Hermogenes (1.7-8), Aphthonius (R.4-6) and Kicolaus (i.24)
add to the rhetorical exercises of Theon the development
of the }gzﬂa as aa exercise in composition on a given

theme following a Fixed group of topics or headings

357iebarth, 16-17. It will be noted that various
verbs are used in order to give practice in e&ach case:

36Beudel, 51. Ecyptian examples follow Theon's
precepts, but deal only with the Acpoew Np @< and use only
one formula for each case -~ Parsons, "A School-Boock from
the Sayce Collection, ZPE 6 (1970), 143-14kL.

3"'?Use of the ’,~w& for Dractlslng grammatical cases
is not mentioned by Hermogenes and Arhthonius, and by the
fifth century iiicolaus sneako of it as a thing of the past
(F.18). The disappearance of this exercise also explains
why, from the time of Hermogenes, the x¢<« 1is no longer
the first of the progynnesmata (cf. Nlcolaus, F.19,1- 6)

See p. 26. See also Briunkmann, "Aus dem antiken Sghulunuer—
richt", Rhii 65 (1910j, 152-155. Theon placed Xpsix first,
but intended that ﬁkgu¢?w and Kduwﬂc~4 of the Yy: be

postponed (Sp.2,65,20) because of the difficulty.

38dlcolaus does not hold with m\~Jﬁ“,f and&¢uAvaﬁ
of «UCer  and Xpeix (F.21,19ff.; cf. Hermogenes, 2.1l1,5),
and Hermogenes and ththonlus omit Neeorg o and Fete o
of the ‘/\‘*’t R. ' l
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, . e ’ . 30 . .
(thet is, ;g;mfgvd‘ or exvolitio).”” Thhese topics are

panegyric, paraphrastic, frou the cause, from the contrary,

analozy, example, testimony of the ancients, to be followed

LO

by a brief epilogue. The Anctor ad Herennium had

developed an expolitio in a similar way, arzuing from the
cause, contrary, comparison, illustration, testimony of the
ancients, with a brief epilogue, and adding a recommendation

tc practice such an exercise (L,44,56ff.).

The Usefulness of the Xpi
The X, ciw was useful for elementary, grammatical
and rhetorical exercises. Seneca (Ep.,33,7) says that it
was first used in elementary school, for memorization and

L1

later composition. For OQuintilian, it was to be used
chiefly as a grammatical exercise, that is, for paraphrase
and practising cases (Inst.Or.,1,9,5-6). Theon placed it

first among the progymnasmata because it was simple and

easy to remember (Sp.2,6h,30-31).42 He acknowledged
its moral value as well as its usefulness in building

'3

power of expression (33.2,60,16-19). Nicolaus

39£§awxsﬂt is mentioned by Theon (Sp.2,84,206; 65,23;
70,5} but not with the same meaning. See Reichel, 1l4-15.

hoFor a papyrus examnple from the second century A.D.,
see Beudel, 56-57; J. G. lMilne, "Relics of Greco-Egyptian
Schools", JHS 28 (1908), 130; Ziebarth, 18.

blsee 0. Crusins, "Aus antiken Schulblichern”, Ph 64
(1905) 1 l‘!{r!-iro
4

Zﬁm@ﬁh was later placed after .., . See p.23.
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comments that some writers placed the X(:&. first for its
noral value, or considered that it should be used simply
for drilling grammatical cases (F.17,16-20; 18,1-0).
Theon does include both grarmmatical and rhetorical
exercises on the Xga@, but not the composition on a set
theme found in Hermogenes, Aphthonius and Nicolaus, who,
in turn, omit the grammatical exercises. The Xpzis
provided treining for deliberative rhetoric in particular,
but also for forensic oratory (iicolaus, F.23,9-17).

In literature, maany Xpa%h are preserved in
biography, for example, in Xenophon's Hiero and in vitae
siich as those of Diogenes Laertius. The Gnomologium

L3

Vaticanun

consists largely of Ypdi ,

Aetiologia

Quintilian mentions sententia and ethologia

together with the T\'gzi:f,(Inst.g_r_-.,1.,9,3)1.’LF He says that

the sententia (proverb) is general, but the ethologia

refers to people. This same distinction is drawn

’

between.'\u3¢7 (sententia) -and Xpiﬁt by the

k31, sternbach (ed.), Gnomolocium Vaticanun
(Berlin, 1963).

hhSee pp. 71-73 for discussion of sententia (\“;uﬂ.
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procymnasnatists (Theon, 5p.2,96,25-27; Hermogenes, R.7,
L-6; Nicolaus, F.19,13-15; cf. Isidore, 513, 28-31 Halm).
The term etholosia is a correction of Regius, who

—— e

edited Quintilian's Institutio Oratoria in 1493, and it

is found in no manuscript. Nor does it appear in the
progymnasnatists. After Quintilian, Suetonius
mentioned ethologia, but did not say what it was (D

———

Gramm.,4,3). Seneca had referred to ethologia as a

description of each virtue, useful in philosophy ({(Eb.
95,65) .45  This does not fit Quintiliants definition.
The substitution of ethopoeia (character sketch) also

would not fit the context. Winterbottom,4® Colson,i?

and Robinsoni8 favour the reading aetiologia.

Aetiologia is mentioned by Rutilius Lupus (2,19 and

21, Halm), Seneca {Ep.,95,65), Quintilian (Inst.Or.,9,3,
93), Augustinus (Gen.ad litt.,2,5), an anonymous rhetorician
(dakte unkfown-73,17 Halm), and Isidore 0 Seville 521,18 H),

and in each case the term refers to searching for

) £
**’Reichel, 119, thinks that it was a description
of virtues and vices like the Characters of Theorhrastus.

ko1y his edition of the Institutio Oratoria
(Oxford, 1970).

#7see Colson's note ad loc. and "Quintilian and
the 'Chria' in Ancient Edwcation™, CR 35 (1921}, 152.

ok
*R. P. Robinson, "Ethologia or Aetiologia in
Suetonins De Grammaticis c.4 and uintilian I,9", CPh 15

(1920), 370-37G; sce also his note on Suetonius, ad loc.
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or giving 2 reason. Seneca defines aeticlosia as

cansayum inauisitio {a search for reasons) and associates

it with the srammatici. Quintilian identifies aetiolonia

with ad propositwa subiecta ratio (the adéition of a reason

for what is advanced) (cf. Cicero, De Or.,3,54,207). This

definition is similar to the phrase subiectis dictorun

rationibus (adding the reasons for the sayings), which is

found in Quintilizn's description of exercises on the Ypawx
(Inst.0r.,1,9,3). The earliest exercises probably

Y 1 F 3 - {. 3
consisted of writing out the jfpevt by heart with a short

explanation of the reason for it.hg The more elaborate

themes on the Xpe'< alsc required the giving of a reason
50

(scriee )

Aetiologia seems therefore to be an exercise which

can be related to the use of JYpeixi by the grammatici

whereas ethologia cannot so easily be linked with the Xpeo.
Some of Theon's examples of ‘Xpéxe could be considerec

aetiolociae - for example, Diogenes! beating of the tutor,

51

mentioned above, where the reason for the action is given
(5p.2,98,32), or Socrates' answer, "I cannot say, for I

do not know what education he has®, when asked if he
?

thee Colson's notes on subiectis dicuorum ratio-
nibus and et ratio est. See alse Winterbottoui's note on
guod genus chrize ...(Inst.0r.,2,.4,206), where he agrees that
curlne was always one of the key elsments in the treatment of
a Xevi< , with the result that the aetiologia, which was

treated in a similar manner, could be called a type of Xpe.

295 ¢e po. 65-66.
51

See p. 62,
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deemed the king of Persia fortunzte (Sp.2,98,9-12), where

. . . > -
the type of N\prit 1s rdr gpwimenw wTiwbes

Quintilian has an example of aetiolozia amonzg the

elemeéntary exercises to be taught by the rhetorician
'(;ggg.gg.,z,@,zé). He says that as a preparation for
conjectural cases, which were concerned with motive (causa,
uoluntas) (e¢f.Inst.0r.,7,2,3: 12,2,19}, his teachers made
their pupils discuss such questions as "ihy in Sparta is
Venus represented wearing armour?", the aim being to
discover the intention. Such a question is described as
a type of \;a&c, and although there is some doubt whether
these are Quintilian's words or a gloss,52 I think that

“ ’ . .
Colson has shown clearly enough that Xy«a and aetiologia

3.3

were relate Guintilian places this particular

exercise near the end of the proeymnasmata because of

its difficulty.

2 . A e s
5 See Cousin, Etudes sur Quintilien, 117, n.5.

35ee also Winterbottom on Inst.Or.,2,4,26. I
agree that this exercise cannot be called a His , because
it is not a meneral guestion and it is not arzued on both
sides. | For the latter reason, it caunot be considered an
RVu T by s o See Cousin, Ftudes sur Quintilien, 117, n.5;
Reichel, 123. 3ee p.69,
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7

Vs (sententia)
7 i SLL , .
As already noted, the YvLAu) was associated
/

with the X/:{ by Quintilian and the progymnasmatists.
The meaning of \Yéﬁq was originally "mark" or '"sign",
[
and it later acquired the meaning "opinion“.’5 From
Aristotle (Rhet.,2,21,1394a) we learn that it was 2
general saying with a moral aim. Quintilian identifies

\gfuv with sententia (Inst.Or.,8,5,3).

-

These are the differences between Kﬁ:ﬁg and
Vel n jas set out by Theon (Sp.2 ,96,24,-97,2) . X{zii
7
always refers to a particular person, ° .. .«y not always.
“oa ./ is sometimes seneral apart from the reference to

P
a person, sometimes particular, but \Véux;is always
general. \;:/i may be deed or word, *, «/uh only word.
XgEJK may he sonctimés humorous and of mo practical
valne, but y.iun is always of moral worth. This is

the extent of Theonts discussion of \yijj. The other

progymnasmatists give it a separate chapter immediately
following )\iﬁ&. Hermogenes says that \yﬁxq‘may

persuade toward or dissuade from something or show

Sty

See p.67.
5-"‘ec\ K. Horna, 'noﬁe", RE, 6,7&, and for a
discussion of ~ . luii and |1 Loae, v in Hellenistic times,
RE 6,76ff. The practlce of compiling anthologies (ywwmeloyi)

of yvilluar and Xpeixt began with the sophists.in “rhetorical
education, and they probably 1ntended\ﬂ“¢¢Awp¢ to be used in
the composition of 8<sers , See J. Baruns, "A New Guomologium
with sore remarks on Gnomic Anthologies™, €Q 45 (1951j, 8ff.
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. ’ - /
the nature of somethineg (R.8,17). He characterizss ~yv.iwy

as true, plausible, simple, compound, or exaggerated (R.9).
Following the progymnasnatist's love of categories,
Aphthonius and Hicolaus add other types. Aphthonius lists
the hortatory, dissuasive, declaratory, simple, compound,
real, or eragserated (R.7). Nicolaus includes the true,

56

plausible, simple, double, some followed by a reason,
others withcut a reason, some showing of what kind deeds
are, others of wvhat kind deeds should be, the hortatory,
dissuasive, disapproving, also some telling of worthy
actions, others of unworthy deeds (F.26). All these
categories se»m possible, but one pities the student who
had to remenber exampies of them alil.

Like the Nysie, the yvl.y was useful for all
parts of rhetoric {Hicolaus, F.28,9{f.). It was
memorized in the elementary schools.57 It could be used
for composition on a set theme in the ssme manner as the
Xféﬂi (Hermogeres, R.10; Aphthonius, R.8-10; Hicolaus,
F.29,5; Libaninus,3L06ff. Foerster}. For the older
student, Quintilian recommended changing theiyvéwi into

as many forms as nossible, that is, paraphrase {Inst.Or.,

I
& .
20y double yv.lan combined two thoughts. "Learn

noble things from the noble: if you mix with bad men, you
lose even the sense which you have."(Nicolaus, F.27,1-3)

N >Tcr. Inst.Cr.,1,1,36. 3ee Crusiuns, "Aus antiken
Schulbichern”, Ph 6L (1905),4L: also possible examples of
menorized y~Ilwo from the fourth century A.D. in D. L.

Page, Select Papyri, vol.3 (London, 1942), L76. See also
{. Claryss=se =2nd A, .outers, "A Schoolboy'!'s Zxercise in the
Chester Beatty Library™, AS 1 (1970), 202. Aeschines, 3,133
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16,5,9; cf. Fronto, Evn. ad il. Caes.,3,11). Zxercises on

—

the yw'. were continued in later life, at least by the
orator Latro (Seneca, Controv.,l,pref.23) and llarcus
Aurelius {(Fronto, En. ad li. Caes.,5,59). For Fronto,
teacher of liarcus Aurelius, the \w’.~ was indispensable

as a tool in oratory (B»n. ad L. Caes.,3,1ll).

The \Vé~1 continued to be important in education
into the liiddle Ages. It is mentioned by Fortunatianus,
Julius Victor, Cassiodorus, Isidore, and, of course,
Priscian, who translated Hermogenes (Halm 123; L37-8;

L99-500; 513; 553-L}. Collections of ywrwie such as

the Cetonis Distiche, and especially the Mevaubio Tviiaat

58

and \vi..aw from Euripides, were popular. Colson finds

an example of a ¥oz/x 1in the thirteenth century, and
considers that both the \viwq and the Xgak, ray have

59 gy

influenced the form of the Christian sermon.
accustoning students to memorize sayings, to paraphrase

them, and to develop speeches fromn them, exercises on the
Xge&. and Yu£¢? did affect the literary style of the late

Roman Empire and early iiiddle Ages.éo

58?{01"[1&, RE,6.83-8L; W. Gorler, [levivdsoc TWlixa
(Diss.: Berlin, 1963).

5980130n, "uintilian and the 'Chria' in Ancient
Education, 22 35 (1921), 152-153. '

6OSee F. Di Capua, 3entenze e Proverbi ({(HNaples,
1946}, 100-101.

73
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CHAPTER THREE
Sv Ay o (1 LXRATIO)

for Quintilian, narratio (6wWymue ) was the first
xercise to be undertzken by the rhetoricien becaunse it
resembled those elementary rhetorical exercises which he

had assigned to the mrsmmatieus (Inst.lr.,2,L,1).

Narration was involved in the exercises on the fable, and

-

wiaintiiian also wranted the grammaticus to use narration of

noetic thenmes, but for the benefit of knowledge, not style

(Inst.0r.,1,9,6)," vheress style was to be a major concern

e H

O

of the rhetorician (Iast.0r.,7,4,\3-14). The ~srammaticus

was therefore not recuired to treat narration as a

vrocynnasna, wvhich was an elenentary exercise in rhetoricel

-+

composition, and this chanter will be concerned with
Juintilian instructions to the rhetorician

The progymnasmatists placed Smymmec after mobos,

and orisginslly =fter xea&.,z hec2ause it was related to these
two exercises and because it was simpler than the other
xercises (llicolaus, F.11,11-13}. In both Gunintilian and
the progymnasmatists the exercises on &ifymue are similar

to those on milos, The difference is that the student

wonld now Geal more with »rose vriters, aund would pay morse

Id
attention to style, and to kvwowes and Kxﬂnnumq, which

Quintilian did not include in exercises on the fable since

1a .
oee Colson's note ad loc.

2See ».23.

7%
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;

&vaﬂ*fﬂf and KKTwsweds vrere rhetorical rather than
grammaticsl exercises.3

Before examining divisions of SM%wym,in Quintiliaun
2nd the orogymnasmatists, we shall discuss the origin and
nature of narrstion, and its divisions in other writers.
Leter we shall mention style in Sp6yﬁﬁd., methods of

teaching it, and its usefulness to the future orator.

The Ori~in and Nzture of fﬂﬁ}%wx

Narratiosn, or the relating of incidents, began even
before written literzture in the telling of stories, and
practice in it was an essential part of rhetoric. Ve
cannot tell wnen narr~tion began to be used as an
elemzntary rhetorical exercise in the schools, but
paraphrase, which must be considered s related exercise,
wzs established 2s a school exercise by the third century
B.C.l+ Ho papyri, however, from before the first century

A.D. show the use of narration as a pro-viinssha.

The Auctor ad Herennium (1,8,12) and Cicero (De

v

Inv.,1,19,27) mention that the pradtice of narration is

useful, Although they are referring to the type not used

3see r<GO0.

L'”See o 50.
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in lezal coses {genus 2 c@usa civili remotun),” narration

. . . 6 . .
may vell have been a prosyiunasna in their tine. Nerr2tio

was 2180 a technical term for a division of a forensic

speech and was generally used in this sense (cf. Inst.Or.,
1‘A/..._

4,2).7 In Greck the part of a speech was called &i#jyqmid

{Aristotle, ithet.,3,1416b}, the progymnasma Su}yqﬁu

{Nicolaus, .11,16-19). Liost writers on rhetoric discussed
&6ynqm . The vrogymnasnatists are concerned with
something different, although they apply to Sy the
divisions of &imyyuis , which conld include all types of
narr2tion. Their definition of thﬂ#m could apply
equally to Gifynms :

51{77),«0{, ?20‘1‘[ X{;,’c‘; ':;r‘u”:‘:;ﬂv\z:s .,,AYMTww Y‘;Yt‘v’(’l‘uut *3]\ 555. )’iycvé'ruo\'.
{(Theon, Sp.2,78,15-16; cf. Auctor ad Her.,1,3,4; Cicero,
De Inv.,1,19,27; Quintilian, Inst.Or.,4,2,31; Hermogenss,

R.4,6-7; Aphthonius, it.2,14~15; Nicolsus, F.11,14-15).

5 111 Y . . . *

hese two authors divide narraticn according to
two principal categories, genus a causa civili non remotum
and genus 2 causs civili renctum. See D.f3 . uintiitian
also restricts exsrcise to genus a causa civili remotun,
but the progymnasmatists include $n“7rmrcmfw- See p.85.

6See K. Barwick, "Die Gliederung der Narratio in
der rhetorischen lheorle und ihre Bedeutun; fur die
Geschichte des Antiken Romans", Herres 6l (1929) 283-28L;
C. Schissel, Die zriechische iiovelle alle, 1913), 1ff.;
FMarx, 110; leichel, 12-13.

7A. Schaefer, Ue rhetorun nraeceptis ocuase ad
nerr=tionen nertinent (Uiss.: freiburg, 1920/1),
gonsiders narratio only as p=srt of a speech.

)
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Hicolaus gives the fullest account of the
differences hetween f%ﬁ\?wb and 5mﬂqw1g {F.11,16-12,6; cf.
Doxopater, 7.2,198,26FF.). 5¢{quw is for judicial
debates, 5pé\mw¢/for relating stories or events. He szys
that some vriters thought that ﬁm{yvgm was the exposition
of true things, é;ﬁfmkﬂ of things which could have happened,
but Nicolans obviously does not acree because he cdefines
Qvﬁywhﬁ 2s the exvosition of things that have happened or
could have happened (F.l1,1L-15). [lost writers, however,
held thet the diffeirence between %H;mex,and 5[4{7¢m was
similar to that between’ﬂ&ﬁqam and ﬁaﬁﬁvﬁ ,8 that is,

DIymur Was about one event, Gr#)ymars about many {cf.

o~

Eernosenes, R.L,9; Aphthonius, 2.2,16}. 51ﬁﬁq/uﬁ 7as
therefore the telling of a story, true or possible, about
one event.

As mentioned above, the progymnasmatists atieupt

. . « . - . o .
to apply divisions of 51@%%’@ to dtAymux , and we must

therefore examine the various systems of classifyingiﬂﬁyﬁfg

fud I4

O, 7 » 5 . . e
Toinek 1eant "a poem™, Toins1s usually "poetry™.

See LSJ, 1429,
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Divisions of &imyasis

In dividine narrstio, th:t is, the part of a

-

speech (%uyynms ), the Auctor ad Herenniwm (1,8,12-13) and

Cicero (De Inv.,1,19,27) give three kinds, one relatingz only

>

[6)]
e

the details of the case, another including a digression,
comparison or amplificetion, and a2 third unconnected with

oublic issues. The first two belong to genus a causa civili

non remotum and the third to genus a causa civili rernotun.

These two divisions correspond to those in the Anonynus

)

1 . ¢ ~ — oz T L L P l
Seznerianus (53, p.l2 Graeven): mc,¢a¢qmtyqrﬂ¢vA&yy&wwc 0

. ¢ o / : PR
and @i 92 we'fxorrxe o The two subdivisions of genmus a ceusa

[N

civili nen remotun are 2lso similar to those of the

Anonymus Secuerianus (55, p.13 Graeven), as shown in the

. \ 11
preceding diagren,

. s 12
The subdivisions of genus 2 causs civili remotum

have caused difficulties to scholers becsuse they do not
correspond to the four subdivisions of the Anonynus
oeouerl'=mm, P Jiw IN‘(.L 3 {o‘rc.v.mt{ y /wfnmx( and TT’fP&TfiTimz

(54, p.l2 Graeven). ‘the Auctor a2d Herenniun and Cicero

10bee Barwick, "Die Gliederung der Harratio",
Hernes 64 (1929), 263, n.?. This division is the same as
@#hqwxﬁnAinkéq , which was sometines given as a fourth
kind with fabula, historis, arcunentun (Hermocenes,
2k4,19; Hicoleuz, #£.12,17; iiarbianus Capella, 486, i6 Ha
Doxopater, ..2, 207,,) gpnthonlus has three kinds
(.2,19), 1nclud1n7:?hnwév(cf. Doxopater, .+.2,199,19).

See r.86.

11

v

See D‘?So

L25vi4.



o
o

make a oiveoon in neotiis wnd In nersonis not ewistine in

- . 5 N . . s
the anconyans Je~uericnus. Az well, Tahuls woes with mobiwkt.

i
-

. . .= . v e A .
(nerue verre neque verisiniles res - Auctor zd der.,1,5,13

“ . p— / . P4 , N el T
and lcero, .j:}_g -Ij‘z.,l,lg,é 3 ”TTP&\’/LWlOC AVEV TR KAl Lféu%-"fi =
.. . - 13 . . . . — o
extus Bupiricus, iioth.,1,26L), and historiz with wropika’
) v~ . . . ’ 5 ‘ e /1L
but scholars have disaqreed over BiwTiwal and TepmeTikad
and to vhich divisions of the Roman writers they corresvond.
It appears that the Anonyrins Jeguerianus, whose text is a

15

. . . o /
corpilation, "“esnecially in the sectilon on &vynsms

» i 1 . . 4 - . > =
included hoth an earlier PiwTikel = zgr-umentun (2lso callsd

s ,
ﬂﬁﬁ@Mﬁ-orSP@wwnxév) and a later ﬂgmwaTMm(:: ~rovgmentun

/ - : 4 - k]
(=Tihdomol ), 2nd so hoth ganﬂnu, anu-ﬂzprwenxaﬁ correspond

with aroumentua. Lost writers had the three divisions,

LY

/ ’ - . -
fuihaéf,iawbpxpw y Thomarivdy  (fobuls, historie, arsumsentun),

16

These are scnetines attributed to Asklepizdes of iivrles,
with reference to the historicsl vart of «srammar, because
they are found not only in Sextus Baniricus (iath.,1,263),
but slso in a scholiast on Dionysius Thrax (449,10 Hilgard)
and in one on Terence, which seems to be cerived fron

Tzetzes by A hunanist scholar.17

13

See Barwicli, 270.
Yerpia., 267¢f.

1 .
_ Su.Fo, fron Alexander, Avollodorus, Aristotle,
vionysins of Halicornassus, Harpoaration, Neocles,
Theodorus, Zeuo. see Barwick, 263ff. 3ee ».33.

101 - > hY
_ Jee G, entzel, "A:Ll niades™, “é, 5(2),1630;
W. Jd. Slater, "isk 1eh1aces and Historish, G2BS 13 (1972), 317.

17,

See Barwick, 265,
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r'n

‘he difficulty over the four divisions of the
Anonynus Sesueriznus hes led to confusion as to where
conedy and tragedy belonz in this scheme. Under

wt pabéaves there are elso divisions relating to truth.

s s s : : 18 .
extus Bmpiricus ( Math., 1,752 }. has three, which he

.

onotes from Asklepiaies in his section on the historical
2 - . .
part of grommar, nanely xdwly , the factual, yeudq , fiction
Loy e
and legends, and ws o€ , such forms as comedy and
. 1.9 . -~ C s

mimes. wuBinov corresncnds to §Euos, igTopikoV 10

/ / / ol
Z)(A%Q'i;{ , and ‘[T/\mWTtm\/ /waﬂxox( J repieT IR '\-‘éiw“f‘w‘-x

to s &Aq@{. A scholisst on Diconysius Thrax ceclares

- e -
(16,22H.), Tﬁf&df&&'@ FTEST) T KM RE . Like
Askleniades, the Romzns (Auctor zd Her.,1,8,12; Cicerc,
Ve Inv.,1,19,27; Juintilien, Inst.Or.,2,4,2) give comedy

h ]

7 .
as an example of zrourentun hﬂﬂ?&WﬂKOY), and =assign’ to

/ , ¢ -/ .
fabnla ( WoBixdy ) legends TepX LN | and to erepixey , in
the sense of factual history, facts as well as lezends werx

4 . EY - » » ] e (3 - I3
¢Wﬂ« . vhen Auctor 24 Lerenniwi, Cicero and Quintilian

include tragedy under fzhula, they do so because of the
. - . K] Yoo S 3 ] 20 A :
occurrsnce of individual «Povxtt in tragedy. Apart from

e
these single—&&wmgfor Aslkleniades and the Romans, probably

l 'y
6ih@re is, however, rach doubt over the text
in this »assaze, which has heen ¢nended from 1,92 and 263.

—_ i}
19 5 ws ot’Ba nre also colled %w&%ogxz in Doxopater,
,2,207,7. |

204
See Darwick, 271, n.2.
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ag-a rewnly ol veripstetic theory, tragedy goen with SropusoV
in the sense of factual history, ~rd conedy uith*ﬁ%wguxnmdv

{cf. 5Schol. on Uionvsius .hrax,173,3l1.). In order to

o

correct this imnractic=l division, Tﬁﬁqhdfmﬁv oS expande
in leter uriters like Hermozenes (X.4,18) and Liicolaus
(F.13,2-4) to include trazedy. In the inonyuus Sesuerianus,
ir tragedy belongs to Rﬁbguév , &uﬂﬂsz goes well with
ﬂ%quwrméQ since comedy is concerned with circumstances

of evervday life. On the other hand, if vzpn«tnméi zoes
with gpywdeQQ , as Hernocenes implies (R.4,17), tragedy
belongs with Axouerivée and can also be called OPUUAT LKEV
since ﬂegnmrnﬁ5¢ includes both %tragedy and comedy and is

a synonym for &pausTikov 21

We are left with the zenus in »nersonis positum

of the Aunctor zd Herennium and Cicero, which corresvonds

to no Greex division and wnich the two authors them-
selves could not or wonuld not explain. They, or rather
their Ronian authority, mesy have misunderstood the

Greek sources in confining fa2buwlz, historia, argumentum

to nexotia when they should have apnlied these cate-
gories to personae as well. The divisions into things-

and-persons and frbula, historiz, argumentum srere not

2]'Barwick, 27L.,

82
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intended ©» ¢ mmtually exclusive, and the facts could be
defined in terms of the persons who were part of the narra-
tive. The orator decided whether he would merely report
the facts (&¢ﬂWQudﬁwﬁ/6vqwmwwﬂkﬁl ) or enliven his present-
ation by making the nersons concerned goveak (;Lumrnmﬁ/’
SpausTind ). This classification appeared first in Plato
(Resn.,3,392D(L) and AristotlelPoet.,3,1448a) in relation to
poetry;22 and reappeared in later anticuity (cf. Hicolaus, F.
12,7ff.).23 The other clessification [ muBiké, icr-ropxév,é'poymmm’\/)
also came from poetry, probably throuzh the peripatetic
school.ZI+ In the Greek sources, such as Hermagoras or the
Stoa, there weré thus tnese two classifications, the one
relating to material;KmﬁkTQQ%A&ﬁLQMU%U&N,&ﬁ@pWé%,Epﬁmmeﬁv),
and the other to form or presentation kara Méowm (admymuaticd
Spamating, mirktd ) {cf. Doxopater, W.2,206,30).25 This

division was unlsunderstood by the Auctor ad Herenniwa and

Cicero, or tneir source, as things and persons, things being
non-dramatic and persons dramatic, whereas in reality

things and persons in syﬁyqaws cannot be so separated.

22 . . A . .
There is also a third type of presentation, which

is a mixture of the other tvo. Plato's exanmple Ofé@qkuuw%
nanely the dithyranb, seems incorrect. See A. W. Pickard-
Cambridsze, Dithyranmb, Tragedy and Conedy (0Oxford, 1G066),327f

23 e s \ - .

“See P. Steinmetz, Gattungen und Epochen der crie-
chischen Literatur in der Sicht Ctuintiliens, in R. Stark,ed.,
Rhetorika (Hilceshedi, 1965), L53, corrscting I. Keyser, Ug

VetTerum arte Poetice Jusestiones Selectae (Diss.: Leipzig,
1900) ana earlier accounts. 3See also "Longinus™, 3ubl.,9,13.

21“13ar".~n‘.ck, 2382; Reichel, 63 and 80.

2 3 - - - -
5Barw1ck, 279ff.; Reichel, 79; Iliatthes, "Hermago--
ras von Temnos", Lustrum 3 (1958), 200; W. Schmid, "Anhang"

Y

in &. Rohde, Der sriechische 2oman (Leipzig, 191L}, 603.
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Diflicul

ct

ies also arise in the pnrogvnnasnatists,
hecause they attennt to sprly more than one systen for
trecting &ﬁrmd@, not only the classification relating to
forn ( &#ﬂmeﬂﬂK;,Sfﬁu&Tuﬂg)ﬁuKTé ) and thsat

. - . Y - , 4
concerning nsterial guu%u«w]aawc@xﬁnﬂdﬁgumﬂ«aw

), but
also the systen concerninz truth content (weeSd,axqby, Bs
370"’]8’”7 ) ’ 26

merit individually, but counld not be ecnated. In

and the ool )= .27 These four systens had

s . ~ . 28
addition, the procymnasmatists, as mentioned above, are

applying systens for Srﬁ{ﬂvw (a YQW$ ) toihﬂquw ( an &é@)

T . . . A / ]
Divisions of Smywus

In his discussion of narrztion as a nrelininary
rhetorical exercis (5VIVWWL) 1intilian includes only

the tyve not used in lesal coses (genus a csusa civili

resotum) (Inst.Or.,2,L,2). He ignores the divisions genus

*otiis mositum and ~enus in personis nositun of Cicero

and the Auctor zd Herennium, but his definitions of

. ) . 2
fabula, historia, arsinmentum are siniler to theirs. 7

Poetic narratives are assigned by him to the grammaticus,
30

and historical narratives to the rhetorician,

?6“ee ».81.

273 See p.87.

28300 p.76.

ZQSce also ».8Ll.unintilian's discussion is fairly
simple since he onJectpd to all the classes made in
narration {(Inzt.Cr.,L,2,2).

OSee D.7L.01intilian seems to have failed to
influence other tenchers to follow this division. Cf.
Ausonins, Pro:.Burd.,?1,26.
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£ - al L s .

The prozyunasmatists asree on %sé(qfa.tﬁfcpddk but
disagree somewhat on the other divisions. Theon distingnishes
P {7 . // N 2 4 a . . /
‘L’"')Y"i/“"" S TIROY (po etr‘y) ang S;-v”'v)_ﬁwﬂ/ WOTTOR Ko\//‘n"psxy,uu;”ﬂ KV
(history) (Sp.2,65,21; 66-67). But his $ijyqet wicdy does

bl ’ s > . A aadV
not seem to corresnond to the fzbula of Quintilian. For the
letter, fabula, in tragedies and voems, is not only far from
truth but also from resemblance to truth.gevdy (Inst.Or.,2,4,2).
For Theon, %wyaw wvbirév  refers to stories about gods and

heroes (cf, Plato, Resp.,377A), but nresented in such a way

that they seem reals ds b4 (cf.;Macrobius, Somn.3cip.,2, f1)
Hicolaus says that/uuﬁx& are not believed without dispute

but may be suspected =s false (F.12,19-21), yet they are

about things recorded as if they have happened whether

possible or not)ws xhubsy (F.13,7-9). Hermogenes and

Aphthonius do not define Sdhwyu&/wxeﬂKéEf . As well as

iy ikt Bixev and Sujyyua (Gopindy , Theon refers to Gpawtind
(m?éﬁuwnnim Yey@véwx ), that is, a{yﬂﬂx,ﬂ%x@uwﬁméﬁ
(3chol.,W.1,260,4f5.), and Suiymud TOATIRSY [ BLoTudy
(Sp.2,60,4). Hermogenes has the same four divisions of

quﬂﬁm as Theon, but is concerned with discussing only

Sigynpua TeA TRy [wnkoy , that is, narrotio a_causa

civili non renotunm (R.A,ZO).32 ficolaus also includes

31

324

ee Reichel, 53; Cousin, Btudes sur Quintilien,

113-114.
ee p.76,n.5,
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L)
’ : 4 y s ‘DI
Sinymesl ToNiTikoy, wWhich he refers to as Thaywxtikov 33 and

Slkavikey (F.12,18). Aphthonius has only three divisions of
/ < ’
Sy, nomely doxuridy (memnauivey ), Wiepicey  and
TfiodiTikey (R.2,19-20). These may asree with a passaze in
Theon (3p.2,91,13) where he refers to history, political
BLJ' m— V . :: . . W2 G ’
speech and drana, but TETWCuENSY  does include wubikoy

(Schol. in Aphthoniwn, W.2,13,16; Doxopater, W.2,199,19;

205,8; cf. Sextus Zmpiricus, _Hath.,1,268).
Quintilian and the progymnasmatists therefore have

32

basically the same divisions of narration. They diffex
in the emphasis placed on each division as a result of

. S. ‘ - . /,( 2
their varying wiews of the truth conteiit Of;muendh,dﬁbmﬁ05

TR AT INYe

Style in Siﬁfﬁm},«.x

Quintilian has a long discussion of style, insisting
on correctness and gquality %n the narration of the young
boy (Inst.Or.,2,4,3~14). Theon alsc devotes much attention
to style, but in detailed fashion more suitable for the
mature orator or writer. When he discusses narration in
legal cases, Quintilian again examines style. The
principal qualities which he reguires are lucidity Gf@ﬁ@a#,

brevity (suwvroia ) and plausibility (Tiéxvetys ) (Inst.Or.,

3?Thus contradicting Theon. See p. 85.
3lgee Reichel, 56.

3‘l;"i‘he progymnnasmatists add Siﬁyqﬂxnvmfuaﬂ and
Nicolaus adds the yamaricd Spwusrid wrrd classification.
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Ly2,3L). thoo: -cualities are common to Theon (5p.2,79,20),

a

Aphthonivs {2.3,3) and Nicolaus {(£.14,4; cf. Anonynus 3Segve-~

risnug, 03,all Greeven), althoush Arhthonius adds to the

list purity of expression (éangu& } and Hicol=us,

olezsantness (Hsevy ) 2nd magnificence {(ueyadowrdtmic ).36
Quintilian alsc nentions I'iwve circumstances of

narration often included in leg2l cozes, thing, persou,

place, time and cause (Inst.Cr.,4,2,2), Theon adls ..anner

and says that nasrration is perfect if it contains all six oroew

TnyufﬁtnKé(ﬂp.2,78,19-24; cf, aphthonius, R.2,23-3,%;

Anonyrus Segusrianus, 30,nl8 Graeven). Hermomenes ([egpt

¢/ .. o A .
Eopgoews 3,5 1.1h1) and Ticolaus (F.13,20) mention a

seventh, nrterizl {8 ) (cf. Doxopater, J.2,23L,7ff.).

TY

These seven oroijfesic  12ve noted also by Hernagorrs

59

(Lumustinas, 11,1170, Helnyg ¢f. Fortunatisnas, 103,12 Meoli). 37

ilethods oi te-~eghin~

Uuiuntili=n suzgests thet in the early stages the
rhetorician diztate vhole themes for the hoy to imitate,

2 he odvises on the correction of faults {Insv.Cr.,2,4,12).

24

““Teocratzs rad mony othir ~vrthors nention three
virtues of style (Inst.0x.,%4,2,31). ileﬁﬁﬂ“IStLa m2ncinsg
four, the Stoics five. Cee Reichel,bL; I. Strcoux, De
Theonhirasti Virtutinos Dicen i \Jctpzig, 1912); Z. Bar wick,
2eming :ﬁlaenon 23 1o $8mische i Trommatica (Leipzig,
1922), 260; G. Calboli, Studi Grammatlcall (Bologna, 1962),

1l4lr 1 57 .

375ristotle listed ten Gﬁbgﬁud,la ‘the Categories;
efs Inst.0r.,3,6,23) on the oweyeix in Aristotle and Theo-
phrastus, see G. buhring Untersuchun”en zur Anvengun-s,
Bedenutune und Yorzes Chlchte aer 8toischen "nuneri Off1017"
(Diss.: Hamburg, 1960), 215, 2305%,.



http:1('.!11tl.on
http:C'i.u~ustir.us
http:Anonyr.ms

88
A child shiould repeatstories as soon as he begins to speak
in order to improve his powers oI sneech, andi he should
should tell a story boackwards or start in the middle,
therebty strengthening the memory as well., This method is
nseful for both poetic and historiczal narratives. He

envhasizes correctness of speech (Inst.Or.,2,4,15-18).

These instructions are wise becruse they wonld help to
avert difficulties when the boy came to write his own
themes.

Theon also wants recitation to precede writing, and
adds that students should learn the ordering of chapters
and arguments as well as the essential character of a
problem. Attention should be paid to articulation and
composition. Like Quintilian, he adviszs the teacher how
to correct faults, beginning with the most obvious. It is
nseful for the student to write on topics treated by the
ancients and to compare his yersions with theirs. He
should aim at handling all types of problems with
appropriate delivery (S5p.2,71-72)}. Theon's ideas for
teaching methods are therefore quite similar to those of
Guintilian. He even includes changing the order of chapters
(5p.2,85,31) and starting 2 story in the middle or at the
end, which he exenplifies from Homer, Herodotus and Thucy-

dides (Sp.2,86,7; 86,20, 87,6).38 He also says that Sqjywpux is

38y,

Cousin, Etudes sur Quintilien, 115, n.l.
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like fable, 2and he zives similar exsrcises, includingz
practice of grommatical cases, compesition, expansion,
and contraction, variation of exnression, and aﬁiﬂ“fVﬁ
and K;('mta’mim{ (5p.2,85,29ff,; cf. 71;.,3ff.).3”?

The other orogymnasmatists are not so interested
in methods of teaching Spﬁyq}a., although Hermogenes (R.5)
and Nicolaus (F.16) have s#uara for expressing Sinysax
in various ways (cf. Theon, Sp.2,37,12ff.). These gXAparx

are grammatical constructions and rhetorical sentence

patterns,

~ ’

The Usefulness of Simyquu

—

If practised as recormended by @Quintilian and
Theon, Srﬁrmwx rast have been usefnl, because, as Theon
says, it 1is necessary for the orator and the historian to
be able to narrzte well and in various ﬁays, to put a story
tocether and to debate questions (Sp.2,60,Lff.). Narration
was not only one of the varts of a legal speech, but was
also used in proving srguments and in epilogues (Nicolaus,
F.15,16ff.), and in all three kinds of rhetoric (F.1l5,12ff.).
Egyptian papyri show that many themes for Si/y«rx were
taken by Creek teachers from Homer, and that these were

Lo

not sinply exercises in paraphrase. Ilythological

39See pp.90fLon ;(\’GLOKEU-‘/,/ and m'rwmecq/.

E93ce Bendel, 58-59; J. G. Hilne, "Relics of
Greco-Bzyptian schoels", JHS 28 (1908) 126ff; b. L. Clark,
Qhetoric in Greco-louan sducation (dew York, 1957), 186.
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- . . - . - o bl
subjects and topics relating to virtue were also popular.

Such exercises were used iw the schools of both sgraimatici

and rhetores for meny centuries, and even found their way

into Christian scl'xools.L”2

5 ;L , /
v TIKEdy AN KT TREUN

&vaK&m{(refutation) and t@ﬁupwgw{(confirmation)
were exercises which probably besan with the Sophists (cf.
Diopenes Laertins, 9,51), although Aristotle used the
term5<%ma«em@ﬁw and weraokeva€en (Ton.,7,L152b-153a) . They

were not mentioned as yprocymnasnata by any extant writer

before Juintilian (Inst.Or.,2,4,18-19), Suetonius (De Gramn.,
25,8), and the progynnasnatists.

A confirmation or a refutation was an amplificstion
(&l€n=5 ) of certzin points in a statement or narrative,
with the purrvose of proving them credible or incredible
(cf. Hermogenes, 2.11,2-3; Aphthonius, 2.10,9-10 and 13,20-
21; Hicolaus, F.29,16-18; Doxopater, 319,Lff. and 356,8ff.;
Isidore, 513,33 Halm). Things which were obviously true
or impossible were not discussed, but only those points
which offered aroument from two sides (Hermogenes, R.11,4;
Aphthonins, 2.10,11-12: dicolaus, r.29,19-22). The
stucdent was given headings to follow in his amplification.
According to Hicolaus, the order could be varied and it

was not necessary to include 211 the headings in every

blpendel, 58-59.

b21vid., 60.
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exercise {cf. Theon, $p.2,93,12-13).43
/s

s . %, s . o
Quintilian links Xvaorits) and wltwowed] with

- - \ } 7

narration (Inst.Or.,2,4,18-19). He says that xvaoreus

/ . » Fa 3 >
and rxrowies] are suitable exercises not only for fictitious

mytholosgical stories%&but also for stories recorded in
histories, such as the tale of Romulus! wolf and Huma's
Egeria. There are many examples of such stories in

Greek historical *.-Jri‘c,ing_z,s..L*':5 A question coften arises
about the time or place at which something happened, and
sometimes about the person, as in Livy and in disagreements
between historians.

Like Quintilian, Theon subordinates Joxoxevq and
KuTucﬁwﬁ to narration (Sp.2,93-96), but he includes them
in his chapters on uObos and X@a& as well. He probably
places them in several chapters for the teacher's
convenience since he considers them too difficult for
beginners (3p.2,65,197f.; 6&;32ff.).1’ The other
prog?mnasmatists deal with 5Nu5k8ﬂf and.Kxﬂun&u{ separately,

following Yvé}q.hé They all give lists of topics for

refutation, In the chapter on uufos , Theon lists the

L3 -
“~0Other prozymnzsmats followed a similar pattern,

] . . .
€.2,, an gywdwioy  yasg aq‘ampllflcatlon of a person's deeds
end gqualities and a Kouwws T¢mos wzs an anplification of a
virtue or vice accorcding to set headings.
Ll . . \ .
""E.7., stories of Daphne {Aphthonius, R.10ff.) and
Chryses, Ajax and Achilles (Libanius, 8,123ff. Foerster}.

hsE.g., Herodotnus, 7,21. Cf. Juvenal, 10,174Lff.

e .
N , Hermogenes and Nicolaus have one chapter on
LVROoKED) ANG KaTolowevsdq , but Aphthonins divides the two.
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foolish, iuprobable, unseenly, defective, sunerfluous,

, arranzensnt, useless, unlike,

unaccustoned, inconsistent
false and obscure (3p.2,76,18-78,13). He varies these
topics for Sujymux and Xmﬂm (Sp.2,93,50f.; 104,1588.), and
under Siijyyux he discusses the incredible in particular
(Sp.2.,94,12F%.). Hermogenes includes the obscure,
incredible, impossible, inconsistent or contrary, unfitting
and inexpedient (R.11,&-19), and these are repeated by
Aphthonins (2.10,15-17). Nicolaus!' topics are the
inprobable, imnossible, unfitting, iuexpedient, contrary
F.30,14-15). Confirmation follows the opposite topics
(Theon, Sp.2,78,4; Hernogenes, R.11,20; Aphthonins, R.1lb,
1-5). Under each topic one should consider the ormoyfek
person, thing, place, time, manner and cause (Theon, Sp.Z2,
78,4 9L,12ff.; ef. Quintilian, Inst.Or.,2,4,19; Hicolaus,
F.33,1-4).

Jvooweus,  and Hereoweds are useful exercises
because the person refuting or confirming resembles one
debating cases (Theon, Sv.2,60,6-8; 78,10-11; cf. Nicolaus,
F.29,12-15). They are helpful also in all types of
narration (Theon, Sv.2,86,4). Theon wishes &yaqkeu{ and
Kxﬁun&uﬁ to be engaszed npon later than the other exercises
on narrstion because they are close to the work of the
orator, which is to show disoputable points and strencthen
proofs (3p.2,65,1-L; cf. Cicero, De Or.,2,81,331;

Ly . > - v . - . /
Quintilian, Inst.Or.,5,13,1). Quintilian includes ANOTHED
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/ . ~
and kerioweuy  among exXercises for the mature orator
- , . 4 ¢ ) 4
(Ifnst.Q0r.,12,5,12). In the words of Avhthonius, avakareus)
/ _
and kxTaorévy encompass all the power of the art (.10,

18-19; 14,6-7).



CHAPTER FOUR

3 -

YRS CN ( ENCOIITIUL)

Quintilian now proceeds to encomiun and

vituperatio, praise of famous men and denunciation of the

wicked, which he describes as more important exXercises
. 1

than those already undertaken (Inst.0r.,2,4,20). We

shall examine the origin and nature of Zywwewes , its

tonoi, and the related exercises, <y¢» (vituperatio) and

/

goynneis  (comparatio), and we shall see why all these

were useful as procymnasmata.

The Origin and Nature of Zncominn

Quintilian does not discuss the origin of the
term éym;MJ:v, but ezch of the prozymnasmatists offers
an explanation. According to Theon, the name %yx¢uucy
came from the fact that poets long ago used to make hyuns
for the gods in the village festivals (%vxﬁuﬁ inwaéﬁf }
(3p.2,109,26-28; cf. Hicolaus, F.49,10-12). Hermogenes
says that it came from singing hymns for the gods in the

villages (&évtds wiwus ) (R.15,.4). . Aphthonius{R.21,6-7)

lguintilian places ¥yrmiwcy first of the exercises
which Theon calls Cusasycidswa . The progymnasmatists
place it after the commonplace (kewls téuwes ). See p.26.
Quintilisu postpones his discussion of the encomiastic
topoi to Book 3, where he explains the three types of
rhetoric, forensic, deliberative and epideictic.

%
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declares that it came from singing in the ¥illazes (iv +3s
KéuKJs), but he distinguishes i~V from a festive ode
for the gods {Cuwio)(R.21,8-9). Theon (Sp.2,109,22-2L)
and Hermogenes (R.17,21) also make this distinction, thus
agreeing with the Alexandrian"grammariangz who considered
that a hymn was for gods and gfn«¢~~v for men.> ivﬂiﬁucV
differed from &mives (praise) in that it was worked
through all the virtues and advantages of a person, while
gaxives might refer to only one quality (cf. Hermogenes,
R.15,6-8; Aphthonius, 2.21,9-1l; Nicolaus, F.49,1-7).
Oa this point the progymnasmatists do not agree exactly
with Aristotle (Rhet.,1,9,1367b,28), who held that fusives
concentrated on virtue and i\ﬂi&ucv on deeds.t Theon
‘combines virtue and deeds in his definition:

Eywdpmoy 2671 Adyos Eudavibov uéyebos Tov we'dpemy

' ; ) — % p) A A S
'TT;JOLbi-_w\/ Kt‘u_ Tl f:(,»\cg\l eyt oy ”Ti’*:—{): Ti w{liu/u:dv’v Tl Tt

(Sp.2,lO9,20¥22). Once aghin we see some confusion among

2
G. Fraustadt, Encomiorum in Litteris Graecis usgue

ad Romanam Actaten Hlntorla (Diss.: Leipzig, 1909), 9-10;
. Earvey "Classification of Greek Lyric Poetry", CQ (new
series) 5 (1955), 1l57ff.

BP}auo (Resv.,10,6074) agrees, but at Legz.,7,801D
says that %Hysbeul are for gods as well as men. Frdubtadt,
25, doubts whether songs for the cods were sung in process-
ion (v'm@uhv) and favourc songs about heroes. Iencnder
fhetor says that this is the difference between Uxvis and
Emuyos , that <«¥=5 is for gods and .muvss for men (Sp.3,
331,18-20; cf. Loxopater, W.2,415,6-7).

bsee Fraustadt, 85£f
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rhetorical writers on the meaning of terns.

The term iynéauw appears to have been derived
from hgafs rather than,mﬁgq (cf. Doxopater, U.Z,hlh).s
K@fﬁ; was associated with village revelry and a process-
ion, and so ciune to mean a song sung in procession.

Pindar and Bacchylides apvear to be the first to use hilucs
to mean the song as well as the procession.7 The
processional ﬂ:i&; was associated with victory, and the
érkétm:f was a song of praise which the festive process-

8

ion used to siung while returning from victory v «éivs

9

All victory songs ({wridic ) came to be called eynliim ,

and graduzally the term was extended to all poenms of

praise and later to prose.lo

SFranstadt, 187f.

6See also LSJ, 460; Th. Payr, "Enkomion"™, REAC,5,
333. )

"See ¥. Cairus, Generic Composition in Greek and
Roman Poetry {(Edinbursh, 1972).

8

) .
See also 0. Crusins, M"gywwwed " RE, 52581,

Q.. ., ] ;o
“Pindar calls several of his poems Yralid , e.g.,
Nem.,1,7; Pyth.,10,53.  Crusius, RE, 5,2532 and Franstadt,

f., agree that univiwry = zy~eotaoy  in Pindar and
Bacchylides, and twniZicy = to praise, in poetry and prose.
10

Fraustadt, 16ff., 39ff.; Payr, REAC, 5,333.
Nicolans nses <yr<wwwy for the epideictic genre (F.47,5-11)
and for encomiastic features of other oratory (¥.48).
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-

In Greek literature, iYmQubL are found from the
beginning, first of all in poetry.ll The origins of the
encomiastic génres are seen in Simonides, and especially
in Bacchylides and Pindar, on whom the sophists based
their work.12 The earliest prose Epmiuwa, such as the
Helen and the Busiris of Isdcrates, were about mythical

13

characters. Isocrates borrowed other elements irom
the voetic tradition, especially that of Pindar,

such as the use of similar topics, for exanmple, \é&cs and
;ﬂpkolk On the other hand, in the Evagoras Isccrates
was the first to employ prose for formal praise of a
living person and for praise of character, introducing

deeds as the evidence of character (Evasoras, init. and

73; cf. Aristotle, Rhet.,1,9,1367b).1° Gost

3 .
rhetoricians after Isocrates define %y« ti¢v as the

lluee Fraustadt, 5.+ The poetic f£yrlwx of the
Alexandrians and Romans were different from these early
Z\KNAML. See also Payr, RIAC, 5,334-335, on oo
in Greek and Latin literature.

leee also L. B. Struthers, "The Rhetorical Struct-
ure of the Encomia of Claudius Claudian®, HSPh . 30 (1919),

igh T. C. Burgess, Epideictic Literature (Chicago, 1902),

3Isocratm (Zvag.,5-8) refers to the mythological
and poetic orizin of F,/WvuJ;. Fraustadt, 47, 50, 7Lff.,
calls the Helen and Busiris rather (Yo, 1.e., written
to show the skill of the author (cf. Helen,l5; Busiris,9).

thee Franstadt, 45ff. and V. Buchheit, Untersuch«

ungen zZur Theorie des Genos 4p1ﬂel <ton (iunich, 19505 381fF.
on Isocrates! relationship to earlier rhetorlc. See pﬁ lOlfﬂ
15,

See Fraustadt, 59; Buchheit, 42-43; Burgess,
114-116 holds that Tsocrates was 1nfluencea by Socrates.
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praise of a person founded on his deeds and proved
qualities (éy&*oyoéuiwk3quﬁi- }{cf. Anaximenes,3,1 p.21,13
Fuhrmann;16 Aristotle, Rhet.,2,22,136%9a; Quintilian, Inst.
Or.,3,7,13-16; Theon, S5p.2,109,20-2Z; Hermogenes, R.1l4,17-
18; Aphthonins, R.21,5; Nicolaus, F.48,19-20; Menander,
Sp.3,368,7). The aim is to set out the character ofrthe
subject in the best light (Isocrates, Panath.,123;
Nicolaus, F.52-53; Alexander Rhetor, Sp.3,2,17), and so
facts are selected at will and may be amplified,
understated or even ignored (Isocrates, Helen,llk;
Busiris,4; Anaximenes,3, p.21 Fuhrmann; Aristotle, Rhet.,
1,9,1367a-b; Theon, Sp.2,111,21-112,2 and 112,11;
Nicolaus, F.52,20-53,3).%7/ Quintilian suggests that
‘occasional apology may be necessary (Inst.Or.,3,7,6;

1.8

cf. Nicolaus, F.53,6-19), but, in general, writers

16Thls passacge, however, seems to be corrupt.
See Fuhrmann's note ad loc.
74
17’F‘he term for anpllzlcabwon was:xtéqﬂr), and for
understatement Tameiv.cals See Buchheit, 209, on
Araximenes,3 (p.21,16-17 Fuhrmann).
18,

See also scholion on Pindar, Isthm.,4,49.
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of fpub.et, like Isocratec in the Evaczoras, exaggerate the
good gualities and overilook the bad (c¢f. Aristotle, Rhet.,
3,31L17b; Theon, S».2,112,8-13).

That 1is to say, Lywdacy  qust amplify and embellish
its themes (4uintilian, Inst.Or.3,7,6; cf. Anaximenes,3,
p.21 F.; Aristotle 2het.,3,1417b; Cicero, Part.Cr.,71).

It belongs to epideictic or demonstrative oratory, which
the Greeks, fcllowing Aristotle, divorced from practical
ocratory {Cicero, De Or.2,84,34L; Quintilian, igg&.Qg.,B,?,l)Ey
The Romans, on the other hand, gave =yr&weov a place in
practical tasks, such as in funeral orations, legal cases,

and debates in the senate (Cicero, De Or.,2,8L,341; Quine

i

tilian, Inst.0r.,3,7,2), but still ccmposed é;mfwx o]
gods and herces solely for disrlay (Quintilian, Inst.Or
3,73k«

As used in the schools, #yxli-wcv was an exercise
which tréined the student to, amplify and embellish themes
accorcing to set tovoi. The most important subject

was praise of a person, often an historical and well-knowm

9 n-differences between' Greek>and Roman funeral.
orqtlonu,s,f bpeldlng s note on Inst.0r.,3,7,2; G. A. Ken-
nedy, The fArt of Rhetoric in the Roman Jorla, 22, 510;

L, ;eb=”, Solon und die sSchoninng des autlscnen Grableae,
(Frankfurt, 1635). The ireeks had many kinds of epideic-
tic speeches. Io the Mot S ik Tima , Henander gzives
twenty-three kinds for 2dorning VArious 0ccasions, €.gZ.,

a marriage, a denarture, a funeral; Ps.-Dionysius includes
three others in his _aprs 2 yrica Commetitions in prose
and verse enconia, rnlch wrere held at festivals, increased
in popularity uncer the Zanire (ilsrrou, 273).
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20 cas .
character. As well, gods, cities, public works,

22 an

1ands,21 places, times, animals, plants,23 foods,

25 qualities,26 sayings or deeds, and paradox-

pursuits,
ical themes conld be the subjects of éy&ég@d (Aristotle,
Rhet.,1,9,1366a; fRuintilian, Inst.Or.,3,7,7-9 and 26-28;
Theon, S5p.2,109,25; 112,1L; Hermogenes, R.14,20-15,2; 17-
18; Aphthonius, R.21,12-17; Nicolaus, F.57,9ff.; Menander,

5p.3,332 and 346; Ps.-Dionysius, Ars Rhetorica, .1,3ff.;

Emporius, 569,25ff. Halm).27

20Aphthonlus (R.22ff.) has an \vu“auv of
Thucydldes and a denunciation of Philip. ~See also
Libanius %~L6ff Foerster. All rhetorical writers except
Menander give rules for praise of a perscn rather than a
thing. gnintilian tells how to adapt the topoi to cities,
public works and places (Inst.Or.,3, 7,26-28Y, Hermogenes %o
?glm110é plants and cities (R.17- L3), Nlcolaus to uhlnus
57-58)

2lae, Cicero, Verr.,2,1; Lk,L8 (referred to by
Guictilian Inst.Or.,3,7,27).

22 .

: See Isocrates, Helen,l2, where he mentions
bumblebees as a subject ol (yxduiwvy; Libanius,5R267-273
Foerster, on an ox.

3?10a91u0, 273 277F on trees; Archiv 10 (19?2),
221-222 for praise of a fig from the third century 4.D.
Praise of animals and plants was popular during the
Second Sophistic (see Cousin, Eitudes sur Suintilien, 1
For Byzantine examples, praising trees and plants, see A
thule»ood The Progsymnasmata of Ioannes Geometres
(Amcternam 1972},

2th. Isocrates, Helen,12; Plato, Symp.,3,177B;
Pliny, Nat.Hist.,20,9.

25See Libanius,®261-267 Foerster, cn farming.

’) >
“6See Aphthonius, R.25-27 on wisdom: Libanius, s,
257-251 Foerster, on justice.

7“ee also J. Adamietz, M.F.Quintiliani Iustitutionis
Oratorias Liber III (Munich, 1986), notes on 3,7,7-9," 26-28.
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The Encomiestic Topoi
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The Enconiastic Tecpoi

Beginning at least from the time of Aristotle,

. 2
who collected inter alia the teachings cf Isocrates, 8

writers on rhetoric agreed quite closely on the topics
(téne, loci) for épﬂgﬁqov.29 Fraustadt has prepared a
table which shows the agreement of certain writers and
their minor variations.BO I have added the tonoi
mentioned by Aphthonius and Nicolaus.
From a study of the differences between his

anthors, Fraustadt finds four plans:

1. tkhat ol HermE&goras, the simplést;%;fwhich was

followed by the Auctor ad Hereunnium, and by Cicero

in the De Inventione.

2. the Peripatetic, which can be seen in Cicero's
Le Oratore and in Theon.

3. the Academic, which can be seen in Cicero's

Partitiones Oratoriae.

28Fraustadt, 90, and see 63ff. on the topoi of
the Evagoras.

29
Z’Marrou, 274, has a table of thirty-six basic
topoi.

3oFraustadt, 150-~101, reproduced on p. 10l.
Under Cicero, De Oratore, B refers to the second passage ,
(341f.). See Fraustadt, 102-116, for discussion of the
table. See also Reichel, 90ff., on the topoi in some of
these same auchors.

31The topoi which Fraustadt assigns to Hermagoras
are, however, the most numerous and appear the most
complex. Fraustadt appears to be incorrect about
Hermagoras (see pl03 n.25).
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L. that of Quintilian.32
This division is not very satisfactory. The

differeunces between the four plans are not great, as is

33

obvious from a comparison of Fraustadt's summary tables,
and there is 2 lot of overlapping. It is unlikely that
Hermagoras, who was influenced by Theophrastus, held very

different views from the Peripatetics. Further, Cicero

34

and Theon seem to follow Aristotle, and I have found no

justification for the statement of Fraustadt that

Hermagoras provided the basis for the tovol in Cicero's

35

De Inventione and Theon. In addition, Quintilian”

siéntions Aristotle and Theophrastus (Inst.Or.,3,7,1) and
his topoi are very similar to those of Theon.

Although Fraustadt's four plans are not satisfact-
ory, it can be seen from his table of topoi that
Quintilian and the progymnasmatists were obviously
following well-defined topol of epideictic oratory. Also,
Aphthonius is closer to Hermogzenes thad to Theon.“:
Nicolaus is nearer Aphthonius than Theon and says that

he is keeping to the contemporary topoi (Ricolaus, F.50,

32Fraustadt, 107-1¢8; 111, 113, 116.

331pi4., 107-108, 116.
343ce Burgess, 121.

£
3o5¢e . Kroll, "Rhetorik", RE, Supp.7,1093.
HMatthes, "Hermagoras von Temnos”, Lustrum 3 (1958}, SLf£f.,
points out that Cicero in the De Inventione would know
Hermagoras only at third hand at best, and that Hermagor-
itic doctrines were very subject to interpretation and
confusion,
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9-10) .

There are several other points worth noting which
Fraustadt's table does not show. First, the topoi may be
classified into two or three main groups following
Aristotle: Tiv sy creld Xyl (X 1o Guyhy Rt T £y T
and 1% Evous ka0 (Rhet.,1,1360b; cf. Anaximenes, 1,10
p.7, Fuhrmanﬁ)36ﬁ This classification appears in all the

writers {(Auctor ad Her., 3,6,10; Cicero, De Or.,3,29,115;

Part.Or.,11,38: 22,74; To»n.,23,89; Tusc.,5,30,85;
Quintilian, Inst.Or.,3,7,12; Theon, Sp.2,109,29-30;
Hermogenes, R.16,3ff.: Nicolaus, F.50,4ff.). Aphthonius
(R.22,6) calls the three divisions e%:apUKﬁ\ Koo 3i;pa,
«J}“r@&}f, but the last is guite similar to 4 X ¢xres
&ym%x (cf. Herrmogenes, R,16,12-13). He does, however,
make the triple division under deeds only (7yQ§eJ )97
whereas the other wrilters impose the division on all the
topoi. This is not a serious difference since the others
emphasize deeds (cf. Doxopater, W.2.432,14), and the
important thing is how the subject uses his endowments.

Theon, who discusses deeds at length, says that the good

things of the mind are good morals and following these

2
’6This classification is found first in Plato,
Leg.,3,6978 and Phaedr.,270B.

37See table on p. 106.
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with deeds (Sp.2,11C0,7-8), and further stresses the
importance of the ways in which physical advantages are

used (Sp.2,11Ll; cf. Auctor ad Her.,3,7,13-14; Cicero, De

Inv.,2,59,178; De Or.,2,84,342). It is through action
that virtue is shown (c¢f. Cicero, De Or.,2,11,L6 and 8L,
34,5¢f.; Part.Or.,22,76ff.; Quintilian, Inst.Or.,3,7,15-16;
Aphthonius, 2.22,5-6; Nicolaus, F.52,17; lienander, 3p.3,
373,5-6). This emphasis on deeds for shoﬁing character,
which was elaborated in the rhetorical é\ﬁéu4ov by

38

Isocrates,” does not appear in Fraustadt's table.

Secondly, Franstadt omits omens before birth
(xﬁ&z(us), mentioned by Quintilian (lggg.Qg.,B,?,ll),Bg
Hermogenes (R.15,19-21) and Nicolaus {(F.51,21-52,5; cf.
lenander, Sp.3,371,3ff,).

Thirdly, a more serious omission is that of
oé}xgu51g (comparatio), which was included in the %Yﬁi?»ufm
by the progymnasmatists (Theon, Sp.2,111,1-3; Hermogenes,
R.17,2-4; Aphthonius, R.22,9-10; Nicolaus, F.52,18; cf.
Menander, Sp.3,372,21ff.). Comparisons were made of the
same quality in one or more people, or were more comprehen-
sive. Theon, Hermogenes, Aphthonius and Nicolaus all make
GJY@ﬂdws a separate exercise as well as including it under
2 . LO

zy&wton Y and we shall therefore discuss WoyRia(s

38See p-.97.

395ee J. Adanmietsz, M.F.Quintiliauni Iagstitutionis
Cratoriae Liber IIT (Muunich, 1$66), note ad loc.

-hOSomg writers (possibly thage menbiened oh »32 )
did not make TUVKe LTI, 4 geparate exercise (Hicelaws;F.59,2).
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L1

further below.
Fourthly, Fraustadt does not give a clear picture
of the order of topol in a school exercise. I therefore

include a diagram of Aphthonius! topoi constructed by
L2

Burgess.

Psendo-Dionysius (Ars Rhetorica,6,2) and

L3,

Menander (Sp.3,369,18ff.) have sinilar divisions.
papyrus of the third or fourth century A.D. shows that
Aphthonins! corder was followed in a school e:>ce~:*1:'cise.l+Z+

Fifthly, subjects and circumstances would decide

the prominence of various topol and some could even be

omitted {Auctor ad Her.,3,8: Quintilian, Inst.Or.,2,13,15}.

Sometines deeds could be listed in chronological order
{Quintilian, Inst.Or.,3,7,15), while at other times they
could be grouped according to each virtue, in particulér
the Socratic virtues, &vgyﬂn)mJQVoﬁ&q,Smawqfwmché;wﬂs)

to which ¢mxxép<w&, was often added (Isocrates, Evag.,22f.;
Aristotle, Rhet.,1,1366b; Anaximenes,16, pp.78-79 Fuhrnann;

Quintilian, Inst.Or.,3,7,15; Theon, Sp.2,112,2-8;

blg e pp.109-111.

42prideictic Literature, 120. See also 122-126.

hBSee Baldwin, Iediaeval Rhetoric and Poetic, 31,
for a table comparing Aphthonius and l.enander. iienander
divides deeds into actions performed in wartime and those
in peace {Sn.3,372,25ff.).

Meprchiv, 10 (1932), 222-223, no.756.
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Sp.3,373ff.). Almost any type of %yméMJC\, such as
praise of a2 person in authority, and laudations on the
occasion of a birthday, marriage or funeral, could be
based on these topoi. We have already n.oted[PS that the
same topoi could be adapted for various inaninate things,
as well as animals and plants (cf.:Menander, Sp.3,332,20-

32; Doxopater, W.2,424ff.; Schol.ad Aphthonium, W.2,45,9).

/
geyes (vituperatio)

Anaximenes describes dy:5 as the opposite of
"‘ - r'\ - ’ . L3 k) 3 L3 . L3 - - 0
gywic.aev | that 1s, the minimizing of creditable qualities
and the amplification of discreditable ones (3, p.21,

Fuhrmann; cf. Auctor ad Her.,3,6,10; Cicero, De Or.,2,86,

349; Quintilian, Inst.Or.,3,7,19). The exercise of w5)¢5
{blame) was used with é\&éwqcv and was developed from
similar topoi {Theon, $p.2,112,17-18; Hermogenes, R.15,
8-11; Aphthonius, R.27,16-17; 28,3-6; Nicolaus, F.53,2O)%6
According to Quintilian, a denunciation should include
discussion of a man's origin, predictions before his

birth, natural advantagssmallified by vices or lack of

such advantages, and judgments of other men (Inst.Or.,3,7,

¥2see p.100.
L6ap A
Cf. Cicero, De QOr.,2,86,3L9, where he says that
the rules for assigning blame have to be develoned out of
the vices which are the opposite of the virtues on which
EyReaudy 15 based.
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19-22;. These are similar to nis tovics for eyreomay |

. . /
Aphthonius, who devotes a separate chapter to yoyes , uses

L7

exactly the same topoi as for %\K;ﬁqu. He also says

that qfﬂts nay be used of things, times, vplaces, animals
: 8
and plants, as well as persons (R.27,1.6~28,6).LN

/ . N
olywpwes  (comparatio)

cfynpvw in rhetorical ¢&ywl.ucyv appeared first in
Isocrates, as far as we know.h9 In the Evagoras he
compared the hero with Cyrus, founder of the Persian empire.
Later he gave rules aud examples of the use of slyrpios
and he pointed out the advantage of showing that the subject
had surpassed by all virtues nen of the past and present
(Panath.,39f.,123; c¢f. Anaximenes, 13 p.78 Fuhrmann;
Aristotle, Rhet.,1,9,1368a; Theon, Sp.2,111,1-3). He also
showed that «’y«pwsis  had a place in yéye. (On the Yoke,h1f.)

As nmentioned above,50 slywpiTis  was recomnended as
part of ¢\ and §éy:s by the progymnasmatists also

De Or.,2,85,343). Hermogenes (R.17,11-12

.
i e

{cf. Cicaro

L7 5,

§6yc» could be called part of Zyndwe{cf.
Hicolaus, F.54,1-2:; iienander, Sp.3,331,15).
'3
haLibar14s denounces wealth, poverty, pride and
the vine {3,30p6Ff.Foerster).
LS

See Payr, REAC, 335-336. F. Foc&e, M lyeenTis T,
Hermes 56 (1923}, 33], says that the Gorgian ¥yrwviow

had no 630y «puois The Helen and Palamedes of Gorgias are,
however, forensic defences rather than Fywiyuw |
50

See p.l05.
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18,16-20) and Aphthonius (2.22,9-10; 28,5) inclunded it

in both éyﬁﬁndov and yfgra, but made it a separate
exercise as well. From Aphthonius! example, a comparison
of Achilles and Hector (ZX. 22-23 ), it can be seen‘that
m&yxfmws proceeds by the same topoi as %‘h{yu:ﬁ (cf.
Theon,Sp.2,113; Hermogenes, R.19,3-8; Nicolaus, F.61,1),
and that it is a double 2yn~iiucy, or sometimes ¥y 'Kl.wCvy
plus woyes (Aphthonius, R.31,11-12; Nicolaus, F.60,13-14).

Quintilian, who mentions comparatio briefly and only as a

separate exercise, says that it duplicates the subject
matter and deals not only with the nature of virtues and
vices but also with degree (Inst.Or.,2,4,21; cf. Theon, -Sn.
2,112,7). One may introduce degree of virtue and vice in
order to make aemoreﬁeffectiVﬁ;comparison.

Iulius Rufinianus (47,16 Halm) described
(ﬁﬁyﬁgmns as the opposition of contrary things and
persons. Hermogenes, however, widened the scope of the
gxercise considerably. Comparison could bevof equals
(Hermogenes, R.19,14-16; cf. Theon, Sp.2,112,26-113,2;
Nicolaus, F.60,8—§h or one could be shown to be better, or
occasionally worse, than the other (Hermogenes, 19,16-
20,5; cf. Anazximenes,8, p.23 Fuhrmann; Quintilian, Inst.
Or.,2,4,21; Aphthonins, R.31,6-7,13-1k4; Nicolaus, F.60,
9-13), or one could be praised and the other blamed

(Hermogenes, R.1$,17-19)., The writer conld also



compare individuals, whole kinds, or numbers of each
kind (Theon, 3p.2,114). Theon (Sp.2,113,3ff.) and
Aphthonius (R.31,18-19) recommend setting oune pcint
beside another, that is, making the comparison of t?e
two subjects on each topos. As with &yrccacy and
a{ﬁ;a, jéwqﬂjkﬁ could be used of cities (Isocrates,
Panath.,39f.), things (Theon, Sp.112,21-23; Nicolaus,

F.60,8), deeds (Hermogeunes, R.19,10-13), plants and

animals (Hermogenes, R.19,7-9; Nicolaus, F.63,3), times

and places (Aphthonius, R.Bl,lé—l?).5l

The Usefulness and Influence of these Exercises

Quintilian said that %{KQgJGu andtyéjdé were
useful because the mind was exercised by the variety
of matter, contemplation of virtue and vice mounlded
the character, and the broad knowledge of facts
acquired conld be drawn upon for every type of case
(Inst.Or.,2,4,20; cf. Cicero, De Or.,3,27,105).
éiﬁﬁw40¥, Goyos and Wﬁ(mpﬂfé- belonged to epideictic
oratory, but the matter of deliberative oratory
had much in common with the epideictic (Aristotle,
Rhet.,1,9,1368a; Quintilian, Inst.0r.,3,7,28),

and, like forensic oratory, epideictic required

o 3 I g .
’1L1ban1us compares sailing and farming, the
country and the city. (&,349ff.Foerster).

111
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proof (Inst.Or.,3,7,4). The encomiastic topol were

useful for every class of lawsuit (Cicero, De Or.,2,85,

349; Quintilian, Inst.Or.,2,1,11). Comparison was

useful in all types of rhetoric (Nicolaus, F.62), |
especially in judicial speeches (Quintilian, Inst.Or.,7,2,24;
9,2,100; Theon, Sp.2,60,31), éyaégia or debates (Theon,
Sp.2,61,2-4), or deliberative speeches {Quintilian, Inst.
Or.,3,8,34). The school exercises in %yxégjpy therefore
provided valuable training for ail types of rhetoric.

In literature, the influence of the encomiastic
topoi emanating from the schools. has already been shown,
for example, in the work of Juvenal52 and Claudian.53
The topoi were seen in praise and denunciation of the
emperors, for example, the invective of Hilary of Poitiers

54

against Constantine. Comparison was common in

2 ) ) e
5 See W. S. Anderson, "Juvenal and Quintilian",

Ycis 7 (1961), 1-93.

53See L. B. Struthers, "The Rhetorical Structure
of the Encomia of Claudius Claudian™, HSPh 30 (1919),

ﬁz-S?; T, %, Levy, "Claudian's In Rufinum and the
etorical yoy ", TAPhA 77 (1956) 57-67.

b J. Haarhoff, The Schools of Gaul (Johannes-
burg. 1958), 16L. 3See also Th.Payr | REBAC. 237. Lucan's
Laus Keronis was probably an example. HAncomiastic poetry,
althouzh influenced by rhetoric, <ms domimsted By =de
tradition of the poetic encomiastic genre (see Fayr,
REAG, 335).
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55

Hellenistic philosophic and historical writing, and

the rhetorical method of comparison influenced Plutarch in

the Vitas. 'Like Tkeon{Sp.%,11%) he preferred the comparis-

56

}
on of eguals. The influence of rhetorical Eyﬁéﬁﬁﬂﬂ

centinued in the subjects of mediaeval poetry, such =s
praise of gods, people, countries, cities, animals,

57

plants, seasons, virtues, arts and professions.

As Burgess points out, the progymnasmata as a
whole had epideictic gqualities, and the encomiastic
topoi were used in other exercises helpful for
deliberative and forensic oratory, for example,

.\ s o/ 2 ~ o, > 7y Lo "
Xeeik, YV iCu®, ke ey ieiod®, ey Thus the

. ) )
promianence of the iynﬁ;u:vas a separate progymnasma,

together with its entrance into many others, helps to

prove the epideictic character of the prosymnasmata as

a whole and accounts in large measure for the strong
influence of Greek rhetorical training in continuing

and extending the epideictic style.ﬁ58

553ee Reichel, 96; Th.Payr , REAC, 5.336.

56pocke, 339 and 357-358 considers that
Flutarch's method originated in rhetoric, eapoc1ally
Theon.  On the close relation oetweenAi¥KWLJo¢ and
biography, see Th.Payr ., REAC, 5.336.

574

58§pideictic Literature, 118, n.k.

See Curtins, L55ff.
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. Vo
‘Tr‘oo TP (FARFAFTTA and tj\i??”"nﬂ' 5

After éyh@kuh, Wéﬁﬁ andcﬁﬁugmws , the
progymnasmatists include fpcowmeimena or.ﬁérwnnﬂx59
(2 speech in character) and %w#pmﬁﬂs (description).

Since Quintilian omits these froﬁ the elenmentary rhetorical
exercises, I shall not discuss them.

Quintilian does not include the‘ﬂ?of@fﬁdWCJ&
because it is a useful exercise for anyone, since it
requires double effort, and especially for future poets
and historians, who, like orators, have to write speecheé
in character (Inst.Or.,3,8,49; cf. Theon, Sp.2,60,22-2L).
@uintilian also considers the-ﬂptf@ﬁtﬁcﬁk, very difficult
(Inst.Or.,3,8,49: 2,2,29ff.; cf. Theon, Sp.2,120,26), and
he treats it as a suasoria, a deliberative declamation in

character {(Inst.0r.,3,8,49 and 52).60

. 14 . . .
He recognizes the value of &rdpas (deseriptic)

(e.g., Inst.Or.,4,2,123; 4,3,12), but does not consider

it as a prozymnasma. Hermogenes says that some writers
do not make ergpaTis a separate exercise because it is

anticipated in pl€os, Binymux , koivis ey, and tyrdpuaoy

(R.23,15-19).

59\&01eﬂu writers did not agree on the difference
between Tpos.omeTclis and ACcmaiie . 3ee Reichel, 75-77.
60, . . . _
For more detailed discussion, see Lana,
Guintiliano, il "Sublime" e gli "Esercizi Preparatorl" di
Elio Teone, 139ff. <Theon plgcps TPoTWiTONON NG BKGpATIS
before %ywumov. See p.26.




CHAPTER FIVE

Koros Towes (COMEUIIS LOCUS)

me

\ / . 1=
he Kowvos Tomps {commonplace) is the subject of
this chanter. Je shall discuss the neaning of the teri,
the nature of the school exercise, topnics for developuent

of a comnmonnlace, and its usefulness to the orator.

i . )
The Feaning of Kowbs -Tomos

The term koives Témes , Or Tdwes (Denosthenes, In
Aristos., (25) 76; cf. :Aristotle, Rhet.,1,1358a),  was
applied to thenes and examples corvion to ancient orators,
the earliest instances being concerned with virtue and vice
(Demosthenes, In Aristog.,(25) 76; cf. Cicero, Part.Or.,
115-116; Fronto, En.ad il.Caes.,5,59: Philostratus, ¥5,%,p..
2 ﬂayser).2 The tern was extended to any cormon themes,
such as were used in praise of the géds and the city in

3

funeral speeches. Such themes could be developed to give
colour and variety to a speech, and their principal
advantage was that they were of general application and so

transferable from speech to speech.

Kewet TéT®L were possibly called wtipol before Aris-

totle. 3ee L. Raderuacher, Artium Scriptores (Vienna, 1951},
221, . "Lor)gin_us" uses the tern TOTMIYOffo(_ 3 €45, 81.1@_1;.,11,2.

2n . s - i

See also [I. H. Hudson, "Conmverdiwi hetorices by
rasmias’™ in Studies in Sweech and DLrama in Honor of Alexander
o Drunmond (lisw York, 190&), 337.

23, Pflugzmacher, Locorun Coruaunium Specimen (Diss.:
Greifswald, 1909), 12ff.; . Pl8bst, pie Auxezis (Amplifica-
tio) (Diss.: Ilunich, 1911), 22ff. #xznples of such cosmon-
places in forensic cases were vhether one should believe
suspicions, rumours, W1tneSSff3 etc. (Cicerc, De Inv.,2,15,48.

o
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Koivds | s @S an Exercise

The koivos Témos was developed as an exercise by the
Sophists, who instructed their pupils in the memorizing of
set pieces to be used at suitable times (Nxmﬁos )? and in

5 and

the working and reworking of great moral themes
presumably questions of natural philosophy. Protagoras and
Gorgias were the first teachers to collect and treat Koot <dmo:
(Aristotle, Soph.El.,183b; Cicero, Brut.,46; Quintilian,
Inst.0r.,3,1,12). Ancient orators, such as Lysias,
practised and collected'ﬁﬁmi,é and many examples of common-

7

places are repeated in the Attic orators. No extaunt

papyri show the development of the Kowes s a8 a progymnasma.

The progymuasmatic kotvds Témos was related to the
earliest ccmmonplaces in that it was concerned with virtue
or vice, but otherwise had little conuection with the
rhetorical commonplace, which Quintilian describes as a
miserable worn piece of furniture, brought out whenever
possible (Inst.Or.,2,4,29).- It appears that there was
aa evolution from actual commouplaces to methods cof
producing and classifyving them, and the Kowes T8Tos

of the progymnasmatists may be rconsidered to

hThis practice was criticized by Isocrates {Adv.Soph,
9ff ),fAr%stotle (Soph.El.,184a) and Quintilian {Inst.Or.,
2,4 ,27FF

5Marrou, 91; 0. Navarre, Essai sur la rhétorique
grecque avaut Aristote (Paris, 190¢, 60ff.

6Navarre, 166f.; Radermacher, Artium Scriptores, 149.

"Radermacher, 224; Theou, Sp.2,60,19-22.
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represent an intermediate stazge in which comnionplaces were

P

joined together to amplify a particnlar virtue or vice.
/ > / -
The kowds towes  was related ©o eywaomov, and was
placed immedieately after it by Juintilian. The
. T s / N /
prosymnasiiatists placed it after Xvaokeus &X&Xdﬁddkaqu
‘ 2 4 ~ / \ .
and hefore gywwmov A Kowos ToWos conld be used in an
9 / 10 X : I
EYRImIoV | and therefore it was nore natural for it to

precede 2yw9mov in the order of the progyvuanasnata.

1 /. k) L

Whereas an zywlumev or ¢dyes set forth the whole life of
. . N /s

a certain person and included proof, a Keivos Toroes

anplified one deed and did not include proof (Quintilian,

~ _’_/
Inst.O0r.,2,4,22). 4 rowvos TOTo$  also had a general

orientation ({(iicolaus, F.38,19-22; c¢f. Theon, 3».2,106,22),
for example, towards every temple-robber or chieftain
(Hernozsnes, R.12,4-5) or all treachery (Aphthonius, 1.16,20-
17,2). Another difference Letween Koivos Tomos andéfméqu,
according to the progymnasmetists, was that the former
called for reward or punishment while the latter did not
{(Hernogenes, R.15,15-17; Aphthonius, 2.27,1lh4-16; Hicolaus,
F.33,15-19}.

g, " . . .

3ee P. Jehu, foposforschung, eine Dolmuentation
(Franikfurt, 1972}, on nmodern discussions of the rhetorical
ioDlCS—uh”OTY The roivds Tmos  should not be confused with

the rhetorical émes , in the seuse "source of arsunent! (cf.
Inst. Or.,; 10,29}, which was discussed in Aristotle's Tonica
and Cicerots P“rtltiones Oracorize and Topica.

9See 0.26. KowosTﬁmsrms nseful for the epilogue of
a speech and was connected with Xvxaokevd andt«xnmkzon, and so
its natural place was after them (Doxopater, W.2,370,1ff.;
cf. Hicolaus, F.35,6ff.).

IOSee Kroll's notes on Cicero, Orator, 125 and 210.


http:Doxopat.er

118

Theon defines the commonplace as an amplification
of an adnmitted or established deed,ll either bad or good
(3p.2,106,4-5; cf. liicolaus, F.36,15-18; Doxopater, W.2, ~
371,11} . He adds that it may be about an evil deed, for
example, of a tyrant, traitor, murderer, or profligate, or
a useful deed of & tyrant~$layer, chieftain, or law-giver

(Sp.2,106,6-10). It was, however, usually about an evil

deed. Quintilian (Inst.Or.,2,4,22) and Aphthonins (R.16,

18-19) do not include good deeds,12 and Hermogenes (R.12ff.),
Aphthonius (2.17ff.) and Libanins (8,158ff. Foerster) szive
examples only of amplifications of evil deeds (ef. Hicolsaus,
F.37,7ff.; Doxopater, W.2,390,25{f.}. Praise of a good
deed would not occur as often as denunciation of an evil act

13

in judicial cases, although Cicero considers praise of

virtues useful for this branch of oratory (De Or.,3,27,107).

b -

l‘L’l‘his is a sharper definition than that of Cicero,
who describes a commonplace as the amplification of an
undisputed statement or a doubtful statement (Be Inv.,2,15,
L8; 2,22,63), The Auctor ad Hereunnium also refers to both
kinds (e.z.,2,6,9: 2,30,L7ff.). Cicero and the Auctor ad
Herenrnium do not treat the cormonvlace as a progyunasmna,
but include it in the pleading of a forensic case.

12N0r do the Auctor ad Herennium (2,30,47) and
Cicero (De Inv.,1,53,100).

lBSee Spalding’s'note on Inst.Or.,2,4,22,
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The prosynnssna is called t5Tios because it is the

starting-ncint (&4mp&%) for zeneralizations about wicked
deeds (Theon, Sp.2,106,1,-21; Hicolaus, F.36,22-37,3; cf.
Anonynus Sesnerianus 169, p. 32 Graeven; Joxonater, W.2,
376,15-18). It does not investigate facts (Theon, Sp.2,106,
26ff.; Hermonenes, R.12,1-3; cf. Cicero, Je Cr.,3,27,100),
since the vrincipal ainm of such ceneralizations is to
appeal to the emotions by colouring the acknowledged facts
(Demosthenes, In Aristo=.,{(25)76: fuctor ad Her.,?,30,L7;
Cicero, De Inv.,2,15,49; Victorinus, 270,11 Haln},
especially in the epilcogue of a speech (Cicero, Or.,127;
liicolaus, F.36,5-6; Yoxopater, W.2,370,5-6}. L 14 4
called woiveg because it is applicable, for example, to
every traitor (Aphthoniué, 2.17,1-2; cf. Cicero, ye Cr.,
3,27,106; Hernogenes, R.12,4~5; Hicolaus, F.36,20-22).
It mey be simrle, cor double, for erample, about a traitor-
neral or =z prie t—oesecrutor {Theon, 35p.2,106,12-13; cf.
Quintilisn, Inst.Or.,?,L,22; Hicolaus, f.39,3ff.),15
or trirle, for exairle, concerning murder of a wmriest in a

. n . ; 15
tennle (doxopater, 4.2,377,19; <f. Buovorius, 564,1L Haln),™

leﬁ&rK&M{ , on the other hand, did not take facts
ed nnd sought to prove by argument (Libulaas,,F.29,
,2;1.), and was w@nerally nsed with ﬂn.&vWﬁxewg to
~ouzent on two sides (cf. Heinogenes, R.11,5-7).

“icolaus considers these noor examples cof double
cormonplaces because two criumes are not involved.

léﬁntinhon's tetralogies contain much material of
this sort, designed to be learnt as Keive; Témol (Radermacher,

CA17T.). A commonnlace dealt with a class of person or tyne
of deed, not a particular charze (c¢f. Inst.Or.,2,4,23).

Ses also Navarre, 124LfF.
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The Topics

X . LTI D
The nethod of developing (gpyifesrfdc ,av¥xveiv | a
~ / . .
Koiwves —ToTI0S was to some extent similar to that for an

’ / z . : oo N / 1
Eyrwiioy  in that certain ero)féix or KedaAd were used.

17
Different topics were followed, however, except for
conparison. Quintilian does not discuss the topics for the
cotmonploce, but the progymnasmatists do examine them.

In a regular wowods TEémes there was no ﬂ?ﬁcf*wV
because it was like a second speech or epilogue (Theon, Sp.3
106,27ff.; Hermogenes, R.12,11ff.; Aphthonius, 3.17,3).18
For training the young, however, a pattern of exordia was
composed in the schools (Aphthonius, R.17,3-5; cf. Hicolaus,
F.39,18ff.). After the tpccpuov  and announcement of the
crime, Theon (Sp.2,107;23ff.) has the following headings:

" 1. intention of the doer
2. thing involved {(e.g., money)
3. extent of the crime (what other crimes it includes)
L. comparison with cother deeds (triple comparison,
or comparison with the greater, less or equal)
5. past life of perpztrator surnised
6. events after the deed
7. the irreparavle

8. judgment

9. description of the deed.

l/Doxopatey (17.2,412) considers the term'ﬂ£w4 wore
appropriate to gywwidev , but he usés the term kebdua also
for the main heads of ¢$ywrdumiov,

lSCf. J. Ernesti, Lexicon Technolosiae Latinorum
Rhetoricae (Hildesheim, 1GE€2), L1&k.
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Praiseworthy deeds would be anvlified from the oprvosites

of these (Theon, Sp.2,109,18).

almost

~J
-

Hermogenes (R.12-14) and Aphthconius (R.17} have
the same topics as each other:
analysis of the contrary
the deed
comparison
proverb {(Hermozenes) ,” intention (Aphthonius)
past life of perne¢irator (cf.Doxopater,w.2,3%4,25ff,)

19

repudiatioun of pity by the telik heads, which are
the lawful, just, expedient, possible, fitting
(Hermogenes), or the lawful, just, expedient, possible
rrobable, imminent (Aphthonius)(cf.Doxopater,d.2,39%)
sketch.of the deed.

Nicolaus has a mixture of all these topiecs (F.L2EL.):
from the contrary

the deed

accompanying factors

comparison (the same types menticaned by Theon)
repudiation of pity

outline of the deed.

He does not hold with surmising the past life of the perve-

trator from the present (F.42,10}, but says that conmparison

may include his past deeds (F.L4). Both comparison and

repudiation of pity should include some of the telik heads,

which are the expedient, just, lawful, possible, honourable,

Arnin,

19This terii seems to be of 3toic origin. See A,von
Stoicorum Veterum Frammenta, vol.3{Stuttgart,l964),25.
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= - . oo “ . Ay 24
notable, necessary, easy (F.LL,L7fT.; cf.uoxopater,d.z,glg).o

While the topics are similar in the progymnasmat-
ists, agreement is not as close as in the -r&ici for
ENY«;QOV, and no earlier writer has a list corresponding
to those cf the progvmnasmatists for ponds &y Some
of their topics are found in Aristotle, the Auctor ad
Herenninum and Cicero. Aristotle includes the possible
and impossible among topics necessary for all types of
speeches (Rhet.,2,19,1392a). Under the twenty-eight

topics of demonstrative and refutative enthymemes, he

includes the contrary, more or less (comparison), and

consequences (Rhet.,2,23,1400b). The Auctor ad Herennium

L Tal
and Cicero, in the De Inventione, agree upon ten topics™"‘

for the indignatio or amplifying of an accusation in the

conclusion of a speech (which was the most useful place

<5

Vs
for a kpnés-fbnba ). Among these topics are premedita-
tiou (intention), comparison, and description of the deed

(Auctor ad Herennium, 2,30,48-49; Cicero, De Inv.,1,53,101).

In the Partiticnes Oratoriae, Cicero speaks of the contrary
and comparisons as arguments inherent in a subject (Part.
Or.,7; cf. Top.,1l1 and 47), and when discussing amplifica-

tion in a peroration, he includes the contrary and

2Ozmporins has the intention, the deed, comparison
and results (555 Halmj.

21 s . R
“~Cicero adds five more topics.

2
2 See p, 117.
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consequences (Part.0r.,55). Under conjectural questions
he adds possibility and irtention (Part.Or.,111-112) and
under questions of definition he considers discussion of
equity necessary to both prosecution and defence (Part.Or.,
126).

The progymnasmatists were therefore using well-
known rhetorical %opics when they compiled their lists for
the wKoive: émol . It is impossible to say whether any of
these writers made use of a single source, now lost, but it
seenns likely that all were compilers using various sources,

(5]
%

) )
including works of other progymnasmatists.””

““ 7
The Usefulness and Influence of koivei ore:

By teaching the student to practise argument and
ahplification in particular, the wervis T6ms  provided
useful training, especially for judicial oratory, both in
prosecution and defence (Quintilian, Inst.Or.,2,4,22; cf.
2,1,11; Cicero, De Or.,3,27;106; Nicolaus, F.46,20£f.).%%
Turning a specific cuestion towards the general was helpful,
because, as Quintilian said, all cases turned upon general
questions (Inst.Or.,3,5,9; 10,5,12; cf. Cicero, De Or.,

=

- 25
2,31,135; Or.,126),7  although in practice this was not

23 . .

“See pp.25,32and Felteu, llicolai Pro~ymnasnata,
xxvii-xxxiii, on the sources of Nicolaus.

2L . T . . . .

< See Ernesti, 184L. Amplification, though epideictigq
was necessary for all types of speech (Aristetle, Rhet.,2,
1391b-1392a) . —

2"I'he comnionplace was used also by schools of
philosophy, e.3., the Peripatetics and Academics (Cicero,
De Or., 3,18,67: 3,27,107).
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2lweys true, especially in conjectural cases. 6 ynintilian
alse recommended nractice of cormonvlaces to the nature
orator for increasing fluency in subjects allowing variec
¢igressions (Imse.Or.,10,5,12).

A disadvantage of KoWel “TéTTo! was that evil

27

deeds vere usually ths subject,

I

and 1n practice the

=

perscns involved were linited to a few types. Cicero

(De 0r.,3,27,100) mentions the embezzler, traitor and
'murderer; minvilian (Inst.0r.,2,L,22) mentions the adul-
terer, zanbler, and embezzler; =ond Theon =2dds the tyrant,
thief, and desecrator (Sp.2,106,5; 108,5ff.). The Koivol

Id . - . N . e . N
tTowot influenced the lurid declanations on fictitious

cases (g¢ontroversine), vhich concentrated on display and

became vopular under the Empire., The first declamations

28

nay have been little :more than commonplaces.

26,

See Kroll's note on Or., 126,

27See p.118.

284 . PR » . -
3. F. Bonner, R{onan Veclamation in the Late

Zepublic =nd Zaorly Emoire (Livernool, 1969), 12.
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CHAPTER SIX

©¢ois  (IHESIS)

In this chapter, we shall examiune the B£ois |, its
origins and development, its divisions and functions
according to Cicero, Quintilian and the progymnasmatists,
its actual role in the Roman schools, and its usefulness

as an elementary rhetorical exercise.

The Origin of &igis

As with the KOWBS}TéﬁD% , there appear to be no
papyri showing the use of 6Hégis as a rhetorical exercise,
and we therefore have to rely on literary evidence of its
origin.

Protagoras is said to have been the first to
discover that every question may be argued from two sides
(ef. Eudoxus, 80A21,DK(6); Aristotle, 80B6,DK(6); Seneca,
Ep.,88,L3: Diogenes Laertius, 9,53).l Aristotle, however,
is thought to have beeu the first to use the 6%cis as au
exercise, with rhetorical as well as dialect;cal
purpcse (Cicero, Tuse.,2,3,9; Fin.,5,4,10; Or.,46 and
127; De 0Or.,3,21,80; Diogeunes Laertius, 5,3).2

1

21n Aristotle’s time, €73 already existed in
philosophy teaching as a problem in dialectic (Top.,1,104b).
See Reichel, 98ff; F. Striller, De Stoicorum Studiis Rheto-
ricis (Diss.: Bratlslava, 1886;, 23; H. Throm, Die Thesis
{Paderbora, 1932), 177 I. Diring, Arlstoteles (Heidelberg,
1966), 70, citing T .,9 1,165a,19.

125

He wrote two books of &vTihoyix. 80B5,DK(6).




126
The custonm of collecting bhooks of Qévers as exercises was
begun by Aristotle (Theon, S59.2,69,1) and followed by
3

Theophrastus’ and the Peripatetics (Theon, 35p.2,69;
Strabe, 13,p0.609; Diogenes Laertius,L;,Z?).LF The Peri-
patetics used the ©&ns in their schools from the time of
Theovhrastus and were still using it in Quintilian's day
(Cicero, Tusc.,?,3,9; Or.,127; Quintilian, Inst.Or.,12,
2,25; Athenaeus,h,p.lBOD).5 The 9&ns was also the chief
exercise in the schools of the Acadenics after Arcesilaus
(Cicero, Fin.,?2,1,2; Acad.,2,3,7; Quintilian, Inst.Or.,

12,2,25).0°

A listener would propose a guestion which
the teacher or a student would discuss, ex tempore, from
both sides, an exercise requiring great practice,
knowledge and skill.7

The ©4s1s was not taken over officially into the

rhetorical curricula unitil the second century B.C., when

3The collections of Theophrsstus included mainly
ethical themes, but also ocuestions of netaphysics and
natural philosonhy. See BE. Ii, Jenkinson, "Further
Studies in the Curriculum of the Roman Schools of Rhetoric
in the Republican Perioa", S0 31 (1955), 127.

h“ep Throm, 171-179. Strabo (13,p.609) even sees
tals &s decadence in the Peripatetics. See Kroll, 23,
"Zhetorik™, 3Supn.7, 32, 1105ff.

’See Cousin, Ztudes sur Guintilien, 116, n.k.

6oee r.eichel, 99ff.

"See Throm, 187. The question most often discussed,
and which was still popular in the seventeenth century, was
"Should oune marry?". But there were nany others. See
Bonner, 3-5.
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there was strife between philoscphers and rhetoricians
concerning who had the right to teach its use.8 At that
time, Hermagoras of Temnos, perhaps because he realized
the benefit a philosophic training would give the orator's
mind, or the inportance of general questions of equity

9

behind specific cases,” claimed some ¢:0t5  for rhetoric.
He first divided the material of rhetoric into Gfris and
OroGems (Cicero, De Inv.,1,6,85 Quintilian, Inst.Or.,
2,21,21; 3,5,14), the latter being a discussion limited
by the introduction of specific persons, the former being
without such limits (Cicero, De ;gx.,l,é,S).lo The type
of 6:9¢5 he assigned to the orator were1nﬁqﬁW&EL§4F*GvJ“
(Sextus Empiricus, Hathe, 2,6%; - Augustinus, 138,20ff.

Halm) . These were civil questions, guarum perspectio in

communen animi concentionem potest cadere, guod Graeci

Mﬁy}¢ SWWow  vocant (Augustinus, 138,33139,2 Halnm),

8Striller's evidence (19, 24) that the ¢/v.v was
already used in rhetoric by the Stoics is not convincing.
Cicero (.Fin., 4,3,7) and Plutarch (De Stoic.repuen.,10)
state that the Stoics omitted this exercise.

9See ppl28-129 : Bonner, 6.

lOThe Stoics had seven ;.L.q‘a»‘w apparently

~ taken over by Hermagoras (Augustinus, lul 12ff. Halm),
nanmely, who, «hau, when, where, why, how, by what means. Of
eourse, a @&ms is limited by at least one of these, res
(what) . According to Cicero (De Inv.,1,6,8), Hermagoras
stressed a &pe01flc nerson as the llnltlnv circumstance
impossible in a ©w.v ., Later writers often lost sight

of this. See p-135.



that is to say, they were usually restricted to guestions
A 11 . ‘s .
of ethlcs,l which fall within common experience.

ixanmples are an navigendunm sit, an philesonhandun

(Angnstinns, 140,5 Halm). Theoretical @€voers which

required specialized knowledge, such as verine sunt

sensus {epistemolozy), wae sit solis magnitudo (physics),

would be left to the phi.'I.cvsopher'.]'2

There was disoute even in antiguity about the
relationship of the ©ésis to Hermagoritic rhetoric.

Hermagoras did not clsaim the €é0is as a progyrnasma, and

it is possible that he theorized that behind every case
tﬁoxﬁnquﬁﬁfqﬁm— )} lay an §1r60sns  and ultimately a

general point-at-issue, which may be shewn thus:
_Prosec.wfor statement ———> danial of stodemant defence

(. R.Sh-lun-z{d’ \G\N éxo v . - o&'—nov (coum‘er upla.na:h‘on)
w\,c\’wro.l Terms

KPNC{’/"‘;'"’OV ( poi rt ot iesue ~w\,3mra,'; 4erne)
= dederwination of- stodus

An equation of Béois with the gquaestio has therefore

llSee Throm, 192, 90. OStriller, 25, cleims that
Hermagoras save all guestions, including theoretical Odices,
to the orator, but it can be argued that speculative
questions, such as verine sunt sensus, are not within
the common grasn.

124, .

Cicero appears to be the only writer who
reprosched Hermzgoras for taking over such 8so=s , See
Striller, 8; Jenkinson, 126, 128, Hermagoras evidently
gsve no instrictions on how to trest the Géms (Cicero
be 0r.2,19,78; 3,25,110). Juintilian is uncertain
whether Hermagmoras smave any ©£5eis to the orator {Inst.Or.

2,21,22). Only frasments of Hermagoras survive, edited by

Y. Mztthes (Leipzig, 1952).

128
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been nmade heth in anticuity and in recent times. But
althongh Theon (Sv.2,120,18) equates G4z and préﬁgyo«
and clains this eguation for Hermazoras, there is no other
evicdence that Hermagoras considersd that the préﬁewﬁ nor

13

- . 1 3 { -
the general question in a case, conld be called Bégis

Cicero

Cicero goes further than Hermagoras in claining
all 8éoeis, includinz the theoretical, for rhetoriec, and
complains that no writer nor teacher has grasped the nature
and range of Oisers (De Or.,2,15,65-66; 3,28,110).

Like Hermagoras, Cicero divides rhetorical naterizl
into general and specific questions (De Or.,1,31,138). He
translates (wdéGesis by causa (for example, De Inv.,1,6,2)

by guaestio definita (P2rt.Qr.,4 and 9; Top.,92), aundbfos

by guaestio or quaestio infinita (De Inv.,1,6,8; De Or.,1,31,

138 anad 141; 2,15,65-66; 2,19,78; 2,31,13Lk; Or.,46 and 125;
Part.Or.,4 and 9).1@ He is not perhaps certain of the

difference between ©é,ms and owbPesis .  In the De Inventione

(1,6;8), he has a definiticon of causa (dmé8esrs ), which he

says is from Hermagoras, as including specific individuals

IBSoe Throm, 11iff.; Xroll's note on Cicero, Qr.,126.
Hermagoras' system of GTmUiG(StEEHQ) for forensic oratory is
not relevant to the ©fos but rather to declamation exercises
(see Bonner, 12-16).

L 6dss is rendered by pronositun (Part.0r.,61; Top.
79) and consultatio {(Fart.Qr.,4 snd 105: De Or.,3,28,111;
Ad &tt.,?ﬁ »3), but these terms do not seen to have been
adonted by othev zuthors. Cicero also uses the Greek word
&éﬂs(Or.,hé and 145 Ad Att.,9,4; cof. Ad Quint.fratr.,3,3,h4)
The Latinized thesis does not apPear until the Blder Seneca.
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(cum nersonarus certarun internositione). In the Partitio-

nes Oratorise (61) he onits the word "certain®, which nakes

Beois ) not necessarily

o~

. 4 . £
the persons involved in a causa (ur

*

specific individuals, while in the

~]

apica (80), on the other

|

hand, he indicates that a guaestio (8Zcs ) may include sone

15

c¢f the circumstances of a causa,.

In his youth, Cicero considered cauaestiones cufside
16

the duty of the orator (De Inv.,1,6,8). Later, however,
he reproached the rhetoricians for giving no help with

cuaestiones (de altera varte dicendi mirmu: silentium est)

(De Or.,2,29,73; cf. 3,28,109-110). Cicero was aining to

regain for rhetoric its position under Aristotle and

., . - . ) .17
Theonhrastus with a blending of philosophy and rhetoric, /

especially by taking back general thenes appropriated by
the Peripatetics and Academics (De 0Or.,3,27,107ff.; cf.
1,13,56; 2,16,67). In the Qrator Cicerc supported the
Béors still more strongly. He said that Aristotle had
used it in a rhetorical way £o zive facility in speaking

on either side of a guestion, and he wished his nephew to

Lgee . 127,n10.

16, . . .
teichel, 101, sees here the influence of Posido-
nius, who o2pposed Hernzgoras and who taught at thcodes.

| Y75¢e 3. G. Sihler, "Gerwdrepor M, AJPh 23 (1902),
290; Throm, 152ff. Quintilian approved of Cicero's

nature view of the 8£sis (Inst.Or.,3,5,15-15).
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be trained by this method (0Or.,46}.Ad Juint.Fr.3,3,%k;. . in

the Partitiones Oratoriae and Topica, Cicero discussed

’

divisions »f the ¢:tr+ and how to deal with them.

In The Partitiones Ovatorise{ 62ff.) he gives two

main divisions, that of knowledge (theoretical) and that

of action (practical).—18 The former is subdivided into

1<

an sit, quid sit, gquale sit,™” the latter into ad

persequendumn aliquid aut declinandum and gquod ad aligquod

commodum uswaoue referatur, also into what instruots. aboit

duty or calms or arouses enmnotions. This classificatioﬁ
is repeated with no major differences in'theaTcE’éa(?foJ.2O
Whereas Hermagoras had restricted the orator to
practical &isrts, Cicero, although stressing ethical
guestions (De Q;.,B,‘30,120)21 and expressing his
admiration for political philosophers who gave proof of
their wisdom through éctioq (De Or.,3,15,56), later
claimed all philosophy as necessary for the orator (0Or.,

16; cf. Quintilian, Inst.Or.,l,prf.,16f7.). 1In the

lng. Aristotle, Top.,1,1l04b, but comparison with
Cicero cannot be taken far here (see the examplesj.
Cicero may have learnt of this division through some
philosophy handbook. See Throm, 81-82, a&nd 138.

19These are the same as the three chief status or
baseg, coniecctura, finitio; gualitas, which were apnlied
to VUxois after Hermagoras, who had four status, namely,
coniectura, proprietas, translatio, gualitas (Juintilianm,
Inst.0r.,3,6,55) . See Throm, 139ff.

201bid., 142.

3
2'Cicero holds that these should belong entirely
to the orator.


http:J�i�>f.tS

132

Partitiones Oratorise (62ff.) he includes theoretical

guestions, such as verine sunt sensus, which he had

earlier left to the philosopher (De lgz.,l,é,S).zz
Cicero was, however, particularly interested in
practical Zéweis in oratory. 23 He stressed the import-
ance of general questions because they allowed greater
freedom of oratery in argument, manner and style, and
helped the jurors reach a verdict through showing general
truths behind specific questions (De Or.,3,107,120ff.; Or.
IASff.,l25ff.; Part,.0r.,104). Entire cases could depend

on a o (Qg.,lZSff.)ZAwhlch is pars causae {an intrinsic

25

element of a lawsuit)(Top.,80).
nlfhouah the practical G was used as a

progymnasna, it appears from Quintilian and later

writers that Cicero was not successful in advocating

theoretical €<ocis for the orator {cf. Angustinus, 139

Halm) .20

22For other examples, see De Or.,3, 29,113; Top.,.

g2.

23See Reichel, 102. Cicero found comfort in
practising such Cireis in March, L9 B.C. (Ad Att.,9,4; cf.
nd Att.,9,9,1;.

zth Qulntllkan, Inst.Or.,3,5,9ff., with Adanmietz!®
aote on 3,5,10.

25Sihler, 29L, gives examples from Cicero's
speeches. = Cf. Inst.Or.,2,4,24 and Spalding's note ad loc.

253¢e pp.133, 135.
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Definition and Division of &iss in Quintilian and

the Progynnasmatists

In Book 2 of the Institutio Oratoria, Juintilian

does not give any division of &&= , and theoretical
gquestions of definition and classification are for him

no concern of the student at the elementary level; The
examples which he gives are practical Géeeis (Inst.Or.,
2,L,24-25), so that the young pupil will not he concerned
with abstract phiiosophical Géoeis . @uintilian confirus

that general questions belong to the orator (Inst.Or.,

2,21,22).

Book 3, which is intended for the more advanced
stndent, contains a clagsification, and a definition, namely
that indefinite questions are those handled without specific

reference to versons, time, place and the like (Inst.Or.,

3,5,5).27 guintilian notes that writers have used various

terns for an indefinite question - the Greeks 8éms , Cicero

28

propositun, some authors cuaestiones universales civiles,

cthers questions suitable to the philosophers, Athenaeus

27As in Part.Or.,61l, the omission of certis leads
to some varueness.  See »., 1303 ¢f. Throwm, 106.  For
discussion in later authors, see Augustinus (139ff. Halm):
#artianus Capella (454,17f£f, Haln); Excerpta 2hetorica
(585,17ff. Halm); Isidore (515,10ff. Halm).

2 8 ~ 3 .
8.8., TOMTIKK YnTauara (Hermagoras). See
Throm, 89ff. S
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29

[
Lars causae,

P ety

He does not discuss these designations.

In classifying the #ims(Inst.Or.,3,5,6), he does
not include all Cicero's divisions, but following the

Partitiones Oratoriae (62) and Topica (81), he has two

kinds - of knowledge, such as an prouidentia mundus
30

regatur, and of action, such as an accedendum ad rem

[ sl ey

publicam administrandum (c¢f. Cicero, De 0r.,3,29,112;

Top.,82; Theon, Sp.2,123,7ff.).°Y The first kind iavolves

three questions, an sit, quid sit, quale sit (c¢f. Part.Or.,

62; Tovp.,82), the second, how to obtain power and how to
use it (cf. Part.Or.,63).

The progymnasmatists define 8%, as a verbal
investigation or debate of a general question (Theon, 3p.
2,120,13-14 Hermogenes, R.24,2-4; Aphthonius, R.41,13-1k;
Nicolaus, B.71,1ll; cf. Doxopater, W.2,539,14ff.; 540,
11£f.). They give as the difference between OQ<ois and
Sélesis that 98- doés not relate to particular
circumstances (ﬁ£€,¢ricsﬁ; ) (Theon, Sp.2,120,13ff.;
Hermogenes, R.24,2ff.; Aphthonius, R.41,22ff.; Nicolaus,

s’

F.71,1281.) . Tre0ivTauS means a concrete,
3

29And Theodorus ridihaiey v {amloses {Theou, Sp.
2,120,19). Cf. Cicero, Part.QOr.,9,61l; Top.,80. See
Adamietz' note on Inst.Or.,3,5,5; Throm,11.9-120.

305ee Spalding's note ad loc. This example is
developed by Thecn, Sp.2,126,3fT.

R . o
3 Quintilian's examples are practical Ceres
especially those involving comparison. They are found in
other authors (Cousin, Etudes sur Quintilien, 116, n.4).
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A}

individual, particular circumstance {Anhthonins, R.41,22f.;
T » -~ - 32 4
Nicolaus, ~.71,18ff.}). A 82415 may, however, have

/ - ] . + L]
trgpiotons of a general kind (that is, no svecific rerson
. . oy~ rd 2
is mentioned), for example, ¢ Baowda yxumrtov | gl

> . 33
codos  TonTedetx (cf. Inst.Or.,3,5,16).

Despite differences in the explanation of the

34

terms, they divide the ©0%sis into two kinds, practical
or political, for examnle, Qz‘w%KﬂﬂéDV, ¢! TevoTeoy 5 EC
reioTéov  {Aphthonius, R.41,16-17), which belong to
rhetoric, and speculative, theoretical or natural Bioers ’
such as gl G&uwxmn8%s 6 D&vaés (Aohthonius, R.41,19;
Nicolaus, #.76,18), which belonz to philosophy (Theon,
Sp.2,121,6ff.; Hermoszenes, 1,25,8-10; Micolaus, F.76, 18-

23; Loxopater, W.2,542,19ff,;3chol, in Ar-hthonium, W.Z,

l"

663,22F£,) .77 Rractical-ééfas are questions of practical
ethics hﬂving reference to a deed (Theon, Sp.2,121,8-9;
Hermogenes, R.25,11-12; licolaus, F.76,20-23), and they
fall within common considerations (Hermogenes, R.25,4; cf.

Priscian, 559, 1Off. Halm). A4s Telimwdés nay also mean

32Especially a person (Philostratns,VS,l,p3,1 Kayser).

335¢e Theon's exanvles, 3p.2,123,7; 128,5; 61,6ff.;
cf. Inst. CI.,3 5,16. See Throm, 107 inlchnl 107-108,
fails to 05 cserve the difference betueen ﬁngmXeLY%Mq;aov
and an C-toni cducenda uxor.

Bh)ep Thron, &6, Vlctorlnus has the some division
(176, LfL. Halm) . TrﬂCthul Ofois is either civil or noral
(270 Halm)

, 35Aﬂlstotle, Tsn,.,105b, divides vroblems into nBusks ,
Aoy iRKS | puTinis sthica 1.-73honld one obey parents or the
laws?, lo~1cal-"Is knowledece of contraries the sane or
not 7" ; Lh351ca14~“Is the universe eternal or not?".
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"of the citizens'", such Béony often involve the good of
the city (Aphthonius, R.41,16-18: Doxopater, W.2,5L2,27-"
28).36 Theoretical "Y<s:., are completely speculative
(Aphthonius, R.41,18-19; cf. Theon, Sp.2,121,7}, and may
be peculiar to a certain field of knowledge, such as
natural science (Hermogenes, R.25,5-8; Doxopater, W.2,

27

5,2,29FF.) 7 Theon differs from the other progymnasma-

o~/
T

tists in claiming that theoretical =woxi¢ , although more
the sphere of philosophers, may be treated by orators
nsing the topié¢s derived from practical (ises (Sp.2,121,
D]
11-14), and he shows how to do this on the theme &:
— — e
Moo= T Ceok ov «siae  (Sp.2,126,3fF.). He also
divides <+ into simple (&uAxl ) and connected
a' ’ - ), —_ "_ ¢ -? N oL )\Q_‘—
(@ch%kﬂx{u,u\ }, for example, siYmTeV and £ HXOVEL
\q;arrgew (Sp.2,128,nff.; cf. Inst.Or.,3,5,8). Hermogenes
R . . /ar s
has three kinds, simple, relative and double{sti A Xt
NN — {( T \ Ioc!'\(c —— C.\ .6 TT)\ ‘f) o’ . A__};_« . o
Keliod 7 TESS T ""{/L“."’" b ka,% ALY ), calls €. 5)‘}-1! L (l}i/l&ﬂ (€ 4
) A é
relative and gives as an example of double £i «iAyTzoV

!c;}v%c-v“fj\ “{"-;u’f’Y"’]ré;:«'(R-25;§6=2i; Doxopater, 1'1-2,5h3,llff.).38

36For examples, see Bonner, 2L, -under the headinss
Law and Government, Lian and his social duties, Questions of
averyday Life. :

37Ib1d under The Universe 2nd its Problens,
Questions of AbStraCt Thought. flost examples of €icis
originated in philosophy. See Reichel, 104-105; Bonner, 5.

8’“he double §%4ms , which involves a comparison, 1is
favoured as a prohymnasma by Quintilian (Inst.Or.,2,4,24-25).
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The €s015 is different from the progymnasnatic
comilonplace {Kowos Témos )} in that now the student is not
argning from an admitted fact (duoroyolusvov ) but presents
a theme based on a disputed question (xudePnroluevov )

{Theon, Sp.2,120,16-17; Hermogenes, R.25,13-15; liicolaus,
F.75,15-18). The comrionplace does not adnit disoute since
ce s . o . - . 9
it is an amplification of a common aualiity, usually a vice:

The €¢ois is the first procvunasma to allow treatment from

two sides {Aphthonius, R.42,6-7; cf. Hermozenes, R.26,7;
Hicolaus, F.74,L).ho Theon considers that the Hisis
persuades, while the kuwos Témos brings punishment, and
that the 1dmes is for court and the ©fos for the citizens
(that is, deliberative or epideictic oratory) (Sp.2,120,
20-2&).41 The deliberative nature of the ©ésms 1is
stressed by llicolaus, who says that it is not, like the
commonplace, designed to move in a forensic setting, but
to nake 2 case in a symbouleutic setting (F¥.75,18-20).

It is not concerned with a person like the Koivos Tomos

12

but examines an aperistatic case situstion (F.75,21%f.).

39 ee pp. 118£F.

On. , .

4O0¢icero (De Or.,3,27,107) held that a woivos Tées
could be oven to two-way argunent. The term had now
become more specialized, as applied to the prooymrazma.

bloicero did not agree. See p. 132,

, thf."Quintilian, Inst.Or.,3,6,57 oun the'ﬁpwgﬂrnﬂ%
8écis of Hermagoras.
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YT

~

Apart from indicating that practical
involving comparison provide the most attractive and
abundant practice in speaking (Inst.Or.,2,4,24-25),
Quintilian does not say how to teach them in the schools.
The progymnasmatists, except Nicolaus, use telik heads
similar to those for other exercises, such as the
necessary, beautiful, expedient, pleasant (Theon, Sp.2,
121,18-20), the just, possible, proper (Hermogenes,
R.26,1-2), lawful (Aphthenius, Rik2;10), and.
refutation would be from the opposites (Theon, Sp.2, 121,
21; Hermogenes, R.26,6-7). Theon adds topoi under each
of his four heads (Sp.2,121,24ff.). Aphthonius
considers that the liais requires an 5¢ob;$ or subtle
approach, which was used in difficult situatio'ns,h6 in
place of the usual T?SOLHC* (R.42,8-9). Since Nicolaus
considers that the exercise is more deliberative than
epideictic, his €276  folloﬁs a different pattern and is
rather a discussion of advantages and disadvantages with

example and argument (F.72ff.).

4&f. Auctor ad Herennium,l,6,5ff,, with Caplan®s
note ad loc.
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The Position of the 8io1s in the Roman Rhetorical
Schools

Declamabat autem Cicero non quales nunc controversias
dicimus, ne tales quidem, gquales ante Ciceronem dicebantur,
guas thesis vocabant (Seneca, Controv.,1l,prf.l2}.

This sentence from Seneca the Zlder has caused
difficulties, particulariy in regard to the position of
the Bésis in Roman education and the developrient of the

L1,

controversia.

Seneca 1s saying that Cicero's declama-

tions were different from those of his own time

L5

- / -
{controversiae) and from the Bsveais used before Cicero.

He does not say thst the 805 was the only rhetorical
exercise before Cicero, nor that the 6éms disappeasred

completely with the rise of the controversia.

Clarke has arcsued that the Oéois was never

L6

important in rhetorical education. I must, however,

hhThis discussion will naturally be more coucerned
with the Géeos | See Li. L. Clarke, "The Thesis in the
Roman Rhetorical Schools of the Republic™, €Q L5 (1951),
159-166; E. il. Jenkinson, "Purther Studies in the Curciculum
of Roman Schools of Rhetoric in the Republican Period™, 30
31 (1955), 122-130: L. A. Sussman, The Elder 3eneca as a
Critic of 2Qhetoric {(Diss.: Chapel Hill, 18G9). -

h50n the difference between the old and new
declamation, see Bonner, 25-26; Jenkinson, 123; Sussman, 17.

héCf. Jenkinson, 124ff.; Throm, 80; Xroll, "Rhetorik?®,
RE, Supp.7,1094.
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take issue with hinm on certain points.h7 He claims that
the antiaui and veteres who, accordinz to Quintilian, used
general themes such as Dfoxis as the basis of rhetoriczl
training (Inst.Or.,2,1,9; 2,4,41-42), were probably men of
the Roman Republic, including Cicero. I an not convinced
by his arguwaents on this point,hg and think that the
antioui were Romans before Cicero, as supported by
Quintilian's reference to Plotius Gallus as the founder

of declamation at Rome (gggg.gg.,z,a,qz).49 Quintilian
would then azree with 3eneca that declaization appeared

at iome in Cicero's youth and that the Bims was used

< T

before that.

N .

Further discussion arises from the following

passage of Suetonius:

gquaedan etiam ad uswa cormmunis vitae instituta tum utilia
gt necessaria tun perniciosa et supervacanea ostendere,
saepe fabnulis fiden firmare ant demere quod genus thesis

et anasceuas et catasceuas Graecl vocant: donec sensin haec
exoluerunt et ad controversiam ventum est (De Gramm.,25,5).

17
*/Sussman, 13ff., criticiges other points.

ct

““Clarke, 160. As he points out {(n.5), sometimes
Quintilian includes Cicero among the ancients and at other
tires he does not. Also Quintilian does not accept that
Demetrius invented declamation {Inst.Or.,2,4,41).

AQCicero also may have named Plotius as the founder
of declamation (in the lost Letter to Titinnius, cf.
Suetonius, De Grarm.,20). Another theory (Jinterbotton,
155-156) that the anticui were ancisant Greeks is not
supported by Inst.Or.,2,4,41-42 and 2,10,1, nor by Seneca.
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Suetonius seens to refer to the Béﬂs,Atogether

with other procyvmnasnata. But what does thesis mean in

this passage? Robinson takes it as an accusative
. . ; ; 0
referring to quaedan etiam ad usum ... ostenaere.5 These

- R - . /
words, however, co not accurately describe Bes=is , and

seen rather to apply to praise and denunciation of laws.

. . cae 51 .
Thesis seems instead to be zenitive’" and used in a general

. / /
sense referrins to &NMYﬂﬂ and KXTaoKeuy of fables, thus:

"this kind of theme the fGreeks call dvaoweus andrmauamwﬁ."sz

In this case, Suetonius does not mention the progymnasna

Bésis at all. Even if he does, I cannot see any great
discrepancy between his statement and those of Seneca and
Quintilian. We know that Cicero used both €éses and declam-
ations {Tusc.,1,4,7; Ad Att.,9,4; Brut.,310; Quintilian, Inst

Or.,10,5,11), and the presence of the ®ns in Quintilian and

50

51u. Bruznoli, C. Suetoni iranqullll nraeter
Caesarun Libros Jelionize {Leinzigz, 1963), gives the nann-
script reading 6isis. for many oqwallels of such a genitive
rendzred in Latin bv the endine -ig, 23 in thesis, see Neue-
Wagner, Formenlehre der latelnlschen Sprache(Lelpz;g,LQOZ L55

o]

°*3ec Reichel, 130; J. C. Rolfe, Suetonius, vol.?
(London, 1965), 439. A progymnasmatic 6¢s1s is, in fact,
an &vaoksvq and kxTaoxevq of a theme or "thesis" of a
general nature (c¢f. Hicolaus, F.75,13).

See Robinson's ncte ad loc.; cf. Clarke, 16L.

—
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later writers (for example, Isidore, 514,2ff. Halm), shows
that it never disappeared altogether.53
Certainly, the C2si. seems never to have been the

Sk

major exercise in rhetorical education. Hermagoras had
to claim it for rhetoric in the second century B.C. The

Academics and Peripatetics, who began teaching rhetoric

at Rome in Cicero's vouth, assizned Givis to philosophy and

declamation to rhetoric (Cicero, Tusec.,2,9; De Or.,3,28,

110). BIsiy  is excluded from the Rhetorica ad Herennium

and the De Inventione, while particular themes like those

of the controversia are included (Anctor ad Her.,%,13,23;

De Inv.,2}50,148}2° Cicero said-that. none before him had
been able to move from the specific to the general (Brut.,
322; c¢f. Or.,45), and that he had been brousht up on the

declamation of particular themes (Ad Quint.Fratr.,3,3,4}.

Since Cicero's nephew was declaiming at thirteen years, it
seems likely that early specialization was causing less

time to be spent on the progymnasmata even in the schools

56

of the crammatiei. Yet even if the O¢nis was only one

530n the meaning of exolierunt, see p.1l0., Even

"~ Seneca (Contr.,7,4,3) shows that the kéﬂxwas practised or
still familiar. The moral treatises of the Younrer Seneca
are like Z¥mis See also Bonner, 1ll.

Shsee Clarke, 161ff.; Throm, 8&0.
553¢e Marx, 102ff.; Bonner, 27.

56The usual age for starting rhetoric was about
fifteen years. See p.9, n.33.
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of the elementary exercises, it did not vanish.57

What of the early inportance in rhetorical
education which Seneca, possibly Suetonius, and Quintil-
ian appear to assign to the “éois 2 And did the

controversia develop from the C&ric ? Quintilian (Inst.

Or.,2,4,25) shows how easily a ${v$ could be changed to
a suasoria by adding a particular person, and if cther

specific circumstances were added, a controversia would

result. Bonner denonstrates that similar subjects to
those of the (fo's appeared in declamations under the
Empire.s8 It seems likely, therefore, that the themes

~ f
of the controversizewere influenced by the w=uts . On

the other hand, declamation appeared at Rome early in
the first century B.C., if not earlier?9 while the Sdo
in the rhetorical schools had been and remained simply
one of the prelininary exercises. Seneca's statement,
if it means that first there was “:7; , then declamation,

6

is an oversunpllflcatlon.O Sussman rightly criticizes

é7See PP. 141-142.
SSBonner, 10.
593ee p.2 ; Jenkinson, 124; Clarke, 161.

60H9 may have confused the more important philos-

ophic ¢ime with the rhetorical ¢£n: (Sussman, 16-17), or
he may have tried to impose a pattern of development whnre
there was none (cf. Philostratus, V3,1,n.3 Kayser). 3ec

also A. Gwynn, Zoman ddwcatlon from Cicero to Quintilian
{Oxford, l9°o) 16LET,
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the arguments of Jenkinson and Clarke in discreditin

yg

Seneca's statement, and points out that they do not

explain the passages frow Quintilian satisfacﬁoriiy?l Clarke

63

and Jenkinsomn

62

¥

may be correct, however, in seeing Cicero's
influence in Seneca and Quintilian, for Cicero thought
that all particular questions can be referred to the
generalfﬂ*and that general questions were part of the
original education before Socrates (De Or.,3,16,60-61},
that is, before the separation of philosophy and rhetoric.
Seneca and Quintilian wonld then, in their dissatisfaction

with the present education, idealize the past and give the

J¢51s  a more important role than it had ever enjoyed.

Usefulness of the Tixe

Even if the {<us was merely a preliminary exercise

it was valuable. As a progvmmasma, the L{5s was

of ccurse an exercise in composition and not practised

65

for its philosophic value. Yet it was useful for
epideictic and deliberative oratory and all parts of a
speech (kicolaus, F.76,3=17), because every particular

case contains a general gquestion (Cicero, Brut.,322;

618ussman, 13£F.
6251arke, 165-166.
63Jenkin$on, 128-130.
6hsce pp.123, 132.

65cicero claimed the Gfsis for argument not

matter {Victorinus, 176,9-10 Halm).


http:value.65

145

Quintilian, Inst.Or.,3,5,9ff.; Martianus Capella, L54,
30-32 Halm).66 A general éuestion could be used for
elaborating a case and for showing the truth about
particular circunstances (Cicero, Cr.,45; Quintilian,
Inst.Or.,10,5,12j. The practice of disputing on both
sides of a question approaches very closely to forensic
cases (Inst.Or.,12,2,25). In addition, the suasoria or
deliberative declamation, which was popular uncder the
Empire, developed from the “i~is {Imnst.Or.,2,4,25). A
snasoria was a ©-7: with a particular person added, for
example, should Cato marry? (lggg.gg.,3,5,8).67 The
influence of &i-r-.s , such as, should a son obey his
father in everything, also appeared in the themes of

controversiae, the declamations on fictitious cases.

68

Bouner gives many examples from Seneca's Controversiae.

Al . .
The 2:ims remained a school exercise for
centuries. It was retained in the Byzantine syllabus
when other progymnasmata were remcved, and appeared in

an English grammar school of the seventeenth century.69

663ee p.123. Kroll, RE, Supp.7,1095, seems to
be wrong here. See Throm, 118; Sihler, 290.

674
68
6

ee Bonner, &-9.
Bonner, 6ff.
°b. L. clark, 133.



-

The influence of the vv<" was felt also in literature,

both ancient, especially the Tusculan Disputatiopns of
70

Cicero and satire, ” and more recent, such as Shakespeare!

71

Sonnets. The €75 in literature may have been

effected partly through popular philosophy, but was also
72

the result of rhetorical studies.

7035¢e Reichel, 106-107; Throm, 187.
7lp. L. clark, 206.
72 phrom, 155.
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CHAPTER SEVEN

Praise and denunciation of laws was placed last
among, the eleméntary rhetorical exercises because it was
the most difficult and complex (QJuintilian, Inst.Or.,2,4,33;
Theon, 35p.2,65,22). In fact, it was not always included
(Hermogenes, .26,11; Aphthonius, R.46,20}.

Although there are examples of praise and
denunciation of laws at a generalized level in Greex
orators such as Antiphon and Lysias,l no evidence exists

to show that the prosyrinasma was used before the first

century A.D. It is true that analyses of laws in some
types of foreusic cases (vounx €yrmuat. ), under the
headings letter and spirit of the law, conflicting laus,
ambizuity, definition, and analogy, are found in the Auctor
ad Herennium (1,11,19£f.) and CGicero (De Inv.,2,L0,116£f.),%
bui these discussions belong to the Hermagoritic oTEG1S

3

doctrine and are too advanced for elementary exercises.

Quintilian and the progymnasnatists demonstrate

l 7 3 0 . il "
See Radermacher, Artiun Scriotores, 76-77; Plobst,
Auxesis, 29-30.

, zAuctor ad Herennium also includes translerence
(ustaAngis ). The Tive bases (owrdostis } ziven above also
occur in Quintilian (Inst.Or.,7), and probably oriszinated in
Hermazoras along with certain examples. See Katthes,
"Hermagoras von TennosY, Lustrum .3 (1958), 182-186.
ihether_uet\Mers was a sevarate owdois or not was much disputed
(ef. Inst.0r.,3,6,68) so that Hermasoras' position is uncleagy
but uarlypyis occurred in relation to bothwohirid  and vepuss.

Quintilian says that qg?stions of letter and sgﬁrit
, .

occurred ia schools(lInst.Or.,7, but omits them from
147 | |
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which questions concerning laws are suitable for treatment

as prooymnasnata. Ounintilian declares that guestions

regardinz whether the mover is legally in a position to
propose a law, and whether the pronosal is itself legal,
which are also involved in the ordois doctrine,h are not
snuitable for the elementary rhetorical exercises, which are
not concerned with particunlar persons, times and cases
(Inst.Or.,2,4,35-20; cf. Hermogenes, R.26,14fF.).
Aonhthonins agrees with Quintilian on this point, since he
calls praise or denunclation of a law more than a B&ns and
less than an,éﬂééam; because the vnerson introduced is not
well-known and the circumstances are not clearly presented
(R.L7,1-6). Like the Koives Trmos , this exercise deals
with general questions, but itldiffers in that here there is
still dispute about facts, whereas in a comnonplace they are
taken for granted (Nicolaus, F.77,12-15).

Quintilian says that praise or denunciation of a law

is like a suasoria (deliberative) or controversia (forensic)

depending on the law of the particular state. He claims
that in Greece the proposer of a law svoke before a judze,
while in Rowme acceptance 91 rejection of a law was urged
before a popular assembly (iggg.gg.,2,h,33). In either

case, he says, only a few certain arzuments are available,

hThese are questions‘of,uami%qw‘g. See p. 147, n.2.
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5

for example, that there are also three ¥inds of law,” sacred
public and private, This division can be used in praise of
a law, which may be defended by gradations, first because it
is law, secondly because it is orivate, thirdly since it is
for religion (Inst.Or.,2,L4, 3)—3A) But where cases allow
saething to be said on both sides, then this something is
applicable to all types of law (lﬁgﬁ,gg.,Z,h,Ba);7

Questions which Quintilian considers suitable for
elenentary school exercises as well as real life (uero

fictooue certanine) concern either the words or matter of

the law, not involving persons tines and cases (Inst.Or.,2,
L,36-37). Questions about words turn on ambiguity and
clarity (7o sw¢és ) (Inst.Or.,2,4,37; c¢f.7,9; Theon, Sp.2,
129~130).8 Those about matter involve whether the law is
consistent (7¢ éviydwﬁEV) or should be retrospective or

applied to individuals.(Inst.Or.,2,4,37). Other

5W1nterbott0u, in his note ad loc., discusses
proposed emendatlons but retains et genera, which stresses
that laws, in addition to differing in tne way they are
nade, differ also in kind.

615 Quintilian indicates, sacred law was really part
of public law. See A. H. J. Greenidge., The Lesal Procedure
of pLCG;O’ Time (ilew York, ‘1971}, 37,. On ins scrintun

and ius non scrintul (1us cormmune), see J. V. C. Turnser,
Ihtrodaiction to the Study of Ronan Private Law (Cambridge,
1953), €5

7See Spalding's note ad loc.

81 have inserted Greelt terms when the discussion of
the progymnasnatists turus upon similar issues. See pr.150-L
See Lana, Quintiliano, il "Sublime" e =li "Esercizi
Preparatori?’ di mlio Teone, LL7<if., for similarities in the
discussions of ambiguity of “ulnblllan and Theon.
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gquestions are whether the law can be criticized in whole

or in part (cf. Inst.Or.,2,4,39; 7,1,49; Theon, Sp.2,128,

29), and whether it is valid in perpetuity, which 1is not
suitable for an elementary exercise since it depends on
special circumstances and not general characteristics of
a law (Insi.0r.,2,4,40).

According to Quintilian, the questioﬁ which is of
nost general application is whether the law is right or
expedient (lggg.gg.,2,4,37).9 He includes under right all
qualities such as justice, piety, resligion (Inst.Or.,2,4,38).
Justice (*® Slwsiov ) includes discussion of the acts and
suitable punishment or reward. Expediency Gﬁlaﬁyqn¥uv}
is determined sometimes by the nature of things, sometimes

by circumstances (Inst.Or.,2,%4,39; cf.12,1,41). There is

also the question whether the law can be enforced, that is,
whether it is possible (4o Suvtéy ; Demosthenes, In Tim.,24,68).
Guintilian's issues gather around the telik heads,10
variations of which are used by ﬁhe prozymnasmatists. For
attacking a law, Theon has, after the introduction, the
headings the ambiguous, impossible, unnecessary, opposite,

unjust, worthy, inexpedient, shameful (Sp.2,1_29,7-10).l1

9That is, a question of quality'(ﬁbugqu}
{Inst.Or.,3,6,36 and k1), and so the telik heads may be used.

1OZ‘-Ihen discussing laws Cicero includes the sxpedient,
honourable, necessary, lawful, possible (De Inv.,2,40,116£1.), .

11, . . - . sy s
Theon discusses the ambignous in detail, and it is
possible that in the part of this chapter missing from the
Greek he discusses the other heads. See p. 25.
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Hermogenes includes the evident, just, expedient, possible
and prover (R.27). Following the exordia and argument fron
the contrary, Aphthonius uses the headings the lawful, just
expedient and possible (R.47,11-15), the same as those
employed for 8%¢is {R.42,10). Nicolans says that the only
difference in the telik heads in this exercise will be in
their order (F.77,16ff.), and that the exercise is like a
forensic speech in its exordia, debates and epilogues (F.79,
1-2; cf. Doxopater, W.2,555,27}.

The exercise is congerned with attacking or
defending a law when it is being proposed, or when it has
been proposed and is being discussed, or when it is already
established (Theon, Sp.2,128,26-27; Aphthonius, 2.47,7;
Nicolaus, F.?S,lO—lh).l2 The praise or criticism of a
provosed law does not seem a very usefnl exercise in view
of the limited scope available to an orator in political
life under the Empire (Tacitﬁs, Dial.,36ff.), and judging
from Aphthonius' examples.{(R.L7ff.), fictitious or archaic
laws were the basis of school exercises. On the other hang
established laws could'still be discussed in the many court
cases open tc the orator, and guintilian indicates that

this was common practice(Inst.Or.,7,L1,47;. c1.dlc01aus, 731

ducation, 206, is
lating to the

~
17 “Clark, Rhetoric in Greco-Roman E
incorrect about this as on other noints re
prosynnasmnata.,

13See E. P. Parks, The Zoman Rhetorical Schools as
& preparation for the courts unde; the early Emnire (Balti-
more, 19L5), 13-60.
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The chief use of the exercise would be in deriving general
telik arsuments wiich could be used about laws that had
already been passed and affected the case at issue.
Everything of a more complex nature would be left for

14

later training by the rhetorician.’

L1 v o . s s
I*Advancea discussions on the letter and spirit of

the law also occurred in schools (Inst.Or.,7,6). On the
knowledse of law reouired by the orator uunder the Emvire,
see Parks: A.Gudeman, Corneli Taciti Dialogus de Oratoribus,
;gcg?d edition (Leipzig and Zerlin, 1914}, note on Dial.,

i, .




CONCLUSION

Having examined ezch of the prosymnasmasta

separately, we must now assess their value over all as
a progran of exercises, remembering that they were
intended to be elementary exercises in writing and
speaking, end finally sum up Quintilian's role in the
development of this program.

Quintilian is concerned solely with a rhetorical

education, and he obviously regards the progyrnasmata as

a very suitable basis on which to build a training in
rnetoric. These exercises, he says, involve matters

which are the special concern of oratory and typical of
actual legal ceses, such as narrztion, eunlogy, demunciation
and commonplaces (Inst.Cr.,2,1,10-12). Paraphrase fits
the student for other learning (Inst.Or.,1,9,3), while
enlogy (%Y&QFJOV) not only provides a store of knowledge
but also exercices the mind and forms the character (Inst.
O0r.,2,4,20). The Biss is useful for deliberative and
Judicial oratory, and leads to declamation, the most
important exercise in the Roﬁan rhetorical schools under

the Empire (Inst.Or.,2,4,24). The aetiologia, a type of

,
Xeeix, prepares the student for conjectural cases (Inst.

0r.,2,4,26), while praise and-denunciation of laus
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also leads on to declamation (Inst.0r.,2,4,33).

Quintilian'’s exercises are reasonably close to reality, for
examnle, kwuunzu{ and Kuxxﬁkunfshould involve historical
rather than poetic themes (Inst.Or.,2,4,18-19). He
¢pposcs display and stresses that the student should first
learn to speak correctly (Inst.Or.,2,4,17). He does not
give many rules and instructions, and appears content to
leave details of method to the tescher,

Like @uintilian, Theon emphasizes the importance
of preparation for speaking (Sp.2,59,1-11; 60,1-2), but

he also regards the progyrinasmata as a preparation for a

more general education, that of poets aud . jilstorisns as well
. as orators, because these exercises provide a store for

any kind of eloguence as well as moral training (Sp.2,70,
25-29; cf. Quintilian, Inst.Or.,2,.4,20; Hermogenes, R.1,
1-3). Zxercises such as narrvative, paraphrase, and

)&“/~ and Yiglv , which teacﬁ wise sayings as well as the
power of words, would be useful to all (cf. Sp.2,60,16-19;"-
62,1Cff.; Doxopater, W.2,248,14; 238,6; 296,19; Schol.ad

Aphthoniunm, W.2,588,11). In addition, Theon points out

the usefulness of all the exercises as rhetorical
training, for example, meﬂhiuﬁ/ and ﬁ%ﬁaJK£u4'reseMble
debating cases (Sp.2,60,%-~8) and comparison is found in
all types of oratory (Sp.2,60,31-61,5). Each part of

a speech is contained in the progymnasmata (8p.2,60).
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Nicolaus and commentators on Aphthoning also demcustrate
the value of these exercises for all varts of rhetoric,
especially forensic speeches (liicolaus, F.5,11-18 and
pessim; cf, Doxop-ter, W.2,78,3 and 15; 125).1 Rhetoric
is difficult znd must be approached gradnally by varts
(Nicolaus, F.1,16-2,10; 1,13-14).

Theon claims that the exercises are arranged to
form a grzded program (Sv.2,64,29-65,25; cf. Doxopater,
e2,138,16). This is true, oun the whole.? &Mxﬁwfpé
and Kerkawevs) of wTCes , Xpeik and §ivjymua , although
aprearing in his firstc chapters, are not to be practised
until near the end, just before the CEais (Sp.2,65,17~
21).3 zach exercise leads to the next, and they overlap
so that the student would not find everything in the new
exercise unfamiliar, and, as extra help, examples are
given for imit-tion (Theon, Sp.2,61,30; 71,1; 72,9ff).
The more difficult sxercises alsc follow similar topics.
The last two, Efa15 and Vé#ou dc¢op£ , aporoach real

speeches in their nanner of argument,

The other claims of Quintilian and the vrogymnas-

matists seen justified a2lso. Hearly all the exercises

AN

1See Reichel, 39.

?Ibid.,35-37.

3On, the order of the progymnasnzta, see pp.20£f.
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dealt with moral questions of virtue and vice and good and
bad citizenship, which helped to develop the virtues of
fortitude, justice, prudence and temperance in the pupils.

In addition, the orogymnasmata were of considerable value

for general training because the first exercises were not
only closely related to %he study of literature but were
also useful for practising correct speech and developing
mastery of langnage. In the more difficult exercises,
the student was prepared for invention and arrangement of
speeches., He looked for and examined all the topics of
argument and learnt to analyse the aspects of each type

L

of discourse. The progymnasmata did not aim to

£
encourage imagination and independent ideas.”  The

method of argument was more important than the subject,
and the pupil was concerned with general rather than
specific questions. He would, however, gain a command
of arguments and methods of amplification useful in
particular cases, and the ability to grasp the essential
question behind specific circumstances. Some material
used in the wcivds tewes and 9€aws could also be brought
out later in speeches. Moreover, the student followed
set patterns which provided a disciplined training and

instilled habits of thought helpful for an orator.

hThus, the wcivern Téwe, and €¢os were usefnl for
practice by the mature orator as well (Inst.Or.,10,5,11ff.).

5See Marrou, 241. A student in ancient times was
not expected to be original.
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Unfortunately, these set patiterns and rales,
althoush not so important in uintilian, becane uore
and more detailed and regimented in the »nrogymnasmatists.
Theon ¢omposed definitions and included systems of
classification. Hermogenes and Aphthonius devoted almost
all their attention to such rules. HNicolaus discussed
the respective merits of various systems. As a result,
oratory in «eneral tended to become stereotyped and
unimaginative,7 and literature to be ressrded as something
composed according to schemes.

Another disadvantage was that, due to imperial

absolutisn, the subjects of nrogymnasmata were not

drawn from contemporary cases, and also had to be
concerned with expediency rather than truth. They
therefore employed ancient and fictitious thenes, for
the most part, and became out of touch with reality,
for example, in the Konds Tomes  which influenced the

subjects of controversiae. The vnrogymnasmata were

6This wes a cheracteristic of declining sophistry.
See J. W. H., Walden, The Universities of Ancient Greece (llew
York, 1969), 203. Theon was interested in teaching method,
but this interest does not aprear in later vrogymnasmatists.

7See Harrou, 241; Baldwin, liedisevzl lhetoric and
Poetic, 38.

8See Saintshtury, 91, wuintilian's and Theon's
interest in style (Inst.Or.,2,4,3-14; Sp.2,80ff) also
disappeared in later writers. In particular, the encomi-
astic tonoi affected the pattern of other exercises and
contributed to their epideictic nature and the countinuance
of epideictic style in literature.
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certainly adequate as a »revaration for declamation, and,
as indic=ted 2bove, they swpplied a good prreliminary
training for rhetoric in general under the Zmnire.

The nrogymnzsmwata provide an interesting example

of the traditionalism of ancient and mediaeval teachers.
Sinilar rules and themes are found in Anaximenes, Aristotle,

Auctor 2d Hzrennium and Cicero, to mention only those

ancient authors whose rhetorical works have survived,

and such rules and themes were doubtless found in cother
lost hand-books. The rhetorical writers of the period of
the loman Enpire were, to a large extent, conmpilers fron

earlier sources, and because of them the progymnasmata did

not disappear with the rise of declamation. These exercises
were still collected and commented uron in the Byzantine
veriod, when they were probably the principal exercises in

9

s . 0w 2y )
composition. The Progynasuate of Hermogenes and Avh-

thoninus became the chief text-books 2f the thirteenth
century,lo and texts, both Greek and Latin, of Theon and
Libanins toszether, Hermogenes and Priscian together, and
Aphthonius, were common in the sixteenth and seventeenth
centuries, only disappearing whén composition of Latin
orétions ceased to be the chief aim of grammar school

11

. a . 7/
education.’ wome of the exercises, such as the yvauy

9See Walg, vols.1-2; M. L. Clarke, Hizher Education
in the Ancient Jorld, 134.

-

LOClarke 134, Hermogenes' rhetorigal works and Aphthoni-

us! Prqg?mnasmaté were important from the fifth ceutury. See n30.
‘ 5. 1. Clark, Rhetoric in Jreco-ioman Education,

180-181; F, R, Johuson, "Tuwo lenaissance LGXL-BOOKS OF

Rhetoric”, Huntin-oton Library .uarterly & {ausust, 1943),L28.
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. . . 12
and paraphrase, are still used in schools.
Quintilian was thereflore part of this tradition.

He drew on earlier sources, ol which one may have been

13

the Procymnasmata of Theon.’ His contribution lay in

setting down the prozymnasmata together as a program of

exercises, which had not been done before in Latin, as far
as we know, and in realizing and explaining their value
as a preparation for rhetoric at a time when they were

in danger of vanishing from Homan schools.

12D. L. Clark, "The Rise and Fall of Progymnasmata
in Sixteenth and Seventeenth Century Grammar Schools", Sii
19 (1952), 263.

13See .19,

AN
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ABBREVIAYIOI

Abbreviations of aneieunt authors and texts follow

the system of the Oxford Classical Dictionary? with these

exceptions and additions: .

Aristotle, Rhet. Ars Rhetorica
Auctor ad Her. Auctor ad Herennium
Cicero, De Inv., Or. De Inventione, Orator
Demosthenes, In Aristog. In Aristoseiton
In Timoc. In Tinocraten

Fronto, Ep.ad [i. Caes. Epistulae ad #Marcun Gaesaren
Isocrates, Adv.sooh. Adversns Sovnhistas

fvag. Evagoras

Panath. Panathenaicus
Macrobius, Somn.5cip. Commientarii in Ciceronis

Somnium Scipionis
Plautus, Aunl., Psend. Anlularia, Psendolus
Plutarch, De Stoic.renugn.De Stoicorun repugnantibus

Quintilian, Inst.Or. Institutio Oratoria .
Suetonius, De Grarm. De Grarmmaticis et Rhetoribus

Abbreviations of periodicals follow the system of

/ . . . A sy
the Année Philolo~sioue, with these exceptions and additions:

Archiv > Archiv fir Panyrusforschung
AS Auncient Society
Jahr.f.Class.Philol. Jahrbicher fiir Classische

" Philolocgie
NJEQP Neue Jahrbilicher fur Philolozie

und Paedasosik

Ph Philoloeous
RU - Revue Universitaire
SG Studium Generale
Woch.f.Klass.Phil. Wochenschrift fir Klassische

Philolozie
160
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These works of reference are abbreviated as follows:

REAC

Paulys Qeal anzclop&dle der classischen
Aitertumswissenchait. &dited by A. F. Pauly,
G. Wissowa, W. Kroll, and others. OStuttgart:
Metzler, Druckenmuller, 18%4-.

Reallexikon far Antike und Christentum.

Edited by Th. Klauser and others. otuttgart:
Hiersemann, 1950-.


http:Real-Enc;x:clo.ll

BIBLIOCGIAPHY

Anecient Sources -~ $ollective Jorks

Arnin, A. von, ed. 3tolcerun Teterum Frasmenta. Vol. 3.
Stuttgart: Teubner, 19%4.

Halm, K., ed. Rhetores Latini Iiinores. Leipzig: Teubner,

1863, -

Keil, H., ed. Grammatici Latini. Vol. 1. Hildesheim:
Olms, 19561.

flonroe, P., ed. Source BooX oi the Hlstoty of DZducation
for the 4reek anc ioman Period. Hew Jork: Macii:ian,

1906.

Pzaze, D. L., ed., Greek Literary Panyri. Vol. 1. London:
Heinenann, 1942. First printed in 1941.

Perry, B. E., ed. Aesonica. Vol. 1. Urbana: University
of Illinois Press, 1952.

Asbe, H.. sd. Proleronenocn Svlloce. Leipziz: Teubner, 193L

Radernacher, L., ed. Artiun Scrinto es (leste der voraris-
totelisechen Rhetori’j Osterre chische siacelie cer
Nissensckailr“, Fhilosoonhisch-nistorisdceilasse, 227,
no. 3. Vienmna: o0hrer, 195L.

Russ

1li, D. A. and ‘Jinterbotton, 1., edd. Ancient Literarv
riticism. Oxford: Clarendon, 1972.

Spengel, L., ed. Rhetores Sraeci. 3 vols. @rankfurt:
inerva, 1966J First printed, Lelpdig: Teubner, 1853-4

Sternbach, L., ed. Gnomologima Vaticanum. Berlin: De
Gruyter, 1863,

dalz, C., ed. Rhetores Graeci. 9 vols. 3Stuttgart and
Tubingen: Cotta, LB32-1836.

sieharth, Z., ed. Aus der zntiken.3chule: Szmalung
srieehischer: mexte auf Panvrus, golztafeln, Ustraka,
nizine Texte fur Jorlcsun;en uﬂc Uounrgen, no. O5.
Bonn: zrcus, 1613,

The editions of single authors most Pr@nuénuly
t

cited in the dissertztion are found in the Introduction.

162


http:fu'rvrJ\:f'J.rt
http:l\:aze:Jiec.er

163

Books and Dissertations

Appel, B. Das Bildunssideal und Erziehun~sideal
Quintiliansg nach der Institutio ¢ratoria. Uissertation:
Faaaich, 191L.

Archibald, Herbert Thompson. The Fable as a Stylistic Test
in Classical Greex Literature. Dissertation: Baltinorsg

1917,

Baldwin, Charles Sears. Ancient Rhetvoric and Poetic. New
York: Iaciiillan, 1924.

-------- . Medieval HWhetoric and Poetic. New York:
Maemillan, 1923, '

Barclay, Willien. fducational Ideals in the Ancient lorid.
London: Collins,( 196l. First printed in 1959.)

Barwick, K. RerpiusPalaemon und die ¥Smische Ars Gramnma-
tica. Leipziz: Dieterich, LOZR.

Beucel, Panl. Qua Zaticne Grzeci lLiberos docuering,
Bapyris, Cstracis, Tabulis in Aegypto Inventis illus-
tratur. Dissertation: inunster, 1911,

Boissisr, G. Tacitus and Gther Roman Studies. Translated
by W. G. Hutchison. London: (cnstable, 1906.

Bonner, S. F. Roman Declamation in the Late Republic and
Early Ewmvire. Liverpool: Uuniversity Press, L9309.
Pirst published in 1949.

> . /
Bornecque, Henrl. Les Déclarations et les déclamateurs
d'apres 3éndcue le Pere. Hildesheim: Oims, 1907.
First oublishea in 19027

ti . v A -

Buhring, 4. Untersuchunsen zur Anwendung, Bedeutung und
Vorgeschichte der Stoischen "numeri officii”.
Dissertation: hanmburg, 1960.

r
L

Burgess, T. CG. Epideictic

. Jdterature. DEsseriation:
Shicapo, 1902.

A3



http:Declanattl.on
http:Quintilie.ns

164

Cairns, Francis. Generic Comnosition in Jreek and Homan
Poetry. Hdinburgn: University Press, 1972.

Calboli, G. Stndi Grammaticali. Pubulicazion® dall’
Istltuto di Filolo~ia, no. 11, .Bologna: Istituto di

Filologia, 1962."

Caplan, Harry. Of Elocuence: Studies in Ancient and
liedizeval lhetoric. -dited by inne hKing and Helen
Worth. Ithecs: Cornell University Press, (L970)

Cepuz, Francesco Di. Sentenze e Proverbi nella tecnica
oratoris e lorc influenze sull'arte del veriodare.
= iy s . e IR < 7
ilaples: Libreria dcientirica zditrica, 19406.

Castle, £. B. iAncient Zducstion and Todsy. Harmondsworth:
Penouin Books, 1901.

Clarﬁ, Donald Leieng qhetoric in Grecc--oman Lducation.
Hew Yorlk: Columbia University Press, L957.

Clarke, I1. L. Zhetoric at lome: A Historical burvey
New %Prk: Barnes and joole, (L1963 [First published in
19534

-------- . Hizher Education in the Ancient Jorld. London:
Routledge, 1971. '

Cole, Percival RWchard, Later toman Education in Ausonius,
Martianus Canella and tne Theocosian Lode. .ew 10ri:
Colunbia University ‘teachers College, 1%909.

Cousin, Jean. Etudes sur Onintilien. 2 vols., Amsterdan:
Schippers, 1967. First published in 1935 and 1936.

Cucheval, Victor. Histoire de 1'éloauence romaine devnuis
la nort de Cicéron ,usqgu'® L'avenement Ge L'mi.pereur
Hadrien (43 2v.J.-C. - LL7 ap.d.-C.). Jol. 2. Paris:

Hachette, 1693.

Curtius, E. R. Buronean Literature and the Latin }liddle
Ages., Translated by 4. Z. Trask. London: doutledge,
19353 |

Dahlmann, H. Varrc und die hellenistische Snrachtheoris.
Problemata: Forschun=ssn zur klassischen Philslogie, no.Ah
Berlin: Weildwanu, 1932.

Ernesti, J. Lexicon Technoleociae Latinorum Rhetoricae.
Aildeshein: Olms, 1962. First published in 1797.

Fraustadt, George. Enconiorum in Litteris Graecis usque ad
Romanarl Astatem Historia. Dissertation: Leipzig, 1909.



http:Tb.eoC.os

165

Gerhard, Gustav Adeif. Phoinix von Xolophon. Leipzig
and Berlin: Teubner, 1909.

Gorler, . Mevoanpou Wiumer , Dissertation: Berlin, 1963.

Graves, Frank Pierrepont. A History of Educatioun before
the Middle Ages New York: Macmillan, 1909.

oD .

Greenidge, A. H. J. The Legal Procedure of Cicerc's Time.
New York: Augustus . kelly, 1971. [jwrst published
in 1901.) .

Gwyan, Aubrey. Roman Education from Cicero to Quintilian.
Oxford: Clarendon, 1926.

Haarhoff, T. J. 3Schools of Gaul: A Study of Pagan and
Christian Hducation in n the abt Century of the
Jestern Emnlre. Tohaave“bur dAlitwatersrand university
Press, 1953, LFirst puollshed in 1920,]

\ - . .
Hermann, Léon. Phédre et ses Fables. Leiden: Brill, 1950.

Hervienx, L. Les Fabulistes latins aevuls le siecle
d'Auouste jusaon’ s la fin du noyen-dze. “Jecond edition.
New York: Burt Franklin, (19654 First published in
1893-1869.

Hook, Larue van. The lietavhorical Terminology of Gresek
rhetoric and Literary Griticism. Dissertation:
Chicazo, 1905,

Hoppichler, Oscar Philin. Qe Theone Hernogene Aphthoniocue
Prozsymnasmatus Scriotoribus. Lissertation: WJhrzbuarg,

N oErer
LEsL .

Jehn, Peter. Toposforschung: eine Dokumentation. Vol, 10
of 3espnblica Literaria, editea by Joachim Dyck.
Frankfurt: ithenduna, 1972.

Jocelyn, H. D. The Tragecdies of Znnins. Cambridge:
University Press, 1967.

. D . /

Jullien, Emile. Les Professeuwrs de litterature dans
l'ancienne Rome et leur enseicneent Gemlis Llorizine
Jusgutd la nmort d'Augnuste. Paris: Lerousw, 1865,



http:Lffire.ry
http:Herma.nn

166

Kayser, J. De Veterun Arte Poetica Quaestiones Selectae.
Dissertation: Leinzig, 1906.

Kehding, Otto. De Panecyricis Latinis Capita fuattuor.
Dissertation: larburg, Ll&©

Kennedy, George A. The Art of Persuasion in Gresce.
London: Routlpdve,i;Qéjl

-------- . Ouintilian, New York: Twayne, 1969.

———————— . The Art of Rhetoric in the Roman Joirld (300 B.C.-
A.D. 320). Princeton: University Press, 1972.

Kidd, Douglas Alexander. Roman Attitudes to Education.
Christchurch: Classical Association, 1958.

Lana, Italo. guintilizuo, il "3Sublinme”" e gzl1i “Lsprc121
Preparatorl" di Zlio Teone. Vol. 3, no. 4,
PubollanLOUL aella Facoltd d¢i Letiere e fllOSOf]a.
Torino: University Press, 1G51.

--------- I Progimnasmi di Elio Teone. Volume Primo: La
utorla cel Testo. torino: Universita qi Torino racolta
Lettere e Filosofia Fondazione Parini-Chirio, 1959.

Laurie, 3. S. Historical Survey of Pre-Christian
Bdiucation.  London: Longmans, 1900.

Lavagnini, B. 3Studi sul Romanzo Greco. Ililan: Messina,

1950.

Leeman, A. D. Orationis Ratio. 2 vols. Amsterdam:
Hakkert, 1963.

Little, Charles Edgar. The Institutio Qratoria of
Quintilian. 2 vols. Nashville: George Pezbody
College for Teachers, 1951.



http:Preparatori.ir
http:Ouintilia�.10

167

Lorenzi, Attilio de. Fedro. Florence: La iHuova Italia,
1952

Marrow, Henri-Irénde. Histoire de L'éducation dans
l'antiounité., Second ~dition. Paris: Laitions du
Seuil, 1950.

~

— oD ool XL o

Fourth ddluvon., ParIS' De Boccard 1950.

. i1 - . . e .

Miller, L. Padasosik Plutarchs. Dissertation: ilanich, 1954

Navarre, Octave. Essal sur la rhétorique grecaue avant
Aristote. Paris: Hachette, 1900.

Keue-Jagner, Fr. Formenlehre der lateinischen 3nrache.
Third edition. Leipzig: Reisland, 1902.

Ngjgaard, ilorten. La Fable antiaue. Vol. l: La Fable
srecaue avant Phedre. Copenhazen: liyt Lordisk rorlag,
1964 .

Norden, Eduard. Die Antike Kunstnrcsa vom VI Jahrhundert
v.Chr. bis in die Zzelt der ilenaissance. Vol. L.
Leipziz and Berlin: Teubner, 1909,

Orinsky, Xurt. De illicolai hz;en51s et Libanii quae
feruntur Prooviinasmatis. AUszuc. Dissertation: Breslany
1920.

Parks, E. Patrick. The Roman Rhetorical Schools as a
Preparation for the Couris under the #arly sunire.
"he Johrs llonking University sStucies in Historical ana
Political Jcience, series 03, no.- 23] Baltimore: Johns
Hopkins Press, 1945.

Penndorf, Julius. Prosymnasmata. Rhetorische Anfanzs-
ubuaten der alten Griechen und R2onmer. Ostera:
lisupert, 1911,

Petit, Paul,  Les ftudiants de Libane. Paris: Nouvelles
Editions Latines, [1957].




168

" Pflngmacher, Irnest. Logcorum Communium 3vecimen.
Dissertation: Greifswald, 1509.

Pickard-Cambridze, A. W. Dithyramb, Tracedy and Comedv.
Second Hdition. Oxford: Clarendon, 1G0%.

{ - . . « s . . . ’ \
Plobst, Jalter. Die Auxesis (implificatio). Siudien zu
ihrer Entwicklune und Anwendunz. Dissertation: imnich,
1911,

Reichel, George. (uaestiongs Frosy:nasmaticae.
Dissertation: Leipzig, 1909.

Robins, R. H. Ancient and liediaeval Grarmatical Theory
in Burope. London: Bell, 1951.

Roger, kMaurice. L!Enseiznenent des lettres classicues
G'Aucone @ Alcuin. idildesneim: Olas, 1966,

Saintsbury, George. A History of Criticisn and Literary
Taste in Hurcne. Vol. 1: Classical and iediaeval
Criticism. [Jecond Edition) ZEdinburzn and London:
Blackwood, 1961. [First published in 19C0J

Schaefer, A. DLe Rhetoruw Praecentis guae ac¢ iparrationen
pertinent., Dissertation: Freiburg, 1920/1.

Schissel, 0. Die griechische Hovelle. Rhetorische
Forschungen, no.2. Halle: Niemeyer, 1913.

Striller, ¥. De Stoicorum Studiis Rhetoricis. Disserta-
tion: VWarsaw, l&o0.

Stroux, J. De Theophrasti Virtutibuns Dicendi. Leinzig:
Teubner, 1912.

Sussman, Lewis Arthur. The Elder Seneca as a Critiec of
Rhetoric. Dissertation: Chapel Hill, 1969.

Throm, Hermann. Die Thesis: Ein Beitras zu ihrer
Edstehune und Geschichte. dhetorische Studien -
vel. no.:17. Faderborn: Schbningh, 1932,

Trenkxner, Sophie. The Greel Hovella in the Classical
Period. Canmbridge: University Fress, 1953.

Turner, J. . Cecil. Introduction to the Study of Roman
Private Lav. Cambricge, Bowes and Bowes, L1953



http:Lon.cl.on
http:Greifsvm.ld

169

Volizmann, Richard. [ Die Rhetorik der Griechen und ?ower in
5YS tenthch er Ubersicht darcestellit. Leipzig: ! Teubner,
1.(3&):)0

Jalden, John W. H. The Universities of Ancient Greece.
New York: 3Scribner, L1909

N - i 5 .
Weber, L. Solon und die Schbofuncz des attischen Grabrede.
Dissertation: frankfurt, 1935.

Westerinann, Anton. Geschichte der Beredisanmkeit in
Griechenland und dom. Part L. Leipzig: Barth, 1833.

Wilkins, A. 5. Roman ¥ducation. Cambridge: University
Press, 1905.

Winterbottom, M. A Comnentary on Quintilian's Institutio
Oratoria Book II. GDissertation: Oxford, 196L. Unpublished.
- ADDENDA

Bardon, Henri. La Littérature latine inconnue, Vol, 1.
Paris: Klincksieck, 1952.

Giangrande, L. The, Use of Spoudaiogeloion in Greek and Roman
siterature. Studles in Classical therature, no.6. Hague,
1972,



http:Volkrn.?.nn

170

Articles

Alfieri, V. &. "La Pedagogla di Quintiliano™, Athenaeum,
L2 (1964), L00-415. T

Anderson, W. S. "Juvenal and Quintilian®, YC1S, 17 (1961),

1-93.

Barns, J. M"Literary Texts from the Fayum™, €@, 43 (1949),
123, _

m——————— . U"A flew Gnomologium: with some Renarks on Gnonic

Anthologies IIM, GO, 45, (L951), 1-19.

Barrick, K. "Die Gliederung der Harratio in der rhetorischen
Theorie und ihre dedeutum fir die Geschichte des antiken
Romans®, Hermes, 6L (1929}, 261-287.

Boissier, G. “Lfinstruction publicue dans l'enpire romain®
Revie des deu monéeg, (mars 1984}, 316-349.

Bolaffi, 4. M"™imintiliano Pedazozgista e ilaestroY, Latoius,

16 (1957), €43-65..

Boloznesi, G. "La tradunzione armena del Prosgymnasmata di
Blio Teone", parts 2 anc 3, RAL; L7 (1962, 211-257.

Bonner, S. F. '"Roman Oratery", in k. Platnauer, ed.,
Fiftv Years (and Twelve) of Classical acnolﬁr hin.
Second sdition. Oxford: BlacAwell 1504.

Brinixmann, A. "Aus dem antiken Schulunterricht™, i, 65
(1910}, 149-155.

Bury, . G. 2esview of H. 22be, Aphthonii Prosymnasuata,
Rhetores Graecei, vol., 10 (Leipziz, 1926). CR, L1
(1927), 150.

'.')7

Caplan, H. "”he Debay of Zloouence at Wwne in the First

Century A.D.", in Studies in Soeech and draus in Honor
ilexande? fro Druivionc. L Yorx: 2ssell anc

Russell, (L565) [Lirst ouoTLS ei in 1944, w»o. 295-325.


http:r:wnd.es

*-J

Clark, D. L. ™"The Rise and Fall of the Procoymnagnmata in

the 3ixteenth and 3eventeenth Century irammar Schools™,

Sk, 19 (1952}, 259-263.

Clarke, M. L. "The Thesis in the Ronan Rhetorical Schools
of the Republie”, Cg, 45 (1G51), 159-166.

Clarysse, .J. and Jouters, A. "A Schoolboy'!s Zxercise in
the Chester Beatty Library", i3, 1 (1970), 201-235.

Claussen, J. D. D. "juaestiones Quintilianae®, Jahr.l.
Class.Philol., 3Supp. 6, no. 2 {(1872-1873), 317-394.

Collart, J. "Paléuon et 1'lrs grasuotiga™, RPh, 12
{19358}, 225-238

Collart, P. ™"Les papyrus littéraires tatins®", RPh, 15
(1941) . 112-128. =

Colson, F. H. "The Grammatical Chapters in ZJuintilian -

I, b-8", Ccy, & (191L), 33-47.

———————— . "Phaedrus and Quintilian I,9,2%, CR, 23-{i919),
= ba
59“01 [
-------- . "Quintilian I,9 and the 'Chria' in Ancient

Education™, SR, 35 (1921), 150-15.4.

Qousin, J. Review of I. Lana, Ouintiliano, il "Subline® e

cli Esercizi Prenaratori® di .ilio teone (lforino, 19517.

Lustrui, 7 (1S62;, 505,

Crusinus, 0. "Aus antiken Schulb&chern", Pan, 64 (19035),
142-146.

Byre, J. J. "Roman Education in the Late Republic and
Barly Gmpire!, G2, 10 (1963), L47-59.

Focke, Fr. ™"Synkrisis?, Hermes 58 (1923}, 327-368.

Fritz, X. von. W"Education in Grammar according to

Quintilian®, AJPh, 70 (1949), 337-366.

Giangrande, G. "On the Oricins of the Greek Romance: the
Birth of a Literary Form®, Eranog €0 (1962), 132-159.

Graeven, H., "Die Prozymnasnata des licolaus", Hermes, 30

(1895), 471-L73.

t——i


http:Giangran.de
http:Cl&.ss.Phil.ol

172

uintilian and the Declamation®™, CiW, 19

——

Grube, G. iI. A. "Theodorus of Gadara”, AJPh, 30 (1959},
337-3065.

cqn , N L U, - oy -
Guillemin, A. "Cicéron et Juintilien®, REL, 37 (1959),
18L~1G.

Harvev, A. "Classification of Greek Lyric¢ Poetry", CQ,

L9 (1955}, 157-175.

Hudson, H. H. "Comvendium 2hetorices by Brasnus: A
Translation!, in 3tucies in Speech and Drame in Honor
of Alexander M. Drirmiond. Jlew fork: iusseLl and

§ﬁé§€ff}gﬁ§o§ﬁ]?i?§€ publisiad in 1944] , pp.326-340.

Jenkinson, E. . "Farther Studies in the Curriculum of
Romsn 3chools of 2hetoric in the Republican Period%,
80, 31 (1955}, 122-130.

-------- . "A Roman Approach to Education”, DUJ, 28
(1967), 125-130.

Jochnson, F. 2. "Two Renaissance Text-Books of Rhetoric:
Aphthonius' Prozvmnasnata and Rainolde's A Book called
the Foundazion ol Rhetorilke™, Huntinzton Libtrary
Quarterly, 6 (August 19L3), L27-LLl .

Kennedy, G. A. "The Zzrliest Rhetorical Handbooks", AJPh,
80 (1959), 169-173.

-------- . "An Estimate of Qulnt;llan" AJPh, 83 (1962},
130-146.

Kenyon, F. 3. "Two Greek School-Tablets™", JHS, 29 (1%09),
32"39'

Kiderlin, M. ®"Zua Guintilianus”, WJPhP, 1, no. 32 (1£86),
200-202; ..‘., no. 39 (189/11 69 ;

Kroll, W. "Quintilianstudien®, 2W, 73 (1918), 243-273.

Kustas, G. L. "The Function and Evoiution of Byzaantine
Rhetorice™, Viator, 1 (1970), 5L-73.


http:Prosv~nnasna.ta

173

, G. J. M"Quintilizn the Schoolmaster", CJ, 15 (1919-
920}, 515-53L.

Leddy, J. F. Tradition and Change in Quintilian", Phoenix,
7 (1953}, 47«55

Levy, H. I,. "Clandian's In 2ufinun and the Rhetorical ydyos™,
TAPhA, 77 (1946), 57-87.7

--------- "Thenes of Encomium and Invective in Claudian’,
Tﬁﬁbx‘ 89 (1956), 536-547.

MeFeon, R, "The liethods of Rhetoric and Philosophy:
Invention and Judgment®, in L. Wallach, ed., The
Classical Tradition: Literary and Historical studies
in Honor of haryy Cavian, Lthaca: Cornell University
Press, 196G, pu.305-373.

latthes, D. 'Hermagoras von Temnos 190L-1955", Lustrun, 3
(1958, 58-21L.

Milne, J. G. "Relics of Greco-Ezyptian schools®, JHS, 28
(1908), 121-132. o

Putschwmann, H. Review of G. Gessler, Ad Descrintionun
Historian Swvmbola (Dissertation: Leip ul 19165,
Joch.f.klass.Fhil., 30-31 (1917), 680~ 665

Hadean, 3.  "The Progymnasmata of Aphthonius™, Sii,19 {1952),
261,-285.

-------- . "Hermogenes on 3tock Issues in Deliberative
Speaking™, Sli, 25 (1958); 59-66.

Odgers, M. Ii. "Quintilian's Rhetorical Precedecessors”,
TAPhA, €6 (1935), 25-36.

Oldfather, /. A. ™An Aesopic Fable

in a Schoolboy's
Exercise", Aegyntus, 12 (1929), 2

5-256.

Parsons, P. J. ™A School-Book from the Sayce Collection',
ZPE, 6 (1970), 133-149.

B. Z. "The Origin of the Epimythium", TAPhA, 71
L0 2ol


http:Claudi2.nn

Fichon, .. "LTeduggtion roaine an prewier sitcle de
notre ere dtanrez les Controverses de Séntoue le
Rhéteur:, W, L (1895), 126-16..
----- ~—=. "Lt'affnire des rhetores latini™, REA, &
(150L), 37-41.
Piszni, V. Z2eview of I. Lana, fuintiliano, il 'anhlln e
£11 “dsercizil Preparctori™ ol Zlio Xeone (Torino, l%L;‘,

" i ! g
Paicdeia, & {1953, 33-35.

Postzate, d. "Phaedrus and Senecal, CQ, 33 (1919} 19-24
and 105,

Poynton, J. B. M"loman Education®, G&R, 10 (1934), L-k2.

Robinson, R. P. UYitholosia or letioloziz in Suetonius De
Granmaticis c.h and Juintilian 1,99, CPh 15 (19205,
370-379.

)

Ruckh, G. B. "lLonginus' criticisn of Theocritus®, CPn, 39
(1943}, 256-259.

Schissel, 0. "DieEZinteiluny der Chrie bei {uintilian™,
Herries, 68 {1033 3

Schrid, . "&nna“ﬂ' in I. Rohde, Der sriechische Ioman
und seine Vorlalifer. Second ecdition. Leipzin:
Breitkopf, 1%LlL, nn. &02-014.

S

Sihler, E. G. *OsviwdTepovn  AJPh, 23 (19072), 233-20%L.

—=m==——~. Miiintilian of Calagurris®, AJPh, L1 (1920},
205222,

Slater, W. J. "Asklepiades and Historia®, GiB3S, 13 (1972),
317-333.

o

Solmsen, 7. "The Aristotelian Tradition in Ancient
Rqeborlci, AJPh, 62 (1941}, 35-50.

Steinmets, P. "Gattungen und Epochen der griechischen
Literatur in der Sicht (uintilians', in R. Stark, ed.,
Ihetoriza, QOliw3Studien, vol. 2. Hlldeshel*: Olas,
1962, po. L51-LE3. From Hermes, 92 (1964}, L54-166,

Stroux, J. M"Zu Quintilian®, Ph, 91 (1936}, 222-237.



175

StrWCLC‘S, L. B. Hlhe structure of the asnconiia
of Cleuains Cleaudiar

( 19]«9) : L’rg"u? .

. ¢
Hernes, 35 (190«

Wilancwitz-0llendorfy, J.v. MiAsianus and Atticismue®
s, )

Jilecox, 3. MCorax and the Frolewomena®m, AJPa, 64 (19!

anyri he UanGTSlby of

Jinter,e}. G. "Some Literary in ¢
iichizzn Collection®, TaPhi, 53 {(1922), 125-141.

) A
Wintervotton, .I. ™"Some Problems in Juintilian Doolr ITIM,
Ph, 108 (1964), 119-127.

F il ani the Oratory of the First Century
A.p.7, BIC3, 11 (195L), 93

R

. "Problens in yuintilian®, BIC3, Supon. 25 (1970).

douters, A. MPour un rorous des papyrus grammaticaus,
A5, 1 (1970), 237-2L43.

———————— . Tan Unedited Grarmatical and Lexicographical
Papyrnus Codex in Dublin®, 45, 3 (1572}, 259-252.


http:J,uintilic?.nn

	Structure Bookmarks
	f' 
	39l\.;.ty,c:;(~ is mentioned by Theon (Sp.2,64,26; 65,23; 70, 5) but not with the same meaning. See Reichel, 14.-15. 
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	questions, such as verine sunt sensus, which he had earlier left to the philosopher {De 


