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. Dechine of Evérythihg Else

Victoriosa Loquacitas:
The Rise of Rhetoric and the .~ = . .. /

THE DECLINING years of ancient civilization were beset by a feveris
preoccupation with rhetoric which suggests nothing so much as a hopeless
alcoholic’s devotion to the bottle. Everywhere the ancients give us to under-
stand that rhetoric is their poison, that it is ruining their capacity to work and

" think, that it disgusts and wearies them, and that they cannot let it alone,

because it pays too well and, having destroyed everything else, it is all they
have left of remembered-grandeur. It should be immediately apparent that
this arresting phenomenon may have more than an academic interest for our
own age; nevertheless, from this point on the reader, if there be such, must
draw all his own parallels and conclusions. Our bemused and saddened gaze
is directed to the ancient scene alone.

But was rhetoric a specific thing that we should make such wild charges
against it? That is a question the ancients themselves often asked. *‘It is often
claimed,” says Cicero, “that there is no such thing as an art of speaking.”
People protest, he explains, that the greatest orators never took a lesson, that
the subject matter of rhetoric is dubia et incerta since an orator can speak on
anything, and that public speaking is an essential part of many professions
rather than a monopoly of one. Hence, fine speech may be a gift or talent, but
it is not a science or art.! To these objections our Tully gives the stock answers,
which in his opinion outweigh them: the “great orators”in question were such
only in the common report of the vulgar and by proper standards would per-
haps not deserve the name of orator at all; it is true that speech is a. gift of
nature but nature’s gifts can always be made into something finer by a proper
discipline;? as to vagueness of substance, if you want to insist on the rigorous
rules of science “then it seems to me that there is no such thing as an ars
oratoris,” but are we bound by such rulecs? What difference does it make
whether it is an ars or not, so long as it does something that no other discipline
can do? After all is said, the orator remains a specialist unique in his kind, and
once he has been briefed on any subject “can speak on it far more elegantly
(ornate) even than the man who taught him about it.”3

* Dr. Hugh Nibley is Professor of History and Religion at Brigham Young University.
Note: Because of heavy documentation footnotes to this article will be found on Page 76.
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i iti etoric {Quintilian concludes

ot the i) :l zil:;ljezf?i?l;)l::;::;?ndi, thfa%ower or faculty or
skill of persuading.* Corax, the father of th.c art, called it t’k’\af‘;rll‘)}:: g:;lys(())fst?}:r;
calls it “the technique or skill of persuading the r_namylr.l L The B i
orator’s trade is to persuade,” says the great Augu:stme, the e O e
i le, to make an impression.3 That is also the busine N ,
ety an gegfan’xa and Cicero duly observes that the o.rator has muc to
i:;‘tnr);’r:; the mast,ers in those fields, and as they have their pr(;{ps zmcrl1 ;?S(::l;
ments so he has his: he works with the spoken word and m\;st I‘ll(l)wonviri‘ce_ﬁ

ke words ring with conviction but also V\'/hat words will ¢ nvines
o 'clc\};;er the definition nor the nature of rhetoric .cha‘ngedftt};lrouge Z)l:ic ocf

ies of classical antiquity. Compare a description of the r
1:2gﬁ;tel?t::leiifxry B.C. with that of the fifth century A.D.:
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after a survey of the field)

The rhetorical art of the Old Sophistic (wiites Schr'rl)ig)aiiénr;cilsﬁa; g):g—

incing the thinking man by compelling arguments or ycnte el
VlnCl(Iilg uments, by undeniable truth or its substitute, ¥ yto a carefully
pss:lke(gt)rft proba;lyaility made indistinguishable from trﬁtht :)tzi sf)ire conpﬁdencc
w : 3 .. .

inni i ker’s proposition; it soug h
Wl!:lr::ens)gpgésl(:iszgtatgo’;ih; :ggainepr%achable citizen, hence the emphasis on 2
in

ic It if it was so only in appearance . . . o
blameslcsi\ll)xu?xls:tcir?ef(}:l-a.—s—gi‘s::x 1(fs::ys Father C)::)mbcs) a rlgoxi(l)us a:indc tc;zrrxl\sllglfc;xﬁg
, t. ) agnalysis of all the parts, all the powers, and all the steh uSoul s of the
(e el')eel t, showing that it is necessary, n order to inspire the oul of one s
rhetorica ?{l the frisson sacre, to seize upon that so_ul by mel:)ans o :vin oed
h?alrers' WIt charm it by a cunning oratory, draw it alongh y a ;rén wogrd o
:l]i?erexigca’n; before everything, to multiply the prestige of the spo!

. that of a virtuous life:8

In almost a thousand years all that changed was the n;%turizl eocft lt;x;: ::((iiu::;:é
which had become under the tutelage of rhetoric less inte
\emouzn?:li.ent rhetoric achieved its perfection in three rapid steps. T:epfgs;
is reprer;ented by the untutored eloquence of the great statesng:g otfh Z :(mned
ith Pericles himself as the classic example, the second by the conhed
g ag':t’ N speeches of the next generation, and the third, whic ove pf
;ti}r:: ov:}:;r: Iiln }t)ime but survives them by maréy c}(:.ntu;ies, by the activities o
i inning with the Sophists.” e
the p;)liielsczzg;;o;ﬁ:: :‘S};et:z%ilc progduces Sophistry. “The O}Sos%ihls,:; ‘s;z'(s)
Philostratus, “considered rhetoric necessary to Phxlofso;l)lhi'c.’ric wa: man whe
first most successfully promoted the formal study of ihe'r e By wining
Gorgias whom the Sophists hailed as the fat}Ter of thei - h. oy e
ic with philosophy he turned it to Sophl.stry, fc_:)r whic : o
rhetom': o pl to task. The charge is that he is turning his talentf2 rom th
e gr;:nfy truth to the business of cultivating appearances. That is
« honest search for

58

{
!
j
|
|
l

‘HUGH NIBLEY
exactly what his teacher, Empedocles (whom the younger Aristotle calls the
inventor of rhetoric)!® had done: fretting like Dr. Faustus at the limitations
of the mind and despairing of arriving at truth-in the short span of a human
life,'* Empedocles found satisfaction in pretending before the public that he
had already achieved all knowledge and power.!> He became the most mag-
nificent of quacks and the father of a long line of skillful impostors whose
success depended wholly on their adroit and irresistible sales talk.

Gorgias was as disillusioned as his teacher; he wrote three famous books
to prove (a) that nothing exists, (b) that if it did we could not know it, (c) that
if we could we could not communicate our knowledge to another, and having ,
thus thoroughly debunked the program of searching for truth the hard way,
cultivated a new and wonderful art of finding success'the easy way. He worked
out a technique, says Philostratus, which enabled him to speak offhand on any
and all subjects, and to prove or disprove any point on demand, thereby bring-
ing against himself the shocked and scandalized charge of “making the worse
appear the better reason.”!® Traveling everywhere, he proved to the woild
that “nothing could stand up to the arts of the rhetor”; his playing with words,
which captivated the fancy of the rising generation and all that followed, was
actually a philosophical nihilism, Schmid points out, that made a hash of all \

values, including the sacred nomos— the moral order of society — itself.1?
Gorgias shares with his friend Protagoras the glory and guilt of selling
rhetoric to the world. Protagoras concluded that he was wasting his time.try-
ing to sound the secrets of the universe in a short lifetime, burned his books in
the market-place, and turned to teaching rhetoric, achieving the immortal
fame of being the first man to make a hundred minas at the trade.!® His
famous dictum that man is the measure of all things led only too easily to the ,/
rhetorical gospel that anything goes, “the Philistine morality” which in the end
destroyed Greek civilization.!? Among a long list we cite only these two, the
first and greatest of the Sophists; in proportion as their successors were less
gifted than the masters, they were less scrupulous. With the so-called Second
Sophistic the rhetorical schools, having won over the emperors to their program
and thereby gained control of public education, no longer felt it necessary ‘to
continue the old lip-service to science and philosophy but openly opposed-and
bested them at every turn. “A host of men possessing small knowledge and no
skill,” says one observer, completely captivated the public by substituting sweet
sounds for ideas; issues gave way to personalities, the most popular speaker
being the best entertainer.2® The Second Sophistic aimed at nothing but selling -
the public exactly what it wanted; the freshness and cockiness of the Old

Sophistic that had enabled its key figures to match wits and words with -a

Socrates, a Plato, or an Anaxagoras in a brilliant tussle of ideas was gone, and

in its place was only a shrewd and studious striving to please.?! The Sophists

had outbrazened the old reproaches and by a generation of calculated charm

59

WESTERN SPEECH



. WESTERN SPEECH

SPRING, 1956

and magnanimity made the name of Sophist an honorable and env1edtf>r:;;
“the confidence and self-satisfaction of these men show tl?at they vx;re entirely
unaware of the utterly decadent nature of their accomp11§hment. ’ bk
To the ancient mind the apex of human success, the highest prlfze hto wh ;
the mund,
i Sophos, one of those heroes o min
any man could attain, was to be a 0§ . e
tygiﬁed by the Seven Sages, who, after giving wise law; and ex;.mple; :ﬁetuni_
iti ly passions and attachments through ¢
own cities,wandered free of earthly p . o
verse selﬂ’css and aloof, as spectators of God’s works, seeking only knowledg
y

and carrying with them the healing blessing of true wisdom, especially of =

. . . tudes
statesmanship, for all who sought or needed it.23 Hailed by adoring I:m'.lltxtl(; .
¥
—who often saw the aura of divinity around them — h.umblyt petxtlon:e re):
great cities and magnificent potentates, these mcorrl‘xptlble }:xse men B pthe_
i ttainment.2? This matchless success,
ented the pinnacle of real human a ; coess, the
iery essencl: of success, was from Empedocles on the partlculfar }?bgcs}\;:i of
the Sophoi.
i i ing themselves as true successors O .
hetoric, the Sophists fancying ve . | . )
Like the’m they sought to give laws to cities, reconcile warring ffaCtlt())lI.lS, ;d:;tsh
, i iti tters of public he
( rs, instruct communities on ma e
governors and emperors, R g
i tators and guides in w
nd economics and serve as commen ! . 5. )
: The very first Sophists had found vast captive audlences.w:«ntl?gi tfizs
c
them. whole nations assembled at the great games and c?ng(f)cart:ix}llse (})l e
, 7 In the later period fro
i bassadors.2” In the p
to which they were sent as am 1a . !
" Asia to the Pillars of Hercules we behold great cities assembled in th(ttrzveling
taking splendor of the theater, hanging on the words of tht;sgrliz;ttens cine
t act and the great rape scene.
orator — between the elephan a . o
funny stories and improving homilies, he boldly rcbu?(es their defect: e
excesies orders the Huge throng like a child to behave itself, .o; comm:a o
, i i ith an outst
i ance. He delights the city w!
on its good order and fine appear. ghts | . sicer s
praisegof its size and shining beauty, or pours w1ther1}x:i scorn gg;;sﬁl;xmraynner
i T i e with his con
i ity. He flatters his hearers’ intelligenc th . : ;
o entator who knows the inside stuff, discussing big
i i listen to
world issues in clever, conceited, short-winded dls?OT;.rses: And (tiheZv ;S o o
i he represents civilization and s
im for centuries on end because thom
l1;lrl<x)rxln boredom. “All T ask,” cries the great Chrysostom to the peo(li)ltclc1 Orfh A
andria, “is to be counted among your diversions.”?® So they shoute e :
)
i line.
arse and paid cash on the lin .  the
he And t}?e Sophist, unlike the Sophos, took the cash. The ccllassflc1 t:str(()) e
early Christians by which one distinguished between a true and a false prop.
or not.
as, whether the man took money . : : Sop
‘fh;or;l the Sophos, according to Plato. The teaching of f‘llet?rlc, sa;.ysh :D.l Citiz -
ostom, should raise up a generation of orators to be' saviors o dt 611; who]iy
| onl u’nfortunately he must report that the prospective dr:zlglt_)I ds ai e
aszrbcd in the quest for fame and money.3° “People thought Hippias, \
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and Gorgias were real Sophoi,” he says. “I can’t put on a show like they dic.
cither mantic, sophistic, rhetorical, or flattering.”3! It is plain what they werc
after and how they intended to get it.

The key to the Sophist-rhetorical technique of persuasion is probability.
By clever syllogisms the trained rhetor could turn any proposition into a prob-
ability, which he could in turn build into a certainty by high-powered emo-
tional appeal. That was the orator’s one-two punch that nothing could stand
up to — first to the head, then to the solar plexus — the characteristic Sophist
combination of genuine mental adroitness with unabashed hamming.32 The
main thing was to establish the probability. The first Sophists showed the way
to do this by breaking down the thing that made the Greeks uniquely great,
the high moral wall between seeming and being.3® Seeming is as near as you
can ever get to being, Protagoras and Gorgias argued — doxa, appearance, is
all we ever have. to go by anyway; we can never really say that a thing is so,
but only that it seems so — “Man is the measure of all things.” The best train-
ing for the orator, Cicero declares, is to “dispute about everything, taking both
sides of every question and picking out whatever appears probable in every
proposition.”3* The less truth there is in an orator’s cause, his Brutus declares,
the better the job he must do from the probability angle.3% ““The aim of rhet-
oric,” says Celsus, “is to speak with persuasion on dubious subjects of public
interest.”36 Clement of Alexandria has given an interesting analysis of rhetor-
ical argument, its starting point, its method of procedure, and its final goal.
The beginning, he says, is the probable, an opinion or an appearance; the
process is that of feeling one’s way ( epicheirema), taking cues from the oppo-
jition, adroitly shifting back and forth between logic and emotion (when the
lpponcnt gets emotional call him down to earth, when he appeals to reason
ask where his heart is) ; and the goal is to cause a sensation, pull off a personal
triumph, and become an object of wonder and admiration.3” In every casc
the probable is the little handful of stuff on which the orator goes to work; his
business is to build it up into something great. “The highest merit of elo-
quence,” writes Cicero, “is to amplify the object of discussion . . . to exaggerate
and amplify by speech.”3® “The rhetorical trade makes small things great and
great things small,” says Plato.3® A classic illustration of this is Lysias’ famous
oration on the Figtree: it is apparent from the beginning and conclusion of
the oration that it had been proved to everyone’s satisfaction that the sacred
fig tree that Lysias’ client was charged with having destroyed had not existed;
there had been a mistake. One would think that would settle the matter, but
that is the point where Lysias takes up his argument: it is not the facts about
the fig tree that interests him but the probabilities of the case: would his client
be the type of man to do such a thing if there had been a fig tree? That for
him is the whole issue. It is not surprising that the orator lives in a world of
high-sounding intangibles — res, humanitas, honores, suavitas, officia, gratiae,
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laus, commendationes,
letters turn out to be bu

admiratio, etc.— which on every page of Cicero’s
t a verbal screen for a hard and sordid game of exploi-
tation and survival played without scruples and without loyalties. “We must
allow the rhetor to make false, daring, somewhat misleading and captious
statements,” Gellius smugly observes, “providing he keeps within the bounds of
probability,” and he disarmingly explains that the rhetor must be permitted that
latitude since it is his business to stir people up, his gravest offense being not the
championing of falsehood but any refusal to defend it in a client’s interest.°
Such statements as that, meant to be a defense of the profession but
actually a rather damaging indictment of rhetoric, proclaim the uneasiness
that is never far from the surface of ancient treatises on oratory, the awareness
that there is something basically wrong about the thing. No one denied, of

that rhetoric could be abused — “cannot any good thing be misused?”’
ether it was bad as such, by nature.

1d hardly be asked of an honest trade,

| course,
. asks Antony,*! but the question was wh

That was a disturbing question which cou
and the rhetoricians hurt their case by protesting too much, constantly calling

attention to the billowing smoke by insisting that the fire was not a serious
one. Everywhere the defenders of ancient rhetoric give the thing away by
unconsciously damaging statements: the Sophists, for example, claimed to be
proud of their calling, yet the worst thing one Sophist could call another was
a Sophist.#2 Themistius, a dean of Sophists and rhetoric, protested to his
university colleagues that he deserved to be called a philosopher rather than
a rhetorician, since he spoke the truth.23 Gellius claims the Metellus’s speeches
are so honest that they actually deserve to be read by philosophers, and that
. his honesty is so great that he never has to avail himself of every orator’s right-
ful prerogative of lying.** It is usual to call any very clever man a rhetor,
according to Philostratus,

“qpen if he is honest.”* St. Augustine is no doubt
reflecting the same popular sentiment whe

n he concludes a letter, whether
unconsciously or in jest, “But I must restrain myself, lest I be thought by you
to be engaging in rhetorical rather than truthful activities.”® Certainly he,

of his century, admitted that rh

like the other great fathers etoric was a false
and mendacious art, even while confessing that he found it a very useful and
attractive one.4” Cicero’s very proper assurance that a rhetor will not hesitate

to speak the truth when it serves his purpose*8 is more damaging than any long
catalogue of charges brought against rhetoric by its enemies. And how he gives
himself away in his impatience with the philosophers’ manner of delivery!

The philosophical style, he says with distaste,
" appeal, it is not ear-catching, has nothing punchy abou .
works — no volcanic rage, fierce accusations, pathetic appeals, nothing sharp

and cunning: “It is chaste and upright,” he concludes, “an uncorrupted virgin,
so to speak.”® And what was his rhetoric by contrast?
The final plea of the orators in defense of their art was

t it, no emotional fire:

the protest that
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from such studies, he cautions.®* Why study anything but rhetoric? is Seneca’s
challenge :%2 what good is astronomy except for fixing horoscopes and keeping
“Mathematics teaches me to make of my fingers organs of ava-
far as Seneca can see; Music is no good, he says, because it
as rhetoric will; “geometry teaches me to
know how to measure a man?’— human
about the niceties of grammar when

you can sell people without them?%® Seneca’s interest in things went only so
far as they would support his case; but even the case concerned him wholly
and simply as a pretext for pushing his own career: cupit enim se approbari,

n — “it is yourself you are selling after all.”®

non causam was his sloga
For the rhetor success meant three things : fame, wealth, and power. Fame
hetorical brotherhood

came first; it is the onc thing every orator wants. The r
glémorized their success with great skill, both because they enjoyed doing so
and because it helped business, and the youth of the world became easily
m. Praise and glory are what everyone

obsessed by an insanis gloriae studiu
wants in this life without exception, Cicero insists; for his own part, whatever

he does has just one object: “To plant in the world an everlasting memorial
of myself.”® Let no one bring prudish charges of vanity or selfishness against
this, for “even the philosophers inscribe their names on those very books which
they write against love of fame!”8® Even the rhetors who aff ected intellectual
superiority to such things sulked terribly when people failed to recognize and

- applaud them in public places.®’
People admire rhetors, Philostratus reports, much as they admire skillful
doctors, seers, musicians, and even artisans, but in this particular case their
admiration is mixed with caution — they distrust the admired orator as a man
who is out to promote himself and will use any means to do it.88 The rewards .
of rhetoric were great in polite society, the business world and politics.5% The
government sponsored the rhetorical schools as “nurseries for statesmen,”
from which it could always replenish the ranks of high government officials.”
Pathetically eager to recognize even the feeblest signs of talent with “$50,000
grants for $100 ideas,” the state actually cut the sinews of true statesmanship
by confining the Training of its gifted citizens to the make-believe world of
the schools — a toy world of toy ideas.™® Still, however poorly trained, “the
high officials,” Philo obscrved, “are simply overwhelmed by an uncontrollable
th.”"2 The orator was a pusher who never missed a chance to
ation to him — vobis honori et amicis utilitati et

73 They kept careful track of personal credits like
you find it
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appointments?
rice,”— that is as
will not stop fears or still appetites,
measure a field, how much better to

stream of weal
put individuals under oblig
" republicae emolumente esse.
funds in a bank, a regular bookkeeping of honors and obligations (
in Cicero’s letters) that could be incurred by words and paid off in the same

coin. Words were legal tender, but the rates were not fixed. “Bassus brings you

an empty purse and a speech,” Libanius writes in a letter of recommendation.
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In its vag
ueness and all pervasi .
asiveness the term i
rhetoric came v
ery close

to our own busllless O be te ub Clatlons. N() O ()uld Say exactly
y r tter p llc I
y ne c
’ g 5
What it was yEt no one had tlle Sh htCSt doubt about 1t !Cal nature or 1ts
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messenggerazidrl}gtclztguerrar}ds for the great — the god Merfury(:rlt’lxgevr:?r:agg
Feny o o & winnl:n with the money-bags, Hermes the thief, with %hc»
The et e o 1an1 manner, shows ho.w established the type really is.
oo B decei, riving, r.noney-chasmg operator,” says Lucian, “who
e v e e cy, propriety, moderation, and shame at home when
o Bocs to work. y do not make mone?r,” Dio protests, “I am not interested
in crooked deals ;‘].).u rino ?}?t promote;’thmgs ir.l the market place — for I am
e, 1 toaght the artgof cl):e years, Augustine confesses in lush rhetorical
ket i oo ”71; i;ox;:,t ear:)i, mys?lf ,the victim of cupidity, traf-
picked in g say it,” another one of
_umiables',:rail:uﬁS I:re:z't:dla .(m?desty, decency, restraint), in itsetl?eag:r?:z
lChange o m,i B 02 :‘l, ive vice in an orator, since it will make him hesitate
o };e " Sen‘ ;top talking to think things over.” The remedy fo;
core of Succes,s ° tKe’ {)z ucia, complete self-confidence.”® That was Gorgias’
tter what hapo Segmmng: never lose your nerve —keep talking no
e rheppen .0 or;lle of the r.nost humane and sensitive men, like
sy sl de;(t rt c great b.lshops of the fourth century, sh,owed
et coper o er.ltt.y in trimming and double-talk that kept them in
ey vk Bovernment }())(f)sx 10}1:5 under the utterly conflicting policies and tyran-
and Theodosius Theirs was the flexanim atque ommium son e
e odosiu a atque omnium regina oratio
o C?t - winne rr Htil;alt vslc;l;llcfi talk ar:tybody out of anything.”® Ongthe lower l:z\t:le
wholey Swarmed v Skil;).st-talkn}g operator§ who could always get it for you’
e caale and v 1l at making ?omethlng super-colossal out of nothi
oo gx; yhby their know-how in the art of smearing.5° e
unattached andpirZZs:)V:rsls;ll)rl]: ttli(s:hae (Zpan: in}(iorruptible, g Sophist was
payached . caker he was not held responsi
s he ;ait;:s:llftglze C}:I:?t of an address,®! and as a politician he ans}v)vetzl(ti) 1teo f:(:
. Philostratl;s o 1t1a; was not responsible for wrecking Athenian democ-
e e e atus ins s :(,) orit c;vas doomed anyway. So with a clear conscience
and finally mo yh spend years of plotting and intrigue in other cities
in the odor of wealth and sanctity leaving a trail of wreck-,
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age behind him.82 The Sophist who told a young man that he could get
mentioned in all history books by killing Philip of Macedon felt no pangs of
guilt when the fellow carried out the deed; had not Gorgias protested with
wide-eyed innocence: “If a rhetor chooses to usc his skill for evil ends, is that
any reason for hating his teacher or expelling him from the cities P84 “Your
mind is sick,” Diogenes told a rhetor, “but your tongue feels nothing.”’®® What
is wrong with that? Isocrates asks with impatience, Is it a crime to want to get
ahead in the world? Everybody works for moncy, what is wrong with talking
for money? Docsn’t everybody practice piety, justice, and other virtues for
what they can get out of them?86
This unwillingness to accept responsibility which reaches its perfection
in the great Christian orators of the fourth century,®” went hand in hand with
a cynical admiration for the clever ruse, the lic that was not a lic: the world
recalled with delight how Protagoras was taken into court by onc of his students
who had promised to pay him a huge fee in case he won his first law suit. The
complaint was that Protagoras was overcharging, and it was the young nfan’s
first case, so that if he lost he would not have to pay Protagoras anything, and
if he won he would, of course, not pay. The same story was told of Corax and
Tisias, the traditional founders of rhetoric.®
| It was always recognized that there was a bad as well as a good side to
rhetoric; but what was not recognized was a fatal Gresham’s Law by which
bad rhetoric, art, and education, like bad money, will always force the better
product out of circulation.®® There can be no truce between the two, since
each is a standing rebuke to the other. Socrates made this clear when he
declared no quarter with the half-truths of the Sophists, who were just as
determined to settle his hash as he was theirs — and in the end succeeded, as
he predicted they would. He explains how this Gresham’s Law works when
he assures Gorgias that a pastry cook prescribing only dessert to his foolish
patients can always put an honest doctor out of business.®® The teachers of
rhetoric competed openly and brazenly for students, first against the philos-
cophers, and then, once the state had guarantced support of at lcast three
Sophist teachers even in the smallest town, against each other.?? The compe-
A tition was terrific, with each professor, like Socrates’ pastry cook, promising
1' easier and shorter courses than anyone else, along with assurances of good

‘ jobs, big pay, and brilliant careers— “And you can do it all lying down!”
: 92
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isaid the prospectus.
Just as no parent who could possibly afford it would deny his children

decent clothing, so ran the argument, so neither could he deny them the more
essential adornments of the mind on which society placed an even greater
value.?3 Everybody’s children had to go to school — but not to study!®* They
came for fun and horseplay, “a spoiled and conceited generation, insistent on
knowing all the answers overnight,” impatient of any work or restraint, with-
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out reverenee for anything but success.®® Rhetoric, of course, was all t
cver st}xdicd: “Parents don’t want their children t’o study th’c l)z;x*c‘i we
Petronius complains, but “insist that eloquentia is the most important thi ‘«
the v_vorld, and expose them to it from infancy.”®® “We arc not i;terestnéi
mal.cmg experts,” the most successful educationist of his day announccde “
we intend to give the student is enough background to enable him to follo;v {
guthors.”97 This background was the skopos or prothesis, that is the “
ld(“fl” of each subject, the flimsy skeleton to which rhetori(): would sup lm';;
dcs'lr('d amount of flesh. This was the ultimatc development in rhetoricz]yc‘d
:;t};z?ént;lzfgé1nal, Neoplatonic stage, which in time reduced all thought
‘ In his discussion with Socrates Gorgias repeatedly confirmed the defin:
uon. of a rhetor as one who addresses an ochlos— the “multitude” is th
fludlence to whom he normally appeals in the intcrest of his clients Ac;:or(‘F
ingly the values of rhetoric are quantitative: How much? and How many
are the questions it always asks. Gloria like wealth is a function of size alony("
the greater the cheering multitude the greater the glory and success of fhe onc
iccred. There is no exception to the rule, for all the fastidious and hypocrit-
ical protests of those scholarly rhetors who affected to despise th)(’:pmoh
Rhetoric, according to Augustine, is the art which, animated by neccssitt
rather than .“purity," scatters to the populace from its overflowing bosom ( thz
Roman egmvalent of pockets) an abundance of delights, thus leading them to
compl.y with Ais interests.?® You can get what yé)u want out of people if onl
you give them what they want — without question and without hesita.tiony
The rh(?tor, says Philo, is the slave of a thousand masters, the public is a whor(:
ar?d he is her minion and her lap-dog.1°® “What do you want me to do?”’ crics
Dl.O 'Chrysostom to the people of his native city; “I'll do it!"101 In (iicgr(l)(:;'
opinion Rutilius was the perfect orator in background, training, and natiwl‘,
‘L:ndowmcnt, and yet he was a conspicuous failure because of one i'atal defect :
He coul<.i not sufficiently accommodate himsclf to popular taste.”1°2 No §n(:
who gets into this business has a right to be fastidious: necesse est aut imitari;
aut oderis — unless you arce prepared to go all the way to pleasc the mob 01.1
had better avoid it altogether.1°® When an anxious parent asked Antisthc};les
w.herc he should educate his son, the philosopher answered, “If you ex }ect
him to spend his days among the gods make him a philosé)pher but if he
expects to live among people make him a rhetor!”’104 ’

' Tht? or.ator must stoop to conquer, and a quick and frightening rebuke
awaits him if he does not stoop low enough. For all his toadying, Dio was
b.amshed for being unsociable, Libanius had to clear himself of thiysame ter-
rible charge, and Apuleius was investigated time and again because he was
suspected of being an introvert.1°® Go casy on philoso;)hy Cicero advises
don’t talk over people’s heads — they don'’t like orators wh(; make them feel’
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stupid; best keep your books at home for privatc leisurée.1%¢ He might have
cited the case of Hermodorus, who was banished from the illustrious city of
Ephesus because he was guilty of excelling in something: “If he must excel,”
they said, “let him go and excel over somebody else!”’197 Cicero’s own opinion
8 is that “an orator is pleasanter and more plausible to listen to” when he doesn’t

y indulge in a lot of high-brow stuff. “Everything must be accommodated to the
common judgment and popular intelligence,” for the rhetor sells to every-
body.1%8 To find out exactly what people wanted was the hardest part of the
5 rhetor’s work, and the secret of his success; it was the canvass or survey, the .«
i careful trial-and-error game of empeiria, “to pick out just those things that
appeal most to listeners, and not only delight them, but entertain without
; ever tiring them.”2%® Once you had that, the rest was easy, simply “to scratch
i and tickle the ears of those who want to be tickled, "taking care never to speak
¢ harshly to them.!1°

.. The landslide of vulgarization once started could not be stopped. Good

men were intimidated and banished from the cities by mobs who could always
count on finding orators that would never contradict them, society reserving
its richest rewards for those who could justify, condone, and confirm its vices.!!*
Even a strong-minded emperor who tried to stem the.tide could wreck his
cause by refusing to play along with the show-bred city crowds, and even risk
his person if he dared to talk back to them.11? The orating bishop who tried
to introduce a fancy word or new idea into his sermon might find an angry
congregation shouting back at him, or even have a riot on his hands.!*® There
was only one thing to do, as St. Augustine observed: don’t fight the stream —
go with it: vae tibi, flumen moris humani! Quis resistet tibi?*** “For all his
intellectuality,” McGiffert writes of the saint, “he was instinctively a conform-
; ist and could never be quite happy unless the majority agreed with him.”*13
d J | “Whatsociety asa whole believes,” Augustine announces, “that we also believe,
i < and without an inkling of doubt, even though there is not the slightest evidence
f _ that it is true.”116 He would have been as nonplussed as was Polus, the ardent

' > defender of rhetoric, when Socrates told him that though he bring all the
important people in the world to support his cause, “I only am left alone and
. cannot agree, for-you do not convince me; you only produce many false wit-
nesses against me, in the hope of depriving me of my heritage, which is the
ik truth.”117 That is the opposite pole from the rhetorical gospel, that the dif-
ference between true and false, right and wrong, good and bad, success and
§ failure, is the difference between twenty and fifty decibels of applause.

i To the pagan as to the Christian orator no sight is more thrilling, no
7 authority more compelling, than that of the multitude assembled in the
E theater.}1® The favorite device of the great rhetor is the ecstatic peroration in
%
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which the whole human race is depicted as one magnificent congregation,
praising, condemning, pleading, or acclaiming in a single thunderous voice.1*?
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The speaker identified himse ith hi oo NIBLEY»
p r identi ed himself completely with his hearers: no orator can bey
elc.>quent without an audience, Cicero insists.’2® “Me too” (in qu Y
might be taken as St. Augustine’s slogan and the secret of his scheos elt"’lmli)
frank'l).' ‘recommends a low, vulgar, and amusing style as the most S.l ble
acquisition of the Christian orator, and wholeheartedly practice Viua he
preaches in his tasteless, artificial, profuse, and immensely popular sir:vno?lt 122
But rl'1etoric‘ did more than bow before the storm: it worked ha ; t
create and intensify it, beginning with the first political spcakers who stem,
:mc“flly debauched” the people for their votes.123 In the early da sys:ie'm‘
to Cicero, it was the good sense of the public that acted as a l);rak):;)ECtC}?r m%
tors: semper oratorum eloquentiae moderatrix fuit auditorum prudent: e' Orad
one of the first reactions to the professional rhetors in Rome was t T , }? .
from the city.??* This “prudence of the auditors had to be brokez Z’;P:nt aitg
was: w.hen Galba tried to appeal to Roman “primitive inflexibility and e;(ce
sive strictness” he only hurt his cause, says Tacitus, “for we cannoZe d hs-
cxcess of these virtues nowadays.”25 The same t’hing happened axr;nol:lre the
Greeks, where the first reaction to the Sophist techniques was one of shocl% ;n:;
alarm,_ and only an intensive campaign of debunking established values, con-
fo.undmg common-sense conclusions, and turning on a vast amount of cl’la
wit, and synthetic sincerity succeeded in breaking down the general sa;m,
rcsxsta:nce. But once it was broken the talkers, “the yokes of theg empire "es~
Ammianus calls them, had it all their own wayv.126 Theirs was thepbi ’-c'?s
world of late antiquity, a jazz world, hard, restl;:ss, and superficial suffgcrilny
from chronic theatromania and eternally jiving and jumping to thc’: latest h'%
tunes.’?” Everywhere there is an insistence on the folksy, the easy an(; thle)
co » . s ege . ’ ;
tasrtr:snz?}:iz:e;r.lmt:us five-and-ten civilization that caters especially to the
This easy-going partiality to the cheap and low-brow in no way reflected
any real humanity or hunility, for lowness of taste and morals was matched
many an over-intellectual rhetor learned to his sorrow, by a fiercely arro ’a:
Insistence on stereotyped uniformity and a quick suspicion of ar}: hi gtanf
independence or individuality. It was the day of the large urban cx?’owldn tl:)
vs'/arm-weath'er, out-door Mediterranean crowd, healthy, excitable, su t,?r t'e
tious, sweating and jostling at the games and shows.l,29 It wor;hi IZd S'tl-
ﬁg.hte.rs, 1ts actors, and its orators.!3® Encouraged by the state to avoidp ious
t'hmkmg, the crowd became under the leadership of the experts not :e”‘;us
tlonfiry or radical but stoutly conservative,'3! fond of rough-house but miwl)l'lll-
sentimental; in time they even learned how to exchange spontaneous tearsS lzll
laughter ff)r the nicety and propriety of organized and directed ap Iauscag"’
. Thcz ;n§atiable hunger of these people for entertainment was mzrt)tched-b
an unbridled passion for the spoken word.”33 There was nothin they w l()i,
not pay for suaviloquentia, “pleasing speech,” the top-selling novilty ;rozzct
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of the Second Sophist that caught on and stuck. The experts knew exactly
what would sell and what would not; they had it all at their fingertips — for-
mulae that could get a reaction as quick and predictable as a knee-jerk; even
those who knew how it was done could not escape “the noosc of suavilo-
quentia.” The general public didn’t have a chance — the rhetors simply get
them drunk, says Lucian, and go to ‘work on them; flesh and blood can no more
resist the impact of a tricd and tested rhetorical assault than it can take.a cool
appraising look at the Gorgon's hcad — you are paralyzed beforc you know
what hit you.'®* A properly trained rhetorician can make his audience clay in
his hands, helpless automatons without a mind or will of their own.3®

Rhetoric did not apologize for hitting below the belt. Before an orator
can stir an emotion in other people, the teacher would explain, he must first
feel it in himself, and “the nature of oratory is such . . . that it moves the ora-
tor more than it docs any of his hearers.”'36 Who, then, could be more sincere
than the orator? Who will dare to say his tears are not real ? His profession
requires him to produce real tears. Is rhetoric artificial? they ask, but what
could be more artificial than poetry, prose, or dramatic composition ? If actors
can pretend and imagine without shocking people, why can’t rhetors ? Do not
philosophers take either side of a question for purposes of discussion — why
<houldn’t we 187 The answer is, of course, that of all these practitioners the

sists that he is not doing what he is doing, namely acting. As a
hics, the rhetors neatly converted the truism
d man into the corollary that rhetorical skill
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orator alone in
crowning vindication of their et
that a good orator must be a goo

is proof of a noble character.*®® :
The effect of this sort of thing on serious thought and learning can be

imagined, but it does not nced to be: the whole history of the Empire is there’
to illustrate it, and to confirm in every detail all the charges that Plato had
with unerring insight brought against rhetoric in the beginning!®® Hippias,
Gorgias, Polus, Prodicus, and the other great Sophists “achieved wonderful
reputations,” Dio Chrysostom recalls, “and acquired great wealth in public
activities from cities, dynasts, kings, and private individuals . . . they spoke a
great deal, but were sadly lacking in intelligence,” and they confounded issues
and destroyed philosophy.!*® It was in their interest to do so, for they confessed
that public ignorance was their greatest ally, and that the less an audience
knew about a subject the more convincingly an orator could handle it.1#* No
one would ever guess, says Cicero with admiration, that his friend Antony
does not know Greek: by his rhetorical art alone he can give the impression
more perfectly than any real Hellenist can.X2 Isn’t the knowledge of such anart
preferable to the piccemcal grubbing out of harder and less rewarding stuff?
With the introduction of the Second Sophistic the arts and sciences of
the West entered upon a period of decline from which they were never to
ecover. At the same time the school entered upon a career of undreamed-of
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expansion and splendor. As steadily as civilization sank in the scale the sch
Tto:;]nted on high, until the one reached a peak of enduring glory arfd aztfm::;
at the very moment, in the fifth century, when the other c i
final and permanent bathos. The cause ’of this ph e
noted, was the saturation of the Western mind: fheernomenon’ o Caer e
cultural deposit of the past had become too greaé for aflycfnr?neda;od:gs: - t!]e
' rb, w
;.?r c:ilnct;aec: :rf \ix;l;?t .had ;:lready been done, all future creation lost hc’art}.]ll‘lg
e i s et it nothing 1o orcte, The oy st s s
, . ; reate, The only answer was rhetori
n::pd:a’ri:ld a.lr)tr il;y \Af/hl:}l: an ordmary. person could master all knowledge “?I,l thhx:
famil’iar rhetoricil Etlildril:lz;v bjggk:;;gz;al éref’tizm o T von g e
stifled learning was pure oxygen to theyscﬁiléfs cf}axt';ler: ' 'Th;{very thl'ng e
took over all the functions of scholarship may be sfc:e(;n?. l?w Ay
immortal Hermogenes. As a boy-wonder (it wa prec i puee Of' P
had given cx}‘libitions of his thtorical ski(llltl:é?ii:ntiiegrixﬁgiiczf :he . h?
15; his sweeping and pretentious rhetoric convinced the world that h: :gse i(:s
fgrca.test thx.nker, and his writings on all subjects became compulsory textbooks
n?;' ier}llzrzilt;(:n; :;:ome.““ Yet his actual ftontribution to knowledge is exactly
capable ot oo Ill;lgitst:lfsz);. ‘:,\}:a:hi: ;)lram t}}at feels for the whole. body is
, f . appening to it, so the anti
Zcfcgllsc u:,t;:ilg’ Sm:::);;:ll)lllc otf J.udging (;f its own ineptness. The actual p(izzuscct};c())r?:
: wo! ost illustrious professors for centuries on end are incredibl
imbecile; in reading them we blush for the authors, yet they in Lcrl‘nzrc g
::::ﬁyctl:li::l r:o;;orshare joyfull?l cxhibitionistic of their \)/Icry Iv)vonztti?:irt]sg,
otally unav what a shocking spectacle they make.1*5 Rhetoric, like
p. I;s (:E (F:?s, gave them success, but took away their brains in exchange.
pctacie A thetorie had bchen e bk o phensph bt st b
> ack of philo i
tagde and absorption, so one by one it had occuplied ei?:;l}flig)(; ?KS:::;:}?;?::‘
?:it :11;1:ui:liiddb: .eal;n(;d. Again it was Plato who had pointed out that it wa)s’
g o _]ltlS that. Othcrs.havc t'old.thc story on which we nced not
o Wit},] thopoc ;y uFterly devoid of. life, inancly and permanently preoc-
o it ts}iema ortive .at‘nd fantasu.C devices so admired in the schools:
comput SCicmiyﬁc s,. a.lcrostl(,s, centos, plcturff poetry, neoteric verse, and the
(.xp;CSSion a.nd Stu:rl(;xnis red‘uced ‘to mere displays of conventional forms of
Leprcssion and st ied obscurity; hxst.ory and scholarship confined to transla-
onou,s . it-l:s’ sumrr_la.s, and cpitomes; favvrywhcre the strangely monot-
oo atpt h; fous striving to .be stunningly different and impeccably
Orpectable same tlrflc, to pile a humdrum Pelion on a conventional
violent and cumulative attempts to achieve the novel and sensational.14€
It is no paradox that the gaudiest excesses of rhetoric have a famil.iax;
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rician’s business is to make an irresistible impression immediately

his message must be grasped and his persuasion
| deliberation and the gathering of facts

would be fatal to his profession.?*” He has no choice but to “pour it on” —

a is Cicero’s favorite word. With satiation comes boredom — there must
w lease on life, according to

h a materia grandis in
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ring. Therheto
on large numbers of people:
succeed on the first hearing— coo

copt
be no satiation.**® Christianity gives rhetoric a ne
’Augustine, by providing the sore-pressed orator wit
which exaggeration is impossible; from here on the orator can pour out Niag-
aras of superlatives and still not begin to do justice to an arsenal of absolutes.
Moreover, it brings a new spice to the jaded appetites, and yet requires nothing
new either of the speaker or the hearer, for the central theme is God, the one
theme most familiar to the largest number of people: accordingly, one never
has to tell his hearers anything they do not know already.}® The matter,

manner, and vocabulary of the Christian sermon was borrowed whole-cloth
omy of mental effort was achieved by

rhetor’s techniques. When rhetoric became

bade a last farewell to ideas and concerned
d been clothed in

gan orators

.

insisting on rigid stercotypes in the
Christian, according to Norden, it
f henceforth “only with the forms in which the idea ha
51 Augustine compares the words of the pa
ases which he values most highly —~<“only the wine of
error they contain displeases me.” The old rhetoric interested him only as an
empty jar, devoid of content; as such he treasured it above all else.%?

From the second century on the chief characteristic of every branch of

science and art is “the inability to
. "had abolished the need of that:
fashion,” are the permanent legacy of r
where we meet with the mania for collecting,
the irrelevant “believe it or not,” the literary
rely stating information. Strangely eno
real learning was ignored, even as a means of making an impression, and
Ammianus can report in the greatest days of the schools that the libraries are
shut up like tombs. In the rhetorical education sponsored by Augustine,
Marrou perceives “un echo, une influence du flechissement general des etudes,
de cet abaissement du niveau general de la civilization, qui deja tout autour
d’Augustin, announce les temps barbares.”155 As ever the rhetoricians them-
selves continued to protest against the scandalous artificiality and insincerity
of their art— in the most artificial and rhetorical terms!15
Some years ago it became fashionable in informed circles to ascribe the
emergence of the Medieval mind to a process of orientalization. Now while it
is true that the typically rhetorical is also the typically Oriental, and that the
Rhetoric which conquered the Western World was “the thing that came from
Asia,”157 what happéned was not a yielding to foreign pressure so much as
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the Hellenistic world.
to precious ornamental v

“things that bad poets instinctively love to
hetoric to literature. Instead, every-
for cataloguing, for the pointless
quizz, and historical tags that
lead nowhere, the passion for me ugh

create new compositions.”’1>® The stereotype -
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hion i :S(zv;;n ;f msktltutxons to a point where they reach a dead level t
ad sunk many centuries bef i oo
perfectly adapted. With the 1o | ore and to which it had becom
. e triumph of rhetori joi c
of fallen, civilios i oric the West joins the i
of fallen r:;g;za’;izns Othat live a common, if not a congenijal life zinfir:;ermty
comm . The Orient did no i ore 2
nto 2 vammn 158 t force itself on the West, but simply moved
Turnin ' 'v )
v cgutro tl-le East we find that rhetoric has everywhére done its w kv |
P ess In ‘Eﬁsthages, and so rules with uniform and undisputed sw:;
n. that reaches us f i Y
fochl on. All s from the Pyramid A i
b ; ::cc; mox:ahz.mg literature that has survived only bécausg: i(t)wagypt iy
Taplan the ;:tpxle(il in tl'le schoo.ls,159 The papyri of the Old Kin do:rlxs :lerpfit-
e 'b? rhetorical passion for saying the same thinginasn%an diﬁ'rea ,
s
A fhe :N rft,. and bfy the Tenth Dynasty all effort at creation seer)r'ls to::: t
- e;rlier wr.tx.ngs of the time consisting solely of endless learned citati .
o earte ttings. The characteristically Egyptian admonitions, the eblons
form 380 Aljvf:enf:,.an}cll letters are simply school pieces to serve as s’tand;rd‘;yeft
. . ys 1t 1s the sesh, the man trained i y
itis by i ined 1n words, who sets the ;
e 1ya hos; spee.ch o.thers are pleased,” “who is resct;ed from the n:one},l g
e ne‘g,'c : an hpralsed in the mouth of important people,” he is the o ou“t }?f
go hungry,”who will get ahead , e
. t court, who i
and import a , who 1s assured of
. boo}l)( 1r6 1arIl:l Sciz:lreer.tbecatcllse he knows how to speak pleasingly and \:rrilt: a;;’
. cerity and smugness mark th i
phrases - _ € smooth copious, trite fl
o pn.vat‘égll'c}tte;:'5 2P“hra:enschulst, Kees calls it — that mearf)s suc’cess in o“l,)l(')f
ity o bl e.b Styl.e soon outlived its freshness and gave way to a g '{;c
Peasant bel i a.St w.thh submerge the content.”'3 The famous El?)a1rtl ‘
e b ongsdl:lght In our own Middle Ages with its exhaustin ql;;“;t
and ds.ome isplay of rhetorical imagery.1%* From, the Middl gKFf ara::] -
accor 4 y ¢ . e Kin
o ¢ “taléng tc()i Garc.lm.er, a florid and metaphorical style” was pe etg 0’3
e ”1655 Iin semx‘-dldactlc treatises . . . were copied and rectl)) ierrzl 'uat;
describéd ‘ ‘mal.ly with the Ramessid period we reach the moodI::o or 1e
b exoﬁca; | typically Oriental,” in which content vanishes and onlmmo'n /
o the oe ) ?&mT(;f rhetoric,” rc.:mains, while restraint and reason are )t,hsrrz)l:ve,
it o br-eak c;a next step is Alexandria, where the tradition continuel:
e and where Dio Chrysostom found the city in his d i
ody and soul to the rhetors.167 Y S8y given
It is th i loni
becommes. an ?::;I:; aﬁltth ﬂtih? lBabylomans. The student who learns the rules
official, and among hi “ i
day, 168 g his fellows “he shineth li
pO:’tant ::i rccl)rtn first to last the school is supreme, with the result that E:: 'th?
oy branh (;fl](::; a;;psarslzg have been made in nearly two milleniums”lrilc; ¢
owledge.'%? “The period of ;
the Thomen, . p of nearly 3,000 years through whi
Do ::zltlsl carry u's,"’\',gltes Weber, “shows in all essentials an uiv:, h'ICh
e ellectual life.”*7° The vast heaps of tablets yield nothing bzmg
. an
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es and figures; we look in

endless mechanical repetition of the same stock stori
vain for any sign of evolution in this sort of thing, the experts inform us—
from century to century the precious game gocs on: a poem on the 360 uses of
the palm, a debate between summer and winter, a servant and a master, the
palm and the tamarisk, between two rival cities, a tireless preoccupation with
with bizarre and studied archaisms, the incredibly industrious
e rchashing of the same matcrials with never a hint
171 The labors of the Babylonian mind as described
hardly to be distinguished from those of our own
they bear the same familiar

mere words,
but sloppy and inaccurat
of originality or remorsc.
by Professor Meissner arc
Middle Ages as Professor Raby describes them;

stamp, the indelible stamp of rhetoric.
The literature of the Arabs presents the samc appalling picture.

Spengler’s magischer Geist is but the thrall of rhetoric. From the begi}'\rgﬁflg
“, few mediocre textbooks . . . completely ruled the schools for centuries on
end,”"? and the schools ruled everything else, with their maxim that correct
speech is more important than correct thought.!™® A thoroughly hackneyed
‘ prophet in which he displayed fiity-one rhetorical figures
made al-Hilli the greatest man in Baghdad, exactly as a like panegyric to the
Emperor had made Sidonius the greatest man in Rome six centuries before.!™*
By the eleventh century the schools had brought the intcllectual life of Islam
to a complete standstill; the »ulemah could think of nothing to do but to be
“continually rearranging and reordering the materials at hand into new and
meaningless systems.”17® Heirs of the Sophist tradition through Edessa and
Alexandria, the Arabs went the inevitable way of the rhetoric school, and by
the thirteenth century had reached familiar ground : mathematics confined
(as Seneca would have it) to the reckoning of inheritances, astronomy to the
the calculating of business and religious engagements, medicine to the study
of astrology, philosophy and theology to fussy and pointless commentaries.'”®
Top-notch scholars, utterly at a loss for ideas, spent their days like the Sophists
of old traveling from university to university and from mosque to mosquc to
give public display to their wit and cloquence, or attending conventions and
busily writing up their reports.'7? As in rhetorical schools in general, the most
meticulous hair-splitting gocs hand in hand with the most wild and undisci-
plined phantasy, but always the first prize goes to the Flowers of Eloquence.!™®
The esthetic judgment of the schools “never pays any attention to a composition
as a whole, but sceks poctic beauty only and always in the isolated verse.”1™®
The story of Kalilah and Dimnah, the oldest Arabic prose work and to this day
the most popular school text in the East, is simply a scquel to the Vitae
Sophistarum, recounting the careers of two foxy rhetors who traveled about
from court to court as teachers of political virtuc and tutors to princes; a good
deal of the text is taken up with their typically Sophistic and thoroughly rhetor-
ical discourses on how to succeed in the world. Their slogan is, li-kulli kalamatin

4

panegyric to the

‘amgg Al I L

' ! HUGH NIEB*
f;z::btg,. forlcvery question there is an answer,” the maxim, illustrated
yBu fliefntgajt;lf;;;:)};aitsaar?:.cgftolngu:e is equz'll to any emergency.189
e eI H * faithfu reincarnation of the clever Sophist
vyp. r older Fhan Gorgias or even wily Odysseus — it is the l’
spring of C{v1lxzat10ns in collapse.'®! There is no geographical aff ity betw
;hlst };sort ;)l thing and the soil of the East. The m;ndpof la"ltt;l dzlt::fii;wv
cither characteristically Eastern nor Western, but simpl rvile 18 .
neither . \ , ply servile,82 the pro.
aet ;)tfc;;; v(;!(;l(ﬁ)l(li;\:)v;t:](::z::r?;arln fou[;.c:(a_tlor;ls.”i:’ As Western Civilizati‘arTgl;r_r
it 1t came to look me orc like other burnt-out civilizations — ex
2; t}}:zyﬁ}fl;:i c?::id 'IAhf)bes—'o'n-the-Nile in the fifth century B.C. the szhzfz:]l
of the b resc,hb]arzce .na.tvmltlcd Atl‘l?ns to enjoy its glamor and prestige —
Changes_184 Fmplanc digel:(:t t'hfam?lt‘ated all sorts of borrowings and ex
e oo wever d ¢ original structures may have been, one pilv
of ashe indestructibﬂ}t e another.. The most alarming aspect of such ash-heap:
tradition is as cr;duriln}é:s Ei]:eulxsli?s::: n{g/\’llrelf't o e a0 the rhetorica
rcach;‘cil the Dead Sea of Rhetoric they 'simpfyns;tizilytt}:etirtfsoj:vders chences have
fon ;hr:tu(ci};-debat}i:d .natural eloquence” of the Beduins raises the ques-
“ubarbaric,’ nati(.)gnree the high-flown, rh('.torical, and artificial stylc of various
fonrbaric G,r(‘co_lio(c.g. th.e Nors? kenning) is the result of contact with the
“mnrally b :ns\rllhc1vxlxzat10n and to what degree rhetoric itself is
by bark izéd ' ;tcvcr th(.e answer, there is no question but that the
parbarians andg}?eart n:nr L efrhetorlc of the schools an idiom very near to their
pievoudy bas.b e aults of bad rhetors, it was often noted, are con-
o et s of rbarian rh?tors. If barbarians were most easily impressed
ot ,rilctorice w:mlen, (‘hlldren: ar?d slaves. East and West it was the
e e thetork l\sIc 100l of late antxqunty that won over the barbarians to
o z.t.n . <t)hmlz.1ttcr h.ow passionately they championed this or that
o slon — doin ,on z:h (.)1ck, Arla'n, Moslem — the kings of the tribes as onc
ehoote e down on C0(1;311: necs in common d(:‘votion to the learning of the
oo ok o thp(;slr;lg cplgrarr'xs.a‘md inditing hollow epistles in the
ety oo oictie at t ;%t was civilization. If the vices of barbarian
ually acquired from the school
conﬁrsmcd and perpetuated by them.186
i op e . . s ol : o
rhctor'srna]:h;}ln:fé igggtemn:g, and.sg?lcmg, the trade s‘ecrets of the ancient
o e ©f the me ;rnh Joumall.sts success, do have absolute limits, and
edner s somcth?: ed the rhetorical process has donc its work. The end-
Pronten o p coome boo]{f (I)nctch ‘thou'ght to 'be typically Oriental — the shadow
supplanted o efr(;rtn f(, htyplcal (?nental romance the labor of reading is
bt o pe st.o t. e graphl.c stor'y teller, whose American counter-
ducing amazingly viv‘ilir illsl:1s(t:j':1)?it))l:sy }:i( eg hlStEaSte;n ';'(})lueaguc, b
i at great speed. The skill of both these
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craftsmen is readily expla
same pictures over and ove
sodes, all strangely alike and
meaningless procession of ex
to the point of insanity yet ha
familiar recital of dangers by lan
monsters again and again, the sam
of sinister beauty, and especially are
tions on the cruelty of life in gener?.l
with particular attention to the tribul
planted by magic, the world becomes a
derful transformations and melodramat
fostered this type of thinking ends up as
aims at dramatic vividness and mere.ly succ
own mental nullity.” The world as 1t passed
“was in fact suffering from a sort of“fatty deh
pressed in nothing more clearly than “ the gusf
Pointing out the dangers and' defects o
habits of rhetoricians. The young Hippocrates, n
oras, blushes when he admits to Sc.)crates that . e s
that does not change his plans. L1k<? the passxho.n
ne of the great constants 1n hl.lman . istory.
tell us better the direction' in which a i
how far it is along the way. Likl;:l the relilc(l)lrxleacﬁf :E;ta;?
ic. leaving an unmistakable mar :
::it:rtll?e lsurestgguide to the history of our own times.
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ped, al s E -balanced by the ¢ i ' |
\I(I(izsloAnecessary to the student of rhetoric RERRARL S b iompb etk i e
ugustine, Conf., XI, 2. “S : i i
W ey i , 2. teeped to the lips in vulgarity’ is Professor Coulton's
122 Augustine, De Catch i
, . Rudib., ¢. 2; 6; cf i
Raby, Se : ’ ; 6; cf. C. D., IV, 31; Epist. ; ; )
(R éu;r ITatan Po_etry. .. (Oxford, 1934), I, 48f. A’. Norden Apnt lizs' Pl Y
S Ci'c enc\)/a.]e. History of the Roman Republic, I, 42 ' it
er : jus,.
0, Orator, 8, 24; the law is quoted in Gellius, XV, 10-11: it is against botl
f § 1
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rhetors and philosophers, who were of course ¢

125 Tacitus, Hist., I, 18.
126 Ammianus, XXX, 4. Codinus,
were everywhere expected to criticize and t

onfounded.

incert., pp. 184-85 (ed. 13onn), says the Sophists
ecar down everything; cf. Val. Max., I, viil, 8.

127 Dio Chrysostom, Orat., XXXII, 44; 48; 51; 58-62; 69f; Philo, De Agr., VII-VII:
Jerome, Epist., 22, 10; Ad Eustochium, c. 13; Pliny, N. H., X, 60 (43); Augustine, De
Catech. Rudib., ¢. 16: the whole desire of the people is gaudere et requiescere in theatris

atque spectaculis . . .
128 Cicero, De Offic., 2, 1
129 Seneca, De Ira, III, 6; Apuleius, De Mundo,

1911), pp. 232ff.

130 For a recent treatmen

1952), pp. 103-04. '
131 For some examples,

6, 56-57; Dio Chrysostom, XXXII, 9.
¢. 35: S. Dill, Roman Society (London,

t, Bleanor Clark, Rome and a Villa, (New York: Doubleday,

‘Dio Chrysostom, Hist., L1V, 17; Philo,. De Ebrietate, D. 198;
De Monarch., I, 8; Corripus, Paneg. in Justin., II, 245-55; Cassiod., Var., XII, 11; Augus-
tine, De Util. Jejun., ¢. 11; Runicman, Byzantine Civilization, p. 20; N. H. Baynes, in
History, N. 8., X, 294: **, . . it was precisely when you were strongest, when you were
most alive, that you were most rigorously conservative.”

132 The extinction of laughter is a striking phenomenon: Schmid, op. cit., I, 17, n. 3;
cf. Runicman, op. cit., pp. 219ff: the permanent mood became one of ““fickleness . . .
bitterness, and uncharitable cynicism . . . It was not human life but human nature that
they rated too low.” W. G. Holmes, The Age of Justinian and Theodora (London, 1905-7).
1, 86; Commodian, Carm., xxvi: Salvian, Gub. Dei, V11, 1 (on hollow laughter). The mob
was shocked by the informal behavior of Antiochus, Athenaeus, Deipn. V, 193ff. Directed
applause is often mentioned: Malalas, XIV, 370-71; Corippus, Justin, 345f, 358 (Bonn ed.);
Codinus, Incert., p. 171; cf. Acts, XIX, 34.

133 Raby, op. cit., I, 92.

134 Lucian, Nigrinus, 5-6; Dio Chrysostom, Ora
Philo, De Ebrietate, D. 198. “Noose of suaviloquentia
V, 3, though he advises that dictionis suavitas pro ratione argumen
De Doct. Christ.,, XIV (102), Patrol. Lat., 34, 101.

135 Augustine,De Doct. Christ., 1V, passim.;
Culture Classique (Paris, 1927), pp. b4f.

136 Cicero, De Or., 2, 45, 189f; 46, 191.

137 Ibid., 2 ,46, 193-94; 47, 196; 48; 51; 1, 62, 262ff.
138 Cicero, De Clar. Orat., 27; this is of a piece with the observation that an orator

should be honest because that makes it easier for him to work on people (Quintilian,
Iinst. Or,, XII).

139 **. . . a period of stagnation set in, tending gradually towards settied apathy and
indifference to all purposive effort (by the third century) . . . an aimless abandonment
to pleasure became the distinctive mark of the age,’”” thus W. G. Holmes, op. cit., I,

558-59.
140 Dio Chrysostom, Orat., LIV, 1; XXXIV, 31.

141 Plato, Gorgias, p. 459.

142 Cicero, De Orat., 2, 14, 59; cf. Lucian, Rhet.

143 P. Cauer, in Neue Jarhb., II1, 700ff. '

144 Von Christ, Gesch. d. gr. Lit., (Schmid-Stahlin), 11, 929ff.

145 M. Schanz,’Geschichte der romischen Litteratur (Munich: Beck, 1314), IV Teil,
501ff, 514, 516-50; cf. Ed Norden, op. cit., II, 643; by the middle of the fifth century die
absolute Geschmacklosigkeit was achieved, idem, p. 652. “The new mentality was . . .
not only indifferent but hostile to the intellectual achievements of the higher classes,”
says M. Rostovtzeff, Social and Econ. Hist. of the Rom. Empire (1926), p. 479. G. Ferrero,
Characters (1909), p. 227; “The picture of the Empire, so brilliant from the economic
standpoint, is much less so from the intellectual: here we touch its great weakness . .

146 Schanz, op. cit., III, 238ff. J. K. Dockhorn, Die Rhetorik als Quelle des vorro-
mantischen Irrationalismus in der Lit.—u. Geistesgesch. (Goettingen Akad. Nach-

richten, 1949, No. 5).
147 See the discu
Latin Verse (Clarendon Press,
148 It was the essence of
given theme in detail until there was no more

Lat. Poetry, I, 343.
149 Augustine, De Doct. Christ., IV, 19.
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t., LXVI, 61 (the Gorgon's head);
1 jg Augustine’'s expression, Conf.,
ti procuranda est, in

see G. Combes, Saint Augustin et ia

Praec., 17.

ssion by H. W. Garrod in his Introduction to the Oxford Book of
1944), pp. xxxivff. Plato,Gorgias, p. 455.

he rhetorical method from Ovid onward {o treat of a
left to be said,’” thus Raby, Secular Lat.
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150 Norden, Ant. Kunst

. . . pr., II, 466; Schanz i
. i I ; Z, op. cit., IV, 507ff; “

e 1asli glosé;:tclhnsﬂ_. Predigt, Festg. A. Knopfler (Freiburg, ls.lllt?;;ann Zf(:linger. Der
ATt a,ndo;. :;:.‘,;']I*..J‘. E. .Raby, Christian-Latin Poetr'y (Oxt"osc‘i). 192;.) 4ff;
e rena & ;e 1mitatxon. . . . tended therefore to flourish. Tl'lat 8 h' IDP- -
e ootion whe couyd compose in verse or prose according to the reco n(; Od&l‘ Ton:

ed s o rm was acceptable, the context was more or les ivdi ; Zt’:' iy
A gi;zlsf 1;(1;3, De Doct. Chr., 1V, 2; II, 50; Epist.,, LXX, 2 s indifferent.™ (p. 8).
' e 2 , 50; . , 2
Rostostuett oo ;;t.inp.Crﬁr;bg;l ﬁtnhcé u':;:t"' XII, 225 (speaking of the plastic arts); cf.
of an age devoid of all creative power . ‘!"l'r'lcapadty o fnvent anything new . . tYl;iC&i
:gg gat}v, Secul. Lat. Poetry, I, 351
. J. Marrou, Saint Augusti .
1938). pp. 170s o g ine et la Fin de la Culture Antique (Paris: Bocecard
156 F. X. Eggersdorfer, o i |
. , op. cit., pp. 4-5; Rohde, Gr. R '
ig; 8uilr;:ll‘itla.n, I;st. Or., XII, 10, 16-17; Norden opr citomIanZ'YSIIt{?. 34-46.
. ehl an . i i ' . aris .
1936), IIL, 113ff. The (r;lurl::[:;::‘z'f ?}::t.sg:hthoyendAge e wore tomes oniversitaires

1836 . | sts an h ;

:;ICI easing propor%xons from men of Oriental biood wx;x e;)l's o HIEth comtonny

wereasing proportio . o by the fifth century completely
159 M i i »
oo |b?:_ P;;pg:.ffD: Aegyptische Literatur (Berlin: Athenalon, 1927) 21
b igrn;an, Aeg.y\’ixt:;‘de:‘m:nn, Da}s Alte Aegypten (Heidelbe’rg. 192'0)1),' pp.. 8511

L iier . aegyptisches Leben im Altertum (Tubingen, 1885-.87)

.1 '

123 ?er;xa;el{teesz Acegypten (Munich: Beck, 1933), p. 284
. E. et, omparative Stud itera .
Meml)g:t:mia (London: Brit Aoed 150 );) olf3othe Literature of Egypt, Palestine and
. Gardiner, in Jour. , ian A .

o, B0t r. of Egyptian Archaeology, IX (1923),,p. 6; Pieper, op. cit

165 A. H. Gardiner, E i )
: , Egyptian Grammar ;

166 Pieper, op. cit., p. 88; Kees, op. cit., (x)(?,flff)ord, 198D, D.2: cf. pp. -6, 11-24.

lg; gee];,bol;.). cit., p. 80; Rohde, Gr. Roman, p.. 387

Yo . eling, Keilschrifttexte aus Assur relig. Inhal

_11611, 8 <] alts, (Leipzig, 1914ff), Vol. I

9IB. i |
1700;» l\vl‘;zézsér:erbia?_);lton l: Asdsyrien (Heidelberg, 1920), I1, 154-55
- W , eratur der Babyloni er i ‘
Melssnor. ¢ ylonier u. Assyrier (Lei H
Slesner ie Babylonische-Assyrische Literatur (Wildpark-P: : y Dz}g. honaion, seaty
. '1710M f:ited in Peet, op. cit., p. 8 n. 1 ofedam: Athenaion, 1921).
eissner, Ba i rrien,

s bylonien u. Assyrien, Vol. 11, pp. 155, 353f, 357-59, 335ff, 361f, 429f
172 C. ¢ ' ' '
1731(; ?{x:s;zelr;]:nn, Gesch. der arab Lit. (Leipzig, 1909), p. 186

o Brocke]mann,, on! ii::airr;: (;Zefr;?za (Lfmdon: Br. Acad., Oxford, 1-947) pp. T79-84, 94;

from e " . : the literature was completely dominated by rhe;:ori(:
174 Brockelmann, o i |

] , op. cit., p. 201. Al-Bi s

worde o2 .double menning. o o 209l Bistani wrote a history of the world entirely in
i;g g:nd., p. 179; cf. pp. 200, 227 .

. Brockelma. . i

cection nn, Gesch. der arab Lit. (Weimar, 1898), I, 245f, and the following
177 A. Mez, Die Renais

} , sance des Islams (H
Inglzgl})sa rl(;semblance to the ancient Sophis(ts cldelbers, 1922, pp. 162-140: an amaz-

. Goldzi .

o cit. oot z.eher, Voriesungen uber den tslam (Heidelberg, 1925

179.,1; ekp;vilg), p. 90 (on Mutanabbi) ' ) p. 073 Brockelmann,
rockelmann (Weimar), I, 15; I

(od. nd roct » I, 15; Ibn Qutaiba, Mugaddam i
ey q:‘})a;,:git;:‘ojy-tpemombs‘mes, Paris, 1947), Pt. 23; cf. Gol;;;leh':rnab-i-m-Shl,re

b 31 (Panesmots o miisrgr:f ;i)mlsl(]ii of the Beirut ed. of Kalilah and Dim,n:'l’l‘ :1%2,7;) Z:

hnd noranck elligence); p. 39 (assembly of the H ame

tropan o s; a.re .all that count); pp. 42-44 (gloria the one ob) tlea"led), o e
oA 1\: 0“‘2{) p. 132 (a formal disputatio), etc ect of life): p. B (four

. ez, ulkasim, ein bagd i i

the most oo sim, agdader Sittenbild (Heidelb : i

Vivid s gbra.ted Oriental version of the vagabond-rhetorerlsi' 1'902)‘ et b8
Cee MQmpm on Ofv\t/he rhetorical-mindedness of the decadent. E e: ® Introduction ls a

sen, Werke, V, 11, 383f; i e
and a1 S , V, , ; Libanius, Orat. :
ave dominates every aspect of life; *“‘a world otr aan,tsxa.xn?i,’calr.nglsev;;(t)lllari:y o e
out any true
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1; cf. Philo, De Monarch., 1, 8; Plutarch, De
“‘General servitude was, indeed, the distinc-
t grades and shades of bondage,
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equality,’”’ says Lucian, Epist. ad Saturn,,
Amore, c. 26; Lucian, Dial. Mort,, (X), 25.
tive feature of the age, but while there were differen
there was no equality,” M. ‘Rostovtzeff, op. cit., p. 474.

183 Jaeger, Paideia, I, 329.

184 This is seen in the translation literature, which was all from Bastern to Western
languages, von Christ., op. cit., 1L, 166, 315, 665, 542ff.

185 Diehl and Marcais, Moyen Age, III, 320f, 417. Speaking of Christians and bar-
barians alike, von Christ (op. cit., III, 955) says, ‘‘der Hellenismus zwingt sie in seine

Schule.”’
18¢ Norden, Ant. Kunstprosa, 11, 631-32, notes that “Gaul, von jeher das land der
Rhetorik,”’ continued to be so and to act as ‘‘die Erhalterin der antiken Kultur . . .

wahrend des ganzen Mittelalters.”

187 One thinks immediately of t
Christian literature of the East, of
James, Apocryphal New Testamen

he Thousand-and-One-Nights and of the degenerate
which some good examples may be found in M. R.
t (Oxford, 1925), pp. 49, 53ff, 5811, 62ff, 70, 80ff, 83,
33711, etc. The Oriental Acts are public disputations in which the Apostles display their
rhetorical skill to packed theaters, idem, p. 471. The pseudo-scientific element is not
lacking, e.g. in the Pseudo-Callisthenes, 11, 38, the king sails under the sea in a glass
vessel or flies through space, as in Lucian’s trip to the moon sequence in the Somnia;
of. Lucian, Zeuxis. For comic-strip trivia, Seneca, Controv., 1, 7; 4; 5; V, 6; VIii, 1; 4-5;

1X, 6; X, 3, ete.

188 H. ldris Bell, ‘“The Decay of Civilization,” Journ. Eg. Archaeof., X (1924), 216.
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Current Controversies in the

Theory of Leadership

CHARLES W. MERRIFIELD"

TISA ‘ i
55 commonplace that zf.ll human societies require “leadership.” In 2
o now gencrally recognized to be one of continuous process and change
o Pr”gl;r:ccin‘t‘sg ;ulclh as :hall we place our reliance upon Icaders or th'\\
. ! Shall we choose freedom or order?” make li ‘
cighteenth century of Roussea i e vomtrary, o odon
i sseau and Godwin to the cont
problem of leadership is not wheth i it o ot ol
er we shall have it or not, b ind i
shall be and what pur i e e e
poscs it shall serve. It would a h i i
hat b . ppear that the stimulation
theirg;:lgoanc:: of. tlf;}ur;nlaxzc groups through some kind of leadership to make up
unts with the facts and conditions of life i ite i
: ife is i
be paid for all group survival. uite fuerall,  price
dint lBt;t questions of what kind of leadership, and for what purposes, imme
ely tocus attention upon the fact tha : :
t the phrase “better leadership” i
of those glib symbols whi ' e s on
ich flow smoothly over th
. e tongue and which, wi
o ck gu which, without
an clie :: ;:}tl Premse deﬁ.mtxon, may mean one thing to the speaker and’a wholly
oorent al::,ge tt(;l .the lllzstener. Both may be satisfied that they are conferrimyr
4 ing. But much of th i
bractices of “leader o c current eontrovcrsy over theories ant
practices o ‘rship™ appears to involve different understandings, and
rven : erstandings, about referents for the term. Until we are sure ef th.
ings i : ‘
mes Congti r:umptutel;! to or inferred from the leadership concept, our discussion(s
¢ to be non-communicative and i ’
: . therefore, time- i
S ¢ n , , time-wasting.
often e :litp}c)lear, in fact, to be at least three clusters of meanings %vhich arc
hening b zf tt: the.term leadership” in the literature of social analysis
R em hes. a unique body of assumptions or pre-supposalz .
Realty, (b human beliefs — about such things as: (a) the charaeter f
Natur:, anL t( Z )na;ure of Knowledge, (c) an acceptable theory of Hum:r:
: ) ] the consequent meaning of L i
e _con t g of Leadership. The hypothesi:
-,p.l,)r't ) in tl.’le foregoing is that “leadership” as a concept can hax?:iF; efl:
dpd Io. o
thcmselvcrsn its context among a cluster of underlying assumptions ywh);lsl
reveal different penetrating interpretations of human l’ife anr;

value. i
e. It would also appear that, without at least a brief understanding of the
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