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INTRODUCTION

There is a detailed commentary on this book by J.
Adamietz (1966). Quintilian begins with a recapitulation
(3.1.1~7) and a historical account of the development of
rhetoric from Corax and Tisias down to his own day (3.1.8—
21). In more general terms (3.2) the origin of rhetoric is
seen in the gift of speech which Nature has given mankind;
Quintilian takes issue with Cicero (3.2.4) by pointing out
that nomadic peoples, who do not live in cities, also possess -
rhetorical skills. Much of the parallel material to all this is
in Radermacher, AS pp. 1-27.

Various classifications of the subject occupy 3.4.3-
3.4.5. First come the Five Parts (nowadays sometimes
called Canons) of rhetoric: Invention, Disposition, Elocu-
tion, Memory, Delivery (see Caplan on Ad Herennium 1.3;
Lausberg § 255). Quintilian here dismisses the view that
they are not “parts” but “functions” (épya) of the orator.
Bringing his “art-artist-work” division into play, he shows
that Invention and the others belong to the “art,” while the
functions that correspond to them belong to the orator.
These questions seem arid; Quintilian (3.3.14) character-
istically observes that scholars have been influenced by the
desire to have different words for the divisions produced
by various classifications.

Of these other classifications, the most important is that
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discussed in 3.4, the three Aristotelian “kinds of causes™:

Forensic (or Judicial), Deliberative, and Epideictic (Laus-

berg §§ 59-65; Kennedy in CRHP 44-40). This chapter

again is largely doxographical, but Quintilian (3.4.11) ac-
cepts the orthodox view, discusses the implications of the

Greek terms Epideictic, Encomiastic, and Panegyric, and

notes the common ground (justice, expediency, honour)

which all three “kinds” share.
Chapter 5 touches briefly on some other traditional
distinctions:

5.1. “Content and words”; “nature, art, practice, imita-
tion.”

5.2. The three officia of “instructing, moving emotions,
and giving pleasure.”

5.3. Things needing proof and things not needing proof.

5.4. “Legal” and “Rational” Questions, i.e. questions of law
and questions of fact.

5.5-15. “Indefinite” and “Definite” Questions, i.e. thesis
and hypothesis; Quintilian argues for the value of “in-
definite” or general Questions in all kinds of cases, be-
cause there is usually a general principle behind any in-
dividual problem (Lausberg §§ 68-78).

5.16. “Absolute” and “Relative” Questions.

Finally (5.17-18) he gives various definitions of a “Cause.”

He has now introduced most of the concepts required
for his next subject, which is the very complex Theory
of Issues (status). This is the heart of theoretical foren-
sic rhetoric, and will occupy him both here and in Book

Seven. Basic ancient texts include Ad Herennium 1.18-27,

2.2-26; Cicero, De inventione 1.10-19, 2.12-end; Topica

93-96. On the Greek side, the theory (though it had its

origins in the sophistic period and, as Quintilian sees, is

3



INTRODUCTION

based on Aristotelian logic) was mainly developed by

Hermagoras, for whose views Quintilian is an important

source. After Quintilian’s time, the number of distinct Is-

sues was considerably enlarged; many writers held that
there were thirteen, and this is the scheme found in

Hermogenes of Tarsus, who was particularly influential,

and in most later rhetoricians. Among modern accounts,

note Heath (1995), esp. 70ff.; GD 40-73; Heath in CRHP

100-103; Calboli Montefusco (1986). Lausberg §§ 79-254

is exhaustive, mainly depending on Quintilian. An un-

usually clear exposition (with diagrams) is given by B.

Schouler, La tradition hellénique chez Libanios (1984)

1. 170--185; this does, of course, relate to a period much

later than Quintilian.

Chapter 6 is thus unusually long and difficult, but its
structure is fairly simple:

6.1. Status belongs to all three “kinds” of Cause.

6.2. Various names for it.

6.3. Early history.

6.4-22. Rival definitions and ways of identifying the Issue.

6.23-28. The basic elements are derived from or corre-
spond with Aristotle’s Categories.

6.29-55. How many types of Issue are there? (one, 20-30;
two, 31-43; three, 44-46; four, 47-50; five or more, 51—
55).

6.55-62. Theories which distinguish Rational and Legal
Issues.

6.63-90. Quintilian’s own views, past and present.

6.91-103. Cases involving more than one Issue, includ-
ing (96-103) a detailed study of the Case of the Three
Sons.
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6.104. Related matters (Motive, Point to Decide, Core

(Basic Argument)) will be considered later.

Chapter 7 deals, fairly briefly, with the oratory of praise
and blame, i.e. Epideictic. Basic ancient texts here in-
clude: Aristotle, Rhetoric 1.9; Cicero, De inventione
2.177-178, De oratore 2.43—47, 341-349 (very close to
Quintilian); Partitiones oratoriae 70-82; Theon, Progym-
nasmata 109-112 Spengel; Menander Rhetor (with Rus-
sell and Wilson’s Introduction, xi-xxxiv). Moderm works
include Burgess (1902), Buchheit (1960); Pemot (1993);
the handbooks all include discussions, e.g. Martin 177-
210, Lausberg §§ 239-254.

After some introductory remarks (3.7.1-6), Quintilian
proceeds to praise of gods (6-9) and men (10-18), and
then to invective (19-22). There follows a section on the
relation of the encomiast to his audience (23-25), and then
the main scheme resumes with “praise of cities and places”
(26-28).

Chapter 8 is a similar treatment of Deliberative Ora-
tory. The essential parallel material is to be found in Aris-
totle, Rhetoric 1.4-8; Rhetorica ad Alexandrum 29-34;
Cicero, De inventione 2.157-176, De oratore 2.333-340,
Partitiones oratorige 83-97. Qutline iri Martin 167-176,
Lausberg §§ 224-238. Quintilian’s discussion falls into two
main parts: (a) Introductory (3.8.1-15): here itisexplained
that the aim of Deliberative Oratory is dignity rather than
expediency (1-3); that it may however involve Conjecture,
Definition, and Legal Issues as well as Quality (4-6); and
that it has its own rules for Prooemium, Narrative, and
Emotional Appeal (6-13); (b) a more detailed discussion
of (i) the nature of the proposal (16-35), (ii) the character
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of the audience (35-47), (iii) the character of the speaker
(48). There follow remarks on Prosopopoeia (49-54) and
finally (55-70) some comments on various types of school
exercises {suasoriae).

In 9, Quintilian returns to the Forensic Speech, with
a preliminary discussion of the Parts of the Speech—from
Prooemum to Epilogue—which he will take up in detail
in Book Four. His theme for the moment is the practi-
cal question of the order in which these elements of
a speech are to be planned. This division—usually into
five parts: Prooemium, Narrative, Arguments, Refuta-
tions, Epilogue—is central to rhetorical teaching at all
periods (see Caplan on Ad Herennium 1.4ff.) and gives
the basic structure of many treatises (e.g. Rhetorica ed
Alexandrum, Anonymus Seguierianus, Apsines). Lausberg
§ 261 summarizes the doctrine, and gives a table showing
various schemes in later Latin rhetoricians.

Chapter 10 gives a classification of Causes according
to their complexity: they are either Simple, Compound, or
Comparative. Cicero (De inventione 1.17) has this distinc-
Hon, which is also found in later rhetors (Fortunatianus,
86-91 Halm). It is discussed briefly by Lausberg, § 67.

Chapter 11 discusses Questions, Lines of Defence,
Points for Decision and continens or avvéxov (I translate
this as “Core”; “Basic Argument” would also convey the
idea). This all provides a procedure for deciding what
the problem to be addressed really is. It is based en
Hermagoras, though Quintilian does not always use his
terminology, is not uncritical of him, and is generally impa-
tient with subtleties which have, he very reasonably thinks,
little practical value. Parallel material in De inventione and
Ad Herennium (see Caplan) enables us to reconstruct the

6
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basic process as Hermagoras saw it. It involved (1) the ac-
cuser’s intentio, (2) the defendant’s depulsio: from these
emerged the quaestio (Ad Herennium 1.18). Next (3) the
defendant produced his ratio, and (4) the accuser tried to
refute it (Ad Herennium calls this stage firmamentum, a
term mentioned also by Quintilian, 3.11.1). From (3) and
(4) derived the Point for Decision (76 xpwéuevor). The
example in De inventione 2.78, the charge against Horatius
for killing his sister, illustrates this clearly. (1) “You killed
your sister without justification”; (2) “I was justified”; the
Question is “Was he justified?”; (3) “She was distressed at
our victory, and grieved by the enemy’s death”; (4) “But
she ought not to have been killed by her brother without
trial.” Point for Decision: “Given all the circumstances,
should he have killed her without trial?”

Quintilian deals first (11.1-3) with the definition of the
“principal Question”; then with Line of Defence (ratio)
and Point for Decision (11 4-8), with a discussion of termi-
nology and illustration from the stock case of Orestes;
next comes “Core” (11.9); he then proceeds to discuss
various problems, illustrating them again from stock cases
(11.10-17). Inconsistencies in Cicero come in for criticism
(11.18-20); but Quintilian is mainly concerned (11.21-26)
with simplifying the subject and reaucing it to what the
student really needs to know. His impatience with the ped-
antry and vanity of the scholars is clear, and characteristic.
His own account is, it must be said, not at all clear: see
M. Heath in Classical Quarterly 44 (1994) 122-123.



