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CHAPTER I
THE PROBLEM AND TERMS3

"A good man skilled in speaking" has been the goal of
speech teachers since the early formative years of the art
of public address, In these modern times this goal has not
changed, Everett Hunt has said of the modern speaker,

He will keep his wholeneass if he comes back again

and again to Aristotle, but he must supplement those

conceptions with what modern seientists have added

to the mirror for man...the ideal of the good man

skilled in spe is like the sea, ever changing

and ever the same,
This statement sums up quite well the reason that we still
apend our time in studying the theories of the ancient
teachers of rhetoric, But the issve to be dealt with here
is not the importance of studying these theories. The iasue
with whieh this study will be concerned i1s securing a proper
historiecal perspective of ancient rhetoriec,

The study of rhetoric, literally in Greek: "the art
of aponking,"-z demands complete understanding of another
time and place. The factors contributing to publiec address

during the early formative years of the art are very

lpverett L. Hunt, "Rhetorie and General Education,"
The Quarterly Journal of Speech, 35:279, October, 1949,

2
Alan H, Monroe E;%ﬁgégl of Q%sg
(Chicago: Secott, Fcro;un o-p;"%. s Do "



different from those factora in existence today. These
contributing factors take many forms., They may be the social
conditions of the time. They may be the conflicts that
existed between states in the old Greek period of city-state
reorganization, These contributing conditions might take
the form of scientific inventions, natural phenonmenon, or
cultural traits of a people or country. For example, the
study of the oratory of Demosthenes would be diffiecult to
understand if one did not have knowledge of the history of
Greece, The greatest oration that Demosthenes delivered,
"on the Crown," would be almost meaningless if the student
did not know about the culture, politieal conditions, and
general habits of the Greelk people of the time, The fact
that the Feast of Dionysus was the suggested scene for the
crowning of Demosthenes is practically meaningless if the
student knows nothing of the celebrations held for the Greek
god of wines, 3Significant historical events like the move-
ment of Phillip II in 359 B. C.> to teke several of the Greek
colonies into his power are valuable to the student studying
this speech by Demosthenes. It is valuable information
because it furnishes the background necessary to understand
the activities of Demosthenes and his bitter attack on

3Roseoe Lewis Ashley, Ancient Civilisation (New York:
The MacMillan Company, 1915’, Pe i5§.



Macedonian emperialism, Thus when one studies ancient
rhetoric he must become aware of much of the history of
these ancient eivilizations in order to understand what
remains recorded for our benefit., Much historieal research
is in order if the student 1s to understand the proper
perspective of the art of public address. Because this
research 1s necessary and because the scholar of rhetoriec
must make many associations between historical events and
public address per se, this study had its inception.

I. THE PROBLEM

The problem feeing this study is by what means can
the teacher bring forth the entire historical perspective
of public address? In what way can the student gain an
over-all view of the historicel events contributing te
publiec address?

The time-line suggested in this study is an attempt
to satisfy these questions, It is not presented as a sub-
atitute for research, rather it 1s hoped that this over-all
picture of public address will furnish the student with a
starting place for meaningful quests for knowledge.

ITI. TERMS

Before persuing the answers to the above problems
it is necessary to make clear the meaning of several terms
used in this study.



The first term in need of definition is that of
"rhetoric." As it was stated earlier, rhetoric is literally
in Greek: "the art of speaking." Thus for the purpose of
this study the term rhetoriec will pertain to the entire
field of publie speech, The term will be used interchangeably
with publiec address., In either usage the meaning will be,
"the art of speaking,"

A second term or phrase in need of definition is
"over-all view of historicel events." By the use of this
phrase the implication is intended that an over-all view
means a panorama of events permitting the student to make
associations, The intention is not that an over-all view
will contain an all inclusive 1list of historical events,

The term "historical event" will mean any person,
place, thing, or occurrence that can be termed significant
to the art of public address., The meaning of "significant"
will be discussed in the next chapter,

In summary of the problem and the terms of this study
one thing should be very clear--the idea behind this study
is the hope that a cross-section view of the factors cone
tributing to public address will make it easier for the
student to grasp a fundamental understanding of what makes
up the art of encient rhetoriec.

The following chapters will be devoted to a
presentation of the development of the problem ocutlined



in this section, Chapter II will present the methods and
procedures employed and will review the literature relating

to this study, The historical time-lines of the eciviliza-
tions of the Tigris-Euphrates Valley, Egypt, Palestine,
Greece, and Rome will be presented in Chapter IIY. Chepter IV
will be devoted to a summary of the study, eonclusions, and
implications for future study.



CHAPTER II
METHODS, PROCEDURES, LITERATURE, AND LIMITATIONS

In Chapter I the importance of studying the theories
of the ancient teachers of public address was established,
At this point it becomes necessary to consider a method of
conducting such a study in order that an over-all view of
speecheraft can be avallable to the student,

I. METHODS

This study uses the historiecal and analytical methods,
An attempt wes made to select from history those events that
. have eontributed to public address and present them in the
form of a time-line, In this manner it was believed that
the reader could have svailable the nscessary information
to make associations between historical events and specific
peraonalities or developments in the field of speech.

In pursuit of this method several problems confronted
the author, There waa the problem of the selection of sig-
nificant historical events., The type of time-~line best
suited to the purposes of this study had to be decided.
Finally there was the problem of whether one time-line or
several would best present the desired over-all view of
public address,



The selection of significant historiesl events.
Probably the greatest problem in the selection of historiecal
events was the definition of "significant." How can this
term best be defined?

For purposes of this study the term "significant" was
defined to mean anything that contained a special importance
to the development of publiec address, However, since there
are various degrees in the term importance it was felt that
a mere verbal definition of significant was not suffiecient,
Therefore the selection of historical events was divided
into four categories, These categories were: (1) General
history; (2) Individuals; (3) Conflict and empire; and
(4) Publiec addresas.

In the category of general history the events that
had some significance, but not an over-powering influence
on the field of public addreass, were presented, For example,
the earliest Egyptian calendar date was listed under this
category because it contained significance to the degree
that the dates of other historical events are calculated
from it., However, the date had very little direct signifi-
cance on publie address. Also under this category the
commonly accepted divisions or classifications of time
periods was listed. For example, the Egyptian history is
usually classified by dynssties. Therefore the datea of the
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different dynasties appears in this category on the Egyptian
time<line,

The category of individuals is rather c¢lear in itself,
In this grouping the outstanding personalities of these
ancient eivilizations were listed, These individuals may
be directly significant to speech, that is, a Corax,
Aristotle, or Quintilian, or he may be only a politieal or
religious leader who in some manner has influenced the
development of publie address, The individual in this
latter grouping has usually established a govermment which
served as a foundation for publie speech, or he influenced
history in a manner that created fuel for the orators of
his time,

The category of confliet and empire was created to
house those events that furnished a baslis for furthering
public address, as with the establishment of a type of
government, or those events which furnished the speakers
of the time with subject matter, either domestiec or foreign.
Therefore, in this grouping one will find the wars, commer-
cial development, and political units or empires of these
ancient ecivilizations,

In the final category, that of public address, the
reader will find the significant speeches of individuals
such as Demosthenes and Periecles, He will also find the



significant treatises of these individuels and any other
activity direetly concerned with apeech,

Therefore, the phrase "significant historical event"
implies, for this atudy, any peraon, place, thing, or
occurrence that had special importance to the field of
public address, No doubt the reader will find events which
have meaning to him in a manner that would fit this deserip-
tion; yet they will not be found in this study., This is
only natural because in its final action the selection must
be a human one and therefore subject to error,

The type of time-line, Prior to the writing of thia
study several different types of time-lines were investi-
gated,

The time-lines used by H., G, wnllll in his history
texts were not usable because of their complications, Wells
listed his dates on & vertical line in 100 year intervals,
The events were classified by civilizations on a horizontal
line, However, the problem of placing events into this
design offered a complication because of the numerous detes
listed, Thus a clear over-all view was not obtainable,

The time-line used by Reither? was also rejected,
largely because of its narrouness, This type of time-line

1y, G, Wells, The Outﬁ_ ga of Hist (New Yorlk:
Garden City Publishing Co.,, s PDe -1126.

2Joseph R
ph Reither, World History at s Glance (Few Yorlk:
Barnes & NObl.’ Inc,, i95”.
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contains the mere listing of historical dates without regard
to any cultural breakdown. This type of time-line, while
useful for establishing chronological dates, Tails to pre-
sent a wide range of events and fails to show the relationship
of one event to another,

Those time-~lines used by Caldwell, Merrill, and
Raisz? end the type employed by DeBurghlt seemed mich better
for purposes of this study. These time-lines are similar
to those of Wells in that they list the dates verticelly and
the eivilizations horizontally., However, they do not list
the dates in any systematic breakdown, Thus the complica-
tion of listing meny events during the same 100 year period
is evoided., Since this method appeared to be the most
‘usable to the author it was selected as the model,

Therefore, the time-lines used in this study are
dated vertically, with no definite time period followed, and
the cultures are listed horizontally.

In the individual eunltural time-lines presented in
Chapter III the organization is similar. The only difference
is that while the dates remain vertical without any systematic

3Wallece E, Caldwell, Edward H, Merrill, snd Erwin

Raisz, The Hew %ﬁ History of the World (New York: The
Grayﬂ’:om Press,

b4, 6. DeBurgh acy of the Ancient World (New
York: The MacMillan EoupanﬁjsiﬁghT?
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breakdown, the horizontal line contains the categories of:
(1) General history; (2) Individuals; (3) Confliect and
empire; and (4) Public address.

The number of time-lines. Just as the selection of
historical events presented a problem, the mumber of time-
lines end the different cultures %o be covered had to be
decided, There was no limit to the posasibilities that were
available., Howoever, the selection of the cultures to be
covered provided an answer %o this problem,

The selection of the cultures covered in this atudy
was made for several reasons,

1, The cultures of the Tigris-Buphrates valley were
covered becaunse it was with these people that civilization
began. From these people came the inventions of govermment
and soclety that furnished the foundation on which publie
addreas eventually flourished,

2. The Egyptian culture was covered bocause it
served the same function asa that of the Tigris-Euphrates
valley=-it provided another section of the foundation for
publie address. But even more important, with the Egyptians
we find the first extant writings on speech and the first
significant individuals in speecherarft, Further, like the
Tigris-Euphrates cultures, the Egyptians were able to control
much of the civiligzed world during their time.



12

3. The Hebrews were covered because they provided
the foundation for modern religious thought., While the
other cultures covered in this study were powsrful builders
of empire, the Hobrews were mere nomadic peoples. Bmvbr,
the development of a world-conguering faith eould not be
over-looked,

h. The Greek eculture was covered because 1t is with
the Greek intellect that the real development of publie
address rests, A eivilization that produced Corax, Plato,
Demosthenes, and Aristotle demanded attention,

5. Roman eivilization was also covered Tor rather
obvious reasons, Influenced by the Greeks, these people
bullt the world's greatest empire and produced numerous
apeakers worthy of coverage in the history of public address,
Aa was the case with the Greeks, n ecivilization thet produced
outstanding speech personalities such as Cicero and Quintilian
could not be ignored,

6. Leaser civilizations, like those of the Phoeni-
cians and Persians, were not covered because it was believed
thet the contributiona they offered to publiec address were:
(1) Not significantj (2) Wot original, but _based on the
cultures found in this study; or (3) Covered in the cultures
listed because of their influence on them, as was the case
with Carthage and the Puniec Wars.
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With the selection of the cultures of the

Tigris-Euphrates valley, the Egyptians, Hebrews, Greeks,
and Romens, the problem of the number of time-lines was
mede more simple. In order to fully understand each civiliza-
tion 1t was decided that an individual time-line would work
best, In order to provide the over-all view of all cultures
it wes decided that one large time-line would also be of
value, Therefore, the reader will find five individual
cultural time-lines and one general over-all time«line,

II, PROCEDURES

The procedures of this atudy were not complicated,
After the standards of selectlon were made it was undertaken
to compile & list of the significant historieal events con-
tributing to public address from each culture. These were
then assembled in a manner conforming to the time<line
design selected for the study., Having developed the indi-
vidual cultural time-lines, an analytical examination of
each one was written., Finally, the time-line of all cul-
tures was developed in order that the reader might view the
entire history of the five selected aneient cultures,

III. LITERATURE -

Not many attempts have been made in speecheraft to
compile & history of aneient rhetoric. In the literature
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that was studied, no time-line approach to public address

in relation to historieal development of individual eultures
was found, However, the field of ancient rhetorical history
is not without significant written accounts,

Sears® and Hapdwicke® have both written historical
summaries of oratory. The coverage in both could benefit
from more recent discoveries about these anecient eiviliza-
tions. Neither of these works provide much historical
detail, perhaps because it was not available at thelr publi-
cation dates,

Shurter ! experimented with a method of teaching speech
that resembles the present study only in neme, Actually
his artiele in the Guarterly Journal devoted time to the
teaching of public address classes and not with the histori-
cal account of the development of public address.

Bromley Smith has done much in the field of anelent
public address, He has covered the contributions of

Y Gii;;:n::ﬂ&olrl, The §é§§ggx of Oratory (Chicago:

Honry Herdwicke, His gm and Orators
(New York: G, P. Putmmmﬂ fﬁ?

Tzawin Dubois Shurer, "The Rhetorie of Oratory

How to Teach It," The Quarterly Jourmal of Speeeh, ht’r&-’r?.
January, 1918,
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Protagoras,’ Corax, Gorgias,l0 snd others. All of these
articlea are beneficiel to one studying the history of
rhetorie,

The theories of Isocrates have been discussed by
Sagc.n However he does not direet his attention to a
historical view,

Gray's articlel? on the Egyptian contributions of
Ptah-hotep and Kegemni are most importent to the history of
public esddress. UGray's research covers a period of elmost
unknown history, Thus it bridges the gap between assumption

and faect,

Hunt has also coniributed several articles in the
Quarterly Journal which cover some espect of ancient rhetoric.
Moat of his articles, such as the one on Platec and

8hromley Smith, "The Father of Debate: Protagoras

of Abdera," The Quarterly Journal of Speech, 4:196-21%
Mareh, 1918, | ’

7 "Corax and Probability," The Quarterly
Journsl SF Speeeh, 7:13-42, Pebruary, 1921,

10 "Gorglas: A Study of Oratorical Style,"
The QuerBeFIY Journal of Speech, 7:335-359, November, 1921,
1lRussell H, Sage, "The Rhetorical Theory of Isocrates,"
The Quarterly Journal of Speech, 8:322-337, November, 1922.
12G11es Wilkeson Gray, "The ! Precepts of Kagemni and

taheho o terly J f 3 2:40L6 4
4 ::pigw:_gm::-m_nz&g._wo 32:LL6-05h
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rhatorioinnl.13 are devoted to an analysis of the theories
and not the history of rhetoriec.

The Greek historian, Thucydides, recorded some
important developments in speech history. His asccount of
the Peloponnesian Wnrlh contains examples of Greek oratory
as remembered by those who were present,

Baldwinl® and Thonssen snd Bairdl® have written about
anclent theories and personalities, but egein the outlook
was not a historical one, While much of the history of
rhetorie can be gethered from their works it remsins chiefly
a study of method and not historical development. However
the works of these authors bring out the writings of the
ancients and thelr commenta about tho~oratorl of their times,
Thonssen and Balrd were espeecially interested in what
Cicero, Quintilian, and others had to say about each other
since their book (Thonssen snd Baird) is a collection of

criticisms.

13gverett Leoe Hunt, "Plato on Rhetoric and Rhetori-
cians," The Qnarterly Journasl of Speech, 6:35-36, June,
1920.

1“Thnnydidol History of the Pe
(Rev, Henry Dele trans 2 tion, ﬁg 'Ybr ‘ﬂ%ﬁ%gagi'ﬁﬁﬁt ers,

1861).

15
Charles Sears Baldwin, Ancient Rhetoriec zand Pcetic
(New York: The MacMillan Comp;d§:-%§zﬁ).

16pogter Thonssen and A, Craig Baird, Speech Oriti-
eism (New York: The Roland Press Company, 1940).
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In summary, the writers in the field of speech history
have been few. While many writers have explored isolated
areas of ancient rhetorie, few have tried to present a
history of the art, Those who have written histories have
not benefited from the information that is now available
to adéd meaning to civilizations of the past.

IV, LIMITATIONS

There are several limitations that must come with a

study such as the present one., The limitation that comes
with the problem of selection has been mentioned. The

' limitation that comes with the selection of the cultures to

be covered has also been explored. However, there are

others which must be made clear before the presentation of

the time-line analyslis of the history of publiec address,

It should be very clear that the dates presented in
this study are approximate and not meant to be this author's
or any other author's historiecally proven estimete., The
problem of eatablishing calculations in time has never been
free from error or dispute., However, in the selection of
the dates presented, cereful asttention wes given to the more
generally accepted dates where conflicta sppeared,

Perhaps the greatest limitation reats with the
limited material availeble from which the history of publie
addreas can be compiled. It was often necessary for the
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author to meke assumptions about the development of publie
address, However, where these assumptions occur, every
effort was made to mark them elearly as the opinions of the
euthor,

A further limitation came when the available research
facilities failed to provide information, Since much of the
literature in the field of anecient rhetoric is out of print,
many of the books used by available authors as references
were not obtainable,

In brief summary, the method of the time~line seems
valid as an instrument for presenting an over-all view of
the history of public address, By careful selection of
historical events it should be posaible for the student of
rhetoric to meke associations neecessary for proper under-
standing of what has happened in the development of publie
speaking, There have been few histories written about anclent
rhetoric and this alone could justify the present study.



CHAPTER III
HISTORICAL TIME-LINES
I, THE TIGRIS-EUPHRATES VALLEY

Very little of the early history of public address
resulting from the development of eivilization in the Tigris-
Euphrates Valley is known, EHistorians have usually written
about more general aspects of these pecple and have been
unable to conment on the development of public address.
However, withh the ald of the historians one can venture some
- rather important assumptions about the beginnings of publie
addresa. It scoms safe to assume that speech was very
important to these people becsuse it constituted one of the
few methods of commnication,

The ecivilizations thet developed in the Tigris-
Euphrates Valley are thought to be the first in humesn history.
However, historians have placed the dates of the Egyptians
et about the same time as the early Tigris-Euphrates cule
tures, At this writing the earliest artifactas kmown to man
would place the Tigris-fBuphrates cultures bgtm that of
Egypt. These early artifescts are dated about 6000 B, C,,
the very beginning of the Stone Age. This date was established
from the findings of an expedition atudying ancient ruins
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in Forthern Iraq in 1945, Actuelly, the first recorded
date known comes to us from old Egyptian calendars, These
calendars list 4236 B, 0,2 g8 the earliest known recorded
date, Thus 1t is an academic question as to whiech eiviliza-
tion sctually came first, but in elther case their development
mede the use of public address a functional one, With their
orgenization into political units the art of publie address
must have begun i1ts climb on the ladder of civilization.
Significent contributions were mede by those people we
know a8 Sumerians and Semites. Their civilizations developed
the first known organized state in Sumer and Akkad. They
| were the first peoples kmown to have used the wheel as a
machine.? They experimented with medieine and in the use
of mediecal nurgery.ll- They had thelir own banking and monetary
ayutom.s From the peoples of Sumer we have discovered the

lyellace E, Caldwell, Edward H, Merrill, end Erwin
Raisz, The m% st of the World (New York: The
S

Greystone Fres » Do B
21bid., p. 55.

jlbid‘, Pe u.é.
u’ma’ p. 46.

SJoseph »
ph Reither, World History at g Glance (New York:
Barnes & Noble, Ine,, i9§$i, De .
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earliest known educational ayutcm.‘ The first literary
contributions came from these people, Hammmurabl, King of
Babylon, gave civilization its first orgenized legal code,l
Thus the influences of the Tigris-Euphrates is extremely
important to eivilizetion. Even with our limited knowledge
of these people and their times we can still see the founda-
tion, on whieh publie address eventually flourished, being
established with the kingdoms of the fertile crescent.

63gmuel Nosh Kramer, Hist t (New
York: Doubleday & Company, inc,, *9 2 PDe 1={.

TLynn Thorndike, A Shor glggrg of Civilization (New
York: F, S, Crofts & 65.-,19:%), Ds 00.
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II, EGYPT

While eivilization was developing in the valley of
the Tigris-Euphrates rivers, the Nile river in Egypt gave
birth to another culture. As with the Sumerians, the history
of the Egyptians in the development of public address is
incomplete, However, again the influences on speech can be
seen and to a considerable degree they can be mare effec-
tively measured in Egypt than in Sumer-Akkad,

The esarliest philoscphical writing, the Preceptas of
Kagemni and Ptah-hotep, marks the beginning of the formal
history of public address. GCray has deseribed the contribu=~
tions of these early Egyptian sages, HHe begins by pointing
out the significence of the time element in dealing with
these writings.

In the thinking of many of us the study and teaching
of speech began with Corax, and in classical Greece
reached its highest point with the Rhe of
Aristotle. Yet, if we consider the to ength of
time from the earliest known instance of speech instrue-
tion to the present, we shall find that Aristotle is
somewhat closer to our own day than he was to the
beginnings, for what is known as the 'oldest manu-
seript in existence'! contains the written version of

a set of teachings regarding speech which date back

to the early Egyptian dynastles, These instructions,
which have been called the !'Precepts of Kagemni and
Ptah~hotep,' are found on ancient papyrus discovered
Just about one hundred years sgo, and ngc now reposing
in the Bibliotheque Nationale in Paris.

eGilol Wilkeson Gray, "The Precepts of Kagemni and

Pteh-hotep," The Quarterly Journal of Speech, 31:446
Doeembor,pi9H57— o4
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The papyrus containing these early instructions in speech
were discovered in 18!4.79 near Thebes by the Frenech
Eg_yptologiat, M, Prisse d'Avennes. The papyrus ltself
dates from the XIth., or XIIth. Dynasty, but the indlviduals
who authored the orig:lmlluorkl date back to the IIrd, and
Vth, Dynasties,®
The FPrisse Papyrus is divided into two sections, The
firat section contains instructions in feir speech directed
to Kagemni and the second section contains the oldest com-
plete text of the writing of Ptah~hotep. Kagemni was a
governor under the reign of King Smfemn Ptah~hotep held
office during the reign of King Isesi, last of the Vth,
Dynasty kinga, Of the two, FPtah-hotep seems to be the more
important influence on public address. Of the 43 para-
graphs in the second section, 22 make reference, directly
or indirectly, to some aspect of speech. These contain the
speech philosophy of Ptah-hotep,l2 Actually what he says
is only logical and could be a collection of the thoughts eof
many, but the fact that he did write them down has reserved

his plece in the history of public address. In meny ways

P1bid., p. L48B.
101p34., p. 448,
1l1bid., p. L450.
121b1d., ps L4524
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Ptah<hotep's proverbs are like those of Aristotle. For
example , Ptah<~hotep wrote the following some twenty-three
and a half centuries before the time of Aristotle: "Refute
' the false arguments of your equal in debate; you will thus
appear wiser than he.™3 Both Pteh-hotep and Aristotle
spoke in @ similer manner about the use of speech and the
greater value 1s given to Aristotle because he explained hias
writing in detail., Perhaps if Ptah~hotep's explanations,
if any, were preserved he would be given a better historical
significance., One might say of Ptah<hotep that he was the
Egyptian Aristotle because he eollected his thoughts mueh in
the same manner and because he, like Aristotle, was among
the first men to recognize the value of a written instrue-
tion for the speaker, As Gray points out in his conelusion,
we cannot judge Ptah-hotep's proverbs on the basis of our
present day society, but as he states: ",,.the conduet he
recommends,,..in so far as i1t relates to speech, has for the
most part stood the test of well over L4500 yanrs.'m

The contribution of the Egyptians to public addreas
is not limited to the writings of Kegemni and Ptah-hotep.
Publie address camnot flourish without "fuql" for the speakers
and that "fuel"™ usually comes from the society of the time,

131p1d., p. L52.
mIbid.' Pe hg*.
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In Egypt the development of orgenized government must have
been a contributing factor in the development of publie
addreas., The fact that the Egyptians had 2 form of welfare
state further indicates that sufficient subject matter
existed for the Egyptian public speaker., Caldwell, Merrill,
and Raisz have summed up the Egyptian contributions to
civilization as follows:

in trade. They invented writing and a calendar;
developed a highly centralized govermment and wrote
down their laws. They developed the elementary prin-
eiples of erithmetic, geometry, astronomy, and mediecine,
the basic prineiples of architecture, sculpture, and
painting, From the anecient Egyptians we hlgn learned
much that is an abiding part of our lives.

All of these contributions have significant influence on

The Egyptians engaged in agriculture, in 1ndultry§h.
) 4

public address., Historical records do not contain enough
information to be specifiec about these influences, but it
can again be assumed that the public speaker had mueh to
speak about in the Egyptian assemblies and merkets. Evi-
dence of this assumption can be found in the writings of
Ptah«hotep mentioned above. He stated in his instructions
on speecht
If you ere in the couneil chamber, follow the procedures

as they have been set down for you. Avoid absenses or
tardiness, Wide is the seat of one that hath made

15¢s1dwell et al., op. eit., p. 32.



address, The council-chamber acteth by strict CH
eand all its plans are in accordance with method.

From this statement one can infer that the Egyptians did
have assemblies, They hed parliamentary rules for pro-
cedure, They also had an sppreciation for the skill of the
speaker, Thus the meterial for public speech can be seen
in aneient Egypt.

While most of the subject matter for publiec address
mentioned above came in the political field, this is not
the only subject area with available material for speech,
In the religious field the reforms of Ahmenhotep IV around
1375 B. 0.17 must have offered the opportunity for much
publie speech, With Ahmenhotep's attempt to establish a
religion based on one god, Atom, the assumption that this
furnished much fuel for publiec discourse seems well grounded.
Since the priests, whom Ahmenhotep wanted to abolish,
revolted it seems quite possible that this brought forth
public speech on the issue. Perhaps if the records of the
Egyptians were as complete as those of the later Greeks the
history of public address would be revolutionized.,

Before the discovery of the Prisse Papyrus end its
translation the view of many scholars in the field of speech

160!",' ODe 9_1_!:. De u-szt
17c..ld".11 g_t_ _‘A.i' SEe. e!s_t_-. Ds 2‘-}4
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was that these ancient times held no lesson for the modern
speaker, One writer, intent upon covering the entire
history of oratory, wrote:

In tracing the rise of oratory it is needless to go
too far back in the early ages of the world, or delve
for it among the monuments of Eastern or Egyptian
antiquity., There was eloquence of a certain kind in
those ages, but 1t was more like poetry than oratory.
Philologists believe that the language of the first
ages wes passionate end metaphorical, owing to the
small stoek of words then known, and to the tineture
which langusge naturally takes from the barbarous and
uncultivated state of men, agitated by umrestrained
passions, and strueck by events, the causes of whieh,
to them, were unknown, Rapture and enthusiaam, the 18
parents of poetry, had an ample field in this state,
It would seem that the writer's essumption that the Egyptian
eculture holds little for the student interested in the
history of publie address has been defeated by the dis-
covery of the Prisse Pepyrus. Ptah-hotep's instruetions in
speech do not seem to be too poetie nor lacking in a sound
base, The above writer seems to be speaking without under-
standing of the contributions the Egyptians made to
eivilization., He can be excused for this lack of knowledge
because the Prisse Papyrus was not translated at his writing.
The Egyptians added to the contributions of the
peoples of Sumer-Akkad and together these cultures form the

foundations of public address. As hes been mentioned, with

y Hardwicke a8t of Orat and Orators
(New York: G, P. Putm:l%on_%%llﬂﬂ, Pe i.
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the development of & society comes the subject matter for

publiec speech., With this material comes the appreciation
for the man skilled in speaking., All of these conditions
gre found in the ecivilizations of Egypt and Sumer-Akkad,
Cottrell pictures these people best when he writes:

To sum up, round about 3000 B, C, we see, for the firat
time on earth, two large groups of human beings among
whom we can detect the linaments of eivilization, They
are living in broadly similer conditions; both live on
the banks of rivers subject to anmual flooding which
refertilizes their land, Both possess certain knowl-
edge and techniques which give them inereased control
over their enviromment. ...Both groups of peoples have
progressed beyond the bo iea of self-sufficiency.
They have become traders,

With this we leave the Egyptians for a brief look at the
Hebrews before exploring the CGolden Age of Greece,

1900nard Cottrell, The Anvil of Civili (New
York: The New American Librery, Ys Pe OT.
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III, THE HEBREWS

During the period of greest BEgyptian luxury (1400
B. C.) the Semitic peoples from the east who became known
as Hebrews began to settle in Syria and Palestine., Reither
has desecribed these people as follows:

The Hebrews, a nomadie folk from the Arabian Desert,
migrated slowly westward in small groups constantly
in search of fresh pastures for the flocks upon the
hillsides of Palestine and by degrees adopted the
civilization of the Cansanites who had long been
dwellers in the land, Later members of a wandering
Hebrew tribe eoming from the east found their way
into Egygt where they were enslaved and cruelly
treated by the pharaoh--possibly Reameses II who died
about 1225 B, €, Pinally they were led out of Egypt
by Moses and then found their way into Paleatine.

In the north of Palestine particularly the Hebrews
intermarried with the Cansanites and adopted their
settled life and civilization, In so doing they
aecquired a civilization that had in its turn been
derived from Babylonia and Egypt. But they never
entirely gave up their pastoral life, and in the
south of Palestine they continued to live among thﬁbr
flocks, following the wandering life of the nomad.

The influence of these people on public address is
not overly significant, The Hebrew prophets made use of
public speech to spread their measage to the people, but
little if any contribution was made to the development of
the art of publie address, The records of these people ¢an
be found in the Bible and the speeches of the prophets are
recorded in the same source. Regardlesa of the significance

2050seph Reithe
ph Re r, World Hiastory at a Glance (New
York: Barnes & Noble, InC., 1957)s De 2L«
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of the contributions of these people to public adédress, the
Hebrews did greatly influence the religious thinking of the
world, It is with respect to this influence that they are
important in any study of historiecal significance. To these
Semitic peoples we owe credit for the development of n»muech
of our modern religious thought. As DeBurgh states:

The debt which modern civilization owes to the Hebrews
lies almost wholly in the field of religion, Their
poetry, the surest gulde to the thought and feeling
of a people, 1s essentlally religious poetry. Its
velue lies not so much in literary form or in specu-
lative argument as in the deep spiritual inasight teo
which it gives expression, ...the seed sown by the
eerly prophets ripened, during the bitter experience
of national humiliation and captivity, inteo a2 purified
religion, which in due season gave Eirth to the faith
that conquered the civilized world,
The ma jor importance of the Hebrews in the history
of public address rests not with technique and method, but
with the subject matter of the prophets, The Eilble contains
the poetry and the speeches of these people and through
the study of these we learn about the great faith they had
in Jehovah, The Hebrews gave the world one of its greatest
leaders in Jesus Christ. His speechea have 2130 been studiled,
but again the significance must go to the subject and not

the development,

2ly, @, DeBurgh, The Legaecy of the Ancient World (New
York: The MacMillan Company, Yo Do Zu o
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From the Hebrews man got the religious base necessary
on whieh to build a faith, But from the Greeks man gained
the use of a functional govermment thet remeins te this day
the hope of freedom loving people. It is to these Greeks

that we next turn our attention.,
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During the period of luxury in Egypt and at about the
time the Hebrews were moving into Palestine, a group of
people from the north came down into Greece., These people,

ealled Greeks, conquered the Minoan Civilizetion and started
their own, Before they were finally conquered they built
perhaps the fineat state the world has known, Much remains
- of their civilization to tell the atory of their success.
The fact that they accomplished so much in the way of cul-

. tural advaneces can be explained by their very nature. As

| ‘DeBurgh explains:

The Greeks were an agricultural people, cultivators
of ecorn, vine and olive; their occupation and the
climate rendered possible a life spent 111-303 out

of doors, with stretches of leisure for soeil
intercourse. No contrast more complete can be
imagined to the life of a modern industrial ecity,
where everyone is hustling to his business, and moments
of relaxation are few and reguler, than the free
informal 1life of the Greek Polia, But leisure meant
to the Greek anything rather than idleness; it fur-
nished an escape from the pressure of material claims,
m:di ax: ”cuion for the display of intellect and
talent.

The first significant contribution made by the Greeks
in the field of public address was their politieal organiza-
tion. Speech became an important factor in the Greek

assemblies. From this political organization came the Greek

‘221p34., ppe B2-83.



L2

city-state and it is to this unit that public address owes
its chance for the limelight., As DeBurgh again explains:
The only life worth living in the eyes of the Greek
was that of citizen service. ...Hence, as the intel-
lectual and moral horizon of the Greeks expanded,
the culture in whiech it found expression was at every
point associated with the ecity.
This love for the city-state made the Greels keen politi-
ciens and the art of speaking gained in stature.
Protagoras, known to most as the philesopher who
maintained that man was the measure of all things, is the
first Greek to merit discussion for his contributions to
publiec address. In speecheraft Protagoras is known as the
Father of Debate. Bromley Smith assigns this title to
Protagoras as he points out:
He introduced debate into his course and asserted
tthat on every question there are two sides exactly
opposite to one another.' Thus by encouraging argu-
mentation the nimble minds of the young CGreeks were
exercised in the reduction of hazy themes to ﬂtndn-
mentals and in the expansion of propositions.
In his time Protagoras wes not appreciated because he was
willing to express the belief he had that there were always
two sides to an issue. VWhen he applied this to religion
he met with the people! s beliefs and could not acecept them

without question, Greeks could not tolerste this feeling

231v1d., p. 83.

ipromley Smith, "The Father of Debate: Protagoras

of Abdera," The Quarterly Journal of Speech, 4:198-199,
March, 1918.
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about religion and Protagorss suffered at their hands,2>
However, Protagoras is remembered for his contribution to
public address--for his instruction in the art of debate.

During the time that Protagoras was teaching the
techniques of debate, another Greek, Corax, came forth with
a theory of rhetoric., Thonssen and Baird have sald of this
theory:

The development of the first 'system' of rhetoric is

foth Sioilian Greeks, soedevd has promcunsed the

.
Rt e o T eI o ey
’

Corax's system of rhetoric was divided into three distinective
 parts, He defined rhetoric as an art of persuasionj he gave
the first formal consideration to arrangement of materials;
and he showed how probability epplied to rhetorical inven-
tion, The idea that he contributed to rhetorical theory is
best explained by Eromley Smith when he points out that
Corax gave us the idea or the principle that "likelihood of
truth must always be present in order to be eonvincing."a

The next individual who demands comment 1a Pericles.

During his time the people enjoyed what we would term real

ZSM.’ Pe 2150
26105t0r Thonssen and A, Craig Baird, Speech Créti-
sv FPe =22

ceism (New York: The Ronald Press Co., 1948

2TBremley Smith, "Corax and Probability," The
Quarterly Journal of Speech Education, 7:38, February, 1921.
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democracy. His oratory is praised by many end it is to
Thuecydides that we owe much of what we know about Pericles.
In his History of the Peloponnesisn War, Thuecydides presents
three rather long narratives by Pericles. Probably the
best known of his speeches is the "Funerel Oration," which
takes the form of a eulogy on the causes of the Athenian
greatneas, It is perhaps with Pericles that we get the
first real indication of how rhetoric grows out of social
conditions, Thonssen and Baird sum this idea up best when
they comment:
The speechmaking of Pericles and Themistocles developed
from the recognition of certain problems in the world
of practical affairs., There were wars to be waged,
men to be inspired, and civic affairs to be adminis-
tered. Spoken discourse served to bring people
together; once together, it helped to consolidate
their hopes, ambitions and desires. An ert or system
of rhetoric, or speecheraft, was a natural outgrowth
of the realization that mn could govern themselves
through persuasive tallk,

The next important contribution to the development of
public address goes to Gorglas., He is remembered for his
contributions to style. Thonssen and Baird say of Gorgias
that he wes "gifted with the ablility to weave words into
artistic form, to create a atyle in prou."29 When he came

to Athens from Sicily in 427 B. C. he attracted the attention

2Boyonssen and Baird, op. cit., p. 3k.
291bid,., p. 37.
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of the Athenlans with his exaggerated use of figures and
his deliberate adoption of the peuse for oftoet.’o

Following the contributions of Gorglas come several

Greek personalities. These men, of whom Antiphon, Isocrates,
end Isseus are most remembered, made contributions that
cannot be explained entirely in e brief space, However,
Thonssen and Baird come close to a good summary when they
point out:

«ssthey were ploneers in refining technigues for use

in forensic speaking, Most of these men were pro-

fesaional speech writers, and unusually successful

ones, .,..Antiphon became a lively representative of

the austere, gnified style of expression, ...Isaeus

«ssDridges the gap in style and method between forensiec

speaking and the deliberative oratory which achieved

such striking distinction at the hands of ...Aeschines,

end, moat illustriously, Demosthenes, ...Isocrates

«s.Was greatly superior in the practical department of

teaching ,.,..{and) Jebb goes so far as to say, and

George Norlin supports him, that as far as proase style

is concerned tgg Isocratic pattern became the basis

of all others,

Plato, the teacher of Aristotle and the pupil of

Socrates, wrote two treatises on the grt of rhetoriec. Plato
did not trust the use of rhetorie because he feared 1t

might make the worse the better cause, As he explains it
in the Gorgies:

3°Ib1go. Pe 38.
31pid., pp. L1-45,
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sself an o injures another, we should endeavour
by all possible means, both by sctions and words,
that he may not be punished, nor brought before a
judge: but, if he is brought before him, we should
contrive so that our enemy may escape, and not suffer
punishment: and if he has robbed us of a great
quantity of gold, that he should not restore it, but
should retain it and spend it on himself and his
associlates unjustly end impiously; and if he has com-
mitted an injustice worthy of death, we should contrive
that he may not die .... For such purposes, Folus,
rhetoric appears to me to be useful, since to him who
does not intend to act unjustly, its utility does not
appear to me to be gssat. if indeed it is of any
utility at all, ...

Monroe has added in his summary of Flato's works:

His interest in rhetoric arose from his dislike of

the use made of 1t by the orators of Athens where he

lived., He felt that too much emphasis in the rhetorie

of his day was placed upon verbal trickery rather

than upog careful logie and thorough knowledge of the

subject.
In his later work, The Phaedrus, Plato stressed this last
section mentioned by Monroe of knowing the facts of a matter.
He maintained that the only acceptable rhetoric must be
based on truth and only on this would he accept it as a
useful means of communication, He further streassed the idea
that the orator, in order to be successful, should know the
soul of man,

The next Greeks to influence the history of publie

address were born in the same year, Demosthenes, the orator,

32p1ato, Go (Trmlntion by Henry Cary, in The
Works of Plato, ﬁ 5), Secs, 12-13.

33“0“0’. ODe g-_t_o' Pe u‘-o
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and Aristotle, the philosopher, writer, and educator,

contributed greatly to the development of public address,
Since they cannot be viewed together Demosthenes will be
discuased first.

Demosthenes has been called the greatest orator by
many writers., He apent most of his life fighting the
imperialism of Philip of Macedon., He spoke out against the
Macedonien leader et every chance and his speeches have
come down to us and can still be studied for their content
end style. These speeches against Philip are known as the
"Philippiea™ of Demosthenes. However, the greatest speech
delivered by Demosthenes 1s said to be his defense of him-
self, "On the Crown." In this speech Demosthenes defeated
Aeschines by reveraing the charges that had been made
against him thus making Aesechines appear completely in
error. Thus the contribution of Demosthenes must take the
form of setting an example, This is made c¢clear by the Roman
orator, Cicero, when he saya of Demosthenes:

It is astonishing hWBED. among the Greek orators
excells all the rest.

Brougham agrees with Cicero when he states:

The great model of anecient oratory, the one who wes
at the head 'of all the mighty masters of speech,'

3""01ooro, Brutus, p. 141,




48

was Demosthenes. ...he (Demosthenes) e move and
could master the minds of the people, ...

Thus the oratory of Demosthenes has had e great influence
on the history of publiec address, However, one camnot
ignore in the atudy of these ancient Greeks the political
conditions that made it possible for these orators to
excell, In the case of Demosthenes it was the movement of
Philip of Macedon to take over the Greek colonies that
prompted Demosthenes to attack, A quick glance at the
hiatorical time-line of the OGreek Civilization furnishes the
reader with the view of the events of the times, Demosthenes
was a great orator caught between the reigns of two great
leaders who opposed Athens, Philip and his son, Alexander.
During the time that Demosthenes was flourishing as

an orator, Aristotle was busy making a lasting impression
on the world, Aristotle was not limited to the field of
speech, in fact his ma jor contributions might well be argued
to rest in another field, However, his treatise on rhetoriec
and his treatise on poetics have come down to us as great
contributions to the field of speech, Thonssen and Baird
have stated:

Aristotle 1s perhaps the most highly esteemed figure

in aneient rhetoric, His P and %g*g&._ com=
pose an analytieally thor reatment o e two
35nonry Lord

Brougham, The Works of He Lord
Brougham (Londent 1856); VIf, 121-12%, 59.  ~
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phases of writing and speaking which deal reapectively
with the Yart of imeginative appeal!' and the Yart of
daily communication, olgocially of public address.!

J

ainele work in the 1iberature of spessheraft,dt
The student of rhetoric will recognize the meaning of this
statement because he has no doubt read the Rhetoric at one
time or another, Thus, because Aristotle is well known to
most speech people and because a brief summary of his work
would not explain enough of his contributions, he will not
be analyzed in detail, Those interested in studying his
contributions more fully can read the works of coopor.37
Baldwin,3® Cope,39 Hunt, 40 Jebb,4) and Thonssen and Baird 2

After Aristotle the history of oratory or publie

address i1s not greatly influenced by the Greeks, The indi-
viduals who came forth after the defeat of Athens by Philip

36mnonssen and Baird, op. cit., p. 57.
3TLane © The of Aristotle (Wew York
The Apyletonpcogm’ s gno., isBET. TR

3a(:tmrlcu Sears Baldwin, Ancient Rhetoric and Poetilc
(New York: The MacMillan conp;ny, E%{). gt

39‘; . »
I o 1827)?0” An Introduction to Aristotle's Rhotoric

4Orverett Lee Hunt, 'ﬁato and Aristotle on Rhetorie
end Rhetoricians, ) ie n Rhetorie and Public Speaking
(New York: 1925), p. 3.

uﬁ. €, Jebb, Translation of Aristotle's Rhetoric
(Cambridge: 1909).

42monssen and Baird, op. eit.
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and later by Alexander, are not especially noteworthy, Teo

Demetrius Phalerius, speaker and leader in Athens, end to
Aratus of Siecyon belong much of the oratory that could be
pointed to as an example. The Spartan reformers Agis snd
Cleomenes made some impression, but for the most part the
glory of Greek oratory had declined by their time,

In summary of the Oreeks and their influence on
public address, a look at the historical time-line will
serve as a brief summary. The political organization of
the city-state and the very nature of the Greeks had much
to do with the development of publie speech, Homer, writing
years after the Trojan War, made much of the speaking ability
of the Greek leaders, The reforms of leaders such as Solon
and Cleisthenes, who put Solon's reforms into actual prace
tice, gave birth to the opportunity for public discourse,
The tyranny of the Pesistratids even welcomed the oppor-
tunity for publie speech so lonz &8s it did not criticise
the ruling govermment., Thus the appreciation of the art of
speaking waa in existence long before Corax came forth with
his theories. With the teachings of Protagoras and Corax,
Greece entered the Classic Period, During this time Pericles,
Thucydidea, Isaeus, Isocrates, Plato, Antiphon, Demosthenes,
and Aristotle stand out for their contributions to rhetoriec.
Following these individusls came the conguest of Athens by
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.“:ﬁhoodm and the decline of Greek glory, But in her time,
‘Greece produced the intellect that to this day governs
‘the theory and technigue of teaching the art of publie
‘speech,
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V. THE ROMANS

While Egypt was declining before the forces of foreign
inveders and while Greece was recovering from the Trojan
War, the Roman civilization began to develop in the Tiber
River valley, Legend dates this beginning as 753 B, C,,
but the first recorded date in Roman history is 509 B, C.,
the beginning of the republic.t? This early history is
diffieult to explain because of the destruction of all
written records in Rome by the invading Gauls in 390 B, oM
However, Reither describes the Romans as follows:?
The early history of the city-state of Rome is
shrouded in legend, But 1t seems clear that a
primitive form of kingship existed in early times,
similar to that found in the Homerdie Greelk cities,
The agrieultural Romans were the vietims of plunder-
ing raids, for the neighbering tribes, many of them
astoral hill folk, were of'ten tempted to seize the

gaﬂhltl, flocks, and other possesaions of the
industrious Roman fermers, In self-defense the
Romans subdued their troublesome neigh and
established a loose dominion over them.

DeBurgh adds to this the influence of the Etruscans on the

Romans when he writes:
It eppeers that some time in the sixth century Rome

became the capital of princes of alien stock who
bore away over southern Etruria 2nd the whole of

1‘38«000 Lewis Ashley, Aaﬁenﬁ Civiliz (Hew
York: The MacMillan Company, s Pe .

Mmmsh’ O Euc- Ue 1850
h'sloithor, S m‘r' Poe 69.
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Latium, The expulsion of the kings meant the overthrow
of this foreign dominion; Rome became once more one of
many confederate Latin towns. The Etrusecan overlords
had laid the foundations of the future splendour of
Rome; fragments of their architecture, such as the
stone wall aseribed to Servius Tullius, remain to this
day as witness of their akill; in the words of
Montesquieu, 'Alreapdy they had begun the building of
the Eternal City.!

FProm this point the Romans built their civilization quickly
end expertly until Rome controlled the whole of the eivilized
world, This does not mean that the Romans developed over=
night, As DeBurgh agein stateat
How Rome rose from these humble origins through cen-
turies of growth to the lerdlhiglot the Mediterranean
world is one of the most memorable episodes in human
history. Her empire was no brilliant creation of
individual genius, but the slow and measured outcome
of racial energy. It is because of this that 1t
endured; its foundations were ﬁ’ surely laid in the
character of the Roman people.

Much of what the Romans did in the field of publie
eddress must be eredited to the Greek influence, Not only
in publie address, but in other aceademic flelds, the Greeks
were the teachers of the Romans, From the early beginnings
of Rome, mentioned and described above, the conduet of the
Roman e¢itizen was pointed at improvement of the state.
Because of this the Romans were quick to see the advantages

in picking up what the Greeks had to offer when the latter

hsD.B“l‘Bhp oD &t' PPs 1514.-155.
4T1v14d., p. 185,
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suffered defeat at the former's hand in 168 B, ¢,/ prior
to this time the Romans had established a type of governe
ment that functioned well with the use of publie speech,

It 18 to the Roman forum that public address owes a great
debt. All of this is carefully explained by H, G, Gold:

The Romens had not the restless, sensitive nature nor
the inguiring mind of the Greeks; and consequently
they did not show so keen an intereat in art and pure
science, In these fields they were pupils and not
always very attentive ones. Secilentiflc investigation
did not flourish in Rome; ...In oratory and still more
in philosophy the dependence gs the Romens upon their
predecessors is very evident,

Gold econtinues to explain the Greek influence when he writes:

The viectory over Pyrrims and the fall of Tarentum
had made Rome supreme over southern Italy and its
Greek population., A century later (168 B, C.)
Mecedonia and the mainland of Greece fell to the
Roman army. By reason of these conquests and the
mingling to which they led, the soldiers, adminis-
trative officers, and Roman traders came into close
contact with Greek civilization, L. Aemilius Peullus
was the commander who congquered Greece, Although too
old to acquire the full flavor of her culture, he was
not insensible to her charm for he filled his Roman
villas with OGreek marbles, manuseripts, and slavesa;
and, most significant, he gave his sons a thorough
Greek education., In inereasing numbers now, Greek
slaves were teken to Italy as teachers, musielans,
artists, and personal servants, ...Greek scholars,
finding themselves able to earn a living by giving
:I.mtr\wtgsn in rhetoriec and philosophy, flocked to the
capital,

-

mmith‘r' ODs giip Pe 82.

495, @, Gold, A History of Western Education (New
York: The MacMillan Company, 19047)s Pe L3.

501v1d., pp. L6=h7.
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Thus the influence of the Greeks on the Romans is
clear. In the art of speaking the Greek scholars offered
mueh for the Roman student to follow and practice, But the
structure of the Roman govermment, mentioned before, deserves
more credit than has thus far been established, Ashley
contributes the following description of the Roman governe
ment ¢

‘The Romans were originally organized in tribes, on a
religious basis, like that of the Greeks. The
BEtruscans introduced 2 new system based on wealth.
The army was made up of eentur:luf or hundreds, and a
popular assembly (ealled 'comitia') was held in whiech
the people voted by centuries, The wealthy men of
the infantry and cavalry had more than half of the
votes, although the poorer soldiers outnumbered them
many times, ...The republiec vuogovomd by the
patricians through the essembly the centuries, and
through a senate, and through megistrates. ...The
asgembly had considerable power. It made the laws
and decided whether there should be war or peace.

The senate was made up of the most influential
patricians, It met more frequently than the assembly
and it really discussed publiec affairs, When the
assembly made laws or decided matters it probably
only ratified the decision of the senate.

Every year the assembly elected two chief magls-
tretes called consuls, These men enforced the laws
end commanded the srmy on alternate days, In Glme
of great danger a dictator was elected military come-
mander, with lblg}uto power for a period of not more
than six months,

With this organization established the Roman commoner, or
plebeian had great difficulty. Therefore, a revelt of this
class in 494 B, C. resulted in their gaining en assewbly

51pshley, op. eit., ppe 224-225.
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end two officials ealled tribunes.>2 These tribunes could
veto any measure that the magistrates tried to enforce if
they were too harsh on the plebeian class, Later the
plebeians gained more control and beceme the real ruling
class and the distinetions between plebeiens and patricians
vanished,53 With this organisation of the govermment it 1is
evident that the practiced speaker could be a useful device
for the eontrol of the people. Public speech was aveilable
for all eitizens in the Romen forum to see and hear., The
affairs of the state were discussed in these meetings.

Togehter with this organization the fuel for publie address
| was certainly available because of the constant struggles
between Rome and the other Latin eities., Thus speech was
an importent and functional part of the every-day life of
the Roman citizen.

The eontribution of the Romans to publiec addresas wes
not too original, as we have seen, However, several Roman
personalities have had a great deal to do with the art of
public speech, The first of these personalities was Appius
Claudius Caecus,

Appius Claudius Caecus is sometimes called the
father of Roman oratory. Little historical information is

521p1d., p. 225.
sslbgﬂ.. Pe 227.
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available on his econtributions other than the debate with
the Greek, Cinses, Tradition, according to Seara, holds
that this is the first recorded Roman oration.g"' Cinges
was the eloguent ambassador sent by Pyrrhus to Rome to
negotiate peace. However, Appius Clesudius Csecus defeated
the Greelt and established the begimning of a Roman legend
about himself,

Cato, the Elder, or the Censor, is the next signifi.
cant individual in Roman oratory. Sears describea him as

follows:
ess@ man distinguished by almost \moxn-gled
versatility and variety of talent. lover

of strife his long life was one continued combat.
Loving truth he hated conventionalisms, despised
rank that was not based merit, rejected the
changes of fashion, and distrusted and condemned
everything Greek in literature becsuse he despilsed
the degenserate Greeks with whom he came in cone
tact., Afterward he relented in this respect like
an honest man., ...3elf-educated end acquisitive,
he was determined to excel in everything he und.rgs
took, whether war, politics, history, or oratory.

The historian, Wells adds:

He was a good soldier, and had s successful politi-
cal career, He held a command in Spain, and
distinguished himself by hia eruelties, He oul
as a champion of religion and publie noral:lty
under this convenient cloak carried on a nfoi

war against everything that was young, grneimu. or

Sh1orenzo Sears, The %ﬁm% Oratory (Chicago:

S, C. Griggs and ccnpm:
Ssgl_d_o; PDe 95“96-



pleasant. Whoever roused his Jeal ineurred his
moral disapproval. ...Almost his last publie act
was to urge on the Third Punic Wer and the final
destruction of Carthage, He had gone to Car as
a commissioner to settle certain differences between
Carthage and Numidia, and he had been shocked and
horrified to find aome evidences of presperity and
even of happiness in that country. From the time of
that visit onward Cato concluded every speech he made
in the Senate by erocaking out_!Delenda est Carthago!
(Carthage nust be doltropd).s

Thus Cato was a very narrow individual, yet as an orator he
commands some attention in the study of the history of
public address, He is the first prose writer from whom we
have extant passages. Other than this, Cato is remembered
for 1little more than his cruel deeds and his "Delenda est
" Carthago.”
Seipio Afrieanus Major, the next personality in
Romen oratory, is not well known--except as the general who
defeated Hannibal at the battle of Zama. Little but legend
is known about his oratory. He is sald to have been very
persuasive in his speaking, Wells desecribes him briefly:
He was young, he was happy and sble, he spent money
freely, he was well versed in Greek literature, and
Xhan o the starner divinitien of Remed!

Seipio Africanus Minor, grandson by adoption of
Seipio Africamus Major, is remembered for his finel conquest

56y, G, wells out of His (New York:
Garden City muumﬁ;%.%."ﬁp%ﬂ. ?

571b1d¢ s Do b09.
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of Carthage in the Third Punic War. However, he has been
called "the link between tho old and the new school of
Roman ontory.’g It 1s eround Seipio Minor that the famed
literary group, the Seipianiec eircle, was lormed.

The Roman orator who was first to understand and
apply the theoretical prineiples of rhetoric was Servius
Sulpiecius Galba, Sears has sald of his theoretical princi-
ples:

««ohi13 application of them was far from coldly
theoretical, and he employed artifices which would
hardly be effective in these days, Not content to
carry awaey the feelings of his audience by an ani-
mated and vehement delivery he on one occasion, for
cn.mgle, pearaded before the assembly that brought
him to triesl his two infant sons in order to totweh
the heart of his judges by his lamentations over
their prospective bereavement., This external arti-
fice succeeded in securing his sequittal of perjury
in spite of the dry and antgg\n style which was over-
laid by such demonstration.

To the brothers Gracchus Rome owes little, but their
attempt to cope with the economic stress of the farmer and
the mob violence that existed during their times 1s signifi-
ecant, Tiberius Graecchus, the elder brother, made oratory a
very sSerious study. He end his brother, Caius, were well
educated by their mother, Cornelia. She inasisted that their

education be a good one, As Stobart points out:

SBSoarl, op. eit., p. 97.
S91pid.
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Crassus was tralned in the rhetorical schools of Asia and
Athens and he established himself as a very powerful orator.
As Sears again states:

Cicero esteemed him so highly snd sympathized with
him so completely that he chose Crassus to be the
representative of his own sentipgnts in his imaginary
conversation in the De Oratore.

Hortensius was the only other orator before Cicero to make
himself known, He was sald to be Rome's greatest orator
until he was defeated by Cicero.

No other Roman or Greelk wrote more on oratory than
did Cieero. To him we owe a debt for the translations he
" made of other rhetoriclens and for his own views on the art
of publie lp“eh. Baldwin has sald of Cicero:

Cicero remains after two thousand years the typical
orator writing on oratory. The meoat eminent orator
of Roman civilization, he wrote more than any other
orator has ever written on rhetorie; and historically
he has been more than any other an ideal and model,
«esBut he 18 not ecreative., He clarifies the thoughts
of others and brings them to bear., His habit and
skill are not at all scientifie. His achievement is
of style to the extent that it i1s an achievement of
presentation, What he says of rhetoric, for inatance,
otheras have @aid before himj he says it better, more
clearly, mom vividly, ...In all this he is typically
the orator,

Monroe adds to this that Cicero:

eesls primarily known as & great Roman 'o:nt:or. His
speeches have served as models of oratorical art

631bia., p. 102,

6UBalawin, op. eit., pp. 37=39.



down to the present day. Yet his oratory was no
accident, He studied its prineiples carefully, and

wrote about them from the viewpoint of one who was
concerned with their practlcal use., He was interested
in the proper training of the orator and recommended
a breadth of education far wider than the study of
rhetoric alone, His writings differ in prineiple very
little from those of Aristotle except that he devotgg
more emphasis to style of composition and delivery,

Not only did Cicero contribute to the history of oratory the
translations of others and the views of his own, but he
developed a critical evaluction of the contributions of
others. Thonssen snd Baird have written in regard to this:

An over-all examination of Cicero's critieal work
strikes & note of considerable authority. Undoubtedly,
his critical estimates would have been more signifi-
cant i1f he had mede fuller use of the speeches for
which the orators were dilttggu.uhod. 8 18, indeed,
a defect as judged in terms contemporary evaluation,
«esCicero knew the theory of rhetoric, and he was a
seasoned practitioner of the art. B:ll eriticiam
reveals the sweep of his intelligence and the acuity
of his observation., Taken as a group, the De Orat
and the tor establish a rationale Eo
tur e riticicm W is at once disecerning and

1ngonioul.

Cicero is sometimes ecredited with having written the
Rhetorica ad Herennium which was published sbout 86 B, ¢,67
This book 1s the first significant one belonging to the
first century B. C. It contains the cannons of rhetoriec

and served the Romans as a general speech taxt,

65yonroe, op. eites pPs U5,
66rnonssen end Baird, op. cit., pp. 168-169.
67;131(11’ P T
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These then are the contributions of Cieero in brief,
His work can be studied at great length because he, like
Aristotle, was a landmark in speecheraft. His speeches
egainst Antony, "Philippics,”™ and his orations sgainst
Catiline are subjects for the student of rhetorie to ponder,
In every way he i1s as Baldwin saild, "typically the orator.”
After Cicero, Seneca the Elder contributed his
Controversise. This treatise was a collection of the
orations of several celebrated orators. It was Seneca's
phileosophy that speech opens the way for a number of pro-
fessions, As Baldwin explains:
Though he does not offer his collection of models
explicitly as a comprehensive guide, his pervaaive
implication is that declamation exhibits the car-
dinel virtues., ...'Gilve your mind to eloquence,!
:;{s ‘ﬁ?m 'from this you can range easily into
.
Thus the major contribution of Seneca was that of & writer
end collector and eritic, His treatise above is noted for
ita side by side comparison of several orators aspeaking on
the same issue, Senoca is the first Roman after Cicero to
make 2 contribution of this type.
Seneca the Younger, or the philosopher, or the
dramatist, wes the next Roman to ocntributo'to publie
address, Actually his work wes in conjunction with drama

&Blld'llin. ﬂg MI pt 9°a
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end not with public speaking, However, he tried to put
together his plays in a series of speeches end thus put
oratory on the Roman stage., He added very little to the
history of public address.

As the Roman Empire grew to its farthest extent the
Roman teacher, Quintilien mede his entry, Just aa Cicero
was the orator writing on cratory, Quintilian was the
teacher writing on oratory. His Institutes of Oratory has
been & great influence on both rhetoriec and the field of
tesching, Gold states:

(tho ;ggigggtu became, at the time of
he Renalssan %ho mos gomrﬂl; accep ted work
on education, It was widely read and {requently

quoted, It influenced the modern secondary school
whiech lmiaroguded training in elogquence as one of
its important aims and devoted mmch of 1ts time to
the study of oratorical literature, especially the
orations of Cicerc and Demosthenes, Thus secondary
schools in the Renalssance and later reflected ¢
practice of Rome and the doctrine of Quintilien,
Quintilien devoted much of his time to the development of
the whole orator. He took the boy and slowly moulded him
into a speaker, His technigues have come down to us as
examples of educational theory. As a teacher he was an
example, For his ideal orator, the good man, Quintilian
looked to Cicero., Quintilian is the firat writer to pay

eny significant attention to the dress and appearance of

96012, op. cit.s p. L8.
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the speaker. As he explains, the orator cannot be dressed
in excess nor in any manner can he underdress,

Much like Cicero, most of what Quintilian says about
the theory of rhetoric has been said before., Thonssen and
Baird explain this when they write:

gt g O et o
«ssmost of wha n an sets down on the gide of
systematic rhetoric hes been sald before,...
Thus the contribution of Quintilian to the history of rhetorie
rests with his techniques of teaching, His influence, like
that of the Empire, haa been felt long after his actual life
- time,

Shortly after the time of Quintilian and to some
extent during his life time, Pliny the Younger influenced
the oretory of Rome, He was speeially distinguished as the
defender of persons who had been pillaged by rapacious
governors, Only one specimen of his oratory remains, an
address to the emperor MJln.n Pliny did venture some
eriticiam of the rhetorie of his day and in this criticism
he tried to keep in the middle of the issue of ancient and
modern theories. Most of this criticism cemes to us frem

his letters which have been found, 3

Tfhonssen and Baird, op. eit., p. 92.
TM3ears, op. eit., pe 136.
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0f the other personalities in Romen oratory few offer
any centributions after Quintilien and Pliny besause the
Empire did not offer an arena for free expresaion of ideas.
The historian, Tacitus, distinguished himself as a speaker
of some note, but his greatest contribution was in his ma jor
interest ef history. Thus the grest grandeur of Rome faded
after the time of Quintilian, The Empire divided into two
parts around 285 A, D, and the rise of Constentine estab-
lished the Eastern Empire as the hope of the Romens in 330
A, D, After the invesion of the Germans in 476 A, D, the
Western Empire roll,"z

Thus the last of the ancient eivilizations to influ-
ence the art of publie speaking peassed into decay., EHowever,
deapite her decline the contributions of the Roman intelleet,
original or copied, last to this hour.

T20a1dwell, Merrill, and Raisz, op. eit., p. 198,
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ROMAN CIVILIZATION ... Historical Time-line (Continued)

Period GCeneral History

Individueals Conflict and Empire

m* w.c.ﬂ'
39 A.D,

WUOQ.‘
S A.D,

Nu >0b0.l
79 A.D.

35-100

55120

62-113

98-117 Roman Empire at
its greateat ex-
tent under Trajan,

166=-167

285-305 Division of Empire
into East & West.

310-395

Seneca

Seneca the Younger

Pliny the Elder

Quintilian
Teecitus

Pliny the Younger

Civil wars raged aes
rival generals con-
tended for the
emperorahip.

Ansonius

Public Addreas
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CHAPTER IV

SUMMARY, CONCLUSIONS, AND IMPLICATIONS
FOR FUTURE RESEARCH

T. SUMMARY

The first chapter of this atudy presented a statement
of the problem and a definition of the terms used., The
outline of what eaeh chapter covers was also presented,

The objective of the study was to explore = method
of presenting to the student an over-all historicsl view of
public address. The problem was phrased in the form of tweo
questions,

Chapter II discussed the methods, procedures, litera-
ture, and limitations of the study. The method of the
time-lins was explored and found usable as an instrument
for presenting an over-all view of the histery of publie
address,

The problem of selection of signifiecant historiesl
events was covered in detell, Justifications were offered
for the selection of the cultures covered in the study.
Finally, the procedure was outlined after these two problems
in selection were explained,

The review of literature revealed the absence of any
signifiesnt number of historical covereges of the history
of ancient publie sddress.
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To conclude the chepter a listing of the limitations
was offered, Many of the limitations had been covered in
the selection of the events and cultures to be used in the
study. Other limitations were listed, however, and chief
among them was the problem of establishing dates. It was
made e¢lesar that the dates presented in this study are not
necessarily proven, rather they are those calculations
found to be generally accepted Ly the sowrces consulted.

Chapter III presented the individusl cultural time-
lines and an explanstion of each, The general time-line of
all eultures was placed in the appendix,

II, CONCLU3IONS

After writing the present study several conclusions
seen to be avallable to the author, It mmat be remembered
that in a study of thias type conerete conelusions are not the
objective, however, The objective was to provide an overs
all perspective view of public address and itas dsvelopment,
The conclusions on this must awalt the decision of the
reader for only he can conclude whether this objective has
been met, .

The conelusions eveileble are 28 follows:

1, There 18 a need for the hiatory of public address

to be brought up to date, There are not enough historical
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accounts of the development of the art and only with such
accounts can the theories of the anelents be fully under-
stood.

2. The time<lines for the civilizetions of the
Tigris<-Euphrates valley, Egypt, Palestine, Greece, and Rome
provide the reader with an underatanding of how and why
public address developed as 1t did.

3. The time~line helps the reader to begin to see
the reasoning behind much of the literature on ancient
rhetoriec.

L. An understanding of historical events is vital
| to the understanding of the development of publie address
and to the understanding of the extant speeches we have
found by such individuals as Demosthenes, Cato the Elder,
and Cicero.

In summary, these conclusions are not conerete, They
are merely the opinions of the author after covering in cone
siderable detail the literature available on the history of
public apeech,

III. IMPLICATIONS FOR FUTURE RESEARCH

The implications for future research uncovered by
this study are several. Those that have tempted the author

are as follows:
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1, The possible influence of Ftah-hotep on the
Greeks--if this could be established we might heve a dif-
ferent view of Aristotle, Perhaps the Greek intellect was
not the foree behind Plato and Aristotle, perhaps 1t was
the Egyptian intelleect?

2. The whole area of the history of aneient rhetorie
is in need of research--possible attacks on this problem
include the writing of a historicel text for graduate astu-
dents,

3. The development of Hebrew oratory is not well
covered-~-perhaps possible research can be directed here.

4, The influence of the Roman form of government
on the oratory of the Romens offers an interesting area of
possible research. Could not the Sumerians have been great
publie speakers with this type of political structure?
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