el TR R G CH R R ]
'

'@:Lumu LIANUS
QUINTIETANS

INSTITUTES OF ORATORY:

"EDUCATION OF AN ORATOR.
-+« 4WELVE BOOKS.

iITERALLY TRANSLATED WITH NOTES. “‘)

B

.....

REV.JOHN SELBY WATSON, Moi, *f2%

- - I3

“VOL. 1. ¢

LONDON ; GEORGE BELL AND SONS, YORK STREET,
COVENT GARDEN,

1891,

W18-7652

_.Aﬁ,

PREFACE. ’

Ir was observed by Dr. Drake in his * Litcrary Hours,
about fifty years ago, that no version of Quintilian at all
adequate to the merits of the original existed in English, and
that to translate him throughout with energy, spirit, and
fidelity, would prove a task of the most arduous and difficult
kind; such is the beauty of his diction, and such the peculiar
propriety of his epithets.

The difficulties alleged by Dr. Drake are by no means
exaggerated ; and since his time no translator has applied him-
self to execute the task. The language of writers extremely
nice in the choice of words and the collocation of phrases, is
always difficult to render satisfactorily. What is graceful in
the original can but seldom be made graceful in a version,
But the present translator, if he has not entirely succeeded,
hopes that he has no great cause to deprecate censure. He will
only request that, should the student think some passages tov
freely rendered, he will bear in mind the necessity of endea-
vouring to satisfy the mere KEnglish reader; and that, if
the English reader finds some passages too stiff, he will con-
sider the necessity for a certain degree of closeness to answer
the wants of the student.

Of the two translations which have previously appeared in
Einglish, those of Guthrie and Patsall, neither is complete,
whole chapters being omitted in each. In regard to fidelity,
Patsall is, on the whole, rather to be preferred ; but neither
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he nor Guthrie had the requisite scholarship to do justice to "

their author. When they could not ascertain the sense of a

~ passage, they substituted some vague paraphrase or omitted it

altogether. -

In the following pages the whole of the original is trans-
lated, and the utmost care has been taken to observe an
exact adherence to the sense. On every obscure or ftorrupt
passage, illustration is given in a note. The text which has
been used is that of Spalding, from whose valuable commen-

tary much uscful matter has been adopted.

J. 8. W,
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adversary personally, 38—44. Some pleaders, in endeavouring to
expose their adversaries, give occasion against themselves, 45—48.
Sometimes, however, we may represent that there are contradic-
tions in his statements, 49, 50. A pleader ought to appear con-
fident of the justice of his cause, 51, 52. Order which we must
observe in supporting our own arguments and refuting those of
We must support our proofs and
Foolish dispute
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refutations by the power of eloquence, 56—58.
between Theodorus and Apollodorus, 59, 60 .

Ca. XIV. Of the enthymeme and its parts, § 1—4. Of the epicheirema

and its parts, 5—9, Not always of the same form, 10—13. The cpi-
cheirema of the orators is the syllogisin of the philosophers, 14—
16. All the parts of it not always necessary to be specified, 17—
19. Three modes of oppesing this form of argument, 20-—23.
How the enthymeme differs from the syllogism, 24 —26. We nust
not crowd our speech with rhetorical forms of argument, 27—32.
We must not leave our arguments unembellished, 33—35 394

BOOK VI
INTRODUCTION.

Quintilian laments that his son, whose improvement, in conjunction with

that of the sons of Marcellus and Cwxesar, he had had in view iu

CONTENTS, Xy

.

the composition of this work, had been carried off by death, § 1,
2. He had previously lost, during the composition ¢f ‘another
work, a younger son, as well as his wife, 3—6. Abilities of which
his children gave indications, 7—9. His grief; he intreats indul-
gence if, in consequence of it, he pursues his work with less spirit,
10—16 . . . . . . . Page 403

Cn. I. Peroration of a speech; the objects of it ; some think that it should

Cu.

Ca.

consist wholly of recapitulation, § 1—8. Appeals to the feelings
may be made by the accuser and the advocate alike, 9. What
the exordium and the peroration have in common, and in what
respects they differ, 10—14. The accuser excites the feelings
either by showing the heinousness of the charge which he makes,
or the pitiable condition of the party for whom he seeks redress,
15—20. What qualities excite feeling in favour of an aocused
person 21, 22. Solicitations for pity may bave grest effect, but
should not be long, 23—28. Modes of exciting pity, 29—36.
How persons who are introduced to move pity at the conclusion
of a speech, should behave themselves, 37 —43. No orator must
attempt to draw tears from the judges unless he be a man of
great ability, 44, 45. It is the part of the peroration to dispel
compassionate emotions, as well as to excite them, 46—49, Pero-
rations sometimes of a very mild character, 50. Appeals to the
feelings may be made in other parts of a speech as well as in the
peroration, 51—55 . 407

1I. Necessity of studying how to work on the minds of the judges,
§ 1, 2. This department of oratory requires great ability, 3—7. Of
wdBoc and 70oc, 8—24. If we would move others, we must feel
moved ourselves, 26—28. Of presenting images to the imagination
of our hearers, 29—35. Pupils dhould be exercised in this in the
schools, 36 . . . . . . 420

III. Of the power of exciting laughter in an audience, § 1. There
,was little of it in Demosthenea; perhaps a superabundance of it in
Cicero, 2—5, Causes of laughter not sufficiently explained, 6, 7.
Is of great effect, 8—10. Depends far more on nature and
favourable circumstances than on art, 11—13, No instructions
given in exciting laughter, 14—16. Various names for jocularity
or wit, 17—21. Depends partly on matter, partly on words;
subjects of it, 22—24. Laughter may be excited by some act, or
look, or gesture, 25—27. What is becoming to the orator, 28-—32.
‘What to be avoided by him, 33—35. Topics for jesting, and modes
of it, 36—46. Ambiguity in words, 47—56. The best jests are
taken from things, not from words ; of similarity, 57—62. Of dis-
similarity, 63, 64. From all forms of argument arise occasions for
Jesting, 65, 66. Jests in the form of tropes and figures, 67—70.
Of jocular refutation, 71—78. Of eluding a charge; of pretended
confession, 79—81. Some kinds of jests are beneath an orator,
82, 83.  Of deceiving expectation, 84—87. Of jocular imitation,
88. Of attributing thoughus to ourseives or others; and of irony,
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