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Abstract

This study examines the rhetorical practice of "The consolation to himself upon the departure
of the excellent Sallust"® written by Flavius Claudius Julian® the emperor. Its purpose is to
describe the way that Julian uses his language as to have favorable effects on public through
certain communicative and rhetorical functions.
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! For the text and the translation of this speech we rely on Wright (1998).
2 For more information about his life see Alexandropoulos (2013), Athanassiadi (1992), Bouffartigue (1992), Fouquet

(1985), Smith (1995).
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1. Introduction

According to Wright (1998: 165) "The Eighth Oration is a 'speech of consolation'
(rapapvdnTikog Aoyog), a familiar type of Sophistic composition. In consequence of the
attacks on Sallust by sycophants at court, and moreover jealous of his friendship with Julian,
Constantius ordered him to leave Gaul. In this discourse, which was written before the open
rupture with Constantius, Julian alludes only once and respectfully to his cousin. But Asmus
thinks he can detect in it a general resemblance to the Thirteenth Oration of Dio Chrysostom,
where Dio tries to comfort himself for his banishment by the tyrant Domitian, and that Sallust
was expected to appreciate this and the veiled attack on Constantius. Julian addresses the
discourse to himself, but it was no doubt sent to Sallust."

This speech is going to be examined in this paper in such a way as to find the rhetorical and
ideological functions of the language of Julian the emperor. For this reason, we adopt modern
linguistic theories and models; we adopt Searle's categorization (1969; 1979; 1994; 19964, b)
of speech acts, and theory for cohesion mechanisms of Halliday and Hasan (1976). For the
study of the lexical bundles Biber et al (2004) and Hyland (2008) models are utilized. For the
study of the intertextualistic sources, some models as those of Leech (1980) and Thompson
(1995) are also adopted. Through the above theories and models we attempt to define the
political character of Julian the emperor into the certain speech.

2. Rhetorical and Communicative Functions

After thorough study of the speech we turn to certain rhetorical and communicative functions
through certain textual, linguistic devices, as it is clear in the following table.

Table 1. Rhetorical, communicative functions and linguistic mechanisms (in the certain
speech)

Promotion  of | Parallelism Focus Support Directive obligation

personal stance

Personal Intertextuality | Demonstrative Intertextuality | Impersonal syntax

pronoun pronoun

Lexical bundle Questions Verbal adjectives
i) Promotion

1.’Ey® tot kol atog melpov Epuantod Aaupavev, 0mme Tpog TV otV mtopeiay £xm 1€ kal £,
T0600TOV WOLVHONY, OG0V 0TE TPDTOV TOV EUOLTOD KaONYEROVA KATEATOV OKOL. TAVI®MV
yap &Opdwc elonel pe pvipm, g TdV mOVOY Kovmviag, MV GAARAOLS GUVSINVEYKOLEY, THC
amAdotov kal kabapds Eviedéems, Thc AdOA0L Kal dikaiag OpAiag, T &v Gmact Tolg KaAolg
Kowonpayiag, ¢ mpog ToUG mToVNPOUS leoppdmov 1€ Kal Auetapeintov mpobvpiag 1€ Kal
opufic, W et aAMAAOV EoTney TOAAKIC Toov Bupdv £xoviec, OpdTpomol Kal Todetvol ilot.
(For my part, when | put myself to the proof to find out how I am and shall be affected by
your departure, | felt the same anguish as when at home I first left my preceptor. For
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everything flashed across my mind at once; the labours that we shared and endured together;
our unfeigned and candid conversation; our innocent and upright intercourse; our
co-operation in all that was good; our equally-matched and never-repented zeal and
eagerness in opposing evildoers. How often we supported each other with one equal temper!
How alike were our ways! How precious our friendship!)

(241cd)

In the certain example Julian tries through an expressive speech act (Eyd tot tocoUtov
wduvnonv) to express his psychological situation after the departure of his favourate friend.
The personal pronoun (¢yw) helps him to introduce himself into the certain paragraph as
subject. The certain personal pronoun is frequently used in his speech (7 repeats in 3,034
words tokens using Antconc® program). The second pronoun (avtdc) gives him the ability to
promote himself once again as the person who suffers after the departure of Sallust. The
lexical bundle* eionel pe pviun as this came from the n-gram analysis through Antconc
program (see Table 2) helps us to understand that in this point Julian wants to express his
opinion. The certain lexical bundle, as a speaker's oriented lexical bundle, expresses his
personal stance and view about the fact he recalled in his mind the moments he spent with
him.

Table 2. Lexical bundle gionjet pe pvnun

Function Function
Frequency . . .
(according to Biber) (according to Hyland a, b)
0.17%
(2 repeats in N-Grams Tokens: Personal stance Speaker oriented
12122)

2. & tiva, yap oUtwg Eotar pot Loimov evovv drofAéyar pilov, tivog d& avaoyéolar Tijg
avorov kal kabopds moppnoiog; Tic 0& quiv coufovlevoet LeEv Euppovwg, EmTiunoer 0& uet
evvoiag, Enppmoel 0& p 0 Td KaAd ywpls o.U0OEIOS Kal TOPOV, TOPPHOLACETOL OE TO TIKP OV
dpel@v TAV Adywv, domep ol TV POpuUGK®Y  dpaipoDVies uEV TO Aav Ovoyepég,
ATOLEITMOVTEG OE AUTO TO YpHoyov; ALd toUTo eV & THG o1 PIAiag Opelog Ekaprwaduny.
T0000TWV & OUo U E0TEPNUEVOS, TIVOWV AV UTOprooLut Adywv, ol ug, o1 Tov aov mobov od. e
UNOED. aNY TE AYAVOPPOTOVIY ULV TPoéaBar TV woy v KIVOOVEDOVTO, TEICOVOLY ATpeUely Kol

% See Anthony (2006).

4 Lexical bundles are non-idiomatic phrases as a result of their semantic transparency and they are not complete
grammatical structures. Hyland (2008a:5) also claims that these words are ‘words which follow each other more frequently
than expected by chance, helping to shape text meanings and contributing to our sense of distinctiveness in a register’.
Conrad and Biber (2004:65-67) describe three major functional categories of lexical bundles: Personal stance expressions,
discourse organizers and referential expressions. Personal stance expressions are referred to assessments of certainty in a
particular phrase or clause and are divided into five sub-categories: Epistemic (I do not know how, | think it was), desire (I
would like to, if you want), obligation (you do not have to), intention/prediction (I am not going) and ability (it is possible to).
For Biber and Conrad (1999:188) these strings of words are considered as “basic building blocks in the construction of
spoken and written discourse”. According to Biber & Barbieri (2007), discourse organizing bundles are used to bridge past
and future ideas and are divided into three sub-categories: topic introduction/focus (I will tell you what), topic
elaboration/clarification (what do you mean?). Another functional category of lexical bundles is referential expression; it is
referred to a particular characteristic, idea or object, and can be sub-categorized into three fields: imprecision indicators (or
something like that), specification of attributes (in the form of), and time/place/text reference (the end of). The last functional
category refers to politeness (thank you very much), simple inquiry (what are you doing) or report (I said to him).

156 www.macrothink.org/ijl



- International Journal of Linguistics
A\ MaC_l'Otthlr;lk ISSN 1948-5425
Institute 2014, Vol. 6, No. 3

pépery Ooa dEdwkev O Oe0g yevvaiwg, el tatrd ydp €oikev aUrd vodv O Uéyos aUtokpatwp
100 otrw vovi fovieboacbol. ti mote oUv dpa yp1j Sravondévia kal tivas Erwdde evpovia
meloor mp deog ety vro 1o wabovg Bopvfovuévny iy woynv; (With whose guileless and pure
frankness shall I now brace myself? Who now will give me prudent counsel, reprove me with
affection, give me strength for good deeds without arrogance and conceit, and use frankness
after extracting the bitterness from the words, like those who from medicines extract what is
nauseating but leave in what is really beneficial? These are the advantages that | reaped from
your friendship! And now that | have been deprived of all these all at once, with what
arguments shall I supply myself, so that when | am in danger of flinging away my life out of
regret for you and your counsels and loving kindness, they may persuade me to be calm and
to bear nobly whatever God has sent? For in accordance with the will of God our mighty
Emperor has surely planned this as all else. Then what now must be my thoughts, what spells
must | find to persuade my soul to bear tranquilly the trouble with which it is now dismayed?)

(243c-244a)

In aforementioned example Julian uses a lot of questions as to expose how he feels now
without his friend. These questions are introduced through the interrogative pronouns (zig, i,
tivag, tivwv); using Antconc program we noted that these are repeated 14 times in 3,034 word
tokens. The certain questions operate as directive speech acts that make the audience and,
especially, his friend to think how Julian feels. He tries to appeal the emotion of the hearers
as to promote his difficult psychological situation.

ii) Paralellism

3. mpoc 8¢ ad tobroic elotfer ue uviiun To0 "Qidln O Odvoetc'®. eful ydp &w viv ékeive
ropamiioios, érel o& név kard tov “Extopa Osdc Epyayev &w Peldv, v ol ovkopdviai
ToAaKis apifkav Eri oé, udiiov O0& els &ué, dia ool tpdoar fovlduevor, tavTy pue povov
ooy vroloufavovies, el 10U motol pilov kol mpobiuov cvvaomiotoU kol mpos ToUg

KIVODVoug ampopaciotov koivawvoU tiic ovvovaiog oteproeiav. (Then too there came into my
mind the words, "Then was Odysseus left alone.” For now | am indeed like him, since the god
has removed you, like Hector, beyond the range of the shafts which have so often been aimed
at you by sycophants, or rather at me, since they desired to wound me through you; for they
thought that only thus should I be vulnerable if they should deprive me of the society of a
faithful friend and devoted brother-in-arms one who never on any pretext failed to share the
dangers that threatened me.)

(241d-242a)

In the previous example Julian introduces into his speech a source form Homer into
representative speech act. The integration of the certain relation operates as a parallelism
between Odysseus and Julian. The parallelism between two persons gives the orator the
choice to present himself as he was Odysseus. The reporting verb eiojjer pe pvijun operates as
a lexical bundle which introduces into the speech the cognitive view of the speaker about
what he introduces into his speech. In this way we have an internalized speech, according to

® |liad 11.163
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Leech (1980), that shows to us how the second person, who transfers the intertextualistic
message, comprehends it. Julian prefers to use quotation (following Thompson 1995) as to
give the sense that he introduces the text into his text in the same way. He shows to us his
opinion and his parallelism and proves that this parallelism is truly and not a false idea.

iii) Focus and Support

4. A kol mpog 100 &wv ok drapopwdntwg oU0E Qyoyaywytwe Evod, coyXeipmV
&eivoig, Ol oe Top Uy Gpoviar. KeAtol ydp uavtov 1jon o1d o€ ooviattw, @vopa. el 1o Ug
npwtovg T@v EAMnvav teAdodvia kol kot eOvouioy kol katd apetnv Tijv dAinv, kol pnropeiov
dipov kal piiocopias otk dreipov, 1 EAdnves uoévor ta kpaniota ueteinivboot, Loy
tdnbéc, donep oy TéPvKTOTTO UEV TTiews ToTE Efel, TavDy dpeichw. o 06  mpoméumery 1o
ydp drov uet evpnuiog dyor pev Oeos eluevig, Omor mot Qv 0én mopeveabol, Zéviog O€
Urooéyorto kal Dikiog evovg, dyor 1€ O1d yijc dopodds kdv mielv 961, otopevviolm Tt
KOpoTo, T@ol 0 € paveing gilog kol Tiuiog, 1ovg WWEV TPooLDY, AAYEIVOS 0E Aroleinmwy aUTobg
oTéEPYV 0 MU Tikiota moboeiag avopog Etaipov kal pilov motoU Kovwvioy. eUueviy 0
Kol TOV aUTOKpaTopa oot Ge0g dropnvele kal td dAa Tavia kotd vo v d1doin, kal Ty olkode
mop uac mopeiov dopalij mopackevalol kol toyeiow. Taltd ool uetd T1@v KOADV k&0 v
@vdpdv ovvedyoual, xal &1 mpos tovroig "OUé te Kkal uéya yaipe, Osol de o1 &fia Sokev,
Nootiioan 0&dvde pitny & morpida yaiav™. (However, this subject also, whatever the truth
about it may be, I must lay aside for the present. But as for you for I must needs dismiss you
with auspicious words may God in His goodness be your guide wherever you may have to
journey, and as the God of Strangers and the Friendly One may He receive you graciously
and lead you safely by land; and if you must go by sea, may He smooth the waves! And may
you be loved and honored by all you meet, welcome when you arrive, and regretted when you
leave them! Though you retain your affection for me, may you never lack the society of a
good comrade and faithful friend! And may God make the Emperor gracious to you, and
grant you all else according to your desire, and make ready for you a safe and speedy
journey home to us! In these prayers for you I am echoed by all good and honorable men;
and let me add one prayer more' "Health and great joy be with thee, and May the gods give
thee all things good, even to come home again to thy dear fatherland!™)

(252cd)

In the certain example Julian uses the demonstrative pronoun (za0zd) as cohesion mechanism
in order to strengthen his anaphoric reference’ into a representative speech act. This
anaphoric referencing helps the orator to focus once again into the previous message of the
prayer as to empower this in the next lines using the appeal to authority. He then introduces
into his text a new text from Homer ("O0ié te kol uéyo yaipe, Geol de to1 Gfio dokev,
Nootiioar okovde pilny & mazpido yaiov"™) without mentioning the name of the source,
posing this into quotations (following Thompson 1995) and using the verb (covedyouar) that
outlines, according to Leech (1980), the route of the speech and the tendency of the speaker
to give supportive details.

® Odyssey 24.402; and 10.562.
" Anaphoric refers to any reference that “points backwards” to previously mentioned information in text, see Haliday &
Hasan (1976).
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iv) Directive Obligation

5. yp1j 0 kal Ty 0U yeyovouey Tudv, &eldn totro Oeivc ot vouog, kol metbecbai ye olc dv
gnitarey) kol w1 PralecBon undé, o pnorv 1 mopoiio, mpog KEVIPO AOKTILEIV AmapaiTtnToV Yap
o1 1O Aeydusvov (oyov tic dvéyknc. oU urv ddvptéov oUOE Opnvntéov &’ olc émitdare
PoYOTEPOV, dALA TO TP Ayua Aoyiotéov o.Uto. (Yet it is right to respect also the country where
I was born, since this is the divine law, and to obey all her commands and not oppose them,
or as the proverb says kick against the pricks. For inexorable, as the saying goes, is the yoke
of necessity. But we must not even complain or lament when her commands are harsher than
usual, but rather consider the matter as it actually is.)

(246b)

In this example Julian uses in his speech some verbs in impersonal syntax into directive
speech acts, as to express his ideology. The first verb (yp#) is a verb that is frequently used in
his speech (8 repeats in 3,034 words tokens using Antconc program), and enables him to
expose his view in such a way as to serve the rhetorical goal of the certain part of his speech.
He uses once again the impersonal syntax (arapaitntov ydp €oti) as he wants through the
repetition of the same form to empower his message. Then he uses three verbal adjectives
with deontic modality (ddvpréov, Gpnvytéov, Loyiotéov) that help him to express the directive
obligation and ensure the detachment. The repetition of the phonological suffix -zéov (/-teon/)
ensures the goal of the speaker, to make the audience focus on what he says as a directive
obligation.

3. Conclusion

In conclusion we have seen that Julian uses discourse mechanisms as not only to persuade but
also to achieve certain rhetorical functions expressing his intentionality. The above
interdisciplinary research allows us to understand the interaction between rhetorical
mechanisms and communicative functions into the certain speech event. Julian organizes
his thought into certain way as to have favorable effects on the hearer. His consolation
operates as a means to express his view more than the value of his friend. The value of
Sallust is promoted through the impact of his departure into the life of Julian.
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