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In a number of passages in book 10 of his Republic, Plato declares that Homer is the

'first' or the 'chief' of the tragedians. And yet the same Plato had carefully distinguished

narrative poetry (diégésis) from imitative poetry (mimésis) in book 3 of the same work,

and had indicated then that epic poetry like Homer's is a mixture of narrative and

imitative poetry while dramatic poetry like tragedy is purely imitative. There is thus a

manifest contradiction between these two parts of the Republic. My lecture discusses

and attempts to resolve this apparent contradiction.
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Glenn W. Most “The Rise and Fall of Quellenforschung”

A century ago, one of the most important modes of research in the professional
study of Greco-Roman antiquity as well as in a number of other fields was a recently
developed specialty called by its admirers (back then it had no opponents)
“Quellenforschung.” By decomposing the compilatory handbooks produced by the
erudition of late antiquity into their various sources and establishing the relations of
dependence among them, the adepts of this method sought to trace back reports about a
variety of aspects of the ancient world — primarily philosophy and history, but also
religion, law, sculpture, and other matters — to their earliest origins. They were
convinced that they would thereby place themselves in a position to assess with greater
precision the reliability of those reports and would hence be able to make claims of
greater validity about those aspects of antiquity. Nowadays, Quellenforschung is not
dead, but it seems moribund. It has moved from the fashionable center of classical
studies to the swamps at their periphery; it is practiced by relatively few scholars and
seems to be ignored, if not held in suspicion or contempt, by most. Yet, until recently at
least, many of the results experts in this field obtained a century ago or more have
continued to provide a seemingly solid foundation for studies in a wide variety of
disciplines within classical scholarship and beyond it in related and dependent areas of
research for which classical scholarship seems itself to have functioned not only as a
model but also as a source. Why this has been the case deserves analysis and reflection,
and not only because of the implications of these developments for these disciplines

themselves.
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