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Dissertation Plan:
Title: 
An Analysis of the Stoic ethical system within Cicero’s De Finibus and the Paradoxa Stoicorum with respect to the works’ political context, literary content and philosophical influence. 
Abstract:
Cicero and by extension his works, encapsulate a definitive period of world history. Through analysis of his works, specifically those towards the end of his life, one can gather a sense of the volatile and uncertain political climate. This study intends to analyse the effect of the political context and Cicero’s own personal context on the De Finibus and the Paradoxa Stoicorum, as well as examining the literary aspect of the works and their lasting philosophical influence. Cicero represents a period of transition, from the Roman Republic to the Roman Empire, but also between the Greek Stoa and of Roman Stoicism. However, this study will argue that Cicero directly impacts the later Imperial Roman Stoa as he latinised not only the thoughts and theories but the language and terminology of the Stoa and made it more accessible for Romans. Schmidt’s study has previously analysed the political context and philosophical influence of Cicero, but looks at the wider body of Cicero’s philosophical works. Whilst this study intends to have an awareness and make some references to the larger canon of Cicero’s philosophical works, especially the De Officiis, it will be different to Schmidt’s study in that it shall be specialised and have an aspect of literary analysis. 

Draft Structure:
Introduction: 
· Introduce the texts and that the De Finibus will be the primary source of analysis. 
· De Finibus as a guide to the ethical arguments and criticisms of the three major schools of philosophy of the time: Epicureanism, Stoicism, and the Academy. (Wright 1991:2)
· Briefly discuss the meaning of ‘De Finibus Bonorum Et Malorum’ as ‘About the Ends of Goods and Evils’. (Rackham 1961)
· Paradoxa Stoicorum is a “rhetoric” exercise exploring six major paradoxes of the Stoics. (Wallach 1990)
· Link the Paradoxa Stoicorum to Cicero perusing philosophy as a way to further political career by improving his oratory. (Rackham 1961: VIII)  
· Discuss the difficulties in reading the texts: 
· Powell argues that Cicero’s philosophy is often overlooked, and in particular that many find the De Finibus “unreadable”, this is as a result of the technical nature of the work. (Powell 1995:1)
· Establish argument: As stoicism was a school of thought primarily based around ethics and logic, it is an ideal way for Cicero to explore the uncertainty of the political climate. 

Section One: Political and Personal Context
· Address Schmidt’s rules for dealing with the historical aspects of Cicero’s philosophy. (Schmidt 1979: 115)
· Context of 44BC: 
· Death of Cicero’s Tullia. (Beard 2015:568)
· Civil war (Scullard 1983)
· Political climate – Caesar singular consul. (Beard 2015: 287) 
· Effect of the context on the De Finibus: 
· Suffered privately and politically, through the death of his daughter and the final defeat of the public opposition to Julius Caesar; a personal need for more ethical behaviour in society? (Rackham 1961; Beard 2015). 
· Both works addressed to Brutus:
· Philosophical discussion between the two – Brutus as an important voice in philosophy at the time. (Schmidt 1979:116)
· Briefly mention the plot that Brutus later ended up in; demonstrate the importance of Brutus.
· Discussion of those named in Paradoxa Stoicorum – with emphasis on Paradox I and IV. More in-depth discussion of: 
· Cato – as he is also the main speaker in the De Finibus. 
· Clodius – rival of Cicero (Shackleton Bailey 1971)
Section 2: Philosophical Context and Literary Content: 
· Discussion of paradoxography as a literary genre with a rich philosophical history
· Written in original sense of the genre (Wright 1991)
· (Kennedy 1972; Martinez 2011; McCutcheon 1985; Wallach 1995)
· Link to rhetoric and rhetorical devices. 
· Discuss influences on the De Finibus 
· Aristotle’s influence on the title, effect of that on stoic ethics (Long 1968)
· Can the De Finibus be considered a work of literature as it is a translation of Greek thought into Latin? 
· (McCutcheon 2016)
· Yes – (Letter to Atticus XVII, 52); arguably in the De Finibus takes the role of a critic (Rackham 1961)
· Discussion of the ethics of stoicism:
· From a time where ethics were guided by philosophy and not by religion as is later seen with Christianity for example. (Rackham 1961) 
· Stoicism as a philosophy built primarily around ethics, but with a strong influence of the study and application of logic. 
· (Engberg-Pedersen 1990; Inwood 2003; Gildenhard 2011; Kerferd 1972; Schofield 1995; White 1979). 
Section 3: Influence and Legacy within the Roman world. 
· Discussion of the effect of latinising stoa terminology (Schmidt 1979)
· Comparison with Plutarch’s discussion of the paradoxes of the stoics:
· Small comparison of both being sympathetic to Stoic teaching but actually aligning with different schools. (Long 1986)
Conclusion: 
· Summarise: 
· Section 1 – the political and historical context illustrates why Cicero wrote about ethics. 
· Section 2 – the literary and philosophical context shapes how Cicero wrote about ethics. 
· Section 3 – the works’ importance to the philosophical community in Rome is shown in its immediate legacy, although not to the modern day.
· Through analysis of the stoic ethical theories in the De Finibus and the Paradoxa Stoicorum, one can gather a sense of the political and philosophical climates of Cicero’s day. 
· This represents a point just before a colossal political change for Rome and somewhat a large change for the philosophy schools in Rome. Having this representation is important as it provides a clear way to view the climate before a large change from a different perspective.
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