What influenced the success of Demosthenes more: his education or his experience

In order to ascertain to what degree the education or experience of Demosthenes was most pertinent to his success I will first examine the supposed sources of his education analysing which I believe to be the most reliable and then look into the training itself and the skills he gained from this which will conclude the education analysis. From there I shall move onto looking at Demosthenes’ early practical exposure to oratory and move onto his legal career. After this I will take a look at some of the cases which Demosthenes was involved in in his political career and using the information covered earlier try to ascertain the source of the resulting success or failure. Finally to conclude I will examine the legacy which has been created for Demosthenes examining different periods of time and influence he had on their orators and politics.

Before beginning the look at into the Demosthenes’ education it is important to agree upon who was Demosthenes’ instructor. For there are many differing accounts regarding the source of Demosthenes’ education; Plutarch states that Demosthenes began his journey into oratory at a young age from Callistatus the noted orator: 
[bookmark: T848a]“The origin of his eager desire to be an orator, they tell us, was as follows. Callistratus the orator was going to make a plea in court 848 on the question of Oropus, and the trial was eagerly awaited, not only because of the ability of the orator, who was then at the very height of his reputation, but also because of the circumstances of the case, which was notorious. Accordingly, when Demosthenes heard the teachers and tutors agreeing among themselves to be present at the trial, with great importunity he persuaded his own tutor to take him to the hearing. This tutor, having an acquaintance with the public officials who opened the courts, succeeded in procuring a place where the boy could sit unseen and listen to what was said. Callistratus won his case and was extravagantly admired, and Demosthenes conceived a desire to emulate his fame, seeing him escorted on his way by the multitude and congratulated by all; but he had a more wondering appreciation of the power of his oratory, which was naturally adapted to subdue and master all opposition. Wherefore, bidding farewell to his other studies and to the usual pursuits of boyhood, he practised himself laboriously in declamation, with the idea that he too was to be an orator.”[footnoteRef:1]  [1:  The Parallel Lives by Plutarch published in Vol. VII of the Loeb Classical Library edition, 1919] 

Cicero, Quintillian and Hermippus on the other hand propose that he was a student of Plato “But Hermippus says that he once came upon some anonymous memoirs in which it was recorded that Demosthenes was a pupil of Plato and got most help from him in his rhetorical studies.”[footnoteRef:2] [2:  Plu, Dem 5.5] 

Lucan proposes that many were in fact responsible for the education of Demosthenes and in a discussion with Thersagoras comparing Homer to Demosthenes says “Tradition gives us no hint of how Homer was educated or developed his powers; the panegyrist must plunge straight into his works, and can find nothing to talk about in his breeding and training and pupillage; he has not even the resource of that Hesiodic sprig of bay which could make a facile poet out of a shepherd. But think of your abundance in this branch of the subject. There is Callistratus and all the mighty roll of orators, Alcidamas, Isocrates, Isaeus, Eubulides. Then again, at Athens even those who were subject to paternal control had countless temptations to indulgence, youth is the susceptible time, a neglected ward could have lived as irregular a life as he chose, and yet the objects that Demosthenes set up for himself were philosophy and patriotism, and the doors they took him to not Phryne's, but those of Aristotle and Theophrastus, Xenocrates and Plato.”[footnoteRef:3] [3:  Lucian. Soloecista. Lucius or The Ass. Amores. Halcyon. Demosthenes. Podagra. Ocypus. Cyniscus. Philopatris. Charidemus. Nero. Translated by M. D. MacLeod. Loeb Classical Library 432. Cambridge, MA: Harvard University Press, 1967.
] 

Plutarch however does go on to say “He also employed Isaeus as his guide to the art of speaking, although Isocrates was lecturing at the time; either, as some say, because he was an orphan and unable to pay Isocrates his stipulated fee of ten minas,1 or because he preferred the style of Isaeus for its effectiveness and adaptability in actual use.”[footnoteRef:4] [4:  Plut. Dem. 5.4] 


What we need to consider though is the reliability of these sources as Demosthenes lived between 384 BCE and 322BCE and a trend we notice about all the aforementioned scholars is that they all lived at minimum of around 400 years after Demosthenes died and at most over a thousand years later. Due to this extended gap between the source and the recording of this information we must treat it with a certain degree of scepticism, with that in mind which are the most reliable of our sources, the two closest two the time Demosthenes was alive. Thus we have identified Hermippus, Quintilian and Plutarch as the most reliable however they offer different accounts of events, with Quintilian stating Plato was Demosthenes tutor and Plutarch favouring Isaeus. In my research however I found a lot of academics referring to Hermippus’ version of events and Plato being Demosthenes tutor as the widely accepted version of events; in Harvey Yunis’ review of The Reception of Demosthenes by L. Pernot he says “With regard to the tradition that Demosthenes was a student of Plato: P. is right to emphasise that there is nothing inherently impossible or improbable about the tradition itself. But having traced the tradition back to Hermippus, beyond whom we are unable to go, P. is unaccountably reluctant to admit Hermippus’ evident tendency to mythologise the lives of his literary subjects, and this fails to acknowledge that we have good reason to doubt the veracity of the tradition.”[footnoteRef:5] With this in mind though the source I found most widely spoken of was Plutarchs version of events he discusses in his Live’s; it is for this reason, and that his account is one of the more reliable in terms of being closer to the time he is writing about, that I shall focus on his work as a primary source when discussing Demosthenes. [5:  Yunis, H. (2007). The Reception of Demosthenes. The Classical Review, 57(2), 299] 


On Demosthenes first attempt at public speaking we know from Plutarch that he was not entirely successful “And yet when he first addressed the people he was interrupted by their clamours and laughed at for his inexperience, since his discourse seemed to them confused by long periods and too harshly and immoderately tortured by formal arguments. He had also, as it would appear, a certain weakness of voice and indistinctness of speech and shortness of breath which disturbed the sense of what he said by disjoining his sentences.”[footnoteRef:6] This opinion was not shared by everyone however as Eunomus encouraged the young Demosthenes to continue his pursuit as his way of speeking was akin to that of Pericles. This was not however the last time Demosthenes would face failure as he would be refused the opportunity to speak, only for an actor by the name of Satyrus to approach him and converse “You are right, Demosthenes,’ said Satyrus, ‘but I will quickly remedy the cause of all this, if you will consent to recite off-hand for me some narrative speech from Euripides or Sophocles.’ Demosthenes did so, whereupon Satyrus, taking up the same speech after him, gave it such a form and recited it with such appropriate sentiment and disposition that it appeared to Demosthenes to be quite another. Persuaded, now, how much of ornament and grace action lends to oratory, he considered it of little or no use for a man to practise declaiming if he neglected the delivery and disposition of his words.[footnoteRef:7]” What this demonstrates to us is that despite receiving an excellent tutelage in the art of oratory Demosthenes was not a natural and he in fact struggled like many on his initial attempts; this taken into consideration does lead one to come to the conclusion that although the education he received did lay a good ground work, the experience he gained by practical application was of vital importance to his success. [6:  Plut. Dem. 6.3]  [7:  Plut. Dem. 7.2] 

We know from Plutarch that in his youth Demosthenes suffered from a speech impediment “a perplexed and indistinct utterance and a shortness of breath, which, by breaking and disjointing his sentences much obscured the sense and meaning of what he spoke."[footnoteRef:8] But how did the famous orator overcome this impediment, it seems from Plutarch that it took simply time and dedication on the part of Demosthenes “After this, we are told, he built a subterranean study, which, in fact, was preserved in our time,1 and into this he would descend every day without exception in order to form his action and cultivate his voice, and he would often remain there even for two or three months together, shaving one side of his head in order that shame might keep him from going abroad even though he greatly wished to do so.”[footnoteRef:9] In Cicero’s work De Oratore the tells the story of when asked what the key components were in order to excel in oratory, Demosthenes responded “Huice primas dedisse Demosthenes dicitur, cum rogaretur, quid in dicendo essetpri mum; huic secundas, huic tertias”[footnoteRef:10] which translates as “Demosthenes said delivery; once, twice and three times”. This teaches us something about the amount Demosthenes had to hone his craft to excel at it, so a factor that may need to come into considering that flies in tandem with his education and experience is the practice and time he had to dedicate as an individual. [8:  Plut. Dem. 6.3]  [9:  Plut. Dem. 7.3]  [10:  Cic. de Orat. 3.213] 


Before engaging with the cases of Demosthenes it is important to first identify the skills that we are look for and to find what about Demosthenes made him so influential. Some sources claim that the early works of Demosthenes very clearly have the voice of his tutor, Jeb on the other hand disagrees with this assertion
“But the decisive argument is furnished by the speeches Against Aphobos and Onetor. These are not the compositions of one who had given himself wholly to the guidance of Isaeos, who was sitting at the master's feet, who was working under the master's eye. On the contrary, these earliest speeches of Demosthenes have a stamp of their own as marked as it is original. Some valuable hints Demosthenes unquestionably got from Isaeos, and an attempt will be made presently to show what these were. But the limits of the influence forbid us to think that the intercourse between Isaeos and Demosthenes as teacher and learner can have been either very intimate or of very long duration.”[footnoteRef:11] I believe however that it is not out of the realm of possibility and is in fact highly probably that in his early work Demosthenes work would have had a flair of his tutor which would be inevitable as that is where he learnt his craft. Kenny assets that Demosthenes work “at this stage of his career, his writing was not yet remarkable for its subtlety, verbal precision and variety of effects.”[footnoteRef:12] What this tells us that is although a talented and promising orator who possessed skills already he had no gained all the kills that would make him famous later in his career. Harry Thurston Peck has an interesting sentiment regarding Demosthenes speaking as they are not normally characteristics one would associate with a successful public speaker "affects no learning; he aims at no elegance; he seeks no glaring ornaments; he rarely touches the heart with a soft or melting appeal, and when he does, it is only with an effect in which a third-rate speaker would have surpassed him. He had no wit, no humour, no vivacity, in our acceptance of these terms. The secret of his power is simple, for it lies essentially in the fact that his political principles were interwoven with his very spirit.”[footnoteRef:13] [11:  Jebb Orators 19.4
]  [12:  G. Kennedy, "Oratory", 514–515.
]  [13:  D.4.demosthenes-harpers] 

Romilly in his work identifies a few key features that make Demosthenes work stand out from his contemporaries his “combining abruptness with the extended period, brevity with breadth. Hence, his style harmonises with his fervent commitment.”[footnoteRef:14] This style of speaking it seems to enrapture an audience. [14:  J. De Romilly, A Short History of Greek Literature, 120–122.] 

A fact I find especially interesting about Demosthenes is that he refused to speak “ex tempore”[footnoteRef:15], meaning his refusal to enter into a back and forth or debate if he had not first researched the matter[footnoteRef:16]. I find this to be both a positive and a negative; on one hand it means that any matter he would be thoroughly educated on and as a result would be able to give coherent and concise opinions on the matter however the converse of this is not being able to engage immediately to some degree conveys a level of lack of self belief, confidence and quick wit that one might normally associate with an orator. One could potentially make a connection between this and Demosthenes aforementioned speech impediment and his firm belief that delivery was the most important feature in successful oratory and that in order for him to successfully vocalise his views he needed time to prepare and the information.[footnoteRef:17] Cicero also comments on his appreciation for Demosthenes rhythm and the lay out of his work[footnoteRef:18], this would link back as one of the advantages of him taking time to prepare before he spoke. Cicero believed that Demosthenes’ mannerisms and the way he characterised his delivery were far more important than the overall style[footnoteRef:19]. Another interesting aspect of Demosthenes delivery was that he emphasised his points by using body language to express himself[footnoteRef:20], which by our modern standards is nothing out of the ordinary and those who do not are often seen as stiff and having poor delivery skills, at the time though Demosthenes was mocked for this as it wasn’t the norm or something orators received training in[footnoteRef:21]. This different method of delivery, now that it has been established as something Demosthenes did not pick up in his education it must have been something that over time he developed for himself through his experience. Another arrow in Demosthenes quiver was the use of repetition to emphasise a point further and he would often find an equilibrium between the matter that he was talking about and the language he used as Demosthenes would not use complex language but discuss complex subjects thus making them easy to understand.[footnoteRef:22] [15:  J. Bollansie, Hermippos of Smyrna, 415]  [16:  Plut. Dem. 8.3]  [17:  Plut. Dem. 8.3]  [18:  C. Wooten, "Cicero's Reactions to Demosthenes", 38–40]  [19:  Cicero, Brutus, 38 Archived 29 June 2011 at the Wayback Machine, 142]  [20:  F. Nietzsche, Lessons of Rhetoric, 233–235.
]  [21:  H. Yunis, Demosthenes: On The Crown, 238 (note 232).
]  [22:  Wooten, Cecil (1999). "A Triple Division in Demosthenes". Classical Philology. 94 (4): 450–454
] 

Dionysius of Halicarnassus created a comprehensive but concise summary of what separated Demosthenes from his contemporaries, he combined the most useful components of all the fundamentals of oratory, the middle style, the archaic and the elegant he all had at his disposal and as a result he was able to use the style which best suited the audience he was speaking to and was supposedly better at all three than the specialised masters[footnoteRef:23]. It was potentially this ability to alter his manner of speaking that made him such a formidable orator and so successful. [23:  Cicero, Orator, 76–101 Archived 22 June 2015 at the Wayback Machine; Dionysius, On the Admirable Style of Demosthenes, 46
] 

Demosthenes early career is something we must take into consideration as it was where we will find the bulk of his formative experience. Demosthenes became a logographer and a speaker, essentially he wrote speeches and then delivered them in the legal system. Thanks to his teaching in his youth he was able to excel in this field being successful in the majority of cases. Although it is likely that he kept writing speeches[footnoteRef:24] as soon as he started interacting in the political sphere he ceased to give the speeches[footnoteRef:25]. [24:   "Demosthenes". Encyclopædia Britannica. 2002.; K. Tsatsos, Demosthenes, 90; H. Weil, Biography of Demothenes, 17.
]  [25:  Cicero, Brutus, 38 Archived 29 June 2011 at the Wayback Machine, 142] 

Demosthenes was able to make the shift from law to politics as he would have had dealings with the rich and poor alike and in the Athenian legal system the speech writers were able to keep their identity a secret which prevented Demosthenes from alienating potential influential people[footnoteRef:26]. [26:   "Demosthenes". Encyclopædia Britannica. 2002.; K. Tsatsos, Demosthenes, 90; H. Weil, Biography of Demothenes, 17.
] 

A final consideration to be made is the legacy that Demosthenes created for himself, is he remembered more for his skills in oratory or his politics, or perhaps we should consider them one in the same.
This question can be broken down loosely into 3 time periods; the ancient, renaissance and modern. Demosthenes' fame has continued down the ages he was admired by many in the ancient world, Dionysus of Halicarnassus supposedly said that Demosthenes represented the final stage in the development of attic pros. Then furthermore by the likes of Caecilius and Longinus[footnoteRef:27] but perhaps the most eminent of his admirers was Cicero; in fact Cicero admired Demosthenes to such an extent that he named his speeches against Mark Antony the Philippics; one scholar ,Wooten, has gone so far as to propose that Cicero was actually trying to emulate Demosthenes when he went into politics.[footnoteRef:28] There is then of course Plutarch who not only recorded but compared the lives of Demosthenes and Cicero.[footnoteRef:29] How do we quantify this information so that we are able to draw a conclusion, well we know that these men all admired Demosthenes for his oratory skills but what about them, from my interpretation it is clear that it is not his education that made Demosthenes unique but his personal flair and delivery, which I think comes down to his experience and dedication, especially when we consider again the fact that he was mocked for using body language because it wasn’t taught at the time as a skill of oratory. [27:   D.C. Innes, 'Longinus and Caecilius", passim.
]  [28:  C. Wooten, "Cicero's Reactions to Demosthenes", 37.
]  [29:  Plutarch, Demosthenes, 3. Archived 20 May 2012 at the Wayback Machine
] 

Onto the renaissance period appreciation for Demosthenes was increasing and many orators of the time were basing their speeches on the techniques used by Demosthenes, Gibson even says that he was read more than any other ancient orator.[footnoteRef:30] When looking at the comments made by the renaissance orators they complement Demosthenes arrangement, eloquence and style[footnoteRef:31]; these are the things they try to emulate in their own work, they do not try to follow or attempt to reproduce the conditions of his education they just want to replicate his style, which is something we know from the quote from Kennedy “at this stage of his career, his writing was not yet remarkable for its subtlety, verbal precision and variety of effects’[footnoteRef:32], he did not develop until he had some experience. [30:  G. Gibson, Interpreting a Classic, 1
]  [31:  W. A. Rebhorn, Renaissance Debates on Rhetoric, 139, 167, 258.
]  [32:  G. Kennedy, "Oratory", 514–515.] 

The modern examples of Demosthenes legacy continue to imitate that of the ancient and renaissance, that being orators attempting to recreate, copy, mimic, reproduce the style of Demosthenes. Which in itself is a testament to the impact Demosthenes has had on our political and oratorical lives. Demosthenes ideas and style have even had an impact on the way our modern nations have formed for example he influenced the orators in the French revolution and the writers of the Federalist papers[footnoteRef:33].  Friedrich Nietzche also referenced Demosthenes as an inspiration for his style of writing[footnoteRef:34]. Throughout this list of influential figures we can see the ripples through time to our modern day of the legacy of a man who lived, spoke and died 2344 years ago. [33:   K. Tsatsos, Demosthenes, 352.
]  [34:  F. Nietzsche, Beyond Good and Evil, 247
] 


Demosthenes was a great orator who set the standard by which we measure ourselves even today, he was a man of great dedication to his craft who through many years of learning, experience and practice became the panicle of attic pros. But to what influenced the creation of this great legacy more; was this due to his education or his experience, I use the word more here because I feel it would be foolish to discount either as they both did undoubtedly have an impact. On one hand you have his education from a prominent figure in oratory at the time without which he would most likely never developed into the celebrated orator he is. The detail that stands out the most to me is that although he had an excellent teaching it would have still been the same that everyone else received, what made him special was how he learnt from his experiences and adapted and improved from them and how he independently overcame his speech impediment, not to mention the fact that he was using techniques such as body language to emphasis points which was a skill not even taught at the time that makes his experience the key factor in determining his success.
