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Dissertation Plan
Introduction (500-750 words)
- Outline to the historical background of my topic, and my arguments: 
- That praise and blame, generally associated with epideictic oratory, is utilised within the Philippics in a deliberative format in order to transform rhetoric into decisive (and generally successful) political action. This is achieved by creating a contrast between Antony as hostis, and Octavian (especially) and Brutus as new champions of the Republic through thematical dichotomies such as war and peace, freedom and slavery.
- That Cicero delivers and publishes the contiones (4 and 6) in order to shape public sentiment against Antony alongside his Senatorial speeches, and similarly by publishing them creates ‘the impression that the common people strongly supported his cause’.[footnoteRef:1]  [1:  Hall, J ,2002, p.277.] 


Methodology[footnoteRef:2] (500 words) [2:  - I initially planned to cover Philippic Two as a chapter, but it makes my argument more problematic due to it not being delivered, and being circulated at a later date. Any comment on the speech’s position in relation to the other speeches selected, evolution of later speeches from Two, or influence on historical events at the time it was conceived to have taken place within (before Three), would be conjectural and difficult to argue.] 

- Outline and justification of my approach.
- My chosen speeches are paired. Three is a Senatorial speech, whilst Four is its counterpart contio, informing the public of the outcome. The same is true of Five (Senate) and Six (contio). All four are rich in the praise and blame rhetoric at the core of my argument, whilst the two audience types offer another lens under which to view the topic. 
- Chapters will largely be a critical analysis of the speeches and those rhetorical devices employed which illustrate the use of praise and blame. Similarly, it will examine the stylistic differences between senatorial speeches and contiones that illustrate how Cicero tailors his rhetoric to different audiences.
- Acknowledgment of potential methodological problems, such as the structure and delivery of the Philippics more broadly; the issue of to what extent speeches are re-written after delivery. But, also strengths of certain methodological ‘problems’ – for example, though the contiones are exceptional to the majority of published speeches (it being unusual for them to be published at all), they are rich in information for this very same reason. 

Literature Review (1000-1500 words)
- A brief survey of current scholarship, which will include but will not be limited to:
- A brief discussion of recent renewed interest in the Philippics more broadly, with several new commentaries from the likes of Manuwald, Gildenhard and Dawes and more in the last couple of decades.[footnoteRef:3] Notably, Manuwald’s commentary on speeches 3-9 and wide publication on the Philippics elsewhere will be extremely informative to my research. [3:  Manuwald, G, 2007; Dawes, T, 2010; Gildenhard, I, 	2018.] 

- A bounty of edited book chapters and journal articles covering a number of aspects, from literary analysis to the historical backdrop of the Philippics.[footnoteRef:4] [4:  For example Syme, R, 2016.] 

- A large amount of scholarship of scholarship specifically surrounding the use of praise and blame in Roman Republican oratory, especially in Cicero.[footnoteRef:5]  [5:  For example Smith, C and Covino, R (ed.), 2010.] 

- I will link this review to my own topic here, to give a sense of how my dissertation seeks to relate to and expand on the scholarship.

Chapter One (3000-3500 words)
- Divided into 1.1 and 1.2, covering praise and blame respectively within Philippic Three and Four.
- 1.1 will cover the use of praise, exploring how Cicero portrays Octavian as delivering the Republic from potential ruin, a Republic that would otherwise not exist due to Antony.[footnoteRef:6] It explores, for example, the characterisation of Octavian as a young hero, and the manner in which Cicero confers praise onto his audience in order to link their fates to that of Octavian and the conflict with Antony, and thus garner support.[footnoteRef:7]  [6:  Cic. Phil. 3.5; similarly presents Octavian as being sanctioned as such by the Senate at 4.2.]  [7:  Cic. Phil. 4.3.] 

- 1.2 will cover the use of blame, analysing the way in which Cicero uses rhetoric in order to present Antony as a threat to the Republic by characterising him, for example, as licentious and effeminate,[footnoteRef:8] and listing his many supposed atrocities in the form of rhetorical questions.[footnoteRef:9]  [8:  Cic. Phil. 3.12.]  [9:  Cic. Phil. 3.30.] 

- I may whilst writing change the coverage of each section, if it becomes apparent that one way or another is better for readability and general flow. The alternative here would be to divide each section by speech, rather than theme.
- The chapter will finish with a summary of the evidence in relation to my argument. In particular, it will draw on both sections to examine the dichotomy of certain ideals (for example, freedom and slavery) that Cicero presents to his audience through praise and blame, in order to effectively carry forward his proposals.

Chapter Two (3000-3500 words)
- Divided into 2.1 and 2.2, covering praise and blame respectively within Philippic Five and Six, following an identical approach to chapter one. 
- In addition, this chapter will examine the historical context of the speech and its influence on Cicero’s rhetorical strategy, showing that the dichotomies presented by praise and blame become more pronounced in light of the Senate’s reservations and desires to send an embassy to Antony, pushing Cicero to ‘pursue a strict war policy in Philippic Five’.[footnoteRef:10] [10:  Manuwald, G, 2007, p.23.] 


Conclusion (500-750 words)
- Will draw together the chapter summaries and arguments made into a cohesive conclusion. I expect to be able to demonstrate the arguments seen in my introduction, but likely there will be other observations and points made as I progress through the dissertation.
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