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" we were told for 1nstance that tne simblicity of Chariton s plot was a deficiency

' Gr ee]q(romances 7
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Perry, Ben Edwin, The Ancient Romgnces (Univ. of Calif .Press) 1967
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p 97 For Rohde 1nf1uenced by the prEValllug conceptions of his day, placed

IgmnTlcnus Heliodorus. and the other “sppnlstlc“ romances at the base of his

system, assuming thgt tney were typical of the romance in its nristine character,

.l

and that the distinctiva features of ungriton's work wsre merely so many aberrat ions
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'from an orig1nally SOnhistic nerm due ma1nly to decadence On this assumptlon
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~ due to want ef imagination or 1ngenuity in the inventlon and multiplication of
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episodes that he 1m1tated the substance of all the other romancers, and that
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the h1storical background of hﬂs ngrrative, 1nstead of being due to an egrly
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'11terary conventlvn was only a hit of arbitrary decoratlon % or flavoring, as

a recent wrlter calls it in eifect - sunerlmposed on a story tnat Was pure invention
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from the bottom up. In Rohde's theor; of development the romancs passes from
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Antonius Diogenes at one pole to Chariton at tne 0ppos1te frem the complex un-

real, sopn1etic, and externalized at the beginning of its career to tne simple,

nalvely sentimentgl and quasi-historlcal at the end Thls theory does not need

'to be refuted today since no one aCCents it in prlncinle- but its baleful in-
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fluence st111 lives partlcularly 1n tne tendency to regard gncisnt romance as
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.q by-nroduct of profe531onal rhetoric, and in certain otner misconceptlons which
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have not yet dlsapnsgred from wnat 1s casually or perfunctorialy written about the
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Wrat qu tne rational basis in tne nlneteenth century, for this completely
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erroneous datipg of Gnariton? Was it inferred from any 1nternal evidence of ga
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: pos1tive nature, or from any external testinony? The answer is no. It was only
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a nazy guess fostered by nistorical acc1dents 1n tne tektual transmission of
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| the several romances and by the vegue wnich the sophistic romancers Heliodorus

Longus. and Acnllles Tatius. had enchsd among the precie of the sixteenth and

seventeenth centuries, and before that, among théPyzantines
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