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ON THE COMPOSITION OF BOETHIUS CONSOLATIO
PHILGSOPHIATL

Uy Eowarn Kenwarn Raxn

ERMANN USENER, whose justly admired interpretation of

the Awecdofon Holdersd has done more than any single publi-

cation toward restoring Boethins to his rtightful place among the
Christian theologians, sugpests in this work a theory with regard to
the composition of the Cewmsefads, to which nobody hitherto has
devoted the consideretion it deserves.  Alter showing that the old
question as to the relation of Boethivs to Christianity s meaningless,
that & Christian theologian may well have written such a work as
the Consoladio, not to express his own views but to give Philosophy's
answers to the chief problems of thought, he further declares, to make
this point seli-evident, that the very sources from which Boethius drew
are apparent in his werk. Developing a suggestion of Ingram Bywater's,?
namely that Bocthing may have borrowed from Aristotle’s Profreptidos,
Usener finds that what are to him the finest chapters in the Con-
sofadfe® are nothing but a recast of Aristotle’s dialogue.*  The sections
following, however, —the rest of the book, it would seem — betray
just as clearly a Neoplatonic source. In fact, Boethiusg® performance
here is on a par with that of Lamblichus in his Predeptides, which, as
Bywater demonstrated, is a mere cento from Aristotle and Plato —
each furnishing a continucus third of the work —plus the trivial
reflections of the writer himself,* Usener, to be sure, admits that
Boethius treats his original in a more independent spirit® yet the

b dmeadston ffoldert, oin Seitrag swr Geschickde Nows fn oagothisoier Zedr, Bonn
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2 Fdward Kennard Rand

difference seems one of degree rather than kind ; both are compilers,?
What is more, Boethius did not use Aristotle at first hand, but followed
a later abridgment ; in fact, he may not even deserve the credit of com-
bining the Aristotelian with the Neoplatonic portions— that may have
been dove for him al:eady by some writer of the type of Tamblichus®

Usener's analvsis of the Ceasofadio, then, would e as follows. He
would allow Boethius himself, apparently, a kind of introduction to his
compilation,® and the verse is likewise his. Indeed Usener argues it is
precisely the difference between his verse and his prose that leads us to
suspect the nobler linezge of the latter | two difierent voices are speak-
ing; now we hear a child of the sixth century, now a thinker of the
greater past*  These sorry poems are scattered at judicious intervals,
to emphasize and recapitulate the main points in the argument, and,
apart from the introduction, are the only element in the Censoladio that
Hoethius might call his own.  For the last two thirds of his work consist
of the recasts from Aristotelian and Neoplatonic treatises, which, as
we have seen, he may not even have combined. No wonder, then,
that Usener, in another connection, refers to the Lk Diferenirts Topi-
corttm, not to the Conselafio, as Boethins' ¢ comparatively most inde-
pendent work.™ ®

This suggestive theory of Usener's, strangely enough, has elicited no
further discussion, Drdseke, in an interesting article,® the purpose of
which is to interpret Usener's results to general readers, repezts the
latter's ideas with commendation, adding emphatically that it is as
absunl to impute a philesophical system to Beethius as to Cicero.’
Stewart, too, in declanng that the Cesseladio s “ Intensely artificial,”
anid “smells of the lamp," seems 1o have Usener's assertion in mind.®
(renrg Schepss, whose untimely death prevented him from reaping the
fruit of many lzbers in Boethian fields, accepted Usener’s general posi-
tion, and declared the Cowsolafie a combination of excerpts and trans-
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O thee Composition of Bocthins' Consvlatio Philosopiiae 3

lations from various Greek consolatory treatizes’  In a contribution to
the Commentationer NWdfinianae, he sngoests various works which
Boethins may well have followed, particulariy the treatise supapvfinracos
wpds Amohddpwy ascribed to Plutarch.  Among Schepss' literary re-
mains, now in the possession of the Patristic Commission of the Vienna
Academy, there is at least the outlineg of an article on the sources of
the Consodadio, which, however, makes no substantial addition to what
Schepss had already published.*  Schepss' influence, to be sure, is seen
in a recent examination of the sources of Hoethics' poetry by the late
Heinrich Hiittinger,* who acknowledged a peneral indebtedness to
Schepss,® and sought by several parallel quotations to substantiate the
latter's theory as to the importance of the mepapcfprss mpos “Amol-
Awwov as o source of the Ceassfazio® Of American publications,
the recent manual of H. N, Fowler” reaffirins the main points in
Usenet's theory as though they were established beyond cavil. But
this is all.  Besides such restatements as the last, one or two possible
sources not mentioned by Usener have been surmised, but no minute
discussion of his geneml proposition has yetappeared.  Perhaps we may
hope that August Engelbrecht, who succeeded Schepss as editor of the
Censolalie for the Vienna Corprr, may, in spite of a recent resolution
o restrict himself to the criticism and history of the texi,? find time
after all to discuss the important problems pertaining to the sources
of this work.

The object of the present pager is noil to atiempt an ultimate
determination of the various writings from which Boechius drew inspira-
tion, but merely, a5 a precursor to such a study, wodiscuss Usener's
theary regarding the composition of the Cessedesio.  Naturally we may
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