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THE ARISTOCRATIC ASPECT OF HUNTING IN ARRIAN'S COWHEGHETVICIS'

What did it mean to be an aristocrat in amcient
Greece?? If one tries to offer a definition, the Homeric poems
immediiately come into mind.? In ke filiad the consciousness
of being an ‘aristocrat’ is followed by the proper behavior
and attitude. It was simply understood as to be the first and
most famous in excellence? ‘ever be bravest (Gr. ariatewesm),
and pre-eminent above all’ (tr. A. T. Mumray, Loet).> Homeric
poems and Homeriic ethics had never ceased to be one of the
most important sources of the values for the ancient Greeks,

! 1 thank Professor Marian Wesoty for his comments after tie
presentation of my paper. 1 owe also a great debt to my collegue
from Warsaw University, Dr. Jacek Rzepka for his insightful
reading of the earlier draft. As for the Greek text of Cynegeticus,
I rely on the A. G. Roos and G. Wirth’s Teubner edition vol. II,
Leipzig 19682,

2 The most popular introduction is W. Donlan’s study The
Avigtneeaticic Ydhat! in Mmiéent Gresee, [in:] The Ariéssermittic Ivieal
ard] Seleatedd Pageess, Wacuonda [Illinois] 1999, esp. 143.

3 A. W. H. Adkins, Homeeivc Ettiiss, [in:] 4 New Cowppanion
to Homeer, eds. 1. Morris and B. Powell, Leiden — New York — KéIn
1997, p. 698.

4 K. Bassi, The Semamtitics of Mamtiimess in Amstéent Gressee, [in:]
(ed.) R. M. Rosen and [. Sluiter, Amifeeia: Stdiéss in Manliness and
Cowatge in Clasicehl Anticgitity, Leiden-Bostom 2003, pp. 33-34;
H. van Wees, Stattss Warriass. War, Kiolenee and! Sodiéeyy in Hiumer
and! Histtoyy, Amsterdam 1992, pp. 69-77.

5 fi. 11, 783 — 784; To be ‘pre-eminent above all’ presuppos-
es the efforts to be first, in short: competition, see N, Fisher, The
Cultuee of Competitiion, [in:] (ed.) K. Raaflaub and H. van Wees,
A Compenition to Midteitic Greszee, Maiden-Oxford 2009, p. 524; also
K. C. King, Adhites. Pardiiges of the War Herw ffcom Homeer to the
Mfdfifée AMgess, Berkeley-Los Angeles-London 1987, pp. 2-3. Homer-
ic definition resembles the Persian educational ideal as mentioned
by Herodotus: ‘The period of a boy’s education is between the ages
of five and twenity, and they are taught three things only: to ride,
to use the bew, and to speak of truth” (1, 136; tr. A. de Selincourt).
We knew from Xenophon that hunting belonged to the educational
‘syste’ of the yeung Persian neblemen (Cyr. L, 2, 10 - 1I),
Nb evidenee ean be more revealing than the oriental (and Persian
espeeially) hunting parks, ealled prragelspio; (fropdBeiaoh), where
the wild animals wete kept, see Xenephon, Cyr. 1, 3, 14; 8, 1, 38;
foab. 1, 3, 7; 4, 10; Oee. 4, 13- 144 4, 20-25; FRllL. 4, 1, I54F;
Strabe, 15, 3; Curiiug Rufus, 8, 2i ef. Ch. Tuplin, The Paiiks and
Gestrns of AwERRiid Emppise, [iR:] Amampikid Swilies, Stuttgart
1996, p. 161, and which were nder the speeial guidanee of the
reyal administation, see A. Kuhtt, The Pemidin Empive. A (P8
8 SOHIFESs o Wk AEDRBIRIq Piesld, 1T, Lenden-New Yerk 2007,
806, Who cites the evidenee from Bersepelis tablets:

and courage in battlefield was regarded as the highest virtue
for it brought an eternal glory.® Among various factors,
bravery was also presented in the symbelic terms of the
confronting the wild animais (here the lions and boars eecu-
pied the privileged place™). To be sure Homemic heroes at
Troy do not hunt, nor is hunting or chase present in the poem,
nevertheless The Mladd abounds in the similes of the fighting
men compared to the attacking beasts®. As J. Gottsehall
reminded us,’ of the total number of 226 similes, 125 con-
cern animals (among the latter, lion appears 50 times). To
this picture one may add such a telling evidence as the
representations in the archaic art'® — a plenty of the narratives
in the vase painting, and the pictures engraved on gems or
coins, do show hunting as a dramatic and stubborn fighting
(Gr. agron; or: battle, Gr. mazhe) the momsters. These animal

6 Cf. O. Murray, Nanwidimiyry Gregjij, Warszawa 2004, eh. XII,
esp. p. 267f; cf. D. G. Kyle, Atthéetics in Améeut Aitfeens, Leiden
1987, pp. 2-3.

7 A. Schnapp, Henarss and! Mytts of Homiing in Anstéent (Gesee
[in:] Greakk amdl Egygriian MytHuddgieies, compiled by Y. Bonnefoy,
Chicago 1992, p. 120.

8 A young dog attacking boar reminded to Xenophen
(Cyme. 1,4, 11) the assault of the young Cyrus upon the Assyrians.

® The Ragee of Tray: Evailnignp, Wiolemee, armd! the World of
Homeer, Cambridge 2008, p. 161; see also his Homeers s Hamemn Awi-
mail: Rituat! Comtlaat in the INiad], “Philosophy and Literature”, 26
(2001), p. 280; S. Lonsdale, Creattress of Spezebh. Liom, Hendling amd
Hamitgg Similéss in the Mad, Stuttgart 1990, 20ff., and M. Clarke,
Betwveeen Lionss and! Mem: Imagges of the Henw in the liat], “Greek,
Rorman and Byzantine Studies”, 25 (1997), 139.

10 4. — G. Buchholz, G. J6hrens u. |. Mauil, Areteetdgigia He-
meniteq. Jagy! und Fixhgogg, Goéttingen 1975, 18 — J9.

I Cf. J. Whitley, The Avctieotdggy of Amstéent Grease, Cam-
bridge 2001, p. 200. Animals and the fiighting / hunting wild beasts
were a constant theme of the painted pottery, gems (J. Boardman,
Gred Gemss and! Fingeer Riigzs, London 2001, fiigs. 105 — 129; pls.
58; 86; 103 - 138), coins (C. M. Kraay, Aveifaiuc amd! Clarsicabl @mreek
Coins, Berkeley-Los Angeles 1976: e. g. pis.: 256; 308; 327; 574
ete; P. R. Franke and M. Hirmer, Die gricebisisiishe Miirzee, Miinchen
1964, pis. 3; L7-220; 39; 60), and mosaics (K. Dunbabin, Misszics
ffeomn the Greekk and! Romean Worlds, Cambridge 1993, pp. 135, 156,
183; B. Andreae, Aniikke Billlissiithken, Frankurt am Main 2003,
pp. 23, 31). Generallly, the standard reference book remains lexi-
eom eennsprelpfibum Mytheddeiaie Classiteae. To these beasts such
a small animal as hare was ineluded, for, a8 R. Osborne, Aktdhaic
anell Clersicakl Gyedd Ay, OxTord — New York 1998, 101, rightly has
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similes permiit us to infer that hunting was the impertant way
of revealing the aristocratic ethss. The later examples from
Odlpssey (deer hunt: 10, 153-181; boar hunt: 15y 4h%-A>8'?)
confirm this opinmiom™ In sum, hunting, like war, Was the
best way to test prowess and manlingss (called arage - exesl-
lence™), henceforth the long literary tradition of equating
war to hunt.'s

It is the classical epoch when the first hunting
manwal has appeared - the famous treatise by Xenophen,
written in the 90s of the 4™ century BE. According to the
author, hunting has a good influence on the eitizens making
them morally better and well prepared to take participation
in the public affairs (Xen. Cyn,, especially in ¢h. 1 and 13).

said, ‘Hunting hares was a way of demonstrating prowess’. The idea
of an agam (competition, or: battle) with the monstrous beasts was
based on the Greeks’ conviction that there existed great differences
between man and animal, as it was put by Hesiod, op. 276 = 279
(and Homer, I 22, 262 - 268). Yet, emphasizing these differences
did mean an apparent admiration for the wild animals.

2 On the function of hunting in The Odysesy see 8. Goldhill,
Reaiitng Difffreeness: the Odyssyy and Juxtqpesiition, [in:] Hemer.
Criinat! Asseaswentsts 1V, ed. 1. J. E. de Jong, London-New York 1998,
pp. 411412,

3 See the excellent book by J. Barringer, The Hum in An-
ciemtr Greewsz, Baltimore 2002, pp. 11, 42, and 203; J. K. Ander-
son, Huntitng in Anciten: Greece, Berkeley-Los Angeles 1985,
p. 15; as M. L. West has observed, the appearance of the lions in
the Homeric poem does prove, in fact, the Eastern (Assyrian) influ-
ences on Greek literature (The East Fawee of Hellooow. West Assiatic
Elkmesias in Greelk Porinyy and! Mytth, Oxford 1997, pp. 246- 252),
but see E. Yannouli, NemZdmesticic Carmiiwess in Greelk PPedtiistory:
a Revipw, [in:] Zooaretheelogy In Greewe. Recanmt: Adbancess, (ed.)
E. Kotjabepoulou et al., London 2003, 175f., who analyzes the fiind-
ings ef the llen bones in Greece from the archaic period (the second
inventety is disputable).

“ This was explicitly stated by Xenophon, Cyw. 1, 5, whe
asserts that the disciples of Chiron — eminent hunters themselves
- ‘were admired for their virtue’ (tr. E. C. Marchant, Loeb).
See J. M. Hall, A Histaryy of the Archuiic Greek Werld ca. 1260
— 479 BCE, Oxford 2007, p. 130, and M. Golden, Spovtt and Sowviety
in Moigemt Greense, London-New York 1998, p. 146, How ‘exeel-
lence / bravery® was praised by the Greeks, see Herodotus, 8, 26,

15 Aeschylus, Ag. 694 — 695; Pindar, Nem. 3, 43 - 52; Herode-
tus, I, 37, 1-2 and 39, 1; Xenophon, Cyw. 1, 18; 12, 2-5; te 8 %pog
Tov moAepov patiota nondeber; Cyr: 1,2, 10 and 2, 3, 9 (Eerau-
las on the ways the animals fight); Resp. LacA, 7, De re eq. 8, 10;
Equitt. mag. 4, 17 — 18; Plato, Prot. 322b; Sopih. 222b-¢; Resp.
544¢; 545a; Legg. 633b, 823b. According to Aristotle, Pollit. 1256b
25, hunting was a part of warfare (see M. H. Jameson, Ssaurifice
befone: Batiite [w:] Hopiiiess. The Classinat! Greeik Battike EEppeitance,
ed. V. D. Hanson, London-New York 1993, p. 210), a view shared
by others, cf. lsocrates’ Panaihboreeuus (or: 12, 163); also Ovid,
Hali. 53 - 54; Ps. - Oppian, Cym. 1, 34 - 35 and 86 — 88 (‘the war-
fare of the chase’; ‘the keen hunter must contend with warlike wild
beasts’, tr. A. W. Mair, Loeb); Athenaeus, 1, 24d. There is a telling
§tBFy preserved by Pelyaenus, Swair. 4, 2, 16: in order of winning
the Orbellians, king Philip of Macedon ‘brought out numerous
hunting degs, whe tracked and hunted down most of the ememy’
(ir. B. Kreniz and E. L. Wheeler, Polaesuss, Swalageans of Wer 1,
Ehicage 1994, p. 325). The geed influence of hunting on warfare
is stressed aut By the Byzaniine emperer Mautice, Swalr. 12 D, 1.
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Xenophon’s conviction was that hunt — being a bedily
exercise (Gr. askeisis) - belonged to the sphere of the edu-
cation (W. Jaeger, Puideia, Warszawa 2001, 1085),'¢ for
it could influence the character of a future commander
or politician (Gpm. 12, 1 - 2). In effect, what Xenophen
preferred, was hare hunting on foot (Cy., chapters 2 — 8),
which strengthened the physical condition of the hunter and
was helpful in hoplite warfare. Consequently, the writer
directed appeals to the young men: ‘therefore | charge
the young not to despise hunting or any other schooling’
(Cyw. 1, 8; see also Plato, Legg. 823 b-¢), and at other plaee
(Gym. 2, 1) he is suggesting that hunting is one of “branches
of education’ (paiddemanjta). Regarding the formal features
of the treatise, Xenophon’s work is a combimation of the
technical details and ethical advices, expressed especially in
the chapters 12 — 13. The core of these advices is a sharp
quarrel with the sophists."” The argument is that while hunt-
ing forms the essemtial factor of the educatiom, sophistic
ways of teaching remain elusive and they distort the char-
acter of their pupils."® The author goes as far as to say that
venery provides training ‘in the school of truth’ (¢v 1@
aAfBela noudevesBan, Cyn. 12, 7). In the final point of
his argumemtation, Xenophon introduces the figure of Virtue
itself (anetee: Cym. 12, 19 — 21; see too Whem. 2, 1, 21 - 34),
 the suggestive metaphor and mark of a true aristocrat (see
too Thucydiides, 7, 86, 5 [on Nicias]: es avetéan nememisisneze
epiledelisid ¥).2!

Arrian’s handbook, written probably ca. AD 145
(that’s almost 550 years after Xenophon’s essay),” remains
a fine literary piece. As the writer (Cym. 1, 4) confirms wus,
his interests overlapped with those of the Athemian thinker:
both were addicted to hunting, warfare, and philosephy.
Accordimgly, the author follows many formal and thematic

% A. Schnapp, Le chasse et la cité, Paris 1997, p. 150,

1 Cf. M. Wesoly, Tendemcje wyctowesienze | mmorbitigdookie
w Ksennigoiwwpm ‘Podlegenikiku lowisaiwea’, ,,Symbole Philologo-
U Besnaniensium®, 2 (1978), pp. 9-11.

% J. Luccioni, Les idées pullitigess et sodiatds de Xkompton,
Paris 1948, p. 136.

¥ 1t is difficult to accept the translation of this passage by
R. Waterfield, who understands it as ‘it brings them up surrounded
by reality’ (Xenophon, Hierw the Tyramt and! Other Treatisss, Lon-
don 1997, p. 159). In the same vein wrote H. G. Dakyns: ‘being
trained in the real world of actual things’ (Tire Works of Xeaasphern
111.2, London 1897, p. 120). Above all, here Xenopheon is thinking
of the ethical value of hunting.

2 cf. also Nemesian, Cyn. 150,

2 A. Fouchard, Aristoerative et démwvregitie. Idéedngiies
et sociidbés en Gréwe anciiamiee, Paris 1997, pp. 11-20; there is a still
highly valuabie treatment of Ch. G. Starr, The Origiiis of Greek
Civillizaiwon 1100 — 650 BC, London 1962, 302ff. On Xenephon
particularly, see 8. Johnstone, Kirtuows Toil, Kiclous Work: Xe-
nopttum on Aristtecatitic Styke, “Classical Philology”, 89 (1994),
222-223, who mentions of ‘strategies of cultural distinetion’ that
included ‘symposiums, horse breeding, pederasty, and hunting’.

2 p, A, Stadter, Ariann of NMieomsaidia, Ohapsil Hill 1980, p- 171,
tentatively puts the time of its writing after AD 136/137.
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points of his predecessor?® but with one essential exception,
which significantly separates his attitude toward hunting
from the Xenophon’s approach: almost exclusively, Arrian
praises the aesthetic delights of hunt, rather that its ethical
importance. His wish was, then, not to update Xenophon's
treatise but to replace it and to praise hunting again
by stressing out the importance of pleasure which is given by
gazing of the pursued animals. At first look, such an attitude
toward hunting as pastime was nothing new, for the con-
sciousness of taste and refinement, followed by the frequent
appeals to beauty, always was an argument, by which Greek
elite (to use of Professor Starr’s words, op. cit., 302) expressed
its ‘social distinctions”.® Nor was Arrian the first who raised
the question of the delight in hunting: this aspect - to some
extent — remained under consideration of other writers (see
e.g. Xenophon himself, Cyn. 5, 29; 5, 33; 6, 8; 12, 7; 12, 10;
13,18; Helll. 4,11111 and 4, 1, 31; Cyr. 1,4, 14; also Calllima-
chus, Arith. Graeea;, 12, 102; Lucretius, 3, 954; Horace, Sat.
1, 2, 105-106; Ovid, Awan: 2, 9, 9; Pliny, Panegg. 81). But it
was Arrian, however, who firstly highlighted chasing as the
most important part of hunting. Why? He was writing in quite
different political realities, when there was no need of defend-
ing hunting practices (as did Xenophon in the democratic
Athens) in the time of the reign of the emperor Hadrian
(AD 117 - 138). Although venery was for Arrian - as it was
for Xenophon too - the manifestation of life-style, the princi-
pal reason of glorifying this leisure was more specific: he had
fiew breed of dogs at disposal - the so called obépTpayor (in
Latin verivagii; Cyn. 3, 6).2¢ Being sight-hounds, this Celtic
breed did provide a good amusement, so huntsmen who had
them needed no nets or snares or other instruments (2, 5).%

% For instance, like Xenophom, he states (Cym. 1L, 1)
that the men practicing the art of venery are ‘loved by the
gods' (theophiloi) and ‘honoured’ (entimoi) (tr. A. A. Phillips
& M. M. Willcock, Xennppbon & Arviam on Humtitg, Ed. with
an Introduction, Translation and Commmenitary, Warminster 1999).
Above all, Arrian’s following Xenophon is visible in dealing
with hare.

% See, e. g. V. Gray, Xenopgpbos s ‘Cymegsticars ', Hermes 113
(1985), 156; but see E. Badian, s. v. ‘Arrianus’, [in:] Brilllss New
Paully 11, eds. H. Cancik and H. Schneider, Leiden — Boston 2003,
col. 27. 1 fully agree with Professor A. B. Bosworth’s remark that
‘Arrian often takes issue with his predecessor’ (‘Arrian and Rome:
the Minor Works’, [in:] Aufsicag und Niedkrgangg der ritmisschen
Wielt 11, p. 3, 4, 1, hrsg. H. Temporini und W. Haase, Berlin 1993,
p.236). To seme degree, however this was also the result of the liter-
ary mede of emulating the ¢lassical patterns.

% Also his The Aristoecatitic Temper of Greedk Coliltizdion,
Oxford 1992, pp. 33-35; cf. L. Gernet, Les nobikss dams la Grece
antigae, “Annales”, 10 (1938), p. 38. Donlan, op. cit., p. 143 says
of the‘aesthetic sensibillity’.

% They were known to Grattius (the beginnings of I* eentury
AD), Cyn. 203. The fullest treatment in G. Rodenwaldt, Hoemagns,
wJahrbuch des Deutschen Archeologischen Institut*, 48 (1933),
pp. 202-225; cf. F. Orth, s. v. ,Jagd’, [in:] RE XWII (1914), col. 578.

2 They are also physically beautiful, see Cyn. 3, 7; and
ch. 4; see D. B. Hull, Houndds and/ Hamtifigg in Amciéent (@esce,
Chicago - London 1964, 25.

Arrian himself confesses with admiration that he and his
friends (Cym. 35, 1) followed the Celtic manner of hunting
‘without purse nets’. The crucial passage is that the Celts ‘do
not hunt for food, but for the pleasure of the sport’ (Cym. 1,,3;
tr. Phillips & Willcock®). The high esteem for the Celtic hunt
practices was repeated also in ch. 24, where the writer explic-
itly states that Celts do not deceive beasts and simply reject
tricks - on the contrary, they do fight the animals in an open,
far and honest competition (Cym. 24, 4: ek tou euttheuss dizgo-
nidzemenad)y). So, vertragii are the point of departure in Arri-
an’s change of attitude toward hunting® What is especially
for Arrian worth of stressing out here? Firstly, he argues, that
these quadrupeds provide a nice view: ‘a most pleasant sight
to a hunting man’ (Gr. hedistom theamss; Cyn.3, 7),° as
‘in appearance the best breed of them are a fine sight’ and are
distinguished by ‘bodily excellence® (6, 3).>' Secondly, the
vertvagji, whose name Arrian derives from ‘speed’, ensure
a spectacle.® Hunting becomes, then, pastime, because it
is a game and competition between man and beast
(see Barringer, op. cit., 7). The most important element in
such a hunting is, then, chase, and Arrian consequently
differentiates between tracking (‘following the lime’;
he icherini, masteuedin, Cyn. 3, 5; also Xenophon, Cyn. 4, 9)
and pursuing itself. In a sentence which is a subtle paraphrase
of Xenophon’s opinion, Arrian states that vertvaggi can easily
pursue hares, what was the difficult task for the scent hounds,
known to the ‘Old’ Xenophon (viz. the Laconian breed).
Nothing wonder that at Cym. 16, 6 Arrian criticizes his prede-
cessor for having found pleasure when seeing the hunted
hare, although he understands Xenophon’s method of ven-
ery, ‘who did not know fast running dogs, if a hare being

% The English translation of this sentence changed slightly the
Greek original, since here Arrian is saying of heauty connected with
the hunt’; see too W. Dansey, Arviam on Couwrsifgg. The Copegpiticus
of the Younger Xenaphbon, London 1831, p. 73: “for the beauty of the
sport’. Both translations render, however, the Greek noun he theria
as ‘sport’, term widely accepted in the world of the Anglophonic
gentry (since XVII* century) for hunting, see, e.g. W. Blane,
Cyprasitiaa, oF Essayss on Spawtingg, Consiittiag of Obbeeweations
on Hene Huntingg, London 1788, pp. 65f. However, 1 agree with
J. Barfinger, op. eiv., 7 that the term is slightly misleading. She
writes: ‘hunting was a lelsure activity, associated with the leisure
6lass and net with neeessity, but spert implies a competitive aspect,
which is absent from Greek hunting, unless one views the huntet
and his prey as eempetitors’. Artian’s attltude could be an exception
ie Barringer's ebservation, yet his understanding of venety is also
semewhat different: as we shall see, sirietly speaking hunter is cast
if a pasitien of a spectator whe is gazing a competition.

# This was reminded also by Ps, - Oppian, Cyn. 4, 43 - 47:
‘Common is hunting with nets, common are traps, and commen is
the chase of all the swift-footed tribes by men with horses and dogs,
or sometimes without dogs pursuing the quarry with horses only’.

% On the ‘spectacle’ (themma)), cf. Thuecydides, 6, 31, I;
Aristotle, Poeir. 1449b 30.

3 0. Keller, Die antiilee Tierwell? 1, Leipzig 1908, p. 101.

3 D Brewer, T. Clark & A. Phillips, Dows in Avitgrify: Awubis
to Certantss, Warminster 2001, p. 83.

3 Xenophon, Cym. 5, 33.
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caught seemed a big spectacle to him’ (mega thwame;
Cyn. 16, 7).3* To Arrian, as he himself confirms reader, it was
not a nice view (‘but I declare that to see her caught is neither
a pleasant sight nor exciting but upsetting rather - oudee /redy
to theamas; Cyn. 16, 6). Instead, he declares again and again
that what matters is chase which by the same means competi-
tion. So, the true huntsman finds his satisfaction in seeing
and gazing of the two adversaries. Elsewhere, when narrat-
ing the nature of the hares, Arrian makes the following obser-
vation: ‘True huntsmen (hoi ge te alettteisn kymegptady) do not
take out their hounds to catch the creature, but for trial of
speed and race (es agoma drommu kai hamiliéavy), and they are
satisfied if the hare manages to find something that will
rescue her’ (Cyn. 16, 4). This sentence, to my view, proves
Arrian’s true aristocratic credl: if hunting as such was the
expression of the aristocratic manner of life, chasing the ani-
mals is more worth than killing them since the rivalry
between the prey and quarry provide a beautiful view. Given
so, the writer goes on to say that when hare is ‘frightened and
exhausted® huntsmen should call off their dogs, especially in
the case when ‘there has been a good contest’ (fwlos
diagamsentop; Cyn. 16, 5). Here Arrian recalls his own,
emotionally colored, memories: ‘So that I myself, when
accompanying the chase on horseback and arriving as the
hare has been caught, have often snatched her away alive,
and having got hold of her and put the hound on a leash,
I have let the hare run to safety; and if I arrived too late to
save her, I have hit myself on the head, because the hounds
had killed a worthy adversary (antittagpmisisien ara agattan)’ >
Perhaps it was this emotional statement which drove Profes-
sor P. Stadter (Avviam of Nicameeddia, 50) to write that ‘In no
work does Arrian reveal himself more directly and person-
ally than in his little treatise on hunting’. As the lover of
contest, Arrian knew, however, that ‘the competition between
the hare and the hound is not on equal terms’ (Cyn. 17, 3),
especially when there was a difficult ground, so in his respect
for spectacle, the writer does not forget the advice of praising
the hound also, if he has caught quarry. Another revealing
passage is found in the chapters 20 — 20, where the difficulty
with using too many hounds is described. When hunters lead
too many dogs, he argues, the danger is that the hare will be
caught without chase at all! Certainly such a situation must
have often occurred, and the addicted hunter gives the
following precept: ‘If they bring a large number of hounds,
the hunters must not be in a random bunch; for if a hare is
started from her form, nobody would be able to stop himself
slipping his own hound, one man wanting to see his own

% Arrian (Cym. 1, 4) asserts also that Xenophon did not have
good horses (his hunting was not on horseback, but on foot). Only
the Scythian and Libyan horses can - Arian implies - make the
chase possible.

% In fact, despite of his delight in spectacie, Arrian taeitly
assumes the old Xenophontic maxim; ‘the hunter [...] must always
be stronger than the hunted’ (Equitt. mag. 4, 17),
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hound running, another unsettied by the shouting and over-
excited, and a hare would be caught without a chase through
the confusion of the hounds and the enjoyment of the spee-
tacle (tow theammtoss ho ti par ophellzy) would be spoilt’
(Cyn. 20, 3). Nothing could be clearer than this statement:
respect for a good spectacle is the core of the coursing,
hounds must be therefore kept in pairs, It is the care for
delights that leads Arrian (Cyn. 21, 3) to write that a good
huntsman should give to hare an opportunity to run away.
For, if afraid of the undisciplined hunting or barking of the
dogs, she will remain confused and in result easy to capture,
In fact hound should be sent against a hare when she made
‘her first turns’ — in this way spectacle will be provided. The
same ‘philosophy’ of keeping the spectacle lies behind the
author’s conviction that there can be nothing comparable to
the men who hunt openly and straightforwardly. They
resemble brave warriors, while the users of nets should be
compared to the robbers and pirates. In Arrian’s further
argumentation, the rhetorical comparison follows - hunters
who ‘overcome the wild animal in open fight' (Cyn. 24, 5)
are like the Athenians who defeated the Persians in the great
sea battles.

To sum up: Arrian’s treatise has been written in
order to supersede the old, classical book by Xenophon.
The only thing he was interested in was chase; it meant
to him a fair contest which by the same was a pleasant
viewing.*® In this light Arrian’s hunter becomes to the same
extent a viewer, but it must be remembered that this atti-
tude toward the aesthetic dimension of gazing was in accord
with the traditional Greek love for spectacle® as it was
proudly manifested in the culture of the Greek pulbtés from
the archaic times onwards:® in chariot — races, festivals,*

% Cf. A. B. Bosworth, ‘Arrian and Rome: the Minor Works'
[in:] ARRW (1993), 236. The respect for ‘beauty’ connected with
hunt was always present in the medieval books on this topic, see
Frederick II of Hohenstaufen, De arte vemandii cum avituss 2, 2, 9:
‘Men practice falconry for pleasure alone, for a material purpose,
of with both objectives in view’ (tr. C. A. Wood and F. M. Eyfe);
elsewhete (2, prae#/ 7), he states that ‘The falconer’s primary
aspiration should be to possess hunting birds that he has trained
threugh his ewn ingenuity to capture the quarry he desires in the
manner he prefers. The actual taking the prey should be a secondary
consideration’ (Finiss, guii meiedr aviiffucsm et eius intentito est prior,
i halralr aves FapRRess, Gue doctl Suhl PRIy Sudi arem eapuee HOR
FapRfgss 60 MO, gue Ipse vull, posesionr vere, i eum ipsis arte
doktizs eapiai POR rdpREESY:

37 See the admirable chapter by Ch. Segal, Stctfzeez i wiidz,
[in:] (ed.) J.-R Vernant, Czlomiékk Grecjii, Warszawa 2000, p. 223;
also S. G. Miller, Arette. Greelk Spantes ffiaom Amcitewt SPources,
Berkeley-Los Angeles-London 2004, pp. 8If.

% Cf. P. A. L. Greenhalgh, ‘Aristocracy and Its Advocates
in Ancient Greece’, Greece & Rome 19 (1972), 191; J. Barringer,
op. cit., pp. 7—-8.

% The perfect occasion to viewing and admiring
(eg. Thucydides, 6, 16, 2); see N. J. Nicholson, Aristteraary and
Attksties in Aretimiic and! Classiczd/ Greewe, Cambridge 2005,
pp. 62 - 63.
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various types of the panhelisnic games,® and banguets,
all of which presented the manifestation of the ariste-
eratic life - style.* This was eonneisseur’s and onleoker’s
approach, to which the utilitarian side of hunting remained
essentially (hence omitted in the treatise) unimpertant.”
In this respect Arrian’s attitude resembled that of the Prinee
Fabrizio of Salina in the Lampedusa’s masterpiese nevel The
Leoparci. Here we are told that the Sicilian aristoerat liked to
spend many hours on hunting in his estate of Dennafugata,
and - as narrator pointediy observes - plenty ef the hunted
prey was for him an unnecessary pleasure, a seeendary thing,
in fact. Instead, the pleasure of hunting during several days
was something else and consisted in many smaller aetivities.

Streszczenle

W artykule poruszono problem stanewiska Arriana na
temat fowiectwa. Polowanie byto dla niego w gléwnej mierze
rozrywka, w ktdrej najwazniejszy byt element widowiska.
Postawa ta jest zgodna z tradycyjnym greckim etosem
arystokratycznym, ktory wysoko cenit spektaki. Podebnie
Arrian - pomija inne korzysci, jakie przynosza lowy i skupia
uwage na samej tylko przyjemnoéci ogladania poseigu.

“ D. G. Kyle, Spontt amt! Speuttwtde in the Amdéent Mid,
Malden — Oxford 2007, 7f.; H. Tarrant, ‘Athletics, Competition, and
the Intellectual’, [w:] Sportt and! Festiisat! in Amisent Greek Miord,
eds. D. Phillips and D. Pritchard, Swansea 2003, 356; J. Barringer,
Art, Myth, and/ Rimall in Classited! Greewz, Cambridge 2008,
9 - 10; A. Stewart, Classitat! Greeee and the Birtth of Wlestern Aut,
Cambridge 2008, p. 26.

“ See e.g. Thucydides, 6,15,2 on Alcibiades’ aristocratic man-
ner of life which embraced hippuiropplao, dapenaij, epffacteumata
(with the remarks of S. Hornblower, A Commeevwaayy on Thmapydides
I, Oxford 2008, 342); cf. A. Schnapp, ‘Eros the Hunter’ [in:]
A Chty of Imagses. Feanegganpyry andl Sodiétyy in Amiéen! Greew, by
C. Bérard et al., Princeton 1989, 71; also J. M. Bryant, Morall (2utes
and Socinl] Struginiee In Avcitont Greeese. A Socindbeyy of Greetk Eitics
ffam Homsgr the Epitsireenns and Stoikss, New York 1996, p. 80 - 81.

2 Q. Lorenz, Tiere im Lefwn der altem Kulureon, Kéin
= Weimar 2000, 92; D. Sansone, Greelk Athikticss and! the Geresiss of
8port, Berkeley — Los Angeles — London, 1988, p. 31.
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