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P. 42 Althcugh I cannot accept Ludvikovsky's tneory of how the romance origlngted

':¢I wish neverth31ess’ to repeat tnat his essay contains much tnat is v1ta1 and
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“9 Ghariton and’ the Nature' of ‘Greek ~Romance” -

©.7°96 " Thanks to the recovery of fragments'written on’papyrus in’the second centpry
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"80 much o’ that fhe relatively Sarly diting of Chariton whiGh we now ‘accent on

““the basis of ‘documentary evidence was maihtnined on grounds of style 'and content|

“alone by oné scholar, Professor Wilhelm ‘Schmid, before the papyri were discovered,
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or ‘sixth ‘century. " This misconception ‘about the date of Chariton, which pre-

LUvailed throughout the ninetéenthicentury, was larzely responsible for what we now
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know to have been an upside-down orientation of the whole ‘problem of Greek romanée,
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