PRILOHA 1

TAXONOMIE HUMANISTICKYCH POLEMIK PODLE MARCA LAUREYSE,
ROSWITHY SIMONSOVE A ARNOLDA BECKERA

(ptevzato z LAUREYS — SIMONS — BECKER 2013: 18-20)

Rival parties: Author (A) and opponent (B)

1. Identity of the rival parties
» Number (individual) / Size (collective)
« Intellectual background
» Socio-political status, also in relationship with the opponent and the
audience
» Religious, political, aesthetic stance
* Gender

2. Mental attitude towards the conflict
+ Objective aimed at: exclusion or inclusion (through persuasion) of
the opponent; discursive search for the truth
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e Importance accorded to the underlying issue
» Importance accorded to the opponent as a person
« Relationship to power: Is the conflict intended to stabilize/support

or undermine/attack power?
e Extent of willingness to take personal risks or damage

3. Functions of conflict
« Promotion and enforcement of personal or objective interests; liter-

ary pastime for aesthetic pleasure

* Self- and/or community-fashioning

« Dynamics of group-building: conflict as a means of gaining access
to a group, of consolidating the cohesion of a group, of motivating

others into solidarity

Audience (C)

1. Characteristics of the audience
Alongside the categories listed under “Identity of the rival parties™:
* Exclusive (well-defined number and type of addressees) or contin-

gent audience
* Live or imagined audience

2. Involvement of the audience
= Specific role: Listener/reader, supporter, mediator, referee/judge,

appellate authority
« Extent of intended or actual participation and its underlying reasons

(see above under ‘“Mental attitude towards the conflict at hand” and
“Functions of conflict’)

Classical tradition (D)
Appropriation of specific elements of the classical tradition, most notably:
* Forms

e Arguments
* Exemplary models

Setting and Context (E)

1. Formal and spatial structure and organization
» Extent of ritualization and institutionalization in a given setting
= Extent of publicity and accessibility/possibility of participation
» Social conditions and limitations
* Room for manceuvre: conditions of access, conditions of publication,
role of controlling instances, distance in space or time
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Normative context
« ethical or theological legitimization of conflict

allowed or expected extent of commitment to conflict

juridical codification of conflict (defamation, calumny, libel vs.
freedom of speech)

social and gender-specific codification of conflict

relationship between verbal aggression and physical violence

Strategies (F)

1.

Self-Staging

LI

Range and intensity of displayed emotions (from passionate rage to
seeming indifference)

Range of displayed competences

Extent of commitment to conflict

Strategies of legitimization

Balance between advocating a cause or imposing personal interests
and playing with literary traditions

Literary fashioning

-

Choice of a specific literary genre
Choice of language (especially Latin vs. vernacular)
Choice of rhetorical techniques

Choice of arguments
Methodical insertion and manipulative use of quotations from the

opponent’s previous work or from other writings

Mediatization

Form of publication and scope of distribution (oral or written com-
munication, manuscript, print, number of copies)
Material production: size, book cover, layout, inclusion of images,

inclusion of glosses, price

¢ Choice of paratexts

Setup of title page: author’s name/pseudonym/anonymity, images

Accompanying non-verbal strategies
» Retaliation: suppression of publication, excommunication, physical

violence
Creating or removing spatial distance: flight from or visit of party

involved
Avoiding conflict: eschewing contentious issues, looking for com-

promise, breaking off communication
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UKAZKY Z TISKU AD LIBELLUM MARTINI LUTHERI DE INSTITUENDIS
MINISTRIS ECCLESIAE, QUEM SCRIPSIT AD SENATUM PRAGENSEM,
RODERICI DUBRAVI A DUBRAVA ACCEPTI RELATIO

(exemplai Dolnoslezské knihovny ve Wroclavi, sign. XVI1.0.408.)
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