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EDITORIAL 
The Proceedings have laboured under considerable difficulties since the issue 

of the last volume (XI). Were it not for the generosity of the Craven Committee 
of the University of Oxford, who donated £100, the Faculty Board of the Classics 
of the University of Cambridge, who donated £150 from the Henry Arthur 
Thomas Fund, and the Salisbury Hellenic Community, who donated $100, it 
would not have been possible to publish the current volume. My co-editors and 
I should like to express our great thanks to these three bodies for their most 
generous assistance. 

Apologies are due to the publishers for the lateness of many of the reviews. 
This has been due to difficulties outside the control of the editor or the reviewers. 

It is hoped to continue publishing the Proceedings, but the position of 
Classical Studies in Rhodesia is such at present that the journal will have to 
become an occasional rather than an annual publication. 

I should like to record my personal thanks to Professor Goodyear of Bedford 
College, London, who has rendered invaluable assistance and advice from Britain, 
and to Mr. Lambiris and Mr. Wilson for their staunch local support. 

D. B. SADDINGTON 
Editor 
July, 1973. 
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Oxyrhynchus Papyri xxxvii (1971), 2804, 2814, 2816 

( i ) 2804 ('Sophoc les?') 
fr.1.10 J o:vri6EAouq[ 

, First foot of iambic trimeter mi,ss ing. f,robably aKouo-Jo:v ~· 
6EAovo-[ o:v : Aesch. SeQt. 1033 0Ei\ovo-' o:KovT 1, Soph. Ph il. 617-18 
EKO\JCJ!OV Ao:[3wv , /Elµ~ 6ei\01 o', 0:KOVTa, oc 826-7 E~O:yE lV / O:KOU 
CJO:V Et 6e11ouo-o: µ17 nopEVCJETO:t, Eur. fr. 68 µT)TE po: KaTEKTav T~v E'µ~v ,/ 
[3po:xvs Aoyo5. / - EKWV EKOVCJO:V ij <ov> 0ei\ouo-av oux EKWVj 

(i i ) 2814 ( 'Hexameter poem about a war') 
15 ]v KAEOS ea[ ]Ev 10-notµ [ 

KAeos foWM v six tim es apiece in the Iliad and QdysseyJ. Tyrt. 
9.31D, Pi . .Ey..tb... 4.175, Theoc. 17.117. 

(iii) 2816 ('Cosmogony') 

14-15 o:i6epo5 cx[.J.TOlO µey[o s] 1>0:~ CXTT[etpt]TOS CX!CX 

~OE Ko:l CX1TA~TOIS 1TEt.ay [os ~eya [ Ku]µmn 0ui[9v 

'The exiguous trace before T does not appear to me to suggest eit-
her E or a: . I think it is compatible with a', ed. pr. l fa, I doubt if 
th ere i s anything better th an &(q[3e]o-T0 10 : 1L. 22.96 o:o-[3mTOv ... µev o5. 
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The Third Declension Accusative Plural in -is and -es 

in Ovid's Metamorphoses 

According to the information provided in the apparatus criticus of Magnus' 
edition of the Metamorphoses (Berlin, 1914), the third declension accusative 
plural in -is is attested, on manuscript authority, in 113 instances in the whole 
po~:m.1 The distribution, according to books, is as follows: 

I - 11, II - 14, III - 14, IV - 9, V - 3, VI - 6, VII - 16, VIII - 2, IX - 8, X - 5, 
XI - 3, XII - 1, XIII - 2, XIV - 6, XV - 13. 
The average in Books I - III is 13 instances per book; in the other books it 

is 6 if Books VII and XV are included, 4½ if they are not. The high proportion 
of instances in Books I, II and III is due, in large measure, to the evidence of 
two 9th and one 10th century manuscripts, the codex Bernensis (0(), the codex 
Lipsiensis ()..), and the codex Londiniensis ( E), all of which exist in fragments 
from the first three books only. They are alone in preserving an -is reading at 
I. 153 (0(), 228 (E), 304 (0(), 305 (0(), 389 (E), 685 (E), 773 (E), II. 179 (E), 229 (E) 
229 (E), 271 (E), 729 (E), III. 22 (0(), 41 (0(), 43 (E), 182 ()..), 319 (E), and 369 (E). 

Without the evidence of the early fragments, the figures for survival of the 
-is form in Books I, II and III would be 4, 10 and 8 respectively, nearer to those 
for the rest of the poem. 

The high figure for Book VII, 16 survivals of the -is form, does not seem to 
be justified by any internal evidence: the subject matter of the book, Jason and 
Medea, Aeson, The Plague at Aegina or Cephalus and Procris, no more lends 
itself to whatever special flavour of style was felt to be inherent in -is than do 
The Greeks at Aulis, Achilles and Caeneus, The Battle of the La piths and Cen
taurs or The Death of Achilles in Book XII, where there is only one example of 
the -is spelling. It is more likely that a sport of fate has preserved for us, in 
Book VII, a proportion of -is to -es nearer than elsewhere to that which Ovid 
himself intended. 

A check in Books I and VII has shown that Ovid's total use of accusatives 
in -.is and -es combined is 75 in Book I and 79 in Book VII. The figures therefore 
of 11 -is forms in Book I and 16 in Book VII represent at most one example of 
-is to every four of -es. 

The taple below shows, by books, the distribution of -is spellings in adjec-
tives, participles and nouns respectively: 

Adjectives 3-2-6-3-2-3-6-0-4-3-0-0-0-3-8 
Participles 3-6-6-4-0-1-6-1-0-2-2-0-0-3-2 
Nouns 5-6-2-2-1-2-4-1-4-0-1-1-2-0-3 
These figures are not wide-ranging enough, on the basis of individual books, 

to gjve statistics for each book, but it is of interest to note that, taken all together, 
they show 34 instances of -is in nouns and 79 instances in adjectives and partici
ples, combined. 

Other passages throughout the Metamorphoses show that an -es termination 
was sometimes substituted for -is endings other than accusative plurals, as at 
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III. 581, VIII. 296 and 522, X. 243, XI. 79, XII. 7 and XV. 871. And -es some
times replaced the Greek accusative plural in -as, as at I. 152 and 778, IV. 425, 
V. 319 and X.150. Although these instances serve as corroboration that a 
significant proportion of what would have been accusative plurals in -is is likely 
to have been altered into -es, restitution of -is for transmitted -es accusative 
readings remains a hazardous task : nonetheless it is of interest that in Book IV, 
for example, the 9 surviving instances of -is occur between lines 6 and 271, 
roughly the first third of the book. Thus, if the spread of -is to -es were even, 
any other words which were written wi th the -is form would be more likely to 
have been present in the latter part of Book IV, and statistics suggest that an 
adjective-participle was at least twice as likely as a noun to be written with -is. 

The figure of 13 -is forms in Book XV, above the normal average, is due to 
the evidence of various 'second-string' manuscripts which have been consulted 
in that book alone where M and N are not extant: these manuscripts, by them
selves, preserve -is readings at XV. 232, 248, 412, 512, 657 and 806, and it is 
likely that collations of them and of other manuscripts for the remainder of the 
Metamorphoses will result, even if only sparingly, in further attestations of -is 
forms. In several other cases, such as at I. 483, V. 358 and XI. 477, the editio 
princeps Romana of the Metamorphoses, dating from 1471, prints an -is rather 
than -es accusative termination, though there exists no manuscript corrobora
tion of an -is form from manuscripts known today; elsewhere the editio Romana 
gives the -is form where we have manuscript backing, as at III. 22 (0t), III. 601 
(e:N) and V. 421 (M); it is therefore possible that, wherever the editio Romana 
gives -is rather than -es, there is a certain truth of manuscript tradition in the 
-is reading, but that the relevant manuscript, available to editors 500 years ago, 
is lost today. 

There follow two lists, one of places where an -is accusative survives on ms. 
authority, the other of the manuscripts which preserve these readings. 

I. 

IL 

III. 

IV. 
V. 
VI. 
VII. 

VIII. 
IX 
X. 
XI. 
XII. 
XIII. 
XIV. 
XV. 

Surviving -is forms 
I 17 0tN, 149 0t1tN, 153a, 228 e:, 304 0t, 305 0t, 370 s, 389 e:, 685 e:, 692 N, 
773 e: . 
12 N, 119 e:nN, 128 s, 179 e:, 215 N, 229 e:, 231 h, 271 e:, 375 N, 464 N, 
479 N, 535 N, 729 e:, 738 e:F. 
22 0t, 41 0t, 43 , 80 Ne:, 182 A, 319 e:, 363 N, 369 e:, 376 e:N, 381 N, 
587 N, 599 N, 601 N, 676 N. 
6 N, 7 N, 26 N, 77 N, 97 N, 144 N, 180 N, 199 N, 271 N. 
421 M, 617 u, 642 N. 
231 H, 302 h, 348 N, 405 N, 450 s, 454 MN. 
132 N, 171 N, 205 N, 221 N, 258 N, 269 Goth., 366 s, 373 N, 533 N, 
579 N, 613 N, 625 N, 649 F, 709 N, 752 u, 769 N. 
88 N, 609 N, Bersm., Zwicc. 
96 M, 202 Senat., 304 N, 381 M, 442 N, 516 F, 655 K, 796 N. 
59 F-rl, 483 K, 510 NH, 518 KN, 602 M. 
112 M, Vratislav., 475 Vratislav., 682 h. 
551 M. 
91 N, 121 M. 
87 MNhµ,, 199 N, 473 N, 501 µ,, 68.5 N, 734 F. 
151 F, 232 as, 248 as, 270 F, 316 Fas, 406 F, 412 as, 512 as, 630 A-r, 
657 as, 741 F, 784 F, 806 v. 

Codices which preserve -is readings: 0t Bernensis (Munari2 37), N Neapoli
tanus (M 206), 1r Parisinus (M 270), e: Harleianus (M 166), s Bruxellensis (M 61), 
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hHauniensis (M 112), F Florentinus (M 177), A Lipsiensis (M 151), M Marcianus 
(M 178), u Vaticanus Urbinas (M 371), H codices incerti Heinsiani, K Hauniensis 
(M 111), µ, Monacensis (M 193), -r Tegemseensis (M 321), 1 Laurentianus 
(M 131), as, aB Ambrosiani (M 6, M 9), A consensus codicum in lib. XV a 
Magno adhibitorum, v Vossianus (M 148). 

It is worthwhile, after looking at the survival of -is forms in Ovid, where, 
at best, there is a ratio of one -is to four -es, to turn to Vergil, where the position 
is strongly contrasted, with -is in the predominant : this state of affairs in Vergil 
is owed to the much older manuscript authority. For statistical examination I 
took at random Books II, IV and VIII of the Aeneid; in Book II there are 44 
cases of -is and 34 of -es: in Book IV 44 -is and 40 -es: and in Book VIII 43 of 
-is and 36 of -es : the ratio is almost constant in favour of -is. 

What is interesting in the pattern which emerges of Vergil's usage is that 
the choice of -is or -es is governed only very rarely by the position of the word 
in the line, its connection with other words (i.e. adjective or participle with noun) 
or general principles of euphony : in an overwhelming proportion of cases words 
fall into categories for which -is or -es is the uniform spelling: thus -is is the 
standard form for accusative plural participles. A table is given below of how 
-is and -es forms are distributed in Aeneid II, IV and VIII respectively. 

-es forms 
opes II. 4,603; IV. 75; VIII. 317,364; inopes VIII. 100; voces II. 98,280, 

768 ; IV.439, 460,463; VIII. 70; comites II. 181,744; nepotes II. 194; clamores 
II, 222; sedes II. 232, 437, 642, 760, 785; VIII. 244, 362, 667; pedes II. 273, 673; 
labores II. 284, 306, 362; IV. 78 ; VIII. 291,378,439; vices II. 433; trabes II. 448 ; 
fores II. 450; VIII. 130; postes II. 490; moles II. 497, 608; penates II. 514 ; 
IV. 21,598; grates II. 537; cineres II. 587; IV. 427; arces II. 615; IV. 234,260; 
VIII. 375; vires II. 617; IV. 175; VIII 687; ignes II. 686; matres II. 797; patres 
IV. 682; montes II. 804 ; IV. 155; degeneres IV. 13; amores IV. 28,292; urbes 
IV. 173, 187, 225, 609; VIII. 290,434; memores IV. 539; immemores IV. 194; 
Ieges IV. 213,231, 618; VIII. 322; manes IV. 427; latices IV. 454,512; mentes 
IV. 487; furores IV. 501; priores IV. 534; classes IV. 537; faces IV. 567, 604 ; 
rates IV. 593; VIII. 107; preces IV. 612; VIII. 60, 574 ; pecudes IV. 636; vestes 
IV. 648; cruores IV. 687; colores IV. 701 ; frondes VIII. 32; duces VIII. 120,503; 
orbes VIII. 137, 448; dapes VIII. 186; honores VIII. 189; boves VIII. 215; 
coll es VIII. 216 ; laudes VIII. 287; angues VIII. 289; caedes VIII. 483, 709; 
oratores VIII. 505 ; equites VIII. 555; veteres VIII. 600; apices VIII. 664. 

-is forms 
ingentis II. 20; VIII. 204, 475; omnis II. 40, 66, 102, 266, 498, 598, 750; 

IV. 59,141,496,581,630; VIII. 26,566; hostis II. 43,358,377,511,527,632; 
ferentis II. 49; IV. 430; auris II. 81, 119 ; IV 428,440; VIII. 582; euntis II. 111; 
dulcis II. 138; IV. 33, 281, 342; ardentis II. 210, 734 ; qualis II. 223; talis IV. 551 ; 
fatalis II. 237; tumentis II. 273; ignis II. 276,502,624,664; VIII. 199,267,410, 
590; crinis II. 277; IV. 509, 559 ; VIII. 34; penatis IT. 293, 717, 747; VIII. 11, 
543; navis II. 399; IV. 398; VIII. 546; ruentis II. 440; IV. 401; postis II. 442, 
480; VIII. 227; turris II. 445; la ban tis II. 463; stantis II. 485; merentis II . 585; 
mortalis II. 605; montis II. 636; IV. 151; VIII. 692; mollis II. 683; IV. 66,423 ; 
tenuis Il. 791; pallentis IV. 26, 243; manis IV. 34, 387, 490; bidentis IV. 57; 
VIII. 544; biremis VIII. 79; bimembris VIII. 293; pinguis IV. 62; dotalis IV. 
104 ; patentis IV. 153; amantis IV. 221, 520; celeris IV. 226, 270, 357; partis 
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IV. 286; VIII. 21; frondentis IV. 399; migrantis IV. 401; duplicis IV. 470; artis 
IV. 493; ovantis IV. 543; funis IV. 575; VIII. 708; flaventis IV. 590; trementis 
IV. 643; gravis IV. 688; difficilis IV. 694; facilis VIII. 310; acris VIII. 3; gentis 
VIII. 13; viridis VIII. 96; rogantis VIII. 120; finis VIII. 159, 602; terribilis 
VIII. 266; anguis VIII. 437,697; agrestis VIII. 349; tris VIII. 429 (bis), 430,564; 
volucris VIII. 433; fluentis VIII. 487; praestantis VIII. 548; fulgentis VIII. 593; 
levis VIII. 624; pendentis VIII. 632; exsultantis VIII. 663; classis VIII. 675. 

Each word, or type of word, belongs predominantly to the -is group or to 
the -es group: it is comparatively rare for a word to switch from one group 
to the other, and instances of this within Books II, IV and VIII are limited.3 
Participles, we have seen, belong almost exclusively to the -is group: there is 
only one -es accusative participle in the Aeneid, tondentes (III. 538). The -es 
group consists, in the main, of what might be called 'ordinary' nouns and a 
handful of adjectives which tend towards the prosaic (inopes, veteres, degeneres, 
priores). The -is group, besides participles, contains the majority of adjectives, 
and 'special' nouns, which tend to have epic or heroic associations (hostis, 
ignis, crinis, funis, navis, manis, turris): there seems to be no particular explana
tion of what puts a noun in the 'special' -is class (e.g. why rates, trabes, vestes, 
arces or co/les are -es forms, and auris, par tis, gentis and finis -is forms): all 
that seems possible is some sort of placing of words based on the principle of 
observation and likelihood, that if a word appears in one form in one place, 
it is more likely than not to occur thus everywhere. It is worth noticing, in passing, 
that groups of words, or opposites, fall within the same spelling: thus memores
immemores, opes-inopes, comites-nepotes-matres-patres-duces-oratores-equites, 
pecudes-boves, but qua/is-ta/is, diffici/is-faci/is, gravis-levis, dulcis-mollis-tenuis. 

Some idea and comparison of Ovid's usage of -is can now be gained by 
turning to the 113 instances where -is is suggested on manuscript authority in 
the Metamorphoses, and seeing where Ovid departs from Vergil's practice. The 
list which follows is largely self-explanatory: a letter Y signifies a usage in accor
dance with Vergil, with references to Aeneid II, IV and VIII, or if necessary 
elsewhere in the Aeneid, in brackets: all other references are specified : NV 
signifies that the accusative of the word in question is not found in Vergil, and 
X that the usage is contrary to Vergil's. 
Met. I. 117 inaequalis NV (but cf. X. 194 and Met. XV. 741) Y; 149 

madentis Y (XII. 100); 153 montis Y (II. 636; IV. 151; VIII. 
692); 228 seminecis Y (IX. 455); 304 leonis X (leones Eel. IV. 22; 
Eel. V. 27; Aen. X 157); 305 tigris Y (VI. 805); 370 secantis NV 
participle Y; 389 sortis X (sortes VI. 72); 685 mollis Y (II. 683; 
IV. 66,423); 692 sequentis Y (Georg. I. 33); 773 penatis Y (II. 293, 
717, 747; VIII. 11,543). 

Met. II. 12 viridis Y (VIII. 96); 119 vomentis NV participle Y; 128 volentis 
Y (Georg. IV. 561); 179 patentis Y (IV. 153); 215 gentis Y (VIII. 
13); 229 ferventis Y (XI. 195); 231 cineris X (cineres II. 587; 
IV. 427); 271 ignis Y (II. 276, 502, 624, 664; VIII. 199, 267, 410, 
590); 375 rubentis Y (Georg. IV. 47); 464 fontis Y (Georg. II. 175); 
479 unguis NV (cf. ungues, Ciris 507) ?X; 535 nigrantis Y (V. 97); 
729 ignis Y (cf. Met. II. 271); 738 tris Y (VIII. 429 (bis), 430, 564). 

Met. III 22 sequentis Y (cf. Met. I. 692); 41 orbis Y (Georg. II. 153); 43 
levis Y (VIII. 624); 80 obstantis NV participle Y; 182 omnis Y 
(II. 40, passim); 319 gravis Y (IV. 688); 363 iacentis Y (IX. 329); 
369 vocis X (voces 11.98, 280, 768; IV. 439, 460, 463; VIII. 60); 
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376 mollis Y (cf. Met. I. 685); 381 omnis Y (cf. Met. III. 182); 
587 salientis NV participle Y; 599 levis Y (cf. Met. III. 43); 601 
recentis Y (Georg. III. 301); 676 obstantis Y (cf. Met. III. 80). 

Met. IV 6 crinaJis Y (VII. 403); 7 frondentis Y (IV. 399); 26 titubantis NV 
participle Y; 77 auris Y (II. 81, 119; IV. 428,440; VIII. 582); 97 
spumantis Y (IX. 456); 144 iacentis Y (cf. Met. III. 363); 180 levis 
Y (cf. M et. III. 43); 199 brumaJis NV (but cf. Lucretius V. 616) Y; 
271 auris Y (cf. M et. IV. 77). 

Met. V 421 terribilis Y (VIII. 266); 617 crinalis Y (cf. Met. IV. 6); 642 
anguis Y (VIII. 437, 697). 

Met. VI 231 imbris Y (Georg. IV. 115); 302 exanimis NV (but cf. Ovid Am. 
I. 7.53) probably Y; 348 vetantis NV participle Y; 405 vestis X 
(vestes IV. 648); 450 celeris Y (IV. 226, 270, 357); 454 simiJis NV 
(but cf. dissimiJis, Lucretius VI. 775 and Met. XV. 316) Y. 

Me t. VII 132 parantis NV participle Y; 171 talis Y (IV. 551); 205 montis Y 
(cf. Met. I. 153); 221 levis Y (cf. Met. III. 43); 258 flagrantis Y 
(XII. 65); 269 infamis NV (but cf. Horace Carm. I. 3.20) Y; 366 
vitiantis NV participle Y; 373 volucris Y (VIII. 433); 533 fontis Y 
(cf. M et. II. 464); 579 versantis NV participle Y; 613 ignis Y (cf. 
Met. II. 271); 625 gerentis NV participle Y; 649 qualis Y (II. 223); 
709 recentis Y (cf. M et. III. 601); 752 dulcis Y (II. 138; IV. 33, 
281, 342); 769 sequentis Y (cf. Met. I. 692). 

Met. VIII 88 hostis Y (II. 43, 358, 377, 511, 527, 632) ; 609 natantis NV 
participle Y. 

Met. IX 96 agrestis Y (VIII. 349); 202 omnis Y (cf. Met. III. 182); 304 
siJicis NV (cf. silices, Moretum 23) ?X; 381 omnis Y (cf. Met. 
III. 182); 442 gentis Y (cf. M et. II. 215); 516 ignis Y (cf. Met. II. 
271); 655 viridis Y (cf. Met. II. 12); 796 ignis Y (cf. Met. II. 271). 

Met. X 59 cedentis NV participle Y; 483 talis Y (cf. Met. VII. 171); 510 
dolentis NV participle Y; 518 levis Y (cf. Met. III. 43); 602 inertis 
Y (Eel. VIII. 24). 

Met. XI 112 arentis Y (Georg. IV. 268); 475 pendentis Y (VIII. 632); 682 
crinis Y (II. 277; IV. 509, 559; VIII. 34). 

Met. XII 551 penatis Y (cf. Met. I. 773). 
Met. XIII 91 ignis Y (cf. Met. II. 271) ; 121 hostis Y (cf. Met. VIII. 88). 
Met. XIV 87 fumantis Y (XI. 908); 199 madentis Y (cf. Met. I. 149); 473 

tristis Y (Georg. IV. 531); 501 levis Y (cf. M et. III. 43); 685 omnis 
Y (cf. Met. III. 182); 734 umentis NV participle Y. 

Met. XV 151 timentis NV participle Y; 232 aniJis Y (VII. 416); 248 ignis Y 
(cf. Met. II. 271); 270 fontis Y (cf. Met. II. 464); 316 similis Y 
(cf. Met. VI. 454); 406 levis Y (cf. M et. III. 43) ; 412 coloris X 
(colores IV. 701); 512 mollis Y (cf. M et. I. 685); 630 tenentis NV 
participle Y; 657 talis Y (cf. Met. VII. 171); 741 aequalis Y (X. 
194); 784 terribilis Y (cf. Met. V. 421); 806 ensis X (enses III. 237). 

In the main, Ovid's usage follows that ofVergil with remarkable unanimity ; 
the important divergence, only one, is shown in nine places of difference: 
leonis (Met. I. 304), sortis (I. 389), cineris (II. 231), unguis (II. 479), vocis (III. 
369), vestis (VI. 405), silicis (IX. 304), coloris (XV. 412), and ensis (XV. 806). 
It seems that Ovid accepted Vergil's basic pattern, but was willing, on occasion, 
to modify it by bringing into the -is group some of the 'ordinary' nouns which 
had, with VergiJ, been in the -es group. No post-Augustan or Silver Age poet 
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has a manuscript tradition as reliable as Vergil's, and therefore nowhere have 
-is spellings been preserved as thoroughly as in Vergil 's text: but it would seem 
that there was a general tendency for post-Augustan writers to introduce -is 
forms, as did Ovid, into words which had been used with -es in Vergil: thus we 
find ratis for rates (Lucan II. 676), arcis for arces (Lucan VI. 14), ratis again for 
rates (Statius Silv. III. 2. 73), and urbis for urbes (Statius Theb. III. 221). 

The evidence, therefore, may be summarised thus: Vergil is the only author 
whose textual tradition is such that we can be sure that most genuine -is spellings 
have been preserved in his poems. And on Vergil's evidence words preserve, 
except in certain rare instances, the same termination, whether -es or -is, through
out. The evidence as far as Ovid is concerned is that surviving examples of the 
-is form suggest that he closely followed Vergil's pattern except where he may 
have been willing to write with an -is termination a few 'ordinary' nouns which 
had ended in -es in Vergil. And although the higher proportion of -is forms in 
Books I, II, III and VII of the Metamorphoses accounts for a definite, though 
small, loss in the other books, far stronger evidence to support more widespread 
loss is provided by the uneven distribution of surviving -is forms, nine between 
Book IV. 6-271 , six between Book VI. 231-454, and two at Book XIII. 91 and 
121, when the remainder of these books have no -is forms at all, and when 
Book VIII has only two examples and Book XII only one. This uneven distribu
tion runs quite counter to the evidence of Vergil, and for no sound reason: it 
sterns solely from the poor manuscript authority for the Metamorphoses. To 
take but one example, Vergil, as we have seen, used the accusative ignis; the 
form ignes as an accusative is exceptional in his poetry. In the Metamorphoses, 
ignis as an accusative is attested seven times (II. 271,729; VII. 613; IX. 516, 796; 
XIII. 91, and XV. 248): on the occasion in Book XIII, Ajax is talking of the 
Trojans who, under Hector's leadership, have been burning the Greek ships 
(Met. XIII. 91-92): 

ecce ferunt Troes ferrumque ignisque Iovemque/in Danaas classes .. . 

Here the form ignis is preserved and read; but later, when Ovid reverts 
with the same words to the theme of Hector, ignis has not survived: so we are 
asked to believe that Ovid wrote (Met. XIII. 384-6): 

Hectora qui so /us, qui ferrum ignisque Iovemque / sustinuit totiens, unam 
non sustinet iram,/ invictumque virum vicit dolor .. . 

Examples could be multiplied. Just as solvite crina/is vittas (Aen. VII. 403) 
influenced Ovid at M et. IV. 6 when he wrote crinalis solvere villas . .. iusserat, 
so too Ovid was influenced by phrases like Vergil's terribilis ocu/os (Aen. VIII. 
266) : -is forms are preserved similarly at Met. V. 241 terribi!isque hortatus equos 
and at Met. XV. 784 terribilisque tubas; it is all the harder therefore to believe at 
M et. VII. 112, simply because no -is form is attested, that Ovid wrote terribiles 
vultus and not terribi/is vultus. Similarly Aen. X. 194 fi!ius aequa/is comitatus 
classe catervas finds parallels at Met. I. 117 perque hiemes aestusque et inaequa/is 
autumnos and Met. XV. 741 porrigit aequalis media tellure /acertos. Can we then 
reasonably claim at Met. V. 408, where there is no surviving -is termination, that 
Ovid wrote inter inaequa/es posuerunt moenia portus? If we are able to replace 
-is in these passages, it is because the words and the language are distinctive 
enough to make the task easy. Equally, we may wonder, ifit is possible for such 
conspicuous words to have been corrupted with time from -is to -es, how much 
more likely is it that ordinary, inconspicuous words will have undergone a de
gree of alteration at least as great, if not greater! 
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I propose to take one book of the Metamorphoses, Book IV, to show the 
application to Ovid of the likelihoods which have emerged. Although, in the 
absence of Ovid's own spelling, no distribution of -is to -es can claim authenticity, 
it is at least possible to suggest a rationalisation of spellings on this basis. 
There are, in all, 91 third declension accusative plurals in Metamorphoses Book 
IV. Nine of these are where -is has survived on manuscript authority (6, 7, 26, 
77, 97, 144, 180, 199, 271); then the editio princeps Romana gives two further 
-is forms, which should be accepted as stemming in all probability from manu
script sources now lost : tenuis (104) is an -is word in Vergil and never occurs as 
an -es word in his poetry, and urbis (212), an unusual form in Vergil, and one 
not: found in the Aeneid4, is one of the nouns which later poets used in the -is 
range (cf. Statius Theb. III. 221). Urbis is also preserved at two other places 
(III. 339 and III. 511) by the editio Romana. 

It is not unreasonable to presume that Ovid, like Vergil, maintained, in 
general, the clearly-defined boundaries between -es and -is words: the evidence 
tends towards that conclusion. On this basis it is possible, where an -is form 
survives for a word somewhere in the Metamorphoses, to reinstate -is in general 
for that word. This affects 21 places in Metamorphoses IV: 
16 gentis cf. Met. II. 215; IX. 442; 41 auris cf. Met. IV. 77,271; 
81 ignis cf. Met. II. 271,729; VII. 613; IX 516,796; XIII. 91; XV 248; 
194 omnis cf. Met. III. 182,381; IX. 202,381; XIV 685; 246 ignis as 81; 
192'. montis cf. Met. I. 153; VII. 205; 311 crinis cf. Met. XI. 682; 
385 fontis cf. Met. II. 464; VII. 533; XV. 270; 406 ignis as 81; 
441 omnis as 194; 451 tris cf. Met. II. 738; 464 omnis as 194; 
465 omnis as 194; 475 obstantis cf. Met. III. 80,676; 498 gravis cf. Met. III. 319 ; 
509 ignis as 81 ; 629 ignis as 81 ; 648 omnis as 194; 660 omnis as 194; 717 unguis 
cf. M et. II. 479; 802 hos tis cf. Met. VIII. 88; XIII. 121. 

Of these words obstantis and unguis do not occur in the accusative plural in 
Vergil : all the others are without exception -is words in the Aeneid, save in 
special circumstances (i.e. ignes II. 686, montes without adjective IV. 155, and 
tres X. 350). I would however keep ignes not ignis at 675 on the evidence of 
EcJ'. V. 10. And in view of the uncertainty between the forms angues and anguis, 
it would be wiser to retain angues at 454,495, 619, 792 and 803. 

Then there are 29 instances involving words which, without exception, are 
always -es words in Vergil: there seems no good reason why they should not be 
kept as -es words in Metamorphoses IV : 
sorores (3, 305, 451, 774), vices (40, 72, 191), pisces (50), amores (137, 170, 191, 
27f~, /fores (283, 315), latices (353), pedes (363, 666), do/ores (426), sedes (433), 
fores (453,487), preces (472), errores (502), /abores (531,570), cautes (672), nubes 
(712), victrices (712), and mores (768). 

Conversely there are twelve instances involving words which, though not 
surviving with the -is spelling in the M etamorphoses, are used with -is by Vergil, 
and seem more likely to have been -is than -es words in Ovid: amantis (108, 278), 
parentis (164), exsanguis (267), spatiantis (364), vitis (396), sublimis (421), finis 
(568),partis (587 and 660), nitentis (637), and turpis (801). These words are spelt 
with -is wherever they occur in the Aeneid. For the accusative of vis Vergil's 
usual spelling was vires, and this should be kept at 150 and 417. But examples 
at Georg. III. 209 and 215, and Aen. VI. 114 and X. 786 show that viris may 
be preferred before a caesura, especially if a vowel follows, and viris may there
fore: be accepted at 528. Artis is less common than artes, and tends to be sugges
tive,, at Aen. IV. 493 of magic and at Aen. XI 716 of fraud. But as artis is the 
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reading at Aen. VI. 663, which was an influence on Ovid, we may accept it at 
445. 

There remain eight words whose spelling is less certain, either because they 
are not used by Vergil in the accusative plural, or for other reasons: immunes (5), 
custodes (85), graciles (176), luces (262), urbes (296), trip/ices (425), dentes (513), 
and axes (634). 

Dens (573) was used by Vergil as an -es word (Georg. III. 255); it was also, 
if the manuscripts may be trusted, an -es word in Lucan (IX. 806; X. 446); but 
Statius spelt the word with the -is ending (Theb. IL 514; IX. 48; Ach. I. 749). 
Although there is no firm proof that Ovid wrote dentis, the editio Romana pre
serves the form at III. 103, when, as at IV. 573, the accompanying adjective is 
vipereos: it seems quite likely therefore that Ovid wrote dentis at IV. 573, even 
if he did not use the -is form of the word everywhere. Similarly urbis may be 
accepted at 296: it too was one of the words which was used increasingly in the 
-is class, and the editio Romana preserves examples of urbis at III. 339 and 5ll , 
and at IV. 212. 

Neither custos nor tux (85 and 262) appears in the accusative plural in 
Vergil: but both are nouns of the -es category, and are found thus at Lucan 
V. 198 (custodes) and Lucretius V. 681 (luces). Lucan I. 101 corroborates the 
form gracilis (176), not graciles. Trip/ices (425) is difficult: Statius at Theb. II. 
454 writes trip/ices, but the evidence of Vergil, who writes duplicis (Aen. IV. 470; 
X. 667), points in the opposite direction. It would be safer to retain the given 
text trip/ices. 

The accusative plural of axis does not occur in Lucretius or Vergil. Although 
Statius writes axis as the plural in his epic (Theb. VIII. 83; X. 479,828; XII. 650), 
the form axes occurs at Silvae IV. 3.136, Lucan II. 237 and Juvenal IV. 117, as 
well as at Ovid Am. I. 6.65: axes should therefore be retained at Met. IV. 634. 

The accusative form immunis is not attested in poetry: immunes does not 
occur often either, and the word seems to have been used sparingly by the poets. 
However immunes is the manuscript reading at Ovid Am. II. 14.1, Ep. XIV. 8, 
E.P. IV. 9.102, and Tris!. IV. 2.62, as well as at Lucan VIII. 704, and should 
therefore be read at Met. IV. 5. 

Of necessity the information which appears above is in no way comprehen
sive. It stems in the main from work on a particular book, Metamorphoses IV, 
and I am conscious that much which deserves attention remains unsaid, es
pecially regarding the use of the -is form in the poets of the Silver Age, a large 
subject which deserves treatment in its own right. But I hope at least that the 
foregoing presentation of certain simple facts concerning -is, especially in Vergil, 
will combat a tendency among some to deduce from instances of -is and -es 
theories of sound-relationships and euphony which are largely illusory. 

MARTIN PULBROOK 
Bedford College, University of London 

NOTES 

l: There are certain other cases, such as where an -is ending is suggested by 
the editio princeps Romana of 1471 alone. For these, see later. 

2: Cf. A Catalogue of the MSS. of Ovid's Metamorphoses, by Franco Munari 
(B.I.C.S. Suppl. no. 4, Lond. Univ. 1957). 

3: Cf. penates, pastes, mantes, manes, classes, orbes, angues, ignes. The ending 
-is seems more likely with an adjacent adjective (Aen. II. 636, 717, 747; IV. 
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151; VIII. 11, 437, 543, 675), -es without any adjective (Aen. II. 490, 514, 
804; IV. 155); but each word bas its own range for -is and -es. Jgnes (II. 686) 
and manes (IV. 427) are exceptional cases in the Aeneid, the one representing 
the unusual nature of fire as a kindly substance, the other a rare example 
of euphony after cineres. 

4: Cf. Georg. I. 25, which is remarked upon specially by Valerius Probus 
(Gellius XIII. 21). 

*'~* A general word must be said about my indebtedness to Ribbeck (Prolego
mena, 1866, pp. 405-413, and Second Edition, 1894-5). Although I occasional
ly disagree with his conclusions (cf. II. 598 ; III. 180; VIII. 410 ; IX. 129 and 
456), the sheer comprehensiveness of bis work remains unsurpassed. And 
I would like also to thank Dr. J.B. Hall, of Bedford College, who read a 
draft of this paper and made several invaluable suggestions. 
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Seneca, Controuersiae 1. praef. 12 

"Declamabat autem Cicero non quales nunc controuersias dicimus, ne 
tales quidem, quales ante Ciceronem dicebantur, quas thesis uocabant. hoc 
enim genus materiae, quo nos exercemur, adeo nouum est, ut nomen quoque 
eius nouum sit. controuersias nos dicimus: Cicero causas uocabat. hoc uero 
alterum nomen Graecum quidem, sed in Latinum ita translatum, ut pro Latino 
sit, scholastica, controuersia multo recentius est, sicut ips·a 'declamatio' apud 
nullum antiquum auctorem ante Ciceronem et Caluum inueniri potest, qui 
declamationem a dictione distinguit; ait enim declamare iam se non mediocriter, 
dicere bene; alterum putat domesticae exercitationis esse, alterum uerae 
actionis." 

(H. J. Muller's text) 

To the best of my knowledge no student of the elder Seneca hitherto has 
been troubled by the interposition of two names, those of Cicero and Calvus, 
between the phrase apud nullum antiquum auctorem and the relative clause qui 
dec/amationem a dictione distinguit. Yet the wording of the Latin appears to 
require a single name, and it must seem odd that two writers should simultane
ously be credited with coining the abstract noun declamatio. I conclude therefore 
that the one or the other name should be deleted as an interpolation, and with 
it the et which now serves to link them. Nor can there be much doubt as to which 
name should be removed. Calvus is mentioned nowhere else in this preface, nor 
indeed does he appear again till Book VII, but Cicero bas held the stage since 
section 11 of this preface. There is, further, a mechanical explanation for the 
intrusion of the word Ciceronem at this point, in that the phrase ante Ciceronem 
occurs just a few lines above, at the beginning of section 12. 

This suggested deletion of Ciceronem et is not opposed by literary chronolo
gy. The Tusculans, in which dec/amatio makes its first attested appearance (after 
the Rhet. ad Herenn., which Seneca may or may not have known), were written 
in the years 45-44, and Calvus would seem to have been dead in or by 47 at the 
latest, as may be inferred from Cic. Ad Fam. 15. 21. 4 and Brut. 280. I presume 
therefore that in Seneca's opinion (which may of course be wrong) it was Calvus 
who coined declamatio, and that Stager (ThLL 5. 181. 60) is correct in attributing 
to Calvus the remarks with which my lemma closes. 
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Two Conjectures in Sen. Contr. 1 

1 praef. 15 quotiens ex interuallo dicebat, multo acrius uiolentiusque dicebat ; 
exultabat enim nouato atque integro robore et tantum a se exprimebat quantum 
concupierat. 

Several scholars have felt that the expression nouato atque integro robore is 
unsatisfactory and have sought to amend it by supplying another noun with 
nouato: so nouato < animo > Rib beck,< animo > nouato Gertz, nouato < ardore> 
H. J. Miiller. To be sure animus is often mentioned in such contexts, but that 
constitutes no valid objection to nouato robore; cf. e.g. Ov. Her. 4.90 (quies) 
reparat uires Jessaque membra nouat. If there is a fault here, it consists in the 
imperfect balance or gradation between nouato and integro. Accordingly we 
might consider writing integrato, which would provide the exactly appropriate 
sense 'renewed and in fact restored'. For the collocation of these notions cf. e.g. 
Luer. 2.1146 integrare nouando and Cic. !nu. 1.17 .25 admiratione integratur aut 
risu nouatur. 

1.1.15 non fuit contentus dicere ... adiecit ... et sua figura dixit omnia 
propter quae uelle deberet. 

Gronouius wanted to replace sua with sine, Gertz with ea usus. Like them 
I find it hard to tolerate sua, but I am not attracted by their conjectures. There 
is another possibility. Seneca occasionally notes that his rhetores had certain 
favourite co/ores, figurae, and so on: cf. e.g. 1.1.16 colorem introduxit quo 
frequenter uti solebat and 9.2.22 in quae solebat schemata minuta tractationem . .. 
infregit. Here too he may perhaps have written either solita or sueta. 
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Notes on Three New Manuscripts of Claudian 

De Raptu Proserpinae 

Since the publication at the beginning of 1970 of my Cambridge edition 
of this poem (Classical Texts and Commentaries, 11), I have at last obtained 
microfilm of one of the two fifteenth-century MSS I was then unable to consult, 
namely San Daniele de! Friuli Bibi. Civica Guarneriana 47 (cf. p.3 n.1)1, and 
have, thanks to the kindness of the Institut de Recherche et d 'Histoire des Textes 
in Paris, learned of the existence of a further two MSS, also of the fifteenth 
century, of which I was until recently unaware. These two, Vatican Patetta 308 
and Leiden, Bibi. Pub!. 2151, I have also collated from microfilm. None of 
these MSS, it must be emphasised, is of critical importance, but all have some 
features of interest to reveal, and therefore merit the description which I now offer 
of them. 

I. San Daniele 47 is written in the elegant roman type of humanist script 
with 32 verses to the page. In it the opening preface and Book I are inscribed 
respectively CLAVDIANVS DE RAPTV PROSERPINE and TRACTATVS 
INCIPIT, and at the end of the poem is the subscription FINIS CLA VDIANI 
DE RAPTV/PROSERPINE EXPLICIT FELICITER, which is followed by the 
note "Claudianus claruit rome tempore theodo/sii imperatoris. hie scripsit hunc 
lib rum/ quern minorem de raptu proserpine dicimus / et alium quern minorem 
(sic. The scribe means "maiorem", of course) appellamus / -re:)..ocr". There are 
no internal inscriptions or subscriptions, nor indeed are the books separated 
from one another. Because of its freedom from the three major lacunae at 
I. 141-214, III. 280-360 and 438-448, it is to be assigned to Class ~ (cf. p. 55) 
and within ~ is closely associated with those fifteenth-century MSS which were 
strongly influenced by the formative group D Kl J4 (cf. pp. 60-61). A few 
readings out of the many that might be cited will suffice to demonstrate this 
association: I. 61 cunctisque: 64 proelia: 155 saxo: 156 pectore: II. 96 iunonia 
pennas: the reshaping of 255 (though with tumultum for tumultu = LS T3);284 
e!ysios .. . campos. Among roughly contemporary MSS its nearest neighbour 
is perhaps L7, with which it shares the readings I. 72 flare iubet (also in R17); 
102 stringant: 173 decurrens: 259 nigro (also in \j/ : cf. p. 113); II. 71 de cespite 
(also in\j/) ; 200 tantum (also in Rl4/26); 295 lati (also in R14/17/26); III. 104 
e pectore (also in \j/); the interpolation between 278 and 279 of the verse hec ait 
et letura (sic) faces intrat nemus a/tum: 360 ac (also in \j/); 435 ille color (also in 
R26). At III. 185 it proffers the correct spelling Alcyoneus, which is found also 
in M4 n 06 PS. 

2. The text of the D.R.P. that appears in Leiden 2151, on ff. 25-45, was, 
as the final subscription informs us, written at Forli by one Micael Palatius and 
finished on September 25, 1482. The script is a neat italic, and there are 30 
verses to the page. The opening inscription reads "Claudiani Poetae De Raptu 
proserpine Liber / prirnus incipit: Prologus", Book I is prefaced by the explana
tory monostich "Ad superos primo ditis pro coniuge scandit" (this, like the other 
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two monostichs, presumably concocted by Palatius), the preface to Book II by 
the inscription "Ciau: de raptu proserpinae Ii: secundus" and the monostich 
"Ad manes rapitur coniunx cum dite secundo", the borrowed preface to Book 
III (cf. pp. 34, 54ff.) by the inscription "Claudiani de raptu proserpinae Liber 
tertius" and the monostich "Tertius errores cereris dat multa querentis", and the 
poem is concluded with the subscription "Finis Claudiani poete Forliuij xxv 
Septembris / 1482 Et ego Micael palatius scripsi". Like San Daniele 47, this MS 
also belongs to Class 11. and shows clear traces of the strong influence of D Kl 
J4, as witness the following lections which I select at random : I. 201 serpentibus 
attigit: 215 mentis ... monstrat: 218 dudum: II. 90 color: the reworking of 255; 
322 duxerunt: 359 inpexosque .. . crines. There is no marked affinity with any 
one other fifteenth-century MS or group of MSS, but a number of readings are 
shared with \j/, e.g. I. 10 ferris fremitus : 149 protentis: 240 numquam tanto : II. 
134 perdidit: III. 59 ista: 115 nostri: 234 orbe: 244 nulla est. At II. 347 it has ac 
with G2 and at III. 438 hec ait with 02/3 Qr y, while at III. 320 it is the only 
MS known to me, apart from fl, that gives the correct spelling Tetlzyos. Its 
transposition senium luctu at III. 259 is, I think, new, though earlier MSS, e.g. 
F2 JI U, had already, in defiance of sense and syntax, produced senium luctlls, 
which in fact reappears in the MS next to be discussed in this article. 

3. In Vatican Patetta 308 the D.R.P. stands on ff. 1-30v, with 20 verses to 
the page, and with the following inscriptions and subscriptions : before the preface 
to Book I, "INCIPIT CLA VDIANVS DE RAPTV / PROSERPINE FOELI
CITER"; at the end of Book I, "finit primus liber claudiani incipit secundus"; 
before the second book, "SECVNDVS UBER INCIPIT"; at the end of the 
second book, "Explicit liber secundus Incipit tertius"; there is no final subscrip
tion. Heavily scored with marginal and interlinear glosses, this MS offers a 
te,xt which approximates closely to that found in the Class y group a F6 k YI Y2 
(c:f. p.59 n.3), and within that group its nearest relative is a, with which alone 
it shares the following readings: II. pf. 28 nee for non; 33 edes; 48 /ustrauitque ; 
II. 241 iam non; 331 pallor; III. 198 quas rere; 394 inmittit. The other readings or 
textual features that it has in common with members of this idiosyncratic quintet 
o!f MSS, almost always including a, are too many to list here in full, and I will 
simply give a representative selection of them, as follows:- the interpolation 
bt!tween I. 51 and 52 of Stat. Theb. 8. 26 (in Patetta originally in fact between 
50 and 51, but the order was subsequently corrected); I. 92 i ce/er hinc et finde 
(\jl here = the quintet plus F7 and R16); III. 237 ipse; the displacement of 
332-360 after 388; the insertion between 360 and 389 of the spurious verse 
omnis honos rec ti nob is sic fat a recessit; and the reshaping of 443 to read omnibus 
admugit siluis et in equore fuluis. Of the apparently original innovations that this 
MS introduces into the text a few are by no means despicable: I. 98 tonitru 
uacuas (this order is however corrected); II. pf. 15 cordas for neruos (the latter 
bt!ing added as a variant); II. 57 quot fontes; 191 athlans, subsequently corrected 
tc, athlas (it may well be the case that Claudian wrote At/ans, and I do not 
remember seeing the -ans ending in any other MS) ; 315 ardentibus; III. 419 
placitum est (04 already has placidum et). But however one appraises these con
tributions, there is no denying the services of Patetta in offering bracchia at II. 
30 (with n pl) and at III. 144 decusserit (with a F6 Y2, plus R16 and R19). 

I All page references are to my edition. 
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The Evolution of Roman Epic 

Tradition puts the coming of the Greek schoolmaster Andronicus to Rome 
into the year 272 B.C. A fuller account of the problem of the career and dates 
of Andronicus can be found in H .B. Mattingly's article in the Classical Quarterly 
of 1957,1 but in this matter it is almost more important to know what Romans 
of the Virgilian age believed than to determine the true facts. The accepted story 
was that in this year Livius Salinator brought captives from the sack of Tarentum 
home and retained some, including Andronicus, among his own slaves from his 
share of the booty. Later he manumitted Andronicus, and the teacher, as was 
usual for liberti, took the nomen genti/icium of his patronus and became Livius 
Andronicus. 

For use in his school he prepared a version of Homer's Odyssey in Latin 
verse, while he also wrote Latin adaptations of Greek tragedy and comedy for 
the stage. Now, though he introduced Greek iambic senarii and trochaic sep
tenarii into Latin usage in his writings for the stage, he did not choose to try to 
naturalise the Greek hexameter metre for his Latin Odyssey, but instead chose 
the native Saturnian metre. So we may fairly ask two questions. Why Odyssey, 
not Iliad? Why Saturnian metre? It is true that the wanderings of Odysseus had 
from early times been linked with the West Coast ofltaly: Stromboli is identified 
with the abode of Aeolus, the rock headland just north of Reggio with the Scylla; 
while the Siren Rocks were held to be in the bay of Naples and Circe's dwelling 
the town of Circeii. In this sense there was a local appeal. Again, if one scans 
the Saturnian verses on the principles which I laid down in Classical Quarterly 
1961, whereby Andronicus' version of line 1 of the Odyssey which reads virum 
mihi Camena insece uersutum is to be scanned as stress trochee + stress dactyl 
+ four stress trochees, 

uirum mihi Camena insece uersutum, 

one might suspect that its two cola would impress a Greek listener as a spondaic 
stress hexameter. Certainly even the first Latin poets in Greek measure like 
Ennius himself were not loth to use the hexameter with spondaic fifth as Homer 
did at times. However, it seems doubtful that either of these factors were fully 
sufficient to account for the choices which puzzle us, and both these features 
seem likely to have been dictated largely by local Italic tradition. 

There were anciently songs in praise of the dead sung at funeral processions 
to the accompaniment of the tibia (or double flute) which were known as neniae. 
Other such songs of praise for the dead were sung at festival banquets. The 
ancient evidence is interesting. We are told by Festus (page 161.3) "Nenia est 
carmen quod infunere laudandi gratia canitur ad tibiam". Now Nonius describes 
the activity more precisely 

Nenia; ineptum et inconditum carmen, quod a conducta 
muliere, quae praefica diceretur, is, quibus propinqui non 
essent, mortuis exhiberetur. Varro de vita pop.Rom., "ibi a 
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muliere, quae optuma uoce esset, perquam laudari; dein ne
niam cantari solitam ad tibias et fides."2 

It will be seen that be remarks on the use of the lyre as well as the flutes, 
and that the leader of the women's chorus would recite the praises of the dead 
before the group sang the lamentation. Teuffel tells us in his History of Latin 
Lirerature (Vol. I, page 96) and in the original edition of Pauly-Wissowa (page 
39:5) that the neniae were recited both outside the mourner's house and at the 
place of cremation by women called praeficae who were professional mourners 
like those described in the New Testament when Jesus goes to raise the daughter 
of Jairus. The association with hired performers clearly brought the practice 
into disrepute, so Nonius describes the Nenia as "ineptum et inconditum carmen". 
But the tradition of commemorative ballads - originally no doubt composed 
for the funerary feasts - is reca1led by Cicero (Brutus, 19.75) "Utinam exstarent 
ilia carmina quae multis saeculis ante suam aetatem in epulis esse cantitata a 
singulis conuiuis de clarorum uirorum laudibus in Originibus scriptum reliquit 
Ca. to." 

The existence of such songs in praise of Romulus is recorded, 3 while one 
such in praise of Coriolanus is also mentioned in ancient tradition. 4 Also the 
private Saturnian elogia or epitaphs of various fami lies can be regarded as 
condensed carmina of this proto-nenia type. So C.I.L. J2, 7. 

Cornelius Lucius Scipio Barbatus 
Gnaiuod patre prognatus fortis uir sapiensque 
quoius forma uirtutei parisuma fuit 
consol censor aidilis quei fuit apud uos 
Taurasia Cisauna Samnio cepit 
subigit omne Loucanarn obsidesque abdoucit 

The notion of resurrection and the sowing of the seed of a new life in burial 
as 1~xpounded by St. Paul in I Cor. 15 goes back to the European new stone age 
and the era of what the late Professor V. Gordon Childe called 'Megali thic 
missionaries' of the Earth Mother cult. s Given then that Saturnus was an Italic 
agricultural deity it is not surprising that the Saturnian metre was employed in 
the commemoration of the dead, for sowing, germination and harvest were all 
linked in myth with the burial, resurrection and annual death of the Corn Spirit, 
as Sir James Frazer i1lustrates at great length in The Golden Bough. It is an easy 
practice to transfer this pattern to human burial rites, as St. Paul does ; 6 and to 
assume that fertility rhythm chants performed at a burial will ensure a happy 
resurrection. 

Adding together all these hints we may infer that such a Nenia would be 
likely to agree with the pattern of the old Scipionic epitaphs and so employ the 
Saturnian metre. Again, this commemorative song tradition regarding heroic 
men such as Romulus or Coriolanus would provide the nearest parallel to Epic 
within the Roman-Italic cultural background. So, apart from the attraction of 
local colour in its references, we can see how the concentration of the Odyssey, 
unlike the Iliad, upon the career and exploits of one hero might have rendered 
it a more acceptable story to offer Roman readers still innocent of Greek culture. 
Further, if well founded, our other suggestion regarding the metre of the Nenia 
may be the main ground which led Andronicus to write his Odissia in Saturnian 
verse. 

Incidentally, the Nenia tradition may well have influenced other aspects of 
the writing of Andronicus. As I have suggested in C.Q. 1961, 7 the iambic trimeter 
or senarius pattern of Andronican tragedy also shows close resemblance to an 
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accentual metre - the catalectic form of saturnian such as appears in the fifth 
verse of the epitaph quoted above. Choral odes are lacking in our fragments; 
but, from his choice of title and subject for his lost plays, we may suspect that 
Andronicus followed the Euripidean taste for a chorus dressed as women. To 
an unhellenised Roman audience the spectacle of a Greek-style chorus of female 
figures accompanied on the tibia might readily have suggested a group of prae
ficae singing a nenia for a funeral. Thus the gruesome fondness for corpse and 
horror descriptions so evident in the later stage of Latin tragedy preserved by 
the plays of Seneca might well be as much due to an inherited connexion between 
Roman tragedy and funerary ritual as to the bloodthirsty macabre sadism of 
Nero and his courtiers. 

It may be added that the far fewer comic fragments suggest the use of the 
senarius in dialogue there too: obviously because of the Greek custom of using 
this measure in both kinds of drama. But in Plautus a very high proportion of 
dialogue - roughly half - stands in trochaic septenarii, a metre unquestionably 
treated as a quantitative version of the stress trochaic septenarius called the 
Fescennine Verse used for crude abuse designed to avert the evil eye. 8 This metre 
was probably inherited by Plautus from the dialogue of Atellan Farce, whose 
surviving fragments are 67 % trochaic septenarii. 

To return to narrative use of Saturnian verse, we must now give more 
thought to the classes of subject matter for poetic recitation. Looking back 
above, we find the only recorded cases of de clarorum uirorum /audibus poems 
treated of the lives of Romulus the son of Mars and Coriolanus, a great and mar
tial consul of the early Republic. The Scipio epitaphs also relate the achieve
ments of men of consular rank - often their military exploits. 

Now, whether we think of Frazer's Ghastly Priest, the Rex nemorum at 
Nemi, or of the fatal violence which carried off many of the early Kings of 
Rome,9 we can see an evident suggestion that Italic religion contained the 
notion of a conflict of champions and the slaughter of a king by his fated suc
cessor. The tomb paintings from Vth Century B.C. Paestum (Posidonia) so fully 
published by Lord William Taylour show many illustrations of gladiatorial 
contests or single combat from the inner tomb chamber walls, and there are 
clear indications always of blood flowing from the wounds of one party, some
times from both contestants. Did the shedding of blood portrayed inside the 
dead man's tomb give a magical guarantee of resurrection just as the slaying of 
Corn Spirit or Priest-King availed for fertility of fields and wombs for all the 
folk? 

Let us further explore the origin of the trial by ordeal of battle in Roman 
tradition. Romulus son of Mars himself had a twin Remus who claimed prior 
right to found a city, and Romulus at once slew him to secure his own right to 
do so instead. Io 

Next, that the gladiatorial games of the Empire were a perversion of a dead 
religious custom may well be suspected from such poems as Martial, V, 24. 

Hermes, Martia saeculi uoluptas, 
Hermes, omnibus eruditus armis, 
Hermes et gladiator et magister, 
Hermes, cui cadit Aduolans sed uni, 
Hermes, gloria Martis uniuersi. 

The implication here is that the gladiatorial contest was once overtly a 
worship of Mars - the solemn sacred duel of the two incarnate Martes or twin 
sons of Mars, like Romulus and Remus. Now perhaps we may hint that other 
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inherited reasons beyond that of political balance lay behind the practice of 
electing two annual consuls in the Field of Mars. Furthermore in the gladiatorial 
arena the defeated warrior might be spared at a favourable gesture from the 
spectators: likewise both survive in cases where each simultaneously inflicts a 
major wound upon the other. The rivalry of consular candidates is resolved by 
the comitia centuriata, which was established by King Servius Tullius as a military 
assembly. This body elects two and rejects the rest - done by votes and without 
blows, the practice may reflect an earlier and more savage canon of choice. The 
two most successful of the rival claimants incarnate the twin sons of Mars as 
consuls of the Roman republic. These counterbalancing authorities are able no 
longer to threaten each other's lives with the sword, merely thwart their policies 
by the use of the auspicia as Bibulus did to his colleague Caesar.11 

By their election and due inauguration the annual Martes - the consuls of 
the Roman Republic - guaranteed fertility and health; by their due retirement 
and replacement by new men these qualities were annually renewed. So, in the 
event of plague or drought, as in the case recorded in Livy V, 31, the affliction 
would be attributed to a defect in their election, and they would retire early, 
thus allowing the election of new consular Martes to restore health, life and 
fertility to crops and livestock and to men. 

Now, if we follow Frazer and his school, the consuls were regarded as heirs 
to the old primitive fertility Kings who were slain by their successors. Presumably 
then, after their retirement from the year of office such persons would ritually 
be regarded as dead, as much as the corpse of any lately overthrown King of the 
Woods at Nemi. So an assembly clad in white robes and made up of such 
persons ex-officio and their two successors in office who consulted and communed 
with them would have all the air and majesty and authority of a conclave of the 
living gods with the Manes of the dead. Such a body in fact was constituted by 
the toga-clad Senate of Magistrates and ex-Magistrates. On this analogy the 
Senate as a body could no more leave Rome than the dead could stray from their 
tombs. The curious story in Livy 12 of the Senators sitting in their Curia as still 
and silent as the waxen imagines of their forebears when the Gauls burst into 
Rome may conceivably be a genuine memory and not a picturesque mythic 
invention. So there is at least some ground for seeing the consuls, despite other 
links with Jupiter and Janus, as annual incarnations of Mars ruling by divine 
authority. Further, it seems that after their term had expired they were invested 
with all the prestige and influence of the mighty dead. On such a view the neniae 
would have been songs of praise and lament about human incarnations of Mars, 
as Romulus, as Coriolanus, as Camillus, or as any such consular worthy. The 
Go<il is in these men, and they are avatars of the god. 

Before this notion be dismissed as eccentric, let us remember that many 
Christians have similar ideas. Jesus claims to be Son of God and to gi-.e other 
men power to achieve this rank by adoption and grace, such as are born, not of 
flesh, but of water and the spirit.13 All Christian children are baptised with the 
name of the saint they are meant to imitate in life and death.14 Again, the sacri
fice of the Eucharist was made once for all by Christ on Calvary, as Abelard 
insisted, yet it is renewed constantly on the altar; just so the mythic life-cycle 
of the sons of Mars is one, yet relived in all their physical incarnations in the 
lives of the consuls who are deemed to provide annual renewal and health for 
man and beast, and likewise in the lives of warriors and gladiators who shed each 
other's blood for public good or public entertainment. The Horatii and Curiatii 
brethren who championed Rome and Alba in Livy's story 15 instance the former; 
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Martial's gladiator Hermes the latter type. 
Let us compare the situation with early European pictorial art, and we shall 

find that art, like politics and religion, can repeat the meaningful cosmic theme. 
At first nothing was painted by artists save Madonnas, Pietas, Annunciations, 
Depositions, Crucifixions and Ascensions - all against a gold Byzantine back
ground. Later, vignettes open like windows in the gold screen revealing distant 
landscape, as in the early art of Florence, Siena, and The Netherlands. But even 
down to the eighteenth century nominally religious themes are usual, although 
now set in a full realistic landscape. 

In the same way, the life of Christ was a conscious or unconscious pattern 
for the plot of many modern novels. I 6 The earliest successful English novel was 
Tom Jones. He is innocence triumphant - even his more wanton follies have a 
natural sweet compulsiveness. Born of noble stock and passed off as the love 
child of servants, he is despised and rejected through his cousin's machinations, 
despite his guardian's sympathy. Finally he is to be hanged on a false charge, 
but his true birth is revealed and Mr. Allworthy accepts him as his nephew and 
true heir after he is cut down alive from the gallows. The parallel with the Son 
of Man, born humbly in a manger and reputed the son of a carpenter, despised 
and rejected of men, humbling himself to the death of the cross and resurrected 
in glory, is at once evident. 

It is true that other patterns are found. The oriental Astarte and Tammuz 
myth, as developed in Flecker's Hassan, where the goddess-figure tries to escape 
from the wicked king her captor to the lover the god in the country, is still im
portant. This fertility marriage of earth and heaven was acted out in Babylonian 
temple prostitution, I 7 and its values affect all societies with an agricultural 
tradition, however much the Church may say that sexual union should only 
express the bond between Christ and his Church. Every great love story repre
sents this theme of the escape of the beloved from the false love to the true. So 
Lady Chatterley escaped from her titled impotent husband to Mellors the game
keeper. We may call this type the Myth of Venus: the first type, purely in a tech
nical anthropological sense and without questioning its truth to history, the 
Myth of Christ. 

Other myth patterns occur. The Mars-Myth of the duel of two heroes is 
found in Hemingway and other modern novelists. The myth of Apollo and 
Hyacinthus - the god who must slay the youth he loves - has had notable 
treatment in a recent French novel, Des Amities Particulieres by Roger Peyrefitte. 
It will be seen that we have now mentioned several plot or sub-plot elements 
regularly found in western novels. · 

In literature a very few plots suffice to provide the basic stuff for elaboration 
and combination. By ringing the changes of character and circumstance the 
four we have mentioned can serve to produce most of the plots of the innumera
ble modern novels. So perhaps only the myths of a present or past religious 
tradition can furnish meaningful and acceptable themes to art or literature, and 
virtually all artistic expression tends to be derivative from them at one remove 
or more. Further, one may hold that modern novels tend to combine the myths 
of Christ, Mars, Venus and Apollo in various proportions. 

From this tantalising hypothesis regarding the modern novel let us seek for 
light to illuminate the plot of the ancient epic. This is not an irrelevant connexion. 
"Aristotle", observes Gilbert Murray, "being almost destitute of prose fiction, 
where we roll and roll in stifling inexhaustible abundance, makes poetry take the 
place of the novel." I 8 To the ancients, then, the epic, like a novel with us, was 
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the main vehicle for story-telling. So if we look to find the cultural patterns of 
our current and past mythologies expressed in our novels, we should find those 
of Greek or Roman mythology in the plot of their epics. 

Given then the dominance of the cult of Mars in Roman ritual from the 
Arva! hymn onwards, and in Roman legend from the tale of Romulus forward , 
we should therefore expect the myth of Mars to dominate Roman epic poetry 
even more than the myth of Christ still tends to shape the modern novel in the 
hands of such men as Grahame Greene or Patrick White. The likely links we 
found between Andronicus' first Latin epic and the tradition of the nenia make 
such a suggestion yet more plausible. 

Now we shall expect Roman epic poems to consider themes from the lives 
of successful incarnate Martes - kings or consuls who won great victories, but 
especially the founding son of Mars, Romulus himself. Given the desire of Ro
mans to link their culture with that of Greece, the Trojan hero Aeneas, whose 
race was said to have founded Alba Longa, would be of great interest. Even 
more was this interest likely because, as Gilbert Murray establishes in a quite 
unrelated discussion of Homer's Iliad, Aeneas was probably the son of Mars or 
Ares himself rather than of Anchises as in later story. "Aeneas is son of Aphro
dite, the goddess belonging to Ares ... Her son in this case has Anchises for 
father, not Ares. One suspects that originally the hero conquered by Diomedes 
and robbed of his horses, but immediately afterwards succoured by both Aphro
dite and Ares, was a true son of Ares."19 

Looking at the Aeneid broadly, it is the story of the son of Ares/Anchises 
and of Aphrodite, while half the story is involved with his conflict in Books 
VII-XII with his counter-Mars, Turnus King of the Rutuli. However, in Book 
IV we have a treatment of the Myth of Astarte or Venus - for Aphrodite is to 
be, equated with Astarte, and Ares can become an Adonis-figure, as in Demodo
cus' lay in the Odyssey. 20 This latter then is the role of Aeneas son of Venus in 
the land of Dido, but it is a role from which he is relieved by divine intervention. 
Fmther, in the athletic funeral games of Book V and in the tragic partnership 
of Aeneas with Pallas son ofEvander in Books VIII-X we have some suggestions 
of Aeneas as an Apollo-figure also incorporated. But basically the plot of the 
whole is an enactment of our . Myth of Mars . Also it is noteworthy that the 
overall pattern resembles that of the Odyssey - the first half of the work being 
spent in love, wanderings, and adventures - the last six books in war and con
flict in the western homeland. 

How far do the precursors of Virgil who follow Livius Andronicus offer us 
th1~ same pattern? In the Be/lum Punicum of Naevius we have the sack of Troy 
and escape of Aeneas recorded in Book I, also his contact with Dido and Carth
age, the landing in Italy, and the founding of Alba Longa. In Book II Naevius 
reports the founding and growth of Rome after the birth of Romulus whom he 
makes the grandson of Aeneas. Finally, Books ID-VII give the account of the 
First Punic War, in which Naevius served, and with its climax in the triumph of 
Q. Lutatius Catulus in 241 B.C. So much for the Saturnian Epic. 

The hexameter epic of Ennius is assumed to have contained eighteen books. 
The work, entitled Anna/es, proceeds from the Fall of Troy to 171 B.C. Book I 
covers the era from the Sack of Troy to the death of Romulus. In its course the 
poet falls asleep at the outset of his story and meets the Ghost of Homer who 
urges him to his task - a device copied by Dante in Inferno Canto I, where he 
me:ets the Ghost of Virgil on the forest path. Book II covers the reigns of 
Numa, Tullus Hostilius and Ancus Marcius: Book III the reigns of Tarquinius 
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Priscus, Servius Tullius, and Tarquinius Superbus. Next book IV carries the 
story down to the Gaulish invasions and Camillus. In Book V events were car
ried down to 295 B.C., taking in the Sarnnite Wars and the Rise of Pyrrhus; 
while Book VI treats the War with Pyrrhus down to 271 B.C. 

In Book VII Ennius comes to his main theme, the Punic Wars. However 
his one book covers the whole period of the First War, omitting detail because 

Naevius had treated it fully: 
... "Scripsere alii rem 
uersibus quos olim Fauni uatesque canebant 
quom neque Musarum scopulos ... 
. . . nee dicti studiosus quisquam-erat ante hunc." 

Book VIII covers the Second Punic War down to Scipio's departure for Africa, 
and Book IX Scipio's campaign in Africa. 

The remainder of this long work covered the Eastern Wars which soon 
followed Zama. In Book X we have the second Macedonian War, in Book XI 
the Syrian War, which is continued in XII-XIV in great detail, perhaps because 
Hannibal was advising the King and Scipio was guiding his younger brother's 
tactics. Book XV carried the Aetolian War to 189 B.C. and ended the first draft. 
The last three books were added in a later revision. We note that Ennius re
frains from detailed treatment of two themes - Aeneas' flight from Troy, which 
Naevius dealt with at length in Book I, and the First Punic War, for which 
Naevius gave an extended coverage in Books III-VII, and in which he had been 
a participant. Ennius gives the most space - Books VIII-XV- to his own 
times, the second Punic War and after. However, if we could read these two 
poems together, we should apparently find the whole series of incarnations of the 
Roman Mars from the beginning of time to 185 B.C. enshrined in these two 
national epics. 

On the analogy of Naevius and Ennius, we should rather expect the last 
half of the Aeneid to treat of the martial triumphs of Virgil 's own lifetime. 
However, instead we find a treatment of Aeneas' Wars in Italy. But the difference 
is interesting, and might be more apparent than real. 21 

This neat schematic view of Roman Epic is bound to provoke the retort 
that the works of Ovid and Lucretius explode the hypothesis. In fact Lucretius 
is the exception that proves the rule. Books I-II of De Rerum Natura establish 
the atomic theory, Book III removes that fear of death upon which religion 
depends; then Books IV-VI expound the many phenomena of nature - sense 
perception, appetite, growth and reproduction, the biological evolution of society, 
vulcanicity, weather, and earthquakes, together with the phenomena of astrono
my. In fact the curious prologue about Mars and Venus and the laudation of 
Epicurus make the position clearer. For Epicurus is also an incarnate Mars to 
the Roman philosopher-poet - he is the champion giving life to his race: 

Humana ante oculos foede cum uita iacebat 62-7 
in terris oppressa graui sub religione 
quae caput a caeli regionibus ostendebat 
horribili super aspectu mortalibus instans 
primum Graius homo mortalis tollere contra 
est oculos ausus primusque obsistere contra; 
quare religio pedibus subiecta uicissim 78-9 
obteritur, nos exaequat uictoria caelo. 

So here again we have a genuine epic incarnation of Mars, whose conquests are 
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with the mind and not with arms, and who wages his warfare with Error and 
Religion for rival and foeman. 

Ovid again in his fifteen books of Metamorphoses narrates the changes 
of forms by deities and men from the first creation of the world till the Julian 
star shines clear in heaven. Books XIII-XIV give the tale of Aeneas' wanderings 
and of the founding of Rome. Book XI was concerned with Laomedon's Troy 
a d Peleus' career, while Book XII relates the Trojan War. In fact the whole 
elaborate tale is a universal mythography with its climax in Augustus Caesar. 
Again, the first striking Homeric simile of Book I in vv. 200-4 is a comparison 
between Lycaon's plot against Jupiter and the murder of Julius Caesar. This 
work, written between 1 B.C. and 8 A.D., is the masterpiece of the poet, and 
again, despite appearances, closely dependent on the Cult of Mars. 

Statius who lived from late in Tiberius' reign till late in Domitian's has left 
us his Thebaid, but not his epic on the German Wars of Domitian. Again, though 
primarily antiquarian, the Thebaid may owe some inspiration to the contempora
ry year of the Four Emperors (69 A.D.) in its selection as a poetic topic, and the 
rivalry of Eteocles and Polynices suggests the twin incarnate Martes. Further, 
his Achille id may owe a little to the contemporary capture of Jerusalem by Titus. 

Though the Punic War of Silius ltalicus and the Argonautica of Valerius 
Flaccus can probably be dismissed as scholarly exercises, not so the work of 
Claudian, the last epic poet of the Empire. He lived under Theodosius and wrote 
between 395 and 405 A.D. on The Consulate of Stilicho, The Gildonic War, and 
the Pollentine War. In his praise of Stilicho he writes in the manner of the true 
chronicler of the labours of the incarnate Mars. 

In the reign of Constantine (313-337 A.D.) the new rival cult of Christ came 
to supplant the cult of Mars in epic as well as in state worship. In 329 A.D. C. 
Vettius Aquilinus Iuvencus published his Libri Evangeliorum Quattuor in 
Constantinople. To this tradition of Christian epic belong the Divina Commedia 
of Dante, the Gerusalemme Liberata of Tasso, the Paradise Regained of Milton 
and even Tennyson's Idylls of the King or Browning's Ring and the Book. For 
even in these last cases Godfrey, Arthur and Pompilia are all seeking to imitate 
and incarnate their saviour Christ. 

In short, the Roman epic appears to enshrine the central mythology of the 
Roman state cult as re-enacted by a succession of valiant Roman heroes through
o t the history of the City. 

R. G. TANNER 
University of Newcastle, New South Wales 
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The Roman Eastern Limes from 

Constantine to Justinian -

Perspectives and Problems 

This paper is in the nature of a sally into the field of Late Roman/Early 
Byzantine studies, a field relatively unfamiliar to the student of the centuries of 
the declining Roman Republic and the Principate; but the effort should be made 
to break down the artificial frontier we tend to construct between the earlier and 
later periods of Roman imperial history. That the "plodding Roman legionary" 1 

of the earlier centuries of Roman expansion bad a different role to perform in the 
armies of Justinian's time is one implication of Procopius' argument in the Pre
face to his Persian War. He saw himself living in a new heroic age. The archers 
of his day, he would have us believe, were better men than those depicted by 
Homer, the sneaking, creeping marksmen of the fighting around the walls of 
Troy. The archers who were his contemporaries fought on horseback and were 
armed to the teeth; they were as well equipped and trained as the Persians, their 
arrows less rapidly discharged, no doubt, but more lethal than the enemy's. 1a 

Procopius ignores them in his Preface, but the more lightly armed infantry of his 
day, a good proportion of them archers, hardly had a tactical role in the battles, 
primarily cavalry engagements, fought by Belisarius against the Persians. 

The Roman mounted archers, a familiar sight for Procopius at Belisarius' 
headquarters, had long since acquired the fighting skills and equipment which 
had once made the Parthians a byword in the West. Procopius' distorted echo 
of the old Thucydidean -ro1tos of the greatness of bis historical theme is of interest, 
not merely for the way he narrows his argument down to the question of fighting 
effectiveness and the development of new military inventions (e:mn:xv'YJcre:Ls), 
but also for his assumption that fighting morale varies directly with military 
expertise. Not altogether valid, that assumption. The citizens of Antioch fought 
like heroes when Chosroes stormed their city, whilst the garrison of professional 
soldiers slunk away to safety.2 A story from Cedrenus' chronicle of a later 
cenhrry may illustrate that point, too. The Saracen Emir of Tarsus sent a force 
to raid Byzantine Cappadocia. When it reached one village the local priest 
interrupted the service of the Eucharist, seized the bell-clapper (a stout 14ft. 
piece of timber, which would be dangling ready in the narthex) and in his priest's 
robes proceeded to smite and slay and rout the Saracens. When his bishop 
excommunicated him, be joined the Saracens, abjured Christianity and carried 
out frightful raids in Cappadocia and "all over Anatolia". 3 Religious enthusiasm 
could intensify fighting morale and also depress it. 

This paper will consist mainly of a series of skirmishings along different 
lines of approach to the central problem of the Eastern limes from the fourth 
to th1~ sixth century A.D. The varying amount of attention given to these different 
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lines of approach will not necessarily reflect their relative intrinsic importance or 
interest. 

First, then, the men themselves, the soldiers who had to defend the Eastern 
frontier and fight its battles, their effectiveness as fighting men, the development 
of their fighting equipment and skills, and, since Procopius will have it so, their 
morale. Also, the fighting capacity and morale of the local civilian populations 
and of the enemy. 

Much has been written about the decline in fighting efficiency of the Roman 
army in the Late Roman Empire. How far was this the result of progressive 
barbarisation of the army, officers included ?4 It would be easy to exaggerate 
both the decline and the degree of barbarisation. The Romans and Byzantines 
surpassed their adversaries in military skill, s but they had much to learn from 
their barbarian allies and enemies, as also from the Persians; on this subject 
Procopius has a great deal to tell us. We learn, to take a trivial instance, that the 
Persians even used sandbags to patch the walls of Petra in the Lazic War 6, or, 
again, that the Sabir Huns invented an improved and lighter form of battering 
ram and new methods of protecting it, a fact which filled Procopius with wonder. 7 

To others the inventiveness of the barbarians (~0tp~0tptin1 e:mvot0t) was a 
familiar fact. s Who so wily and resourceful as the nomad horsemen and hunter? 
The Ephthalites, no longer strictly nomads, it is true, could engulf a whole 
Persian army in an elaborate anin1al trap9 and Alans could use the lasso in 
military encounters, 1 o Parthians their coralling tactics 11 with deadly effect. 
Vegetius knew that Alans, no less than Goths and Huns, had helped the Romans 
to improve their cavalry equipment.12 Should we believe Herodian's story! 3 

that the Parthians first learned the arts of close combat and arms manufacture 
from refugees from the army of Pescennius Niger? A few refinements, perhaps. 
In the matter of siegecraft, in which the Parthians were notoriously ineffective, 
the frontiers were open, the expertise available since Assyrian times. The Sassanid 
armies had the skills, and more important, the financial resources and organisa
tion, to make siege warfare sometimes worth waging, as well as captive Roman 
officers and engineers to learn from. 

In general Procopius believed that the Empire had au · the necessary skills, 
and also good soldiers, recruited from every fighting race within it and on its 
fringes. Blame their failures, and Belisarius' failures, on an oppressive bureau
cracy and a corrupt and vicious court. The garrison of Beroea/Aleppo might 
not have deserted to Chosroes in 540 if they had not felt cheated of long arrears 
of pay. 14 Earlier Vegetius 1 s had been aware of a deterioration in standards of 
military training, a decline arrested already, he implies, by his imperial master. 
The anonymous author of the 4th century tract de reb. be/licis was more concerned 
with shortages of manpower and finance. The mechanical inventions he recom
mended were not very convincing, but his main suggestions for reform - to save 
manpower by mechanisation and save government expenditure by getting the rich 
possessores to pay for frontier fortifications, and to settle more veterans, at an 
earlier age, on the land they had to defend, were sensible enough, if hardly 
practicable at the time. 

The abundant literary material for the period we are considering (Ammianus, 
Joshua the Stylite, Malalas, Agathias, Theophanes and other writers of every 
kind) can throw much light on social conditions in the cities of the frontier zone, 
and on the impact on the local populations of their environment in this region 
of the overlap of two great military empires, of the interpenetration of older 
and more recent eastern and western cultures, religions, and forms of economic 
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organisation. Bradford Welles' study of the population of 3rd century Roman 
Dura1 6 showed what could be done with exclusively epigraphic evidence. Could 
other cities in the subsequent centuries, e.g. Edessa, receive similar treatment? 
Some new evidence is slowly coming to light - in Edessa, for instance, the mo
saics with their enchanting family portraits and Syriac inscriptions 17 - to 
supplement literary evidence, such as that of Joshua the Stylite. How far up and 
down the social scale is the reaction against Hellenism or against Greek religious 
orthodoxy relevant to the question of degrees of civic morale, or alienation, in 
these cities of the frontier zone? At what social levels and in what areas of 
economic activity was the pressure of imperial bureaucratic control and inter
ference most intensely felt? The taking of initiative locally, the assumption of 
leadership in these frontier communities, what new incentives to replace the old, 
what new sources of wealth and influence were there to make this possible or 
desirable? 

But such a study of men and society and of morale and alienation in the 
frontier zone presupposes an approach on a wider front, a survey of the relevant 
imperial institutions and their development. Here I can do little more than 
expand the chapter headings of the late A. H. M. Jones' magnum opus 1 s. One 
would begin with the series of reforms and changes in the whole administrative 
structure of the empire, and especially of its armies, carried through by Diocle
tian and Constantine, recognising those rulers as, above all, thoroughgoing 
systematisers of a process of change and development already at work earlier 
in the 3rd centw·y. One would exploit the material in the Codes and Nove/lae 
and find one's way through the complexities of the Notitia Dignitatum ... in 
partibus Orientis. One would be concerned with the changes in the structure of 
the higher command, the gradual development of the system of ducates along 
the eastern frontier zone, the building up from old and new military units of the 
new mobile armies of strategic reserve alongside of the increasingly static 
ripenses and limitanei. One would have to estimate the effect of new methods 
and sources of recruitment of officers and rankers on the efficiency of the army, 
and the diminishing amount of manpower available by the end of the period for 
actual combat on the eastern frontier. Earlier, Diocletian, buttressed by his 
colleagues in the Tetrarchy, had expanded the army and consolidated frontier 
defences. It was mainly Constantine, fighting his way to sole rule over the whole 
empire, who created ambu/ando the new-style mobile armies of the 4th century. 
How far did he, in so doing, weaken the /imitanei and the frontier defences? 
There is the general problem of the limitanei. They were certainly treated as 
second class troops. Garrison soldiers are always only part-time soldiers; but 
the evidence of the Codes makes it difficult to believe that already in the 4th 
century there were settled soldier/farmers all around the frontiers. What imperial 
constitutions, such as those of 423 and 443, refer to as an institution rooted in 
an earlier age, is something different from the cultivation of heritable, inalienable 
plots of land by serving soldiers tied to the soil. 19 Van Berchem's contention, 
bas,!d partly on a passage in Malalas20, that Diocletian installed soldier/farmers 
in and around caste/la all along the eastern limes, should be rejected.21 

What was most stimulating in van Berchem's monograph on Diocletian's 
army and the Constantinian reform was his attempt to combine the evidence of 
the Notitia with more recently discovered archaeological evidence, especially in 
the Syrian and Palestinian sectors of the eastern limes. And this brings me to a 
third line of approach, the archaeological, the study of the extant material 
remains of the limes system, the elucidation of the changes and developments in 
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the pattern of organised installations along the whole frontier zone from the 
Black Sea to the Red Sea. We are confronted with the remarkable fact that this 
frontier, although there were phases of limited advance and recession, although 
it was on occasions punctured and severely dented, remained where it was with 
very little alteration for 600 years, for 500 of which it had the form of a military 
limes with linked military installations. No wonder if, like Honigmann22, we 
get the impression, from the accounts of wars and peace treaties in our period, 
that Romans and Persians alike tended to hold fast to their organised, fortified 
frontier line, reverting to it after making notable temporary advances into 
enemy territory. One reason for this lasting stability of the frontier, I shall 
suggest later, lay in the Romans' realistic grasp, from the very beginning, of the 
geopolitical factors involved. 

Meanwhile, the limes itself and its material remains. Never any attempt to 
construct a continuous barrier, like Hadrian's Wall. The suggestion of the 
auctor de reb. bell., 23 of giving the whole fron tier a solid wall, with mile-castles, 
naturally fell on deaf ears. Hadrian 's Wall was a more flexible instrument of 
control and defence than it appears at first glance. The Eastern limes was very 
much more so. It had grown out of the invisible frontier of the Early Principate, 
that thick padding of buffer states from the Caucasian protectorates and Arme
nia through the client kingdoms and principalities of eastern Asia Minor and 
northern Syria to the Nabataean Arabian kingdom at the southern end. A 
military limes was constructed step by step with a 40-year-long process of absorp
tion of the inner line of buffer states (from A.D. 65 to 106), with forts and 
legionary garrisons linked by a new road system- from the north, along the 
upper Euphrates to Sura beyond its elbow, and thence down through Palmyra to 
Akaba, to screen Syria and Palestine. There were extensions in the form of a 
chain of small garrisons, forts and fortifications to the North along the Black 
Sea coast as far as the Caucasus,24 and to the South as far as the Hejaz, to pro
tect the final stages of the incense route from the Hadramaut and Yemen. 2 s The 
auxiliary posts and the legionary camps in Asia Minor at Samosata, Melitene 
and Satala were linked both to the posts of the Syrian limes and back, direct 
across the Anatolian plateau, to Byzantium and the Danubian garrisons.26 

I shall only mention the major changes in the line made in the following 
centuries: - the Severan advance to cover Osrhoene and Upper Mesopotamia 
(the line from Circesiwn along the River Khabur and the Jebel Sinjar, through 
Singara) consolidated and carried further by Diocletian, the final withdrawal 
from Nisibis and the Singara line after Jovian's treaty of 363 (with the loss of 
most of the districts across the Tigris ceded earlier to Diocletian) and the later 
advance of the line to cover Roman Armenia after the partition of Armenia in 
the time of Theodosius I. The incorporation of this final section of the limes and 
the creation of new ducates to cover this region were fully carried through only 
with Justinian's integration into the provincial system of the Roman Armenian 
satrapies and the gentiles of Sophene. From this moment the Cappadocian 
limes proper ceased to be a front line and the ducates west of the Upper Euph
rates were abolished. The definitive line of the northern sectors is thus the line 
from the Euphrates up the R. Khabur, thence northwards, west of Nisibis, 
along the R. Nymphios and east of Martyropolis and Theodosiopolis (Erzurum) 
to the Black Sea. The Tzani tribes in.land beyond Trebizond were pacified in 
Justinian's reign and the link with the coast and with Roman Lazica strengthen
ed.27 

There is much for the field archaeologist to do along the limes zone in 
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following up van Berchem's interesting but sketchy analysis of the topographical 
evidence embodied in the Notitia Dignitatum and in testing his theory that it 
reflects the great work of consolidation carried through by Diocletian (in parts 
supplemented by Theodosius I, as the mention of auxiliary units bearing his 
name suggests). The limitanei, he argued, were the a!ae and cohortes strung 
along the limes proper, along the Upper Euphrates in a rigorously linear dis
position with very little backing of legions and first class Equites, and, beyond 
that, in a chain of similar castella to secure control over the strategic route that 
gave access to the regions of Roman influence in Caucasia. In the south there 
was in earlier centuries an outer network of roads, forts and watch towers beyond 
the line consolidated by Diocletian, the Strata Diocletiana, but later (perhaps 
some time after Theodosius I) this outer zone of the limes ( w e:~ wnpov }.tµ,twv) 
seems to have been left to Arab phylarchs to patrol and protect, the Roman 
castella being restricted to the inner zone of the limes (w e:crwre:pov ALµ,twv). 28 
The rival Arab chiefs of the 6th century, al-Harith and al-Mundhir, are found 
disputing possession of the region of steppe pastures south of Palmyra, al
Harith claiming that its name, Strata, was sufficient proof that it was Roman 
territory.29 One cannot safely identify this region called Strata with the strip of 
land traversed by the Strata Diocletiana. Since Justinian restored the fortifica
tions of Palmyra, installed a garrison there and made it the headquarters of a 
dux, 30 we should expect him to have restored also the castella to the south along 
the e:crwnpov A\f.1,LWV, although Procopius says nothing of this. 

After this brief description of the material limes, a word or two about the 
two factors which most affected its physical appearance and disposition. I am 
thinking, first, of the great change that came about through the collapse of the 
Parthian Empire early in the 3rd century and its replacement by the more vigor
ous, aggressive and more strongly centralised Sassanid Persian Empire. It is not 
merely a question of the greater military power and dynamism of the Sassanids. 
There is a shift in the direction of the main line of pressure westwards, as well 
as an intensification of the pressure on all sectors of the frontier. The Parthians 
were north-Iranians, preoccupied above all with maintaining their northern line 
of communications from Upper Mesopotamia to their homeland and the steppes 
beyond the Caspian and Aral Seas. Ctesiphon was the point on this line, where 
it bent back northeastwards towards Media and northern Iran. 31 The Parthians 
never had a secure grip on Lower Babylonia. Their writ did not run in the semi
desert steppe country along and south of the middle and lower Euphrates.32 
The! rise and prosperity of Palmyra and Hatra are symptomatic of this weakness 
of the Parthians. Their most successful assertion of power westwards was not 
through Upper Mesopotamia, but through Atropatene (Azerbaijan) towards 
Armenia - a thrust easily held along the western edge of Armenia by the moun
tain barrier and river line of the Upper Euphrates and the corresponding stretch 
of the limes. The Sassanians, on the other hand, lost little time in securing Mesene 
at the head of the Persian Gulf and in eliminating Hatra, which, for a brief 
moment in the 3rd century had been a Roman ally, screened by a line of forts; 3 3 

the effect of this is seen in Sassanid assertion of control over the nomad Arab 
tribes fringing Mesopotamia. Hira, south of Babylon became a centre for their 
Arab satellites, sheiks of tribes which were eventually given greater cohesion 
under the strong hand of the Lakhrnid al-Mundhir III. More important, the 
Sassanids' main thrust became a thrust in the direction of Roman Upper Meso
potamia and Osrhoene - they pushed the Roman frontier back west of Singara 
and Nisibis after the failure of Julian's offensive and later, too, probed deep into 
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Euphratesia and Syria. 
Meanwhile, on the northern fringe, they were strong enough to assert 

themselves in Armenia and Caucasia and establish an effective counterweight to 
the Roman asset in those regions, the early conversion to Christianity of the 
local populations. The Iranian feudal aristocracy found more favour there, with 
the local aristocracies, at least, than the highhanded agents of the Byzantine 
bureaucracy. Social and political divisions and dissensions in Armenia also 
contributed to the definitive solution of partition into Persian and Roman 
spheres of control, a solution favourable to Persia, disastrous for Armenia itself. 

The geographical factor I shall say more about later - the mountain 
barrier of the Anatolian Antitaurus in the north, which allowed only one or two 
lines of penetration to skirt or cross the valley of the Upper Euphrates and limit
ed the number of defence installations needed to prevent invasion; in the southern 
sectors, the open steppe - after the fall of Palmyra a standing invitation to 
self-assertion by completely or partially independent Arab sheiks or princes. 
Here the limes had been laid down along the forward slope of a succession of 
ranges at the outermost limit of possible large-scale water conservation. 34 

Designed simply to cut across and control by means of forts and watch towers 
the lines of seasonal transhumation of the Bedouin, it proved less and less ade
quate to restrict the freedom of movement of those mobile and predatory tribes. 
The central Mesopotamian and Syrian sectors, on the other hand, could be 
organised into a zone of effective resistance and defence, but they were always 
penetrable, demanding defence in increased depth and the fortification of cities 
as centres of resistance and refuge. The operation of these factors has had the 
effect of limiting the scope of and giving definition to the tasks of the archaeolo
gist at work in the eastern frontier regions . Little material evidence to hand 
as yet along the thinner line of the Upper Euphrates or in the area of maximum 
reciprocal penetration in the semi-independent regions of Armenia and Caucasia, 
only partially or temporarily involved in the actual limes network; an abundance 
and great variety of material remains in the major regions of defence in depth 
and Sassanid pressure, in Upper Mesopotamia, Osrhoene, Euphratensis and 
Syria - city fortifications, caste/la, fortified settlements, works of water con
servation and so on. Very different from the picture of the highlands further 
North, where Persian and Roman subjects farmed and traded peacefully side by 
side in normal times, until Justinian's new fortifications put an end to this peace
ful scene. Here, of course, as on the Cappadocian limes, the inaccessibility of the 
mountain terrain has retarded investigation. It was not until 1968 that the first 
excavation of an auxiliary fort on the Upper Euphrates was undertaken - by 
Richard Harper for the British Institute of Archaeology at Ankara, at Pagnik 
Oreni (perhaps Dascusa of the Notitia and the itineraries). 3 5 

Let me give one or two examples of what is available for the archaeologist 
and what has been discovered further South along the limes. Note first, with 
Schlumberger, Dussaud and others, the effect of the fall of Palmyra on the 
process of Arab settlement and sedentarisation that had been going on in north
ern Palmyrene as well as in the steppe to the East - the evidence for a shift of 
population in the 4th century to regions further West, in northern Syria,36 For 
the whole Syrian region the air and ground surveys of Poidebard, in particular,37 
present us with a wonderfully elaborate but confusingly palimpsest map of 
installations and lines of communication on the fringe of the steppe and penetra
ting some way into it. But precise attributions and chronological pinpointing 
can only follow from ground excavation. Similarly, in the Palestinian sector, the 
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doctors differ in their diagnosis. Thus where one scholar saw a string of Roman 
limes constructions, others assigned one site after another to earlier Nabataeans 
or to later Arabs.38 Meanwhile in the Mesopotamian sector the archaeological 
reconnaissance carried out over a decade by David Oates 3 9 produced interesting 
results. Apart from his study of the interaction of nomad and sedentary peoples 
and the "pattern of resilience" in the local populations throughout the history 
of that region there was his survey of the fortifications of Singara itself - its 
walls and plan, like those inferred for Amida from Ammianus' narrative, 
apparently a mid 4th century anticipation on a smaller scale of the later fortifica
tions erected for the land defence of Constantinople. The experience of warfare 
in Mesopotamia also went to reinforce traditional Roman conceptions of town
planning - for instance, the integration of city walls into the city plan as a whole. 
Contrast Antioch's outdated wall of Hellenistic type, an easy prey for Chosroes 
in 540, with what Anastasius and Justinian achieved at Dara and elsewhere, and 
Justinian's reduction of the walled area of Antioch itself, Hierapolis and other 
cities. 40 Dara, with its mighty double walls and bastions and vast water reser
voirs like great underground cathedrals, has never been even surveyed adequate
ly. 41 

The plan of action for the archaeologist in this region was laid down by 
Wheeler at the 1949 Congress on Roman Frontier Studies. Procopius' compre
hensive review of Justinian's building work in the East (de Aed. II and III) gives 
us a firm archaeological datum line. One must work back from Justinian to 
Diocletian, compiling a set of archaeological criteria for dating buildings and 
construction methods, and so eventually substantiate, or find a more scientific 
and systematic substitute for, van Berchem's inspired guesses. But Procopius 
perhaps gives Justinian more credit than he deserves. For Osrhoene there is 
useful evidence, in the Chronicle of Joshua the Stylite, of the importance of the 
work of restoration initiated by Anastasius. The 140-year-long period of equili
brium on the eastern frontier, during which Persian kings fought it out with the 
Ephthalites on the Oxus and with Mazdokite heretics inside Persia, and the 
western Roman empire foundered, had ended suddenly, to reveal the limes 
installations everywhere in a state of dilapidation. More than one bishop, if we 
are to believe the ecclesiastical chronicler, set to work building and rebuilding in 
anticipation of financial compensation from Anastasius. 42 However the de 
Aedificiis is more than a mere list of fortresses. There is much of value for the 
archaeologist concerning the techniques and defence plans of Justinian's archi
tects and engineers and the overall strategy of imperial defence. Old words 
appear with a new flavour of technicality and suggest new concepts of static or 
of ta,:tical and strategical defence, npo-n::LxLcrµoc and xAELcroupoc, for instance4 3 
(xAELcroupoc from the Latin c[ausura). Contrast the open Eastern horizon, the na
tural frontiers Tacitus had in mind when, at the moment just before Hadrian 
made the decisive change to "a more or less static frontier" in the West, 44 he 
wrot~: of "claustra olirn Romani imperii, quod nunc Rubrum ad mare patescit". 4 s 

Finally, Oates' survey of Qasr Serij46 in the desert 40 miles northwest of 
Mosul will remind us that the archaeological line of approach cannot be used 
in isolation from the study of the diplomatic background to the problems of 
defence and warfare on the Eastern frontier. In the construction of this church 
of St. Sergius, a smaller version of the great martyrium at Sergiopolis (Resapha), 
Oates saw the hand of Chosroes I, creating a centre of loyalty for Christian 
(heretic) Arabs, tribesmen for whose adhesion Byzantine Emperor and Persian 
King were trying to outbid each other with promises of religious toleration. 
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Here is a fourth line of approach, the study of imperial diplomacy on the 
Eastern frontier, diplomacy as an instrument of imperial defence, supplementing 
and reaching far beyond the defence installations, preparing the ground for, 
reinforcing, and redeeming the failures of every plan of military aggression or 
advance. The antithesis and dichotomy of vis and cons ilium has as little meaning 
for the student of the later centuries as it bas for the student of the operations of 
Augustus and Tiberius. 4 7 This is an interesting field of investigation, in which 
the Byzantinist, dealing with the history of the 10th and later centuries, is com
pletely at home, and much has been written to make clear the continuity of 
Roman and Byzantine diplomacy. 

I shall briefly mention one or two of the more important traditional instru
ments of Roman and Byzantine diplomacy. First, the practice of creating or 
designating client kings, princes and phylarchs or investing them with appro
priately graded titles and insignia. Nero's investiture of the Armenian king 
Tiridates in Rome4 8 was not merely a model to be imitated repeatedly in the 
later centuries. The whole system of investi ture and graded titles gradually 
became regularised and elaborated until it achieved the state of institutionalised 
complexity mirrored in the De Cerimoniis of Constantine Porphyrogenitus. One 
can recall John Malalas' colourful account of the investiture of Tzath I as King 
of Lazica by Justin in 522 49 and Agathias' similar account of the despatch to 
Lazica of King Tzath II by Justinian in 555, 50 or reflect on the significance of 
Justinian's belated elevation of the Arab phylarch al-Harith- a counter to the 
Persian recognition of the more formidable al-Mundhir III. 50a Tzath I, baptised 
or rebaptised in Constantinople, could carry off a lady of the Byzantine aristo
cracy as his wife, al-Harith preen himself with additional titles of rank, patricius 
and illustrissimus. 51 The would-be phylarch, Amorkesos, received from Leo 
invidious honours in Constantinople. Malchus remarks with asperity that, if he 
was to be a loyal and useful phylarch on the frontier, he should never have been 
allowed even to visit the capitaJ. 52 But the policy was in general a sound one. 

Secondly, the system ofsubventing allies,foederati, whole peoples and tribes 
and their leaders on the fringe of the empire. There were diplomatic exchanges 
of gifts or unilateral gifts at one end of the scale, regular subventions, tribute or 
blackmail at the other; money was used instead of men to keep off or buy the 
support of the raider or to appease the large-scale invader. Most important, the 
regular subsidies paid to the Persian king to cover the cost of guarding the passes 
through the Caucasus against the Alans or Sabir Huns to the North. Successive 
emperors, Leo, Anastasius, Justin refused to make the annual payments on 
various pretexts. s 3 Procopius blames Justinian for paying such tribute when 
Chosroes spent the money, not on keeping off the Sabir Huns, but on bribing 
them to invade Roman territory.54 Again, the general policy was sound, and 
traditional since Augustus. Justinian's plenipotentiary in the negotiations of 
561 /2 was careful to draw a distinction between paying regular subsidies to 
Saracen proteges of Chosroes and making an occasional courtesy gift. 5 5 On the 
other hand, the Saracen foederati of Rome received regular subsidies in cash 
and kind, granted in the hope that they would raid enemy territory rather than 
Roman.56 

Thirdly, the despatch of Christian missions for political as well as religious 
ends and the important part played by bishops and other churchmen and monks 
in diplomatic activity of every kind. For instance, Justinian's mission to convert 
and conciliate the Caucasian Abasgi, 57 or his similar despatch of a bishop, 
ostensibly to minister to the Christians among the Tetraxite Goths of the Crimea. 
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The bishop carried out his secret political task with circumspection, says Proco
pius,58 

As far as relations with Persia were concerned, this use of Christian dignita
ries was a two-edged weapon. The Christian (Nestorian) Church in the Persian 
Empire was highly organised, normally enjoyed official recognition and was to 
a considerable degree under state control. Chosroes in the great raid of 540 
made· extensive use of bishops, who visited him as envoys and negotiators, to 
work his wiU in the Syrian cities and disseminate his propaganda. 

The doubtful handicap to the Persian empire of the existence within its 
boundaries of large religious minorities was more than compensated by the fact 
that the populations of Byzantine Syria, and especially Egypt, became largely 
monophysite and more and more completely alienated from the orthodox 
government of Constantinople. On the other hand, the Caucasian buffer states 
and Armenia had their different intervals of adhesion to monophysitism, it is 
true, but their perseverance in the Christian faith was never in doubt, and was a 
factor taken full account of in Byzantine diplomacy. The Persian kings, after 
unsw;cessful attempts to impose Zoroastrianism by force, were obliged to fall 
back on professions of toleration, and were content to repress Christian prosely
tising. The Georgian narrative of the Passion of St. Eustace, which surely derives 
from a sound 6th century tradition, illustrates this and other features of Persian 
rule and Persian religious toleration in Iberia most vividly. On the other hand, 
it was official persecution of monophysites in Syria that led to the arrival, in the 
first half of the 6th century, of the Syrian Fathers in Iberia, where they introduced 
Syrian monasticism and completed the conversion of Eastern Iberia . 

Imperial religious policy was not always rigid and inflexible. Christian 
missions, monophysite as weU as orthodox, could carry with them to barbarian 
tribes civilising influences which strongly favoured Byzantine political interests 
in such regions. Monophysite missionaries could be given diplomatic and econo
mic support, as we learn most clearly from Zacharias' account of the mission of 
seven priests under a Albanian bishop to the land of the Sabir Huns beyond the 
Caucasus and the support they received from the imperial emissary Probus and 
from Justin. They deserved that support. They had been active in converting 
Huns and translating books into the Hunnic tongue. They were followed up by 
the Armenian bishop, who, in turn, built a church and taught the Sabir Huns 
the arts of agriculture and arboriculture. 59 At the opposite end of the Eastern 
frontier we find the same flexible policy at work. A Greek inscription of A.D. 
559 from a ruined Monophysite monastic building southwest of Palmyra praises 
the phylarch, al-Harith, Flav. Arethas, patrician of the Romans and illustrissi
mus, the protector and part builder of this monastery in his territory, and appears 
to re!)(:at verbatim the acclamations with which he had been greeted by the demes 
of the capital at the time of his investiture by Justinian. 60 

"Missionary activity was the new element which gives Byzantine policy its 
distinctive quality". 6 1 I need not stress the ubiquity and the far reaching pere
grinations of Christian priests and monks of both empires in this period. 62 

There was that diminutive fifth column of monks (presumably Nestorian), who 
smuggled out the silkworm eggs for Justinian in A.D. 552, all the way from 
" Serinda", that is, Transoxiana/Sogdiana. 6 3 Within a generation the Byzantines 
had secured relief from the financial pressure of the Sassanid monopoly of the 
silk trade and Justinian's successor was able to concentrate his thoughts on the 
political and military, rather than the economic, advantages to be gained from 
an alliance with the distant ruler of Central Asia. 64 The Turk Dilzibul, from his 
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centre of power in the Altai, controlled the silk industry of the Sogdians, but, 
more important, he had shown that he could be more than a mere thorn in the 
flesh of the Sassanids. Menander's account65 of the mission of the imperial 
emissary Zemarchus to the court of Dilzibul beyond the Oxus and the Aral Sea 
in 568/9 is only one item of the rich documentation he supplies for the working 
of Byzantine diplomacy in the 6th century. His account of the final mission to 
Dilzibul's son is even more revealing. 66 

The men, and behind them, the administrative institutions; the fortifications 
and, outranging them, the diplomatic activity - four different approaches to 
the study of the Eastern frontier and its defences. And now finally, the overall 
strategic conceptions that lay behind the creation and maintenance of the 
Eastern limes, the geopolitical factors and the extent to which they were under
stood and taken into account by the successive rulers of Rome and Byzantium. 

The "Alexander dream", of the conquest of the Achaemenid heritage from 
the West, which had haunted Roman conquerers on occasion since the time of 
Pompey, faded away with the assassination of Caracalla; to say that it was 
denied any further lease of life by the simultaneous emergence of the Sassanids is 
perhaps not quite correct. The dream may have haunted the ageing Constantine; 
it became a fleeting reality for Heraclius. But for centuries it lapsed, and when, 
with Anastasi us, the eastern half of the Roman Empire escaped from the menace 
of barbarian predominance, a new and different dream, the dream of recovering 
the full extent ofRome's Mediterranean empire, seized theimagination of the youth
ful Justinian. Realistic Roman emperors since the time of Augustus had allowed 
courtly flattery to blur the distinction between orbis Romanus and orbis terrarum. 
The Christianisation of the Empire gave no less scope for indulgence in this 
piece of wishful thinking. It became a pious aspiration. But if we go right back 
to the time when Pompey first faced the task of making a comprehensive settle
ment of the Roman East, it is not the scanty traces of the survival of the Alex
ander dream that interest us, but the evidence of a thoroughly Roman, realistic 
grasp of the geopolitical factors relevant to such a settlement. This realism seems 
to me to be the main characteristic of the aims and actions of those Roman 
emperors who most concerned themselves with the Eastern frontier problem. 
Vis imper ii valet, inania transmittuntur. 6 7 The exceptions are few and notorious. 
Caracalla, Julian and Justin II, for example. The firm line of the northern 
sectors of the military limes laid down by the Flavian and Antonine emperors 
reflects the soundness and realism of Pompey's appreciation of the whole situa
tion. The three legions at Satala in Armenia Minor and at Melitene and Samosata 
on the Upper Euphrates blocked the three lines of access from the East to the 
upper course of that river and through the great barrier of the Anatolian Anti
taurus: first, the approach from the North Armenian plateau across high passes 
from Erzurum to Trebizond and westwards into Pontus and PaphJagonia; 
secondly, the long valley of the Murad Su coming west from Central Armenia 
and the region of Lake Van to end in Sophene beside the age-old crossing into 
Cappadocia at Tomisa/Melitene; thirdly, the route that ran immediately south 
of the steep southern edge of the Armenian plateau; the wall of Armenian Anti
taurus. It traversed the region of the later Martyropolis and Amida to reach the 
Euphrates at Samosata, the first feasible crossing below the gorges of the upper 
river. Below this began the wide, more accessible strip of Osrhoene and Upper 
Mesopotamia, only gradually approached from the West by the Roman forces 
of occupation as they gradually appropriated the military skills and know-how 
in logistics and diplomatic finesse of the peoples bordering on the steppe, and 
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only fully consolidated as provincial territory by Severus. 
Pompey had seen the necessity of establishing a Roman protectorate over 

the Caucasian states, Colchis (the later Lazica), Iberia and Albania, if Rome 
was to secure access to client Armenia. There was the potential value of an outer 
mountain wall, the Caucasus, as a barrier against the nomads of the limitless 
plains to the northeast and the threat of invasion through the Dariel and Der
bend passes. Pompey was aware of the earlier activities and plans of his formida
ble opponent, the great Mithridates, an Iranian, capable of organising against 
Rome all the half settled, half nomad, at that time mainly North Iranian peoples 
around the shores of the Black Sea. Like the 6th century Turk, son and successor 
of Dilzibul, Mithridates had known "where the Dnieper flows and the Danube 
and the Hebrus". 6 s 

Pompey's one error was in underestimating the potential power, the 
resilience and indigestibility of the Parthian Empire. His overall scheme was 
conceived in an aggressive spirit at a moment of Parthian weakness. Correspond
ing almost exactly to the later sites of legionary garrisons in the Anatolian sector 
were the springboards for a future advance eastwards that he secured when he 
established the separate client state of Armenia Minor (the region where later 
Satala lay), when he granted Sophene and the Melitene crossing to the client 
king of Cappadocia and a bridgehead opposite Samosata to the client king of 
Commagene. Further south he saw the need of Roman control of Osrhoene, 
wh1~re he installed his client Abgar and below that he envisaged for Syria an 
ext,~nded screen of protectorates from Emesa to Nabataean Arabia. The sound 
Augustan policy of a military detente and coexistence with Parthia allowed the 
early emperors to exploit their position of prepotenza in the East in less unpro
fitable ways than by direct assault on Parthia, to ensure, incidentally, a virtual 
Palmyrene monopoly of the trade route from Syria to the Persian Gulf; and 
Nero's general Corbulo took full account both of the nomad threat in the Cau
casus passes69 and of Rome's inability to deny Armenia to the Parthians. The 
Parthians absorbed Armenia and established an Arsacid dynasty in power there ; 
it was to counter this Iranian pressure that a new military limes had to be con
structed to form an adequate, necessary screen for eastern Anatolia, where 
Iranian influences had been preponderant. The long-term result of that decision 
was the elimination oflranian influence, political, social and cultural, in Eastern 
Anatolia; not so much by sealing it off from the East, as by tying it up firmly 
with Byzantium and the west in a network of military roads. Thanks largely to 
that network, the subsequent near completion of two processes, the Hellenisa
tion and the Christianisation of the main mass of Anatolia, 69a Anatolia acquired, 
as it were, a continental solidity and cohesion. We may observe the soundness 
and continuity of Roman defensive strategy, based by Corbulo and the Flavians 
on Pompey's initial appreciation, along the Anatolian sector. The legions are 
still sitting at Satala and Melitene in the Notitia Dignitatum at the end of the 
4th century. 7 0 No instance of deep penetration from the plateau of northern 
Armenia into Anatolia past Satala until A.D. 1400, when Timur came that way. 
Roman coins found so far at Dascusa( ?), north of Melitene, range from Nero to 
Arcadius. 71 Melitene was still being fought over and changing hands a score of 
times in the 10th century. The Anatolian Antitaurus was as solid a barrier as the 
southern Taurus was to prove to be, that mountain wall that has barred Anatolia 
to the Semites throughout historic times. 

Two main problems arise concerning the Mesopotamian sector of the new 
limes. Was there a rational basis for the Roman annexation of Upper Mesopo-
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tamia? One can supply several reasons that go some way to justify Severus and 
his successors and Pompey's anticipation of their strategy. It was a region of 
developed civic communities with a Hellenistic, as later a Christian, back
ground. It was far from being all plain or semidesert steppe, like the level land 
of tells one meets as one walks down from hilly Edessa through Harran towards 
the Aleppo-Baghdad railway or that one descries from the towering citadel of 
Mardin, from the steep escarpment of Mt. Masius. Much of it was suited to the 
manoeuvring and tactical habits of the Roman army. Again, it cut off a dangerous 
enemy salient in the direction of northern Syria, and its annexation meant the 
appropriation of an important, economically viable further slice of the Fertile 
Crescent, the central section of "that Syriac-speaking strip that stretched ... 
from Antioch to Ctesiphon". 72 

Second question, why the repeated thrusts far down into Babylonia by a 
succession of Roman commanders? Not the "Alexander dream" again, surely. 
Hardly a serious intention of acquiring permanently the last section of the Fertile 
Crescent. Military-minded emperors could seize the opportunity of an easy 
thrust down a river line, a line of least resistance, once the logistics of such an 
invasion became manageable, with Ctesiphon a rich prize at the end. But the 
past history of earlier successes in Mesopotamia against a distracted Parthia 
created a mirage that proved fatal to Julian. Jovian's treaty of 363 rendered im
practicable any repetition of Julian's attempt. Control of Armenia and the dis
tricts along and across the Tigris had been a necessary presupposition or con
comitant of such a thrust. The partition of Armenia, leaving Theodosius I and 
his successors only the western fifth, made it an impossibility. We are left with 
the fact of Roman control of Upper Mesopotamia, as Trajan and Marcus 
Aurelius, perhaps, certainly as Severus and Diocletian, envisaged it. The sound
ness of the work of consolidation carried out, above all, by Diocletian was one 
main cause of the century and a half of peace and equilibrium that ensued after 
the death of Theodosius, at a time when both Rome and Persia struggled des
perately with barbarian invasions and internal difficulties. 

It was not as desperate or as lasting a struggle for the Persian kings as it 
was for the Roman emperors. With the next phase in Byzantine/Persian relations, 
at the very beginning of the 6th century, we are back in a situation very similar 
to that of the mid 3rd and mid 4th centuries. King Kavad was able to make the 
first move and, as the aggressor, profit from the state of material dilapidation 
and depleted manpower of the Byzantine frontier zone and penetrate deep into 
Roman territories. Anastasius, preoccupied with the !saurians, took several 
years to bring this offensive to a standstill. He did not stop there. Procopius and 
John the Lydian justifiably emphasise the importance of his fortification of 
Dara. 73 Thanks to Joshua the Stylite's narrative we can appreciate not merely 
the oppressive efficiency of his organisation of military supply and the reckless
ness of his "Gothic" soldiery, but also the realism of Anastasius' strategical 
thinking in the East. Soon, under Chosroes J, the Persian Empire was to reach 
the peak of its military strength. Kavad and Chosroes between them carried out 
an internal reorganisation of the Persian Empire on a scale comparable with 
that of Diocletian two centuries earlier in the Roman Empire. 7 4 

Justinian was conservative, cautious and realistic in his policy and strategy 
on the Eastern frontier. He had to be so, if be was to achieve any of his imperialis
tic aims and ambitions in the West. His strategy is the defensive counterpart of 
Constantine's last-minute plan for the subjugation of Persia as John the Lydian 
describes it. 75 That had been a plan for the envelopment of the Persian forces 
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by a surprise thrust from a base in Caucasia, accepting the impracticability of an 
advance through Mesopotamia - the plan that Julius Caesar first conceived 7 6 

and Heraclius finally carried through. Justinian's main task in the East, carried 
out in stages, was to consolidate the defences of the central sectors of the main 
limes region from Armenia to Syria. When this was to all intents and purposes 
achieved, he could throw his full weight on to the northern wing of the frontier. 
Justin had taken the initiative in Caucasia, but it was a long time before his 
successor could switch adequate military forces in that direction. Iberia was 
beyond his grasp. The Persians controlled the inner lines of approach to it and 
made full use of their greater resources of manpower to carve roads along which 
even elephants could cross the wooded ranges, to exploit their control of the 
passes into Lazica, to conquer most of that country and make a bold bid to 
reach the Black Sea coast and threaten Byzantine control of the sea approaches. 
It was the stalemate in and increasing stabilisation of the central sectors of the 
limes that rendered the situation in Lazica ever more critical. Bury 77 noted the 
sudden build up of Roman forces in Lazica from about 12,000 in 531 to some 
50,000 troops in 552, a startling figure when compared with the total of about 
15,000 men Belisarius took to reconquer Africa or his earlier armies of 20 to 
30,000 in the central sector. In Procopius 7 s we surely have Belisarius' apprecia
tion of the military situation and his calculation of what Chosroes had in mind, 
a thrust to the Black Sea and the possibility of outflanking the solid defence in 
depth of the central limes. Chosroes was strong enough to capture, and ultimately 
to deny to the Byzantines, the strong coastal fortress of Petra. 79 The Roman 
extra effort on the northern wing of the limes was justified. The Persians had 
eventually to give way in Lazica ; the whole coastal region and most of inland 
Lazica reverted to Rome. As Wellington would have said, it had been "a damned 
nice thing" in Lazica, "the nearest run thing you ever saw in your life". I need 
not stress the commercial value for the Empire of Byzantine control of coastal 
Lazica. 

But Justinian's resources were too severely strained to enable him to 
achieve any corresponding substantial gain on the southern wing of the limes. 
Something was done to bolster the Arab Ghassanids, but the rival Lakhmid 
leader, al-Mundhir III, was for decades (until 554) the scourge of the Roman 
Southeast SO and Roman influence was not restored in the Red Sea area in spite 
oft e diplomatic efforts of Justin and Justinian. In earlier centuries, Palmyrene 
merchant princes, backed by aggressive Roman diplomacy, had escorted their 
convoys through Parthian territory to the Persian Gulf and Roman bullion 
had been used as an effective instrument of diplomacy around the Arabian 
Gulf and in the Indian Ocean. It had "financed a great venture in the far South 
East, established and maintained foreign agencies and factories, created local 
currencies and built up Roman prestige overseas". 81 Cosmas Indicopleustes8 2 

records the success of a Roman merchant delegation in Ceylon in the reign of 
Justin I that seems to echo the experience of an Alexandrian Greek centuries 
earlier in the time of Claudius; 8 3 but his tale will not deceive anyone as to the 
real strength of the Persian position astride the land and sea routes in the 6th 
century. The emperor's Axumite allies could do little to remedy the situation. 

Motives of economic imperialism were never determining factors on either 
side in the wars between East Rome and Persia. In the time of Justin II, who let 
the Turkish envoys get a glimpse of the now flourishing imperial silk industry in 
Syria, the Persians were still successfully asserting their claim to be the sole 
intermediaries in the silk trade between China and the West. One recalls the 
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extraordinary scene in A.D. 568, reported by Menander, 84 when Chosroes paid 
for the whole convoy of silk offered him by the Turkish envoys and burnt it under 
their noses. This may have been one of the things that led Dilzibul to make 
overtures for an alliance with the Byzantine emperor, but Chosroes' campaigns 
in the West had other motives besides the desire for monetary gain, although 
we can see from Procopius' narrative how strong that motive was. If Chosroes 
exploited to the full his position of economic and financial advantage, he was 
also and above all the heroic king, prepared to lead his army in the field, his 
actions often prompted by motives unfamiliar to members of the Byzantine 
court and bureaucracy. The new heroic age, for all Procopius' assertions and 
denials, was more of a reality on the Persian than on the Roman side of the 

. frontier. The Persians were superior in man power, in effective military strength 
and in morale. 

But if Justinian's imperialist ambitions in the west drained the strength of 
the Empire, if as a hero he cuts a sorry figure in comparison with Maurice and 
Heraclius, let alone with the resplendent Chosroes I, his reign left more durable 
monuments than any of theirs. We may also, perhaps, view him, in his successful 
military and diplomatic holding action on the eastern frontier, as the reluctant 
but not unworthy heir to the strategical thinking of the emperors, Roman and 
Byzantine, who preceded him and who, for all their universalist theorizing and 
propaganda, had recognised the claim of the Persian King to Gleichberechtig
keif S 5 and the need for equilibrium in the East. 

The defences of Byzantine Anatolia needed that extra buttressing, that 
strategical e:1wre:1x_1crµot86 on its northeastern wing, which Justinian bad pro
vided. In the heroic age of Heraclius and Chosroes II the eastern limes lost its 
earlier function; the Moslem invasions saw the end of it in its old form; but in 
the long view, it was the inviolability of Anatolia within its mountain walls of 
Taurus and Antitaurus, hellenised, Christian, orthodox Anatolia, that mattered 
most. Anatolia was to be the economic powerhouse and the powerhouse of 
manpower and morale for Byzantium for hundreds of years. Much was to depend 
on the mighty walls of the imperial city and on the fleet that would bind together 
its thinly strung coastal territories and markets; but Anatolia was to be its main 
reservoir of energy. The limes that had kept that reservoir intact for so long, and 
had made possible its later functioning, cannot be said to have failed in its main 
purpose. 

In conclusion, we must see the whole problem of the eastern frontier within 
the wider perspective of history. That frontier from Black Sea to Red Sea should 
be seen as something secondary, tangential to a vaster, less defined frontier that 
runs from East to West, from the China Sea to the Atlantic, the frontier with 
part of which Owen Lattimore concerned himself in his study of the inner 
Asian frontiers of China, 8 7 in what he called the "continental" period in world 
history, the study of "the constant alternation of evolution and devolution of 
the structure of 'tribal' and 'barbarian' societies in contact with the high agri
cultural and urban societies to the south of them". 

The Roman and Persian Empires were two great consolidated empires, 
mature societies, juxtaposed, their rulers in a position to understand the extent 
to which they complemented, excluded and limited each other. Their confronta
tion is something very different from the endless historical process I have just 
summarised in Lattimore's words. Instead, we see half a millenium of relative 
equilibrium, accompanied by a good measure of interaction and reciprocal 
erosion, it is true, but only belatedly coming to an end in a tragic climax of 
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mutual destruction at the beginning of the 7th century, an old-fashioned Theban 
Tragedy of the Two· Brothers. 

But for the causes of that final tragedy one would have to look not merely 
inside those two empires - for instance, at the working of such irritants as 
religious or economic rivalries or deeper causes that lay in the nature of ancient 
autocracies - but also outside them, at the pressures that built up all along 
Lattimore's East-West frontier line and at the way in which these contributed 
to the disturbance of the equilibrium of the East-Roman/Persian frontier. 
Lattimore's thesis of a "continental" phase of world history would need to be 
reformulated so as to take account of further areas of interaction between se
dentary civilisations and unsettled peoples in the southeast and south, in the 
Arabian peninsula and along the northern fringe of the Saharan steppe. In the 
wider perspective the great mountain barrier of Antitaurus and Taurus appears 
as a high wall, but a wall precariously buttressed and blocking only one of the 
land bridges and corridors that indissolubly link together the destinies of 
Europe, Asia and Africa. 
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Review and Discussion 

The Archaeology of Roman Britain. By R . G. Collingwood and Ian Rich
mond. 9½ x 6t. Pp.XXVI + 349 (including 109 figs.)+ 26 pis. London: Methuen 
& Co. Ltd., 1969. £4.20. 

R. G. Collingwood's The Archaeology of Roman Britain first appeared in 
1930. Wide in scope, simple in approach, and written with the authority of the 
unchallenged leader of Romano-British studies, its success was inevitable, and 
it remained the standard work for many years after Collingwood's death. Such 
success probably made the production of a revised edition inevitable, and no-one 
was better qualified for this task than Sir Ian Richmond. Unhappily he died 
before the work was finished and it was left to Mr. D. R. Wilson, his research 
assistant, to complete the work. Naturally, he has changed Richmond's text as 
little as possible, but one is left with the suspicion that Richmond himself might 
have been more severe had he lived to make a final revision. 

In this new edition Richmond, no doubt as requested by his publishers, has 
faithfully followed Collingwood's original pattern, a decision which is largely 
responsible for the major limitation of the book - the fact that it attempts to 
cover too wide a field for the space available. The first quarter of the book is 
concerned with military topics, including roads which form the subject of the 
opening chapter. The second chapter covers marching camps and semi-perma
nent camps, which were occupied for more than a few nights but which held 
only tents. A minor inconsistency is the reference to Cawthorn Camp D as 
semi-permanent in the text (p. 14) but as a practice-fort on Plate Illa. Chapter 
III, on Fortresses and Forts, attempts to cover in 42 pages a vast range of 
material, and, upon the whole, it does it very well. Little of Collingwood's 
original remains, for the work of the last forty years has produced a very great 
deal of new material, and Richmond's task in cramming this into the restricted 
space available must have been a daunting one. Inevitably he has little room for 
qualifications or doubts, with the result that a number of questionable points 
emerge as certainties. Some of these, admittedly, have arisen since Richmond's 
death, but the majority were known before the book went to the press in 1968. 
The foundation of Lincoln, for example, is firmly dated to c. A.D. 47 (p. 16), 
although most archaeologists now prefer a date in the mid-fifties, including 
Sheppard Frere in Britannia published in 1967. Both Chester and York are stated 
to have been destroyed in the historical events connected with the defeat of 
Allectus in 296, and York in 197, after C. Albinus' bid for the empire, as well; 
associations which are not accepted by most workers today. Another surprise 
is Richmond's attribution of the famous cavalry parade helmets from Newstead 
to the first Flavian fort , whereas they certainly form part of the general mass of 
equipment buried on the destruction of the second Flavian fort in A.D. 100. A 
peculiar division, which continues from the first edition, is the discussion of the 
forts of Hadrian's Wall and the Antonine Wall in this chapter and of the re
mainder of those defence systems in a .separate chapter on "Frontier Works"; 
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a division which leads to nothing but confusion. The new edition follows its 
predecessor in dealing with the Saxon Shore forts in considerable, indeed for the 
scale of the book, excessive detail; even Walton Castle, now lying several miles 
out in the North Sea, receiving due mention. Chapter IV adds fortlets to the 
signal stations and light-houses of the original edition, though more logically 
they could have been considered in the previous chapter. The section on Frontier 
Works, though badly marred by the disappearance of the forts, contains a master
ly summary of the development of Hadrian 's Wall revealing Richmond's clarity 
of thought and expression at its very best. This section, and that on the Antonine 
Wall, serve to emphasise the absence of a similar treatment of the Flavian 
dispositions in Wales where one can see a system of occupation in depth. One 
of the failures of the book in general is this tendency to deal with individual 
structures without relating them to the sytem of which they form part. It is also 
unfortunate that the map of the Antonine Wall had to be reduced to the size of 
a miniature, instead of having a full page spread, as in the first edition. This 
over-reduction of plans is a repeated fault, and in some cases it reaches a ridicu
low; degree as in Fig. 10, (Housesteads and Chesters), Fig. 60 (Homesteads in 
Lowland Britain) or Fig. 63 (Chysauster). Nor is this the result of the use of a 
uniform scale, for this varies widely from one plan to the next. This variation 
also produces a number of irritating oddities, as when Silchester (107 acres) 
(Fig. 32) appears to be smaller than Caerwent (44 acres) (Fig. 33), the one being 
reproduced at almost exactly twice the scale of the other, and on facing pages to 
emphasise the point! 

The chapter on towns has been as thoroughly revised as the military sections. 
Since the first edition there have been extensive excavations in both the major 
and minor towns of Roman Britain, and a multitude of aerial photographs, 
have revealed details of sites which remain unexcavated. We now know far more 
about the defences of many of these towns, and excavation has revealed that the 
walls themselves are often only the successors of a long sequence of earthen 
defences. It is therefore surprising that there is no general discussion of the de
velopment of town defences, merely the citation of a few isolated examples. In 
the section on public buildings the passages on arches, market halls, inns, 
aqueducts, latrines and sewers are all new, but the discussion of town houses is 
unnecessarily short, the more so when compared with the long section on villas 
which follows it. This chapter on villas has changed less than most, but Rich
mond, rather strangely, lays little emphasis on the important discovery, made 
since Collingwood wrote, that many villas began as small timber houses, often 
no more than huts. He also perpetuates Collingwood's illogical division between 
villas and native settlements. When Collingwood wrote villas were regarded as 
separate farms while native settlements were the villages where the unromanised 
portion of the population lived. Today we know that many of these "villages" 
were, in fact, farms, and the difference between such a farm and a poor villa is 
non-existent. In strict logic on this model sites which begin as wooden huts, 
would have to change chapters half way through their history! Nor is Richmond 
justified in regarding the basilican or aisled building as a 'native' type; such 
structures have no Iron Age predecessors and are in every way as 'Roman' as 
the more normal forms. The division of villas from native settlements is empha
sised by the insertion of two short chapters on Temples and Tombs between 
them. 'Native settlements' are essentially a negative concept; they are what is 
left when the villas and small walled towns are removed, and as such they 
scarcely form a meaningful group. Among the sites included in this chapter are 
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those at Long Wittenham, which Professor Stuart Piggott has recently reinter
preted as ritual sites comparable with the continental Viereckschanzen (Piggott, 
The Druids 80) (not altogether convincingly in the reviewer's opinion), and 
Lowbury Hill, a mysterious site, excavated early in the century, which could 
have several other functions, all of which are more likely than its being a settle
ment site. 

The chapter on inscriptions is one of the least modified in the book, at least 
as far as substance is concerned, for here, as everywhere else, scarcely a sentence 
of Collingwood's remains without some minor rewording or other, usually 
unnecessary. Unlike the other chapters this one lacks a detailed list of references 
at its end. Such a system, although a poor substitute for footnotes, which are 
hardly ever used, in contrast to the first edition, is invaluable to a reader using 
the work as an introduction to the subject. Its absence here is inexplicable and 
inconvenient. Nor in a work designed for beginners is the statement, basically 
repeated from the first edition, "The date, stated in terms of the consuls of the 
year or lesser period, is sometimes added", of any great use without some ex
planation of consular dating. Here indeed we come to one of the cruxes of the 
book, for the beginner in 1930, for whom Collingwood makes it clear that he 
was writing, was quite different from his equivalent today. Collingwood could 
assume a modicum of classical learning, we cannot; and consular dates, as such, 
will mean very little to the beginner of today. Similarly the six pages of abbrevia
tions used in inscriptions, though invaluable to the student, would have been of 
much greater general use had they offered translations as well as expansions. 

With inscriptions we have reached the final section of the book, and they 
are followed by chapters on coins ; samian ware; coarse pottery; brooches; and 
weapons, tools and utensils. The value of these chapters varies considerably. The 
section on coins, for example, provides a good introduction to the subject, with 
a useful list of mint-marks, and a discussion of the value of coins as archaeolo
gical evidence. The chapter on samian ware, by B. R. Hartley, is entirely rewritten , 
and is as definitive as can be expected in such a short space. Even so, one is 
sorry to see the list of common potter's stamps go, for although it had its dangers, 
it was useful to people without the resources of a specialist library. In fact anyone 
trying to use the books cited in the references at the end of this particular chapter 
would find himself at a loss in most university libraries, let alone any others. 

Of all the chapters in the first edition that on coarse pottery has fared worst 
with the passage of time. Collingwood's was a bold attempt to introduce some 
order into the confusion of Romano-British pottery studies, but it came too soon 
to be of permanent value. Richmond has, inevitably, scrapped the whole of the 
earlier version and begun again. His chapter falls into two sections. The first, 
dealing with types and dates, is largely an abridgement of J. P. Gillam's classic 
study of 'Types of Roman coarse pottery vessels in Northern Britain', with the 
result that the Flavian and pre-Flavian forms are scarcely touched on, and the 
south of the country receives scant consideration. The second section deals with 
the centres of production and distinctive fabrics. Neither section is a success. 
Anyone wishing to use Gillam's work would be better advised to go to the 
original, which is now easily available, while the discussion of fabrics and pro
duction merely skates over the surface of a very difficult subject. The matter is 
not improved by the inadequate cross-referencing from text to figures; the section 
on amphorae for example, illustrates seven types (Fig. 91) but offers not a word 
on their dates! 

Collingwood's classification of brooches was a pioneer effort which has 
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served well. Richmond retains his illustrations but has rearranged the order of 
the groups in the text to bring them into a sequence which accords with present 
opinions on their chronology. The result is an extremely useful chapter, but one 
which would have been easier to use if the illustrations had also been rearranged 
to conform with the new system. The final chapter, 'Weapons, Tools and 
Utensils', deserves a book to itself. Collingwood was not reaIJy interested in such 
things and handled them in a distinctly arbitrary manner which has imposed its 
limitations on Richmond. Too often the discussion degenerates into useless lists, 
and the most valuable section is undoubtedly the long series of references which 
ends the chapter. One or two points, however, may be corrected. The great 
Chesterford scythes are scythes, as practical experiments with replicas have 
show□, and not part of a traction cutter; iron spades and large shovels, as 
distinct from iron edges to wooden tools, are unknown in Britain; Roman 
sickles are not always small; and the Roman anvil is usually a square iron block 
and not of the traditional (i.e. modern) pattern, those approaching this type 
being, in fact, extremely rare. 

As in the first edition the book ends with a useful appendix listing the em
perors from Augustus to Constantine III with details of their tribunician powers, 
consulships etc., and the plates include a set showing typical coins for each reign . 

Most of the major faults of this edition are the inevitable results of trying to 
revise, a book written forty years ago on a rapidly changing subject. Colling
wood's was a good book in its day, but too much has happened since then for a 
mere revision to make it adequate today. The two halves, the discussions of the 
forts, towns and villas, and of the objects, are too far divorced from each other, 
and require quite different treatment, a fact recognised by John Ward at the 
begin ing of the century when he produced two books to cover a similar range. 
The first part forms an adequate introduction to the subject, but the discussion 
of objects falls completely below the level of what is required now. Yet this is 
the section which countless amateur archaeologists are going to make their bible, 
since it is with objects from their excavations that they are concerned, rather 
than with the plan ofan Antonine fort, or with the design of Hadrian's Wall. Nor, 
in reality, do they have much alternative, for there are no general studies of such 
things, with a handful of exceptions, usually concerned with pottery and all too 
frequt:ntly hopelessly out of date. One can only regret that Richmond chose to 
refurbish Collingwood's work, with all its limitations, rather than write as he 
could have done so well, a book for the Romano-British archaeologist of the 
1970s, amateur and professional alike. 

44 

W. H. MANNING 
University College, Cardiff 



Reviews 

I. A. RICHARDS: Translation of Plato's Republic (C.U.P. 1966 pp. 196 incl. 13 
pages of Introduction). 

The epithet Professor Richards uses in the Introduction to his shortened 
version of the REPUBLIC, when referring to adverse critics of Plato, might 
well be applied both to his Introduction and to his version, for both are indeed 
"sprightly". The former is as succinct as it is instructive and stimulating: the 
latter is presented in an easily comprehensible and very readable style which 
exploits a vocabulary deliberately limited in range to what might reasonably be 
expected of foreign students of English. 

At times a paraphrase in contemporary idiom or a digest rather than a 
translation, the version does not hesitate to use expressions not in common use 
but yet immediately clear, such as "unjustest", "false seemings", "wine-drop
pings", "hornet-words". On the other hand some renderings could evoke wrong 
associations in an unwary reader. For example: (1) "there are two powers in the 
mind . .. reason ... desire. But now, will spirit, or that with which we become 
angry, be a third power in the mind? (p. 81). \j!UXYJ, here rendered as 'mind' is 
elsewhere rendered as 'soul' (p. 122). (2) 'Tyrants', rather than 'dictators', are 
rather whimsically associated with 'churches' in: "If the churches have any 
property the tyrant will take and use it" (p. 160) for e:ocv -re: Le:poc XP'Y//lot'Tot 'Y/ e:v 
'T'Yj 7tOAe:L 'TIXU'TIX IXVIXAWCJe:L. 568 D. 

V. I. FALCONER S.J. 
University of Rhodesia 

GILBERT RYLE: Plato's Progress (C.U.P. 1966 pp. 311 incl. Acknowledge
ments and Indices). 

The Socratic iconoclasm of Professor Ryle's PLATO'S PROGRESS cannot 
but provoke in different non-specialist readers of Plato a variety of reactions, 
including mental indigestion, exasperation, honest bewilderment (ix1topw). -
"So the noble and attractive character we have believed to be that of the historical 
Socrates is merely a romantic myth fabricated by Plato, and in fact the APOLO
GY is the defence not of Socrates at his trial in 399 but of Plato himself many 
years later against an unrecorded but crucial charge of defamation?" - "So 
the chief source of our knowledge of Plato's life, the SEVENTH EPISTLE, is 
proved by a consideration of sailing seasons in the Mediterranean to be a forgery 
and, as such, of little if any value?" - "So Aristotle was not, after all, a pupil of 
Plato for twenty years in the Academy?" - "So the majority view of specialist 
scholars throughout the long history of Platonic studies cannot survive the test 
of critical examination?" 

The specialist scholars, of course, have not failed in the years since 1966, to 
take up the challenge contained in the detailed, complex, close argumentation 
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brought to bear so dexterously and plausibly by the iconoclast. To change the 
metaphor further, the non-specialist may perhaps be pardoned for feeling, as he 
reads their response in reviews, articles and notes, that he is being invited to 
referne a nightmare wrestling match, such are the slippery holds of argument and 
counter-argument, such the variety of throws attempted in the adducing of texts 
as evidence from centuries of Greek and Latin literature; for an increasing sense, 
also, of personal inadequacy in his effort to award points for the different rounds 
corresponding to the different parts of Professor Ryle's total thesis. Which 
rounds does he win? 

This particular non-specialist reader, no Herculean Platonist, gratefully 
acknowledges that having no club or other Hydra-slaying instrument himself, 
he has been entertained, stimulated, provoked and vicariously exercised by the 
spectacle of scholars in conflict. He may also be tolerantly permitted to find 
fruitful the Professor's heterodox view of Aristotle's relationship to the written 
works of Plato, his suggestions about a likely visit of the former to Sicily and 
what he did and learnt while there, about the patchwork composition of some of 
the dialogues and particularly of the REPUBLIC and the LAWS, about a possible 
influence on Plato exerted by the practice of public debate in Athens and the 
recitation of prose compositions at Festivals in Greece and Sicily, and about 
the need of another, more critical look at the records of Dion and Dionysius II. 

Although so many of the problems discussed in PLATO'S PROGRESS 
seem incapa ble of definitive solution, including that of the correct ' time-table' of 
the philosopher's travels and writings, surely no one with an interest in Plato can 
fail t be rewarded, proportionately, for the effort he puts into taking seriously 
Professor Ryle's constructive contribution, however characteristically 'Gilbertian' 
he may consider the iconoclasm. 

V. I. FALCONER S.J. 
University of Rhodesia 

TOMAS HAGG: Narrative Technique in Ancient Greek Romances; (Studies of 
Chariton, Xenophon Ephesius, and Achilles Tatius) Acta Instituti Atheniensis 
Regni Sueciae, Series so, VIII Stockholm, 1971, pp. 376. 

This is a splendid example of modern Swedish scholarship. The English 
expression is excellent, the arrangement and composition both lucid and de
tailed, the indexing and bibliography accurate and very comprehensive. In this 
study Hagg confines himself to three Greek works of prose, Chariton's Chaereas 
and Cal!irhoe, Xenophon's Ephesiaca and Achilles Tatius' Leucippe and Clito
phon,, and be justifies this selection with some care in his introduction. 

The treatise is divided into three parts. The first section covers the narrative 
form of these romances. Chapter I deals with tempo, the varying relation between 
the lapse of fictional time and the length of the narrative in different parts of the 
three tales. The author himself qualifies its usefulness, but his treatment is sober 
and systematic and is aided by diagrams. Chapter JI is perhaps the most valuable, 
treating the types of narrative method employed, while Chapter III deals wi th 
points of view, largely the question of first person or third person narration of 
the story. Chapter IV on parallel action and alternation treats complex data 
very efficiently with appropriate diagrams to enforce the point in Xenophon's 
multiplex narrative, while Chapter V deals with the time-scale of the action. 

The second part of Hagg's work is devoted to the internal reference methods 
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of his three authors. Chapter VI deals with anticipations deriving from editorial 
forecasts by the narrator; oracles, dreams or prophesies in the narrative texture, 
and expectations deriving logically from the unfolding of the action. Chapter 
VII on recapitulations treats the repeating or summarising of the earlier events 
in the fabric of the narrative or in asides by the writer. As Hagg observes on 
page 285 most cases have organic justification through speeches, trial scenes, 
meeting with new characters and the like, but the Homeric use to remind the 
reader or hearer is not entirely eliminated by this fact. The third part deals with 
the narrative technique disclosed by analysis, and how it varies between the three 
authors. The distinctions drawn between Tatius and the others on pages 300-305 
are particularly valuable - especially the discovery that his work can be proved 
to be much less uniform. Finally the last chapter points to the difficulty in draw
ing positive conclusions relating to the history of Greek Romance as a genre. 

Though the work is carried out as conceived with admirable candour and 
care, and remains in this sense above criticism, it is none the less fair and proper 
to raise several misgivings and to express a few regrets. Though agreeing tho
roughly with the views expressed about the dating of Chariton on pages 14-15 
and noting the grounds given there for selecting these three authors, the fact 
that other critics base too much on Heliodorus is not a sound reason for omitting 
him, or, for that matter, Longus. Secondly, to this reviewer at least, there seem 
compelling reasons for discussing the Cyropaedia of Xenophon Atheniensis and 
the Vera Historia of Lucian as well under the category of prose romance. If, as 
Hagg so properly reminds us, there is need of much primary research on the 
narrative passages in ancient oratory, biography and philosophical writing 
(pages 306-7), there ought to be offered here at the least a complete study of 
Greek post-classical prose fiction . Nor do I feel that Miss Haight was wrong to 
discuss the Ninus fragment in her Essays on the Greek Romances. 

More serious still, Hagg feels no need to discuss the structural implications 
of the Milesian tale tradition. To any scholar accustomed to teaching Latin 
Romance literature it is evident that the fragments of Petronius and the work 
of Apuleius incorporate matter from this tradition for entertainment or di
gression. Stories in the three novels here studied introduced for such reasons may 
well derive from the same source. The method of incorporating Milesian-type 
matter into the plot of a Romance could well be studied as part of the narrative 
technique. 

Furthermore Hagg does well to refer to the unpublished work of Miss 
Sedelmeier. But I am sorry he had no access to the unpublished work of T . F. 
Carney on the Reading Public of Achilles Tatius. On page 18 Hagg is rightly con
cerned with what would "influence the effect of the narrative on the reader". 
It would help enormously to discover the background education and class-values 
of the Greek reading public for whom fiction was written in the first two Chris
tian centuries. Carney has done the kind of attitude analysis from Achilles 
Tatius which could be done also with the other authors. One factor he notes, 
distrust for the Imperial Roman Army, I have also found recurrent in Apuleius 
and emergent here and there in Petronius. The observation on page 63 drawing 
attention to the discrepancy between the second century A.D. features of Tatius 
and his anachronistic references to Persian styles of government in Egypt, at 
first glance a gross inaccuracy, may well be an instance. A further study of all 
the novels would be likely to show that Egypt had a double value for readers 
because of its special place in Roman administration noted by Tacitus in Annals 
II, 59-61. There is a contemporary historical Egypt centred near Alexandria and 
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a 'romantic' up-country Egypt snap-frozen in tradition and legend. Many other 
oddities in composition may well be dictated by aspects of contemporary middle
class provincial taste and outlook. 

However, though one may well propose a wider view of his task to Hagg, 
he has done a valuable task within the limits he has set for himself, and his work 
is likely to stimulate other useful scholarship in a field very relevant to modern 
literary studies in other languages and literatures. 

R. G. TANNER 
The University of Newcastle, New South Wales. 

H. D. JOCELYN: The Tragedies of Ennius. Cambridge University Press, 1967; 
pp. viii + 473; £7. 

The admirable book, No. 10 in the new series of 'Cambridge Classical Texts 
and Commentaries', contains more than sixty pages of introduction, a coilection 
of all Ennius' tragic fragments, a Commentary, Bibliography, three Concor
dances (showing the relationship of Jocelyn's numbering with that of Ribbeck 
and that of Vahlen), a very thorough index to Ennius' tragic vocabulary, a 
rather terse index of metres, and a general index. 

Four years have now passed since this book's first issue, and two since it 
was excellently reviewed by F.R.D. Goodyear (C.R. 1969); it might therefore 
be superfluous to write in detail about the merits of the book. The introduction 
is particularly rewarding, proceeding as it does from Athenian drama through 
to the Roman stage before surveying the tragedies themselves and their titles ; it 
should be classed as required reading for any serious student of Roman tragedy. 
The~ most pleasing features of the text are perhaps its lucid lay-out and the very 
gernerous quotation of source-material. As Goodyear has remarked, the appara
tus is a trifle disappointing, combining meticulous mention of uariae lectiones 
(however worthless) with an austere omission of many conjectures. But this is a 
healthy trend when compared with some apparatus critici of the past. The com
mentary is extremely full , titles as well as text receiving most careful discussion. 
Jocelyn is particularly good on the use and history of individual words: e.g. 
(with the book opened at random) pp. 264-5 contain fascinating reading on 
familia, scrupeus, inuestire, scabrere, contemp!are, corporare, reciprocare, / era, 
be!ua and hestia. 

The study of this book leaves one disappointed on two counts - the first, 
that modern editions of similar stature do not exist for the fragments of other 
Roman dramatists, and secondly, that Jocelyn's excellent work will be appre
ciated by so narrow a field. For the scanty remains of Roman tragedy continue 
to appeal only to the few, and the price of this edition (like others in its series) 
wil:I appeal to still fewer. Yet, so far as concerns this volume at least, such are 
indeed a happy few. 

D . S. RAVEN 
University of Natal, Pietermaritzburg 

BROOKS OTIS : Ovid as an Epic Poet. Cambridge University Press, 1966 pp. 
xiv + 411; 65/-. 

Even L. P. Wilkinson's superb Ovid Recalled does not seem to have rescued 
Ovid from neglect and undervaluation. The present generation may have shed 
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the Victorians' pcejudices against sexuality (whether of life or of letters), but it 
retains a high-horsed horror at 'insincerity' or 'artificiality', and has developed a 
philistine contempt for elegance and balance. All of which does Ovid little good. 
Add to this a prevalent belief that if one wants hexameter poetry one should 
read Virgil, and if one wants Ovid one should choose his elegiac works, and the 
chances for the Metamorphoses do not look high. So I fear that Professor Brooks 
Otis' book is unlikely to be read as widely as his earlier Virgil - a Study in 
Civilised Poetry. 

All this is a pity, since for virtuosity, high spirits and humour, rapidity of 
verse and of narrative, smoothness of transition, and (most of all) readability, 
the Metamorphoses are unsurpassed in Latin literature; and most of these quali
ties are well demonstrated by Otis' book, which, in both its strengths and its 
weaknesses, closely resembles its predecessor. Certain subjects receive scant 
attention: Ovid's metrical dexterity (a vital feature of his style) is treated only 
briefly (pp. 40 ff. and 74 ff.), and the poet's vocabulary is hardly mentioned 
at all. But, by and large, this book is amply long - indeed overlong. In 
saying this, I do not deny that Otis has a great deal to say that is valuable, 
although I find the style turgid or ridden with jargonese in places. But I must 
confess to a prejudice against sheer bulk in books that are about books, and 
(perhaps unjustly) I suspect that students may spend so long in reading Otis that 
they will lack the time to read Ovid. 

Following a brief introductory chapter, Otis proceeds in Ch. II to discuss 
' the limitations of the Elegist' in preparation for his survey of the great hexam
eter poem. I find this second chapter unquestionably the best. It is rich in 
illustration and comparison, and the penetrating comparison of material is 
Otis' forte. Particularly good is the discussion (25 ff.) of the Hercules-Cacus 
story as told by Virgil, Propertius and Ovid. Earlier in the chapter (8 ff.), I am 
far less happy with the implied contrast between the 'personal passion' of 
Catullus and the slighter emotional involvement which Otis seems to assume in 
Gallus and Propertius as well as Ovid. Whether or not, the assumption is true 
this sort of criterion did not matter to the Romans as it matters to us. We may 
admire Catullus most for his fervour: the Romans admired him because he was 
doctus. 

In Ch. III, Otis moves on to consider 'the plan of Ovid's Epic' and divides 
it into four main parts ('The Divine Comedy', 'the Avenging Gods', 'the Pathos 
of Love' and 'Troy and Rome'), which are then treated separately in subsequent 
chapters. We now become aware of his main thesis: that the Metamorphoses are 
'an Epic of Love', in which the 'Troy and Rome' section is really an intrusion, 
politically desirable but artistically uncoordinated. I cannot say that I like this 
thesis. Like the detailed 'schemes' (of which more anon), it is an interesting re
flection of Otis' attitude to the poem, and that in itself tells us something about 
the poem. But I am not convinced that it reflects Ovid's attitude, nor that Ovid 
had - or 'needed' (by his contemporary standards) to have - so precise a 
motivation. And Otis surely confuses the priorities when he implies that the 
mutatae formae are there just as an interesting effect of the dominant theme of 
Love: on the contrary, love is there because it is the necessary cause of mutatae 
formae - which (if we are to believe Ovid's own opening words) are the main 
theme. 

Otis is right (48 ff.) in pointing to Silenus' song in Virgil's sixth Eclogue as 
a vitally important forbear, in miniature, of the Metamorphoses. Actually, the 
relationship becomes still more striking when one reads Professor Gordon 
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Williams' demonstration (in Tradition and Originality in Roman Poetry) that the 
episodes of Silenus' song are linked by themes of strange and tragic love. 

As in his Virgil, Otis makes much use of the term 'empathy'. In spite of the 
almost ritual grimace which the term always evokes from me (to say nothing of 
still more shudder-jerking jargonese such as 'empathetic continuum'), I must 
admit that this aspect of Otis' observation is especially sensitive and rewarding, 
if occasionally over-coloured. Indeed, throughout his survey of the poem, just 
as in his opening chapters, the individual pieces of analysis and comparison are 
always interesting and usually good . The selection of passages is balanced, the 
passages themselves are supplemented by A. E. Watts' elegant verse translations, 
and Otis' wide reading ensures informative discussion of them. The reader will 
sometimes be provoked to disagreement; he will always be provoked to think. 

The main weakness of the book (and it is a serious one) lies in Otis' obsession 
with schematisation. As in his Virgil, the reader is faced with pattern-complexes, 
with terms such as 'first amatory frame' and 'central epic panel', with group
motifs and link-brackets and palindromic curves. Sometimes this pattern
obsession results in really intolerable lack of balance (between, for example, 
Otis' first two sections), or ii:J. the forcing of an inoffensive foot into l\ glaringly 
ill-fitting shoe (the scheme on p. 158 being an actual perversion of the poet's 
order); and 'Troy and Rome', in particular, suffers badly from this schematisa
tion. 

But my complaint goes deeper than this. I myself quite like some of Otis' 
patterns, just as I am delighted to discover from Mgr. Knox's Essays in Satire 
that Tennyson's line 'A potent voice of parliament' is an anagram of 'Alf, poet
pen to Victoria'; I do not accept that Ovid concocted the patterns themselves, 
any more than I believe that Queen Victoria wrote In Memoriam. Again, I love 
the constellation-figures in the night sky and am grateful to the imaginative 
genius who named Orion and the Bear and the Scorpion, and traced their con
tours; but I am well aware that those configurations depend on our own fortui
tous position in space, and on the exercise of our own imaginations. Similarly 
I do not believe that Otis' schemes and patterns reflect very much in the way of 
detailed intention on the part of Ovid. Every good work of literature has a 
certain necessary coherence: the lliad would not cohere if it did not start from 
the wrath of Achilles and finish with its appeasement, and Odysseus' wanderings 
must be resolved by his triumphant return. But this does not mean that we are 
justified in demanding structure-schemes from Ovid on Otis' fantastic scale: the 
less so since Ovid, poor man, had never heard of 'chiastic contrast episodes', and 
since for him the cross-checking of patterns and themes would have necessitated 
an unrolling process considerably more laborious than page-flipping. 

In summary, this is a book to be used cautiously and selectively. The reader 
will surely appreciate Ovid the more for reading Otis on individual passages; but 
he will do well to treat the diagrams as an eccentricity (harmless so long as they 
are not taken too seriously), and to skip them. This process will also reduce the 
bulk of actual reading to more manageable proportions. 

D.S. RAVEN 
University of Natal, Pietermaritzburg 

NICOLAUS MARSCHALK: Commencement Address delivered at the Univer
sity of Wittenberg, January 18th, 1503. Translated into English with Introduction 
and Notes by Edgar C. Reinke, Professor of Classical Languages, Valparaiso 
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University, and Gottfried C. Krodel, Associate Professor of History and Church 
History, Valparaiso University. Copyright by Valparaiso University Association, 
1967. 

This very attractive little volume of 67 pages in quarto, bound in red imita
tion leather with the seal of the University of Wittenberg emblazoned in gold 
on the front cover, is inscribed "Reformatori magno et Praeceptori Germaniae", 
i.e. to the memory of Philippus Melanchthon. The reason for this dedication 
becomes clear as one reads the Introduction, which is a most exact and scholarly 
essay of some 23 pages, with many excellent footnotes. It gives a detailed account 
of what is known of the life of Nicolaus Marschalk (1470-1525), who was a pio
neer and champion of classical studies, first at the University of Erfurt, and then 
from 1502 till 1505 also at the newly founded University of Wittenberg, where 
he became the predecessor of Melanchthon, and from 1510 onwards at the Uni
versity of Rostock. It appears that Marschalk was not only a versatile scholar, 
commanding a knowledge of Greek and Hebrew, History and Jurisprudence, 
but that he actually carried a printing press with him wherever he moved, and 
produced in the course of his restless life a remarkable series of books printed in 
Latin, Greek, and even Hebrew. He was responsible for the publication of the 
first books ever to be printed in Erfurt with Greek text here and there (1499, 
1500), and the first book to come from his own press (Laus Musarum, 1501) 
contained what were probably the first musical notes ever to be printed in Erfurt; 
likewise his Hebrew primer of 1501 (a book probably used by Martin Luther) 
was the first specimen of Hebrew printing to appear in northern Germany. The 
history of Marschalk's achievements as a printer is presented throughout as part 
of the wider history of printing in Germany, and makes very interesting reading. 

The principal aim of the present publication is, however, to present to the 
reader the full text of the Oralia which Marschalk delivered before the University 
of Wittenberg in January, 1502. (Seventeen facsimile pages of the original edition, 
printed by Marschalk himself, are given as an appendix; the plates are of good 
quality, and can be read without any trouble.) The occasion was the "promotion" 
of the first batch of twenty-four baccalaureates to be produced by this new 
university. Very appropriately, therefore, the orator chose as his theme the 
different kinds of crowns known to the ancients. From crowns he comes to the 
Choice of Hercules and the pursuit of Virtue, holding up these young bacca
laureates as men who have preferred Virtue above Pleasure; and this in turn 
suddenly, and rather amusingly, leads him on to launch into an attack on mar
ried life and on all womankind which is nothing less than nonsensical. (Strange, 
how often one finds the men of the renaissance talking nonsense with a great 
show of learning!) His whole diatribe on marriage is little more than a shapeless 
congeries of quotations raked together from all the corners of classical and pa
tristic literature. And one cannot help wondering what smiles were suppressed 
and what winks exchanged, when the learned orator concluded this harangue 
by saying: "None of these things have these candidates of ours, still youths, 
experienced. So far their one love, chaste, steadfast, and unsullied, and their 
most devoted affection has been for the virgin Pallas ... " 

So much for the contents. The Latin is rather cumbrous, and the sense not 
always very clear. Marschalk was a pioneer, but he certainly had none of the 
elegance of an Erasmus. Nonetheless this is a most interesting specimen of the 
learning and thinking of the age, and we certainly owe a debt of gratitude to the 
present editors for "resurrecting" this comparatively unknown German humanist 
in this way. 
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The reviewer will be forgiven for offering a few critical remarks. The 
English translation is not free of flaws. In the very title of the address there is the 
expression "at the commencement of its first baccalaureates" which, to me, 
makes no sense at all, and for which I cannot find any justification in the original. 
Surdy the word "promotio" has nothing to do with a commencement, but should 
rather be rendered as "promotion", or "graduation". 

The phrase bene de virtute meriti does not mean "who have merited gratitude 
by reason of their virtue", but simply "who have shown themselves to be men of 
virtue". 

Pliny's description of the corona civica as militum virtutis insigne claris
simwn must be rendered in one piece as " the highest award for military valour". 

Eruditio non protrita (p. 34) does not mean "unwasted learning" but "un
common learning". 

Adulescentes nostri quoque virtutem maxime sunt imitati cannot be rendered 
as " ... have also been very great imitators of virtue", but rather as" . . . have 
made virtue their chief pursuit." 

In the opening sentence of the new paragraph on p. 38 Haec sunt, etc., the 
word maxime must be taken in close conjunction with the infinitive desiderari; 
" the things that are above all desired ... " In the same paragraph, further down, 
the word aliorum has been wrongly ignored in the translation. 

Uxor maledica (p. 44) is more than just a "bad wife" ; it means a "scolding 
wife" . 

Sola uxor non ostenditur ne ante displiceat quam ducatur must be translated : 
"Only a wife is not placed on display, lest she displease before even getting 
married." 

Jnfida enim custos est castitatis necessitas. The word necessitas here is not 
necessity, but rather compulsion, force. 

As regards the Latin text of the oration, I cannot express satisfaction with 
the way in which the editors have printed it. I have marked no less than nine 
places where the punctuation of the original has been wilfully (and to my mind 
wrongly) changed, making separate sentences, and even separate paragraphs, of 
what must be taken as single, unbroken sentences. In a footnote we are told that 
" the punctuation is modernized, where deemed advisable"; but surely there are 
limits to what can be done in this regard. One example must suffice, taken from 
the second paragraph on p. 28. Nam triumphales quaedam coronae appe/lantur, 
quae imperatoribus propter partam ex continua iugique et indefecta vigilantia 
victoriam ... donabantur. For some reason the editors have deemed it necessary 
to put a full stop after appel/antur, and to start a completely new sentence with 
Quae, capital letter! This makes nonsense of the Latin sentence. And yet it has 
been done over and over again! It would be tedious to enumerate the various 
places ; suffice it to say that the Latin text has suffered very material damage from 
this uncalled-for and utterly unwarranted treatment. 

In conclusion I note a few small things. On p. 32, end of the first par., the 
original printer's error oleae ought to have been corrected to read olea (ablative). 
On p. 34, par. 1, the long asyndetic sequences opera cura pervigilatione studio 
and farther down again genus parentes patriam etc. may well have been punc
tuated with commas. On p. 38, line 2, a semicolon is missing after the word 
spectat: the sentence cannot simply run on without a pause. On p. 40, line 7, 
the colon after praestantissimi ought to be a comma. On p. 42, line 9, read 
duxerit instead of dux erit. In the next sentence commas are needed after the 
words Pallas and meminisse. On p. 44, par. 2, read Plinio instead of Pliniae. 
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e People living in far-away places like Cape Town must be forgiven if 
they think that Valparaiso University is situated in the capital of Chile. If there 
exists another Valparaiso, somewhere in the United States, would it not be 
considerate to foreign readers if some slight indication of the locality could be 
given? 

A.M.HUGO 
University of Cape Town . 

J. HIGGINBOTHAM ed.: Greek and Latin Literature: a Comparative Study. 
London, Methuen, 1969, pp. xi, 399, £2.50 (also in " University Paperbacks", 
£1.40). 

This book emerges from what some are pleased to call a ferment of dis
cussion among Anglo-Saxon school and university teachers of the classical 
languages concerning modes of instruction. It has become fashionable to want 
to replace the close reading of particular books and the learning of literary 
"history" with contemplation of the whole corpus of classical literature divided 
up according to genres. Such a course of instruction might soothe the itch for 
change which affects some teachers and need do no harm to the level of under
standing achieved by the great mass of students. A book which handled Greek 
and Latin writings generically rather than chronologically could therefore serve 
a useful purpose. It would require, however, some thoughtful and careful plan
ning, especially if it were to be written, as this one has been, by a number of 
persons. Mr. Higginbotham seems to have considered his editorial duties to be 
no more than to say some prayers for novelty and to persuade an assortment of 
well-disposed schoolmasters and dons to tart up their lecture notes on favourite 
topics. The result is by and large a hodge-podge of tedious conventionalities. 

Mr. Higginbotham describes his main purpose as being simply "to serve the 
classics by indicating the lines along which study of a given genre (tragedy, 
comedy, lyric poetry, etc.) may take place by giving an account of the develop
ment of that genre in Greek and Latin, pointing to where the influences of Greek 
and Latin (and both on later literature, where relevant) are apparent, and pre
senting material for further study in the form of a bibliography." The title of the 
book, however, contains the phrase "comparative study" and the preface a 
number of current educational cliches about "subject barriers", "continua", 
"bridges", "inter-curricular discipline", etc. Stray remarks by contributors 
indicate that they received directions using the word "comparative". I have 
looked hard at Mr. Higginbotham's own essay on satire in order to ascertain 
how he thinks a "comparative" study of Greek and Latin literature ought to 
differ from the sort of study fashionable in the past. I find no clue except in the 
unusually large number of rhetorical allusions to writers in English and the 
French vernacular. Some contributors affix a couple of embarrassed paragraphs 
about modern literature to orthodox chronological accounts of the authors of 
the genre assigned to them, others inject a cruyxpicnc; or two of the ancient scholas
tic type. R. G. G. Coleman and D. M. Gaunt attempt to apply to pastoral and 
heroic epic the highly conceptualised approach of the American comparativists. 
Their essays, which have a freshness absent from the rest of the book, would 
provide debating topics for students well read in ancient and modern literature 
but give no satisfactory account of the "development" of the genres assigned to 
them. By discussing the poem of Valerius Flaccus, a purely accidental survivor 
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of the shipwreck of ancient literature, and the never much read Life and Death 
of Jason of William Morris Mr. Gaunt is enabled to make a number of interesting 
comparativist points regarding Apollonius. At the same time space prevents him 
from even mentioning the Thebaid of Statius, a poem frequently read in late 
Antiquity, the Middle Ages and the Renaissance and of great literary influence, 
however repulsive it may be to modern taste. A thoughtful editor would have 
been forced by what he received from Messrs. Coleman and Gaunt to reconsider 
the enterprise upon which be had embarked. 

Essential to a book of this kind would be an introductory chapter explaining 
the origin and rationale of the ancient classifications of poems and prose writings 
and setting out the degree to which the functioning of words like epic, tragic, 
elegiac, lyric, sati ric etc. in modern critical discussion is related to these classi
fica tions. Mr. Higginbotham gives us none and some of his contributors write 
as if they could have done themselves with a little instruction. Mr. Higginboth
am's apologies for excluding letter-writing and literary criticism are unnecessary 
and his excuses, in any case, silly ones. His failure to secure contributions on 
such genres as iambic poetry and prose writing on the artes gets no explanation 
and is genuinely culpable. There seems to have been no attempt made to organise 
the material actually submitted. The eleven essays comprising the published 
book come in the alphabetical sequence of their contributors' names. Thus 
philosophy and pastoral poetry precede didactic and epic poetry. Few contribu
tors even attempt to explore the relations between the genres. All this is very 
strange in view of Mr. Higginbotham's professed dislike of "isolated compart
ments" . 

The lack of editorial design in the book comes out most plainly in the essays 
on "philosophy" and "history". A. H. Armstrong, whose bewilderment con
cerning Mr. Higginbotham's aims manifests itself at several points, writes 
clearly enough but quite uninterestingly about what he calls "philosophical 
poetry", "the dialogue" and "literature of edification". Chrysippus and Theo
pbrastus, to take just two names of importance, receive no mention. C. G . 
Turner's essay refers to every Greek and Roman historian the student is likely 
to come across and, as well, the Byzantine Critobulus, cites the basic material 
of what look like useful schooolroom exercises on stock historical themes 
springing from Thucydides and makes some perhaps confused but certainly 
confusing observations about the lines which divide history from epic and tragedy 
and biography from history. Mr. Armstrong's emphasis is on the activity of 
speculating about the universe, Mr. Turner's on that of investigating past events. 
To the ancient mind there was a sharp distinction between these activities and 
the writing up of the results. It is on the way in which philosophers and historians 
wrote that a book of the sort prayed for by Mr. Higginbotham should put its 
emphasis. Students of literature might be curious to know why Parmenides and 
Empedocles wrote like Hesiod, how it came about that the theories of Plato and 
Aristotle on, say, politics survive in such different literary dresses, what sort of 
serious philosophical writing lay behind the poem of Lucretius and the dialogues 
of Cicero and Seneca. Coming from Thucydides or Polybius to Livy students 
might want to know about the lists of magistrates, portents, ritual acts etc. 
punctuating the Latin narrative if nothing else about this narrative's general 
sha e. The essays of Mr. Armstrong and Mr. Turner will neither satisfy nor even 
engender curiosity about specifically literary problems. On the other hand, what 
students of literature need to know about the activities of philosophising and 
enquiring about the past in the ancient world they will find more instructively 
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set out in other books. 
Either by design or through force of habit acquired in the schoolroom Mr. 

Higginbotham's essayists quote a large amount of Greek and Latin in the original. 
Most of their quotations are decorative rather than instructive and could have 
been deleted by a vigilant editor. For the kind of point being made paraphrase 
was sufficient. Rarely indeed do the essayists leave "theme" and "structure" to 
come to grips with the verbal style of the authors of their genre, a topic which 
genuinely requires literal quotation. 

I have written harshly about this book because it is of a kind that brings 
our subject into disrepute. Those who assert that a classical education produces 
uninquisitive dullards will find their prejudices confirmed by it. I have concen
trated my criticisms on the editor because too many books are now being pro
duced by the manipulation of committees instead of by individual thought and 
effort. Admittedly a good book can be written by a group of persons but the 
organising editor needs to possess intellectual as well as administrative qualities. 

H. D. JOCELYN 
University of Sydney 

M. L. W. LAISTNER: A History of the Greek World from 479 to 323 B.C. 
Methuen, University Paperback 1970. 

This is a paperback issue of the third edition, which came out in '57. The 
third edition was little different from the first edition of '36, thus the student 
using the new Paperback will be working with a text that essentially dates back 
to '36. The bibliography carries no title more recent than '56, and for this reason 
alone the book is hardly suitable as a basic textbook for undergraduates. This 
is not to say that Laistner's reconstruction has been discredited by subsequent 
research: indeed his account has weathered well on the whole, but the student 
needs updated references on the key points of controversy. 

The style is dull, and students who approach ancient history without a 
knowledge of Greek will find the frequent occurrence of Greek terms discon
certing. The text is perhaps too detailed for a general survey of the period but 
too superficial for study in depth. 

It seems to me that Laistner's book has aged most noticeably in its concep
tion as a history textbook. The approach now favoured - see the tenor of 
articles in Teaching History - is towards providing the student with more contact 
with the source material, where necessary edited and translated. More funda
mentally the need is now being appreciated to give the student right from the 
beginning some idea of the objectives and methodology of the study of history: 
Bloom's Taxonomy of Educational Objectives ('56) opened the way to a more 
analytic style of textbook. The uninitiated will wonder where Laistner is taking 
them, and why (see on the general point C. J. Lucas, Meaning and myth in teach
ing, Improving College and University Teaching XIX, '71 pp. 188-9). 

J. E. ATKINSON 
University of Cape Town 

J. D. BEAZLEY AND B. ASHMOLE: Greek Sculpture and Painting, C.U.P. 
1966. XX + 111 pages + 248 illustrations. Price 40s. net. 

This excellent book, a reprint of the first edition of 1932, deals with Greek 
sculpture and painting from the Proto-geometric period (with occasional glances 
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back to the Bronze Age) down to the end of the Hellenistic period. The earlier 
sections, which are concerned with Greek art down to the fourth century B.C., 
are the work of Beazley, and the remainder that of Ashmole. As can be seen, the 
book aims at covering a huge subject in a relatively short space (111 pages of text) 
and the text is consequently terse and a little indigestible. However, it is always 
clear and to the point, and contains a remarkable amount of material, including 
technical information on the physical production of works of art, aesthetic 
judgements, and some archaeological background. Margin-references in the 
tex:t constantly direct the reader to a large and comprehensive set of illustrations 
which make up almost half the book. The illustrations are all black-and-white 
photographs (some rather small but always clear) and these provide a thorough 
pictorial history of the subject. A plate of gems and two plates of coins are in
cluded. 

The plates are preceded by a seven-page Bibliography which provides much 
helpful guidance for further reading on various aspects of the subject, including 
such topics as the relations between art and life, and the literary sources for the 
history of ancient art. 

The authors' main purpose appears to be information rather than inspiration, 
and the book is therefore an extremely useful if somewhat arid text-book aimed 
at the general reader with some knowledge of the ancient world. The lack of 
col.our plates among the illustrations is perhaps to be regretted, but the solidity 
of the work as a whole more than compensates. 

D. L. PIKE 
University of Rhodesia 

J. J. POLLITT: Art and Experience in Classical Greece, Cambridge University 
Press 1972; pp. xiv + 205; £4.60 net. (Cloth), £1.60 net. (Paper.). 

This handsome, up-to-date, and challenging book is designed, according to 
its author, "for 'general readers', students, and even Classical philologists, who 
are interested in Greek art but do not normally have occasion to read in the vast 
scholarly literature about it" (Preface, p. xun. It is thus aimed at a wide and 
heterogeneous audience; nonetheless, it is remarkably thorough within its own 
limits, with frequent but not overwhelming footnotes dealing with the latest 
archaeological and artist ic theories about controversial matters (e.g. the extent 
to which Pheidias was personally responsible for the Parthenon sculptures) . It 
contains also eighty-seven illustrations, mostly excellent black-and-white photo
graphs, with some diagrams, and a three-page bibliography. 

The author's stated intention is not to provide a handbook or history of 
Greek art, but "to suggest some of the basic cultural experiences which the arts 
were used to express and to analyse how they were used to express them" 
(Preface, p. :xnn. He thus provides a relatively large amount of background 
material, including the major historical and political events of the period under 
consideration (c.480-323 B.C.), the main philosophical trends, and the general 
"states of consciousness" which either caused or resulted from those events. On 
the historico-political side, be deals with the Persian Wars and their aftermath 
in the "Delian League", Periclean Athens, the Peloponnesian War and the de
cades succeeding it, and the triumph of Macedon, showing how these events 
affected attitudes in Greece, and how those attitudes are reflected in the arts 
(mainly visual, but drama too is discussed). 
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The author isolates what he considers the two prime forces responsible for 
the shaping of Greek art: the first of these is the compulsion felt by the Greeks 
to discover, or impose, Order in Chaos (see especially Chapter 1). He argues that 
in the Archaic Period, Order was conceived of as being above and behind Chaos 
(hence, e.g., the giant detachment of Archaic kouroi), but that thereafter there 
was a greater concentration on the apparent chaos of this world in an attempt to 
find an immanent order - a trend later reversed by Plato who in his desperation 
at the turbulent conditions of the late fifth and fourth centuries took refuge in 
the ideal (to him) society of the Republic and the concept of extra-sensory 
'Forms'. The second vital factor, according to Pollitt, was what appears to be a 
species of the first, and that was the desire to highlight the generic, partially at 
the expense of the specific. The distinguishing mark of the Classical Period (and 
the book has a subsidiary theme which is an attempted definition of "classical"), 
he feels, was its desire to reconcile the two: "to find a balance between the re
presentation of the specific and the generic and to make the viewer acutely 
conscious of both" (p. 195). 

With those two factors constantly in mind, the author divides the relevant 
section of Greek history into five phases; and the chapter-headings are significant: 
"Antecedents and First Principles" (dealing with the Order-Chaos theme, and 
the Persian Wars); "Consciousness and Conscience" (c.480-450 B.C.); "The 
World Under Control" (c.450-430 B.C.); "The World Beyond Control" (c.430-
400 B.C.) ; and finally, "The World of the Individual" (c.400-323 B.C.). 

D. L. PIKE 
University of Rhodesia 

SNOWDEN, F. M. : Blacks in Antiquity - Ethiopians in the Greco-Roman 
Experience. Harvard University Press, Cambridge, Mass., 1970, (xxii + 364) 
U.S.$12.50. 

In the preface Mr. Snowden states that he intends to follow ancient usage in 
classifying as Ethiopians " several physical types of dark and black peoples 
inhabiting different parts of Africa" (VJD. A significant proportion of these 
peoples can be regarded as corresponding to the modern Negro. The treatment 
is by topic, and use is made of both literary and archaeological material, as well 
as of the findings of modern anthropological research. The first two chapters are 
devoted to the physical characteristics of the ancient Ethiopians. The third, 
"Graeco-Roman Acquaintance with African Ethiopians", touches on the ancient 
confusion between India and Ethiopia, and proceeds from the uncertainties of 
Homer to surer evidence. This leads to a history of the kingdom of Kush (roughly 
Nubia or the Sudan) and the classical period of Graeco-Romano-Ethiopian 
contact. Chapters 4 and 5 discuss Greek and Roman encounters with Ethiopian 
warriors, 6 the appearance of Ethiopians in classical mythology, and 7 the way 
they were represented on the ancient stage. 8 - "Graeco-Roman Attitude 
towards Ethiopians - Theory and Practice" - is important for its presentation 
of conclusions. There was a complete absence of " any special racial theory about 
darker peoples" (p.176). Colour was of no consequence in relation to virtue. As 
far as "practice" was concerned, Snowden is of the opinion that the proportion 
of "negroes" living in Greek and Roman communities was comparatively large. 
There was no abhorrence for the idea of miscegenation. The early Christian 
attitude to Ethiopians (ch.9) was basically the same as that of the pagans. The 
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conclusion (pp. 216 ff.) underlines the absence of colour prejudice in the ancient 
world. 

This is a comprehensive and valuable work, not least for its 120 black-and
white photographs of negroes in ancient art. 

In a brief review only one or two aspects of disquiet can be singled out. 
The book would have benefited from greater precision in the use of terminology. 
It is not enough to equate black (or even " dark", especially in poetry) as such 
with Ethiopian, Libyan, Moor or even pygmy. At times too large an edifice is 
erected on slight foundations. Is a stray reference to Ethiopians in Hannibal's 
army in Silius ltalicus and the presence of coins in Italy with Negro heads 
represented on the obverse sufficient evidence for numerous " blacks" in Hanni
bal's army (p . 130; cf. p. 131 : is the "use of negro auxiliaries in the Mediter
ranean" useful confirmatory evidence for Hannibal's Carthaginian forces in 
Italy)? - by p. 184 the phrasing has become " the probable participation of 
Negroes in Hannibal's efforts" . 

Generally speaking the evidence for each topic ranges over a long span of 
time, often the whole of antiquity. The isolation of particular geographical and 
erhnographical areas and the concentration of all the relevant evidence on 
specific historical periods within such limited regions might have led to more 
specific and more tangible conclusions. On the need for a more precise historical 
anthropology, cf. the remarks of C. R . Whittaker in Phoen. XXV, 187 ff., 
and for a valuable study of a particular area, cf. C. Daniels' work The Gara
mantes of Southern Libya (Harrow, 1970) . All this, however, does not detract 
from the great worth of Snowden's useful pilot study. 

D . B. SADDINGTON 
University of Rhodesia 

S. C. BAKHUIZEN: Salganeus and the Fortifications on its Mountains, Chalci
dian Studies II, Wolters-Noordboff, Groningen, 1970. 

This fascinating and informative book sets out the results of the author's 
re:searches into the history and topography of the coastal plain of Dhrosia 
(Khalia) and the ancient fortifications along the mountain range which divides 
it from inland Boeotia. The title derives from the· conclusion that the Salganeus 
of the historians was the name of the whole area and not merely of a settlement 
within it. 

Both literary and archaeological sources show that the district was inhabited 
from early in the Bronze Age. Its importance throughout Antiquity depended 
partly on the existence of the great harbour of Aulis, which figures in Greek 
legend and history from Homer onwards, and partly on its other geogr~phical 
features. It is surrounded on three sides by the sea and protected on the fourth 
by the mountains . These characteristics made it the ideal base for a large inva
ding force heavily dependent on sea communications and it is in such a context 
that the author's central thesis is developed. This is that the mountain fortifica
tions - the Aniforitis Wall and its five or six associated forts (the whole system 
running roughly East to West from the Kastro above Aulis to the steep slopes 
of Mt. Ktipas) - are the work of Polemaios, who was sent to liberate the 
Greeks by Antigonus Monophthalmos in 313 B.C. and is specifically described 
by Diodorus Siculus (XIX, 77, 2) as having fortified Salganeus with a wall. 

There seems no reason to question the general validity of the conclusions, 
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which are put forward with a refreshing lack of hesitancy. Minor points of 
interpretation will be questioned by the individual reader. Was the 'vi llage' of 
Aulis, for example, really so insignificant that its inhabitants could not have been 
responsible for building the Kastro fort or, perhaps more plausibly, the 'Aulis 
Fortress'? The temple of Artemis would certainly have brought both population 
and prosperity, as a lso might the proximity of the two harbours. Threpsiadhis 
concentrated his excavations on the temple and its immediate surroundings and 
made no attempt to define the limits of the settlement. The relationship of the 
'Aulis Fortress' on Vesalas to the settlement of Aulis is interes ting. How con
clusive is the superficia lly convincing evidence (no signs of sherds or walls) that 
1t was never used? Was it meant to be an acropolis refu ge for Aulis or was it 
an outlying fort of the mountain chain? The latter idea, tentatively accepted by 
Bakhuizen, is attractive for it would help to sea l a weakness in the system which 
is apparent from the map (p . 68), namely the low corridor of ground which links 
the coast north of Aulis with the interior. But if it were a part of the series it is 
hardly likely that it, alone among the forts, was never occupied . Here, as else
where in the narrative, one feels that much valuable information could be gained 
from some excavation or even, in certain cases, from simple cleaning operations . 
It is very much to be hoped that the author will be able to continue his research 
on these lines. 

Excavated pottery groups wou ld provide valuable checks on the chro
nology since surface finds are notoriously unreliable. Detai led examina tion 
of the architecture might reveal different phases of construction . Repair and 
reuse seem certain during the fighting between Antiochus and the Chalcidians 
in 192 B.C. (pp. 133-6) and poss ible in the course of the Greek War of Indepen
dence (pp. 32-3). The amount of detail wh ich can be rescued by investigations 
of this kind is well ill ustrated by work over the years in England on Hadrian's 
Wall. Bakhuizen's fieldwork has, however, been extremely thorough, as the 
photographs and maps testify, and the way in which he has combined the archae
ological and literary evidence, without ever making the one excessively dependent 
on the other, is perhaps the most impressive fea ture of the book. The discovery 
of the Hermaion (p . 137) must have been an encouraging, though richly deserved 
reward. 

This volume is the second in the series Chalcidian Studies. It is unfortunate 
that it has in fact appeared before the first - 'Studies in the Topography of 
Chalcis on Euboea- A Discussion of the Sources' by the same author. As is 
pointed out in 'Salganeus', no page references to the other work are ava ilable. 

There are one or two defects in presentation. The Jong list of Addenda and 
Corrigenda was surely avoidable. Some of the material from the footnotes could 
have been incorporated into the text without loss of clarity. In a book of this 
kind where the reader is continually referring to the maps, it is much more con
venient to have them separate in a pocket at the back so that they can be laid 
out and consulted readily. 

Nevertheless, it is hard to praise Bakhuizen's work too highly and anyone 
contemplating a similar project wou ld do well to study his methods of collection 
a nd analysis of informat ion to answer specific quest ions. 

In conclusion, I cannot but feel that the monuments and history of Salga
neus and the process of their investigation are of potential interest to a great many 
more people than the limited audience to whom this book is addressed and that, 
if the writer could be persuaded to produce a more general description of his 
work and its results, he would do a welcome service, not only to visitors to Sal-
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ganeus but to all who enjoy sharing in the excitement of discovery both in the 
library and in the field. 

R. L. N. BARBER 
University of Glasgow 

British School at Athens 

GRAHAM POLLARD: A Catalogue of the Greek Coins in the Collection of Sir 
Stephen Courtauld. University College of Rhodesia, Salisbury, 1970. pp. 92, 15 
plates, 1 map. RhS7.50. 

The Greek and Roman coins in the collection of the late Sir Stephen 
Courtauld were presented to the then University College of Rhodesia and 
Nyasaland as a gift and teaching aid some twelve years ago, largely through the 
initiative and imagination of T. F. Carney, the first holder of the Chair of 
Classics. The coins form a small but remarkable collection, particularly as the 
collector was not an expert numismatist, but built up his collection mostly 
between the two Wars by bidding at sales all over Europe with an eye to their 
aesthetic value or outstanding condition. Thus · coverage is inevitably uneven, 
but to some extent this is compensated for by the wide sweep of the money
producing areas represented. The University of Rhodesia is to be congratulated 
on seeing fit to publish under its own imprimatur the two catalogues of the 
Collection: the first to appear was Carney's Catalogue of the Roman and Related 
Foreign Coins in the Collection of Sir Stephen Courtauld, Salisbury, 1963, and 
now comes Pollard's distinguished work. 

It should be noted that Pollard's preface is dated October 1968, while 
publication date is December 1970; consequently it has not been possible to 
notice relevant literature that has appeared subsequent to that date. The delay 
was occasioned by the fact that the book was produced entirely within Rhodesia 
(with the exception of the plates, by Oxford University Press), and the layout of 
so technical a work proved a problem for the local printers. 

The catalogue is laid out in a standard logical way. First the major geo
graphical divisions, arranged in clockwise fashion around the Mediterranean 
starting with Gaul and ending with Mauretania; next the geographical sub-areas, 
e.g. Bruttium, Sicily; and finally individual city-state names or rulers. A full 
description is provided for each coin, and most of the symbolism of the coinages 
is given a brief explanation, often a great deal 'meatier' than appears at first 
sight : these give details of the economic circumstances of the coinage in question, 
local history, cults, etc. P. does not however commit himself to a remark on the 
artistic standard of any coin, which is perhaps a pity, but a lack that would in 
any case be felt more by a layman. There are two Appendixes - the Monograms, 
and the Provenances of the Roman Coins; and five indexes - Mints, Rulers, 
Types, Symbols and Minor Types, Legends. · 

I noticed only a few very minor blemishes: on p. 82, a triangular mark has 
somehow obtruded itself over the monogram of coin no. 110a; on p. 74 line 5, 
I suspect that the word 'had' should read 'has'; and on p. 78, a comma is missing 
after Ptolemy VI Philometor's title. 

The book is well-produced on heavy cartridge paper and is generally well 
printed, the type being very black on very white paper. 

N. J. AUSTIN 
University of Rhodesia 
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LYNN WHITE, JR. (EDITOR): The Transformation of the Roman World: 
Gibbon's problem after two centuries. University of California Press, 1966. pp. 
viii + 321, 4 plates, USS6.95. 

It is difficult to escape the impression that this beautifully-made book was 
produced solely for the sake of producing a book. It is an elaborate and fanciful 
conceit to use Gibbon and the 'problem' of the Decline and Fall as a framework 
on which to hang later scholarship. While no-one would question Gibbon's 
position in literature, it is surely too much to expect his particular Weltan
schauung to continue to carry much weight, after two centuries. To expect 
modern scholarship to take account of his foibles, and to devote effort and in
genuity to discussion of them, is in many ways vain and pretentious. It is this that 
makes this collection of papers delivered at UCLA in 1964 so uneven. In those 
papers in which the name of Gibbon appears least, there is something to stimulate 
and provoke, particularly for the non-specialist, and some of the views there sus
tained are often presented from a novel standpoint: in this respect Hollister's 
'Twilight in the West' is good on the changes in agricultural techniques that 
occurred between the 5th and 7th centuries, as is his emphasis on the growth of 
technology in the period, now that slaves were no longer a major element in 
society. Similarly, Roxie's paper, 'Mutations in Art', deals in a skilful though 
understandably summary way with the development of expressionism and 
symbolism (as opposed to realism) into the highly intellectualised art forms of 
the Byzantine period. 

I take issue with Ladner's 'Impact of Christianity' on two points: the first 
(p. 63) seems to me to be highly tendentious in ascribing the characteristics of 
Senecan tragedy to Gibbon's account of 'the boundless hybris or the autocratic 
will of man' in relation to Commodus, Caracalla, Heliogabalus, Constantine 
and Constantius, particularly with regard to the last two. Emphasis should here 
have been directed more to the circumstances of the 4th century, where the 
emperor was of necessity obliged to act in what may appear an arbitrary manner, 
'thinking himself as great as the gods or at least ... as the infallible interpreter 
of the divine will' (Ladner, in a different context). This corrective to Gibbon's 
view seems essential in a modern analysis of his thought, as it also takes cogni
sance of the fact of the drift towards oriental-style autocratic remoteness. 
Senecan tragedy thus seems irrelevant. 

The second matter is similar: on p. 81, L., speculating on the often-debated 
question whether the great Christian leaders of the 4th and 5th centuries should 
have served the state rather than the Church and so helped the Empire to survive, 
seems to ignore the ethos of contemporary Christianity: service to the Church 
in the eyes of those men was much more important, and their attitude is thus a 
valid one. L. therefore subconsciously adopts Gibbon's own position, one of 
'hindsight' from a late 18th century standpoint applying current rational princi
ples to ancient society. 

I noted a number of very minor blemishes: the dust-jacket should read 
'Contributions of the UCLA Center for Medieval and Renaissance Studies: 
3', not '2'; on p. 51, 'practiced' should read 'practised' (even in American!); on 
p. 51, 'Antonius' should read 'Antoninus'; on p. 195, 'Cyclopses' should read 
'Cyclopes'. 
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K. D. WHITE: Agricultural Implements of the Roman World. Cambridge 
University Press 1967; XVI und 232 Seiten, 16 Tafeln und 119 Textabbildungen. 
£4,50. 

Das vorliegende Buch, die erste Monographie des Verfassers zu diesem 
Themenkreis (vgl. auch die spater erschienenen Arbeiten: Roman Farming 
[1970) und A Bibliography of Roman Agriculture 119701) bringt unter Berilck
sichtigung der literarischen, bildlichen und archaologischen Quellen eine 
Zusammenstellung romischer Gerate aus der Landwirtschaft, eines Wirtschafts
zweiges, in dem ein Grossteil der Bevolkerung des Imperium Romanum sein 
Auskommen fand. 

In einem merkwilrdigen Gegensatz zur Bedeutung der landwirtschaftlichen 
Erzcugung als ein Wirtschafts- und politischer Faktor der Antike steht unsere 
Detailkenntnis der Produktionsmethoden (von einigen Ausnahmen, wie beispiels
weise dem Weinbau, abgesehen) und der eingesetzten Hilfsmittel. Das liegt 
jedoch nicht immer in der geringen Aussagekraft der Quellen begrilndet, im 
Gegenteil, bisweilen eher in der Hille vorwiegend literarischer Angaben. Diese 
scheinen sich allerdings haufig zu widersprechen und zeichnen ein falsches Bild 
des antiken Gebrauchs, wenn sie, wie verschiedentlich geschehen, unrichtig 
interpretiert werden. Das Anliegen des Verfassers, ein Verzeichnis landwirtschaft
licher Gerate und ihrer Funktionen aufzustellen, ist nicht neu; nur waren den 
Arbeiten der Vorganger filr gewohnlich dadurch Grenzen gesetzt, dass sie ilber 
ihre:n jeweiligen methodischen Standpunkt nicht hinauskamen und ihre Ergeb
nisse notgedrungen einseitig bleiben mussten. 

Auf eine Einfilhrung in die Problematik des Stoffes und die Zielsetzung 
seiner Arbeit (S. 1-14) folgt der Hauptteil (S . 17-173), ein ausfi.ihrlicher, kom
mentierter Katalog von Werkzeugen, wobei die Bezeichnung "Katalog" dem 
Gebotenen zu wenig gerecht wird. Der Verfasser unterscheidet zwei Hauptgrup
pen von Geraten: Werkzeuge und Maschinen. Zur ersteren zahlen Spa ten, 
Hacken, Axte, Messer, Gabeln, Sagen und Scheren; die zweite Gruppe umfasst 
Pfliige, Eggen, Dresch- und Erntemaschinen . Unter jedem Stichwort werden die 
verschiedenen Typen unter ihrer lateinischen Bezeichnung mit Quellenangabe 
und einer kleinen Zeichnung zur bildlichen Veranschaulichung dargestellt . 
Eine: nahere Erorterung des Einzelstilcks folgt dem Schema: Aussehen , Anwen
dung, Oberlieferung in Funden und Darstellungen sowie Fortleben der Form 
und des Namens. 

Ein Herkunftsverzeichnis der 119 Textabbildungen (S. 177-191), ein 
Tafelteil (16 Tafeln), sieben Appendices (A-G) zu Spezialfragen (S. 195-216), 
eine kurze Bibliographie (S. 217-219), ein Generalregister (S. 221-227), ein 
Register der griechischen (S. 227) und der lateinischen Begriffe (S. 228-230) 
sowie ein Verzeichnis der behandelten Textstellen (S. 230-232) beschliessen das 
Buch und legen zugleich Zeugnis von der gelungenen Verarbeitung und Bewalti
gung eines umfangreichen Stoffes ab. 

Wenn man der Arbeit des Verfassers etwas kritisch anmerken mochte, so 
weniger, dass sich selbstverstandlich eine Reihe weiterer Parallellen zu den einzel
nen Stiicken aufzeigen liesse; man vergleiche etwa die Bestande der Eisenfunde 
in der Art wie die von der Heidelsburg bei Waldfischbach oder Heidenburg bei 
Kreimbach (F. Sprater, Die Pfalz unter den Romern I (19291 S. 62, Abb. 59; 
S. 70, Abb. 61) bzw. Straubing (J. Keim-H. Klumbach, Der romische Schatzfund 
von Straubing (19511 S. 37 ff., Taf. 42 ff.); diejilngsten Eisenfunde von Bockingen 
(H. Schonberger, Fundberichte aus Schwaben N.F. 18/1 (1967) S. 131 ff.) und 
Kilnzing (zuletzt H. Schonberger und F.-R. Herrmann, Jahresbericht der 
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Bayeriscben Bodendenkmalpflege 8/9 [1967/68] S. 57 ff.) konnten dem Verfasser 
allerdings noch nicht bekannt sein. Auch tiber die Einordnung der Eisenscheren 
aus den spatlatenezeitlicben Grabern von Bad Nauheim (S. 120) unter die land
wirtschaftlichen Gerate liesse sich diskutieren; man ki:innte ebensogut an 
Toiletteutensilien denken. 

Aber ein anderer Punkt scheint mir .wesentlicher. Man vermisst im Zuge der 
einfiil1renden Darste!lung eine Begrilndung oder einen Hinweis auf die thema
tische Eingrenzung der Werkzeugtypen, die offensichtlich vorhanden ist, aus 
dem Buchtitel jedoch nicht unmittelbar hervorgeht. Denn bestimmte, mit 
Sicherheit in der Landwirtschaft verwendete Werkzeuge und Maschinen sind 
nicht berticksichtigt worden. Man gewinnt den Eindruck, dass offenbar nur 
Werkzeuge und Maschinen, die mit dem Ackerbau im engsten Sinne des Wortes 
zusammenhangen, d.h. mit der primaren Erzeugung und nicht auch der Vere
delung oder weiterfilhrenden Verarbeitung, Aufnahme gefunden haben (ver
gleiche als Gegenbeispiel etwa die eisernen Flachskamme: Sprater a.a.O. Abb. 
59; Keim-Klumbach a.a.O. Taf. 43, 63). Nur batten dann streng genommen die 
Dreschschlitten auch nicht hierher gehi:irt; es sei denn, man nimmt auch den 
landwirtscbaftlichen Wagenpark hinzu, der u .a. zum An- und Abtransport der 
Feldfrilchte diente. Aber von solchen Grenzfallen abgesehen, vermisst man auch 
Werkzeuge, die ganz sicher unmittelbar mit der Bodenbearbeitung in Verbindung 
standen, so zum Beispiel das Schabeisen mit querstehender Schneide (Sprater 
a.a.O. Abb. 61,807,809; Keim-Klumbach a.a.O. Taf. 43, 51) ; sei es, dass damit 
die Pflugscharen gereinigt, die Zahne des vallum von Halmen befreit (vgl. White 
Abb. 118) oder Baumrinde abgeschalt wurde. 

Der soliden ausseren Aufmachung entspricht die redaktionelle Betreuung 
des Buches; man muss wirklich suchen , um etwa Irrtilmer oder Druckfehler zu 
entdecken (der Ort S. 120 und S. 221 heisst nicht Bad Neuheim, sondern Bad 
Nauheim). Das Buch wurde nicht allein unter dem Gesichtspunkt einer wissen
schaftlichen Abhandlung geschrieben, sondern ebensosehr im Hinblick auf 
die praktische Benutzung als NachschJagewerk erstellt, was man als gelungen 
bezeichnen muss. Im Verein mit den oben genannten Arbeiten von K. D. White 
stellt es einen weiterfilhrenden Beitrag zur Kenntnis landwirtschaftlicher 
Produktionspraktiken der ri:imischen Zeit dar. 
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Notices 

EPISTULA RHODESIANA (Salisbury, Rhodesia). 
The Department of Classics at the University of Rhodesia issues a cyclo

styled publication under this title to all teachers of Latin in Rhodesia and to 
members of the Classical Association of Central Africa. It is intended to serve 
a.s a newsletter and a means of communication for all who are interested in the 
ancient world. It contains, besides general articles, reports on new methods of 
teaching Latin and reviews of text books and other publications suitable for 
school use. The editor is myself. All communications should be addressed to the 
Editor, Epistula Rhodesiana, Department of Classics, University of Rhodesia, 
P.O. Box MP 167, Mount Pleasant, Salisbury, Rhodesia. 

ANZEIGER FOR DIE ALTERTUMSWISSENSCHAFT (Innsbruck, 
Austria). 

The excellent Anzeiger has been noticed in earlier reviews in this journal. 
Volumes XX, 4-XXIII, 4 contain useful reviews, bibliographical material and 
Forschungsberichte. The latter are, in order, A. Lesky on Greek Tragedy (part 7) 
(in XX, 4, XXI, l); E. Donton Homer (part 5) (in XXI, 3); V. Posch! on Virgil 
(part 3) (XXX, 4, XXII, I); H. Strom on Greek Tragedy (part 8) (XXII, 3); 
J. B. Bauer on Early Christianity (XXIII, 1); E. Dont on Homer (part 5) 
(XXIII, 3). 

CAMBRIDGE LATIN COURSE, Unit II. Teacher's Handbook, Cam
bridge University Press, 1971, price £1.12. 

The Handbook follows its predecessor for Unit I closely. There is an intro
duction on the themes covered in Unit JI, then chapters on "Principles of Read
ing" and other aspects of the course. The material included should prove of 
great value to the teacher. A detailed review appears in Epistula Rhodesiana V. 

D. S. ROBERTSON, Greek and Roman Architecture, 2nd ed., Cambridge 
University Press, 1969, Paper, Price £1.25. 

This is the paperback edition of Robertson's standard work on classical 
architecture. The price is very moderate, especially in view of the excellent 
il.lustrations, and should be well within the range of students' pockets. A review 

f the work by M. Sisson will be found in the Journal of Roman Studies XXXIV, 
149 (and, of the first edition, in J.R.S. XIX, 252). 

H. M. D. PARKER, A History of the Roman World from A.D. 138 to 337, 
2nd edition, Methuen, 1969, University Paperbacks, Price £1.50. 

Parker's well-known history of the Antonine and Severan periods was first 
published in 1935 and revised, with additional notes, by B. H. Warmington in 
1958. This paperback reprint will be of use in courses on Ancient History. F. A 
Lepper's review of the second edition may be consulted in the Journal of Roman 
Studies (L, 248; cf. A. Alfoldi's review of the first edition in J.R.S. XXVII, 254). 

C. ST ACE &: P. V. JONES, Sti/us Artifex, Cambridge University Press, 
1972, price 84 p. 

Another in the recent style of attempting to introduce literary criticism at 
an early stage of the study of Latin, this collection of unseens, mainly Latin but 
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also Greek, contains interesting new material followed by suggested questions 
for the pupils. With books of this type, admirable as they are, one wonders 
whether the advice : "The first step is to discover the sense - i.e. to make an 
accurate translation"(p. XIII) can always be realized in practice given the reduced 
time for Latin in modern conditions. If this element is defective, how safely can 
the teacher proceed to "analysis" and "evaluation" (p. XIII-XIV)? A more 
detailed review appears in Epistu/a Rhodesiana V . 

D. B. SADDINGTON 
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Books Received 

The following works have been received: 

BIBLIA SACRA: Iuxta Latinam Vulgatam Versionem, Ad Codicum Fidem, 
iussu Pauli PP. VI, edita. Liber Isaiae, Orthographica, Rome 1969. 

BROCK, S. : The Syriac Version of the Pseudo-Nonnos Mythological 
Scholia, Cambridge University Press, 1971. 

CAMBRIDGE ANCIENT HISTORY: fascicles from 29 to 65 from the 
revised edition of volumes 1-11, Cambridge University Press, 1965-68. 

CICERO: Letters to Atticus, Volumes 1-11; V-VI, ed. D . R. Shackleton
Bailey, Cambridge University Press, 1965-7. 

CICERO: Epistulae, vol. II. Epistulae ad Atticum Pars Prior Libri I-VIII, 
ed. W. S. Watt, Oxford University Press, 1965. 

COOK, J. M. & PLOMMER, W. H.: The Sanctuary of Hemithea at 
Kastabos, Cambridge University Press, 1966. 

DOW, S.: Fifty Years of Sathers, University of California Press, 1965. 
DRONKE, P.: Medieval Latin and the Rise of European Love-Lyric, 

Oxford University Press, 1966. 
FERGUSON, J.: Ibadan Versions, Taylor & Francis Ltd., 1967. 
LLOYD, G. E. R .: Aristotle: The Growth and Structure of his Thought, 

Cambridge University Press, 1968. 
MOORE, J. M.: The Manuscript Tradition of Polybius, Cambridge 

University Press, 1965. 
PALMER, L. R. & CHADWICK, J. : Proceedings of the Cambridge 

Colloquium on Mycenaean Studies, Cambridge University Press, 1966. 
POPE, A.: Horatian Satires and Epistles, ed. H. H. Erskine-Hill, Oxford 

University Press, 1964. 
SCULLARD, H. H.: A History of the Roman World from 753-146 B.C., 

Methuen, 1969. 
THEOPHRASTUS, De Lapidibus, ed. D . E. Eichholz, Clarendon, Oxford, 

1965. 
L'UNIVERSITE LOV ANIUM DE KINSHASA, Recueil Commemoratif 

du Xe Anniversaire de la Faculte de Philosophie et Lettres, Ed. Nauwe
laerts, Louvain, 1967. 

WALDOCK, A. J. A.: Sophocles the Dramatist, Cambridge University 
Press, 1966. 

WEBSTER, T. B. L.: An Introduction to Sophocles, Second Edition, 
Methuen, 1969. 

(T his journal 1s indexed in the Annual Index of South African Periodicals. ) 
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NOT 
EXACTLY 
CLASSICAL! 

Rhodesia's Zimbabwe Ruins are not classical, either 

in period or style, 'but they constitute the largest 

man-made structures in Africa south of the Sahara. 

These great walls of granite stones sprawl over a 

valley and crown a hill (known as the Acropolis), and 

are the largest of hundreds of such structures to be 

found in the country. 

They are, of course, only one reason for visiting 

Rhodesia - others are one of the world's finest 

climates, wild-life reserves, the Victoria FaMs, Lake 

Karibc1, scenery and wide open spaces, and a 

colourful flora. All this, and well-run hotels and 

transport services, too. 

How classical a tourist country could you find 

anywhere I 

RHODESIA NATIONAL TOURIST BOARD 
P.O. Box 8052, Causeway, Salis'bury, Rhodesia. 

We would be delighted to send you free, colourful 

literature about the many attractions of our beautiful 

and uncrowded country. 


