
themes, such as the education of children and the nobility of the soul. Luciana Furbetta analyses the
presence of Juvenal’s textual memory in Christian poets, particularly in poems inspired by the Bible in
fth- and sixth-century Gaul. Concetta Longobardi considers Juvenal’s presence in the late antique
commentators, nding its expression in Servius (who repeatedly quotes Juvenal in his
commentary on Virgil) and his school. Finally, Armando Carosi’s extensive essay investigates
Aldhelm of Malmesbury, whose Juvenalian quotations are partly attributable to direct consultation
of the Satires and partly to the mediation of Priscian.

The fourth section, Mémoire de Juvénal dans la littérature moderne (443–564), includes seven
contributions covering a chronological span from the fteenth to the twentieth century. These
essays discuss the presence of the Juvenalian model in the Nuova Opera of the Florentine
chronicler Giovanni Cavalcanti, who uses him to denounce contemporary moral corruption
(Arianna Capirossi); the inuence of Juvenalian indignatio as the model for the criticism of vice in
Théodore-Agrippa d’Aubigné’s poem Les tragiques (Sangoul Ndong); the recurring theme of satire
against women in Simonides of Amorgos, Juvenal and Boileau (Gregory Bouchaud); the reception
of Juvenal’s third satire in Metastasio’s works, including his 1739 translation (Tiziana Ragno);
Victor Hugo’s preference for Juvenal, described as ‘le grand romain’ in William Shakespeare,
drawing on an aesthetic theory that assigns absolute pre-eminence to genius (Romain Vignest).
The nal two chapters consider Juvenalian echoes in two French authors of the twentieth century,
both excellent connoisseurs of ancient literature: Henry de Montherlant (Pierre Duroisin) and
Marguerite Yourcenar (Rémy Poignault).

The volume concludes with valuable summaries in French and English, organised in strictly
alphabetical order, and an Index of references to Juvenal’s Satires; in such a large volume dealing
with diverse topics, an index of names and notable things would have been benecial. A short
review certainly cannot do justice to the value of a meritorious work that marks a denite
advance in the understanding of Juvenalian satire. It opens new insights and interesting
perspectives beyond the sometimes narrow boundaries of classicists, destined to fuel a fruitful
critical debate on an author who, from Late Antiquity to the present, has never ceased to speak to us.

Simona Manuela ManzellaUniversità degli Studi di Napoli Federico II
simonamanuela.manzella@unina.it
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LUIS UNCETA GOMEZ and LUKASC BERGER (Eds), POLITENESS IN ANCIENT GREEK AND
LATIN. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2022. Pp. 424. ISBN 9781009123037 (hbk)
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This volume is very much in line with the trend in recent decades to move away from traditional
classical philology, which focused on editions, commentary and interpretation of classical texts,
and instead to apply contemporary linguistic, philosophical and anthropological theories to the
study of ancient Greek and Latin. Linguistic im/politeness research is the focus here, and it must
be said that a classicist will learn a great deal from reading this volume. A thorough introduction
(1–42) is devoted to an overview of im/politeness research from its beginnings in early pragmatics
and speech act theory by John Langshaw Austin and John Searle (1962 and 1969) with scholars
such as Robin Lakoff and Geoffrey Leech (1973 and 1983), through the seminal study by
Penelope Brown and Stephen Levinson (1978 and 1987), to the latest ‘second-’ and ‘third-wave’
theories with their focus on discourse analysis and context dependence. In addition, a useful
glossary is provided at the end (366–7), explaining key terms from im/politeness theories used
frequently throughout the volume and not necessarily familiar to a traditionally trained classicist,
such as ‘face’ and ‘facework’, ‘political behaviour’ and ‘mitigator’.

The editors, both primarily Latinists, bring together Greek and Latin texts to produce a convincing
study which, apart from the introduction mentioned above, consists of thirteen chapters, also with a
clear bias towards Latin but with important contributions focusing purely on Greek (Denizot on the
particle δή, Lloyd on the terms of friendship in Plato’s Phaedrus, Sorrentino on politeness markers in
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Menander and van Emde Boas on conversation analysis in Euripides). This is a very useful attempt at
studying Greco-Roman antiquity, especially in the climate of the usual separation between Greek and
Latin. In particular, two chapters provide a real comparison of data from the two languages, namely
Barrios-Lech on injunctions in Greek and Roman comedy corpora and Zago on reection on
im/politeness in late Greek and Roman grammarians and commentators, in particular on
charientismos, which is a kind of euphemism denoting the pragmatic relationship of the speaker to
the addressee, astismos meaning grace and intelligence, and reticentia as a way of using vague
expressions to deal with things that are difcult to say.

Apart from the nal chapter by Zago, all the other contributions deal with dialogic texts in one
form or another. Im/politeness strategies in linguistics presuppose records of spontaneous speech,
and since the emic perspective on ancient languages is, for obvious reasons, limited, the
contributors discuss speech-oriented texts within the framework of Jonathan Culpeper and
Merja Kytö’s 2010 study of early modern English dialogues (see the Introduction: 27). In
particular, the distinction between ‘speech-like texts’, such as letters and dialogues from novels,
‘speech-based texts’, such as speeches and trial proceedings, and ‘speech-purpose texts’, such as
plays (Culpeper and Kytö 2010, 17), is applied to Greco-Roman literary and non-literary texts.
Given all the caveats of recovering ‘real’ oral productions, this is a compelling and perhaps the
only possible approach.

An obvious question that always arises when modern theories are applied to ancient material is
how this really changes our understanding of the sources. I have to say that some important
conclusions are reached, and reading these chapters has made me rethink some concepts.
Thus, the rst two contributions (Barrios-Lech and Denizot), which independently applied the
ndings of modern linguistics, demonstrate the fruitful integration of linguistics, anthropology
and classics. Greek and Latin native speakers did indeed use words like ‘please’ (e.g. ἀντιβολῶ,
ἱκετεύω, amabo, quaeso, obsecro) differently. Such terms made themselves at home in the
Latin language. In Greek, however, the words did not become formulaic and remained
channels of supplication. Instead, there is a plethora of particles and vocatives used by Greek
speakers to soften interaction. This example leads to a more general conclusion, repeated in
several other chapters in the volume, which is the juxtaposition of the more egalitarian Greek
societal codes with the much more hierarchical, status-sensitive and complex Roman system of
communication.

This is indeed a valuable observation, which may require more work on the part of Hellenists to
analyse different genres in different periods, given that the ‘egalitarian’ ideology of the Athenian
polis was not necessarily maintained in the same form in, say, Hellenistic Egypt. For Roman
urban linguistic behaviour, however, this volume argues from different perspectives:
Barrios-Lech on the comparison of Greek and Roman comic playwrights (esp. 62–3 and 73–5),
Mencacci on hedging devices in Cicero’s letters, speeches and ctional dialogues (esp. 124–6),
Berger on the analysis of interruptions in Plautus and Terence (225–6), van Gils and Risselada
on third-party politeness in Cicero’s letters (271–2), Hall on Varro’s teasing techniques and the
aristocratic concept of urbanity (287–91), Unceta Gómez on the ‘moral order’ in Plautus
(esp. 297–8). In this vein, the discussions of some key concepts of Roman behaviour — again
without a counterpart in Greek! — such as auctoritas (‘inuence, prestige’), existimatio
(‘reputation’), dignitas (‘esteem’) and verecundia (‘awareness of one’s rank in social
transactions’), as well as amicitia (‘friendship’) are very stimulating (on discussion, cf.
Barrios-Lech 62 and 75, Unceta-Gómez 297–301, Mencacci 124–5, van Gils and Risselada 256
and 272, Iurescia 336–7). With amicitia, it might be worth comparing its Greek counterpart
φιλία; building on David Konstan’s seminal 1997 study of the concept of friendship in the
Greco-Roman world, studies of im/politeness along the lines of the present volume would
certainly open up new insights. In this volume, the discussion of Socrates’ use of vocatives such
as phile, hetaire, ariste, beltiste, agathe, makarie, thaumasie, daimonie, gennaie in Plato (Lloyd
passim) is very thought-provoking.

Finally, I should mention a very suggestive but rather isolated contribution by van Emde Boas on
conversation analysis and in particular on the interaction between Theseus defending democracy and
the herald celebrating despotic power in Euripides’ Supplices (vv. 399–597). Drawing on
‘second-wave’ theories of politeness, which argue that linguistic behaviour is not inherently
im/polite but can only be judged in a given context, van Emde Boas argues that the tension
between the political language of diplomacy and the behaviour depicted in this scene creates a
signicant plot-driving tension.
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All in all, the book is a qualitatively thoughtful and well-crafted product that can be equally of use
to students and scholars of theoretical and historical pragmatics as well as classics. If modern theories
can be applied to ancient sources, this is an exemplary account of how it can be done.

Anna NovokhatkoAristotle University Thessaloniki
anovokhatko@lit.auth.gr
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and New York: Cambridge University Press, 2023. Pp. xviii + 268. ISBN 9781316516805.
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In 396 B.C., Rome captured Veii, and the rest is history as they say, with Rome gaining control not
only over the nearby Etruscan territory, but gradually the whole Italian peninsula and nally the
Mediterranean basin and its hinterland. How did Rome manage this feat? A simplistic view of
Rome’s increasing dominance in, rst, the region, then, Italy, and, nally, across the Med, would
give maximum credit to Rome’s military capacity. More sophisticated approaches explore a
plethora of other dimensions, too, to explain Roman success, including demographic changes and
population dynamics, political attitudes and social practices, technological progress and economic
development, to name but a few. In her most recent contribution to the study of early Rome,
Francesca Fulminante focuses attention on yet another area, that is, pathways, between and across
the various Roman and Etruscan settlements respectively, thus to elucidate Rome’s preferential
starting position by the middle of the rst millennium B.C.: ‘(b)y explaining how the Etruscan and
the Latin systems worked through the analysis of their transportation systems, this book will try
to explain the reasons of these different outcomes and of the success of Rome’ (3).

F.’s contribution to the early history of Rome is not less a contribution to network science,
drawing on the latest advances in this eld and in turn elaborating these to model diverse
scenarios for both the Etruscan and Roman terrestrial as well as uvial transportation networks.
The book is consequently not for the mathematically light-hearted: copious equations supplement
the exposition, supported by numerous graphs, maps and models. The underlying data and
calculations are available as PDFs via a dedicated website hosted by CUP, openly accessible for
viewing and downloading, exemplifying best practice in data provisioning.

Following a chapter on modern scholarship on the ancient city, one on transportation
infrastructures, and a third on the data and methodology used in the book, the core of the
discussion is found in chs 4 and 5, presenting the results of the study of, rst, network analysis
centrality measures and, second, network analysis efciency measures. The exposition is
complemented by a sixth chapter concerned with least-cost-pathways, and completed by a seventh
that presents diverse network models to assess the likely driver behind the Roman advantage.

Through calculations of betweenness centrality, closeness centrality and degree centrality, ch. 4
foregrounds the easy ow of information and goods between both Roman and Etruscan
settlements. The analysis also highlights the changing importance of terrestrial and uvial
pathways: notably, for Latium vetus, F. concludes that ‘uvial communication routes were
probably more important in the Final Bronze Age rather than in the Early Iron Age, when
terrestrial routes became more important’ (85). More signicantly still, F.’s modelling suggests that
Rome’s advantage owed much to the boons brought by its regional network: ‘the advantage of
Rome is not on an absolute individual optimisation of its performances but more on a systemic
level. It is not the most favoured site in absolute terms, but it is the dominant centre in Latium
vetus, which, as a system, has some advantages over Etruria’ (85). Ch. 5 adds to this view by
clarifying the two regions’ global and local network efciencies. The uvial analysis suggests only
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