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JAMES DAVIDSON

Polybius

Life and works

Both pivotal and celebrated, Polybius of Megalopolis looms large on the
isthmus that divides and connects Greek and Latin historiography. Firmly
embedded in the genealogy of Greek historians, the methodological heir of
Thucydides, a continuator of the great third-century Sicilian historianTimaeus,
his impact on later writers of all kinds, both Greek and Roman, is unusually
demonstrable; few historians cite so often or so extensively the work of their
predecessors, fewer of those are themselves so often cited.1 Polybius compared
the ideal historian with itinerant Odysseus (12.27.10–28.1), and, like his hero,
he did indeed wander around the Mediterranean from Spain to Alexandria,
seeing for himself.2 But at times he seems more like Cercyon blocking the
Isthmian road, ever ready to wrestle with his predecessors, and intimidating
those who wrote after him, the intersection of a “two-way shadow” thrown by
the light of posterity: casting a shadow, cast in shadow.3 Even so learned and
assured a writer as Strabo is circumspect when rising to correct him: “Someone
could say, ‘My dear Polybius…’”

4 More than a mere historian he is himself
“un fait culturel,” positioned between Greece and Rome by his biography and
his Bildung as much as by his subject matter, a Romanizer in his vocabulary
and, strikingly, his syntax, he was also a paradigmatic captive Greek who
captivated his Roman conquerors.5

1 For his general cultural impact, Henderson 2001a: 29–33. For a genealogical table of Greek
continuators,Marincola 1997: 289. For Thucydides’ influence on Polybius – some precise verbal
echoes of statements of methodological principle, but little engagement with the content –

Walbank 1972: 40–3; cf. Walbank 2002: 188–9, Hornblower 1995, esp. 59; Pédech 1969:
xli thinks, not implausibly, that the influence was indirect: “il a pris des leçons chez les historiens
plus récents.” For Polybius’ Nachleben see Ziegler 1952: 1572–8, esp. 1572–4 for later writers
who made use of him, with the most pertinent passages cited, and Marincola 2001: 148–9 (but
there is no need to play down Polybius’ considerable impact on Greeks in order to emphasize his
importance for Romans).

2 Walbank 1957: 1.3–6. 3 Walbank 2005. 4 Strabo 2.4,3.
5 Préaux 1978: 83, Dubuisson 1985, with Langslow 2003: 43–4, Gruen 1984: 257.
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Born in ArcadianMegalopolis c. 200 BCE, he was destined for a leading role
in the Achaean League: son of a two-time stratēgos of the League, Lycortas,
bearer, “as a boy,” of the ashes of its greatest statesman Philopoemen (d. 182)
and author of his hagiography, appointed envoy to Egypt for 181/0, despite
being under the legal age (24.6.5) and elected cavalry commander of the
Achaean League at a critical moment in its history (170/69 – when he was at
least thirty).6 But his career as “man of action” (aner pragmatikos, 12.27.10)
was abruptly interrupted when he was denounced as anti-Roman by the
Achaean Callicrates. Along with about 1000 other suspect Greeks, he was
deported to Rome in 167 after the Roman victory at Pydna that ended the
Third Macedonian War, a victory Polybius always viewed as the climactic
event in the history of Roman imperialism.

The hostages remained in detention for seventeen years, dispersed through-
out Italy, their numbers gradually diminishing to fewer than three hundred,
through escape, natural wastage, and suicide.7 Polybius, however, obtained
permission to stay in Rome and met a better fate, becoming confidant, mentor,
and hunting companion of Scipio Aemilianus (Africanus Numantinus), hook-
ing up early with a boy who would turn out to be the most remarkable soldier
of his generation.8 Such proximity gave him access to diplomatic missions,
princes, and kings, providing him with a ringside seat at some of the great
events of the second century and ultimately the opportunity to participate in
them as a (semi-)official interpreter of Roman policy to his own conquered
countrymen;9 in Cicero’s De Re Publica his Roman contemporaries refer to
him as “Polybius, our guest (hospes).”10

Apart from the Life of Philopoemen which was made much use of by
Plutarch, Polybius wrote at least two other lost treatises, a work on tactics
and one on the long-drawn-out NumantineWars that finally achieved closure
with Scipio’s cataclysmic siege (133).11 His major work, the Histories, con-
sisted of forty books covering the rise of Rome to a position of dominance in
the Mediterranean, 264–146 BCE. The heart of this narrative, Books 3–29,
was the period 220–168: “For who is so lightweight or lackadaisical, that he
would not wish to know how and with what species of government the
Romans managed to get nearly the entire inhabited world at their feet,
subjected to their sole rule, in less than fifty-three years?” (1.1.5; cf. 3.1.9).

6 Eckstein 1992: 398–404.
7 On Polybius as hostage, Allen 2006: 201–23, on the deportation itself, 202–3 with notes; on
the numbers Paus. 7.10,12 with Moggi and Osanna 2000 ad loc.

8 Astin 1967. 9 31.24 and 29, 8, 39.5. 10 Cic. Rep. 4.3.
11 Walbank 1972: 13–16; Walbank 1957: 1.2 and 6.
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The ostensible addressees were contemporary Greeks, but Romans were also
assumed to be part of the potential readership as well as posterity.12

The first two books were presented as back-story (prokataskeue) to the
53-year period of “investigation” proper (hē historia – 1.3.8-10; 13.8), the
last ten as its coda:

to gain knowledge of what it was like for each region once everything had been
subjected to Roman writ, right up until the period of disturbance and uncer-
tainty that followed . . . about which I was provoked towrite as if making a fresh
start, chiefly because I was not merely an eyewitness to, but also at times a
participant in, at times even an orchestrator of, events. (3.4.12–13)

This second introduction at the beginning of Book 3was written after 146,
but most scholars have concluded that it was a later insertion following a
change of plan and a decision to extend the account into the period after
Pydna and Polybius’ detention. For there are references to Carthage as if it still
existed throughout Books 1–15, whichmust have been written before 150. At
one point the author expresses the hope that Tyche will give him time to finish
his project before his death (3.5.7). She heeded his prayer (39.8); in another
place he even seems to refer to events of the year 118, when the Via Domitia
was laid through Southern France, in which case hewas still making additions
to the text in his eighties; indeed there is no reason to doubt the evidence of
[Lucian] Makrobioi (22) that “he tumbled from his horse while riding up
from the country, fell ill as a result and died at the age of eighty-two.”13

The work as we have it is therefore a snapshot of a text that had been in
constant or intermittent flux, augmented over the years with little insertions
and annotations and subject to occasional partial revisions right up to
Polybius’ death, combining first impressions with afterthoughts, notes of
events as they took place with recollections in the light of what transpired.14

However, when exactly Polybius wrote what, and the degree to which a
finished “first edition” was published, allowing him to respond to criticism,
are controversial issues.15

Thismeans that it is hard to be certain when an observation or commentary
is deliberately pointed or ironic in the light of how things turned out. In
particular, some have plausibly argued that the social disturbances and
political uncertainty in Rome in the 130s and 120s are responsible for a

12 Polyb. 1.1.1–2; 3.3–8; 2.35.9; 31.22.8. On the audiences for ancient works of historiography,
see the chapters by Marincola and Dillery in this volume.

13 3.39.8, cf. Walbank 1972: 12–13, Eckstein 1992.
14 Henderson 2001a: 43–4 reminds us that the text left unrevised is nevertheless the text

Polybius left.
15 Walbank 1972: 16–25, Ferrary 1988: 276–91.
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surprisingly “sombre, pessimistic” tone in Polybius’ account of Roman
imperialism; more particularly, that he was provoked to revise his prognosis
for the Roman constitution in light of the conflict between Scipio and his close
relatives by birth, by adoption, and bymarriage, the Gracchi, a time when the
triumphant Republic seemed to some to have succumbed to demagoguery
and infighting – seemed, like Thucydides’ over-ambitious Athens, to be in the
process of defeating itself.16

For his story was interrupted by three books of digressions, each as famous
and influential as the historical narrative. The first, Book 6, concerned the
Roman system of government; the second, Book 12, was a critique of histor-
iography; while book 34 was entirely devoted to geography, including mea-
surements of distances, and assessments of local ecosystems and the ways of
life of their human inhabitants – “Polybius says that . . . in his travels with
Scipio he saw lions crucified so that the other lions might be deterred from
hurting men for fear of a similar penalty” (16.2), “in the remote parts of
Africa next to the Sudan, elephant-tusks are used in the home in place of
doorposts . . . says Polybius on the authority of Prince Gulusa” (16.1). He was
as critical of geographers as of historiographers, even accusing the great
Eratosthenes, in one infamous passage, of subscribing to “popular precon-
ceptions” (laodogmatika).17

Although there is a lot of Polybius still around, it represents only a fraction
of the original which would have filled twenty volumes of Loebs rather than
the six that we now have. More important, the earlier parts of the history
survived best: 207 Loeb pages for the first two books, 227 for the last thirteen.
Only books 1–5 are complete. Books 6–18 survive in an abridged form. All
we have of the second half of the Histories is wayward excerpts from
Byzantine anthologies on diplomacy and virtues and vices, along with some
often polemical quotations from his rivals and successors. That some of what
is missing can be restored by using authors who used Polybius – i.e., Livy – is
small compensation: “The later books, which contained the truly contempor-
ary history that Polybius had witnessed and taken part in, would have been
invaluable in their complete state.”18

The skewing of Polybius’ text through the unsystematic stuttering of the
transmission process, transforming aHistories that expanded into the present
into one that peters out, means that any conclusions we can draw as to what
kind of a historian he was, or, more especially, what kind of historian he

16 Walbank 1943: 85–9, esp. 88: “In a flash of illumination the bourgeois historian of
Megalopolis began to recognize in the first signs of popular unrest, in the first symptomatic
challenge fromwithin to the rulers of an empire now unchallengeable fromwithout, the herald
of approaching ochlocracy.” Cf. Thuc. 2.65.11-12.

17 34.5.14 and 12.2. 18 Marincola 2001: 117.
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wasn’t must be hedged about with qualifications. It is one thing to be a cool
critical observer of deeds that don’t affect you by men long buried in the
ground; it is harder to be objective about events that involved your most
intimate acquaintances and had a dramatic effect on your life. An historian
who first appealed to the authority of his method, his critical analysis
and his judgment ended up appealing to the authority of his personal con-
nections. When Polybius comes to describe his friend Scipio (31.23–30) we
see Philopoemen’s uncritical biographer re-emerge and are reminded more of
Xenophon on Agesilaus than of Thucydides on the causes of the Peloponnesian
War. Modern historians would certainly have benefited if more of Polybius’
later books had survived; it is not certain that the same would be said for
Polybius’ posthumous reputation. Tyche may not have been as unkind to him
as is sometimes claimed.19

Between Greece and Rome

The first intertextual exchanges between Polybius and Romans were on an
interpersonal level. Polybius’ “friendship and intimacy” with Scipio was first
established, he says, through “the use of books and chatting about them,” a
reference, almost certainly, to the great library of Perseus, looted by Scipio’s
father Aemilius Paullus. The Greek historian’s Roman exile, therefore, pro-
vided him with readier access to a more extensive collection of Greek books
than had been available to him, surely, in Greece, along with years of
immobilization in which to read them.20

Potentially as momentous was Polybius’ acquaintance with Cato the
Censor, founding father of Latin historiography. Around 150, Scipio had
asked Cato, who happened to be his sister’s father-in-law, to intervene with
the Senate to help secure the hostages’ release. This having been secured,
Polybius visited Cato to ask how best he might persuade the senators also to
restore to the hostages their former honours. You are like Odysseus returning
to the Cyclops’ cave to fetch his hat and belt, said Cato to the Odysseus-
identifying historian.21 It is unlikely this was the only exchange between the
Greek writing his Histories and the Roman writing his Origines, in Rome
together during the last eighteen years of Cato’s life, and writing up much of

19 Marincola 2001: 116.
20 Plut. Aem. 28.6, with Walbank 1957 ad Polyb. 31.23.4; the passage where Polybius says he

described this first exchange in more detail has not been preserved.
21 Polyb. 39.6 [= Plut.Cat. Mai. 9], cf. Walbank ad loc.: “probably draws on P. but hardly ranks

as a fragment.”
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the same period.22 Cato crops up six times even in the surviving remnants of
the Histories, quoted once citing Homer, and once, approvingly, for his
attack on the degeneration of young Romans into (Hellenistic) luxury; a
number of parallels in the content of the two œuvres have been adduced
and it is rather more likely that the influence went from the older Roman to
the younger Greek, from the more finished to the less finished text, than the
other way round.23

It is probable that Polybius was also personally acquainted with
Sempronius Asellio, tribune at Numantia, whose opening statements of prin-
ciple, with their focus on explaining causes rather than merely recording
events, have been universally seen as both assuredly Polybian in character –
“wie eine Übersetzung” – and as a watershed in Roman historiography, the
Greek guest the catalyst, according to this narrative, for a decisive transfor-
mation in the character of the histories written by his hosts.24 Polybius’
emphasis on the importance of Rome’s stable qua “balanced” constitution
as a key factor in its success (with a generalized postscript, nevertheless, on its
potential for moral corruption and, thereby, for tipping through demagogu-
ery into mob rule, 6.57.5–8) provided both a benchmark and a plotline, it has
been argued, for first-century historians of the disequilibrium of the late
Republic.25 Brutus was working on an epitome of Polybius on the eve of
the battle of Pharsalus.26

In the Augustan age, as is well known, Livy sometimes followed Polybius
very closely, reproducing even the order of points made in his speeches
(Polyb. 15.6.4–7.9; cf. Livy 30.30.2–30).27 His reading of Polybius also
informed or authorized, it could be argued, Livy’s emphasis on the role of
Fortuna –Tyche – in human events, and of exemplarity and spectacularity in
history, most obviously in this distinctively Polybian statement from the
preface:

22 Cato’s first five books recounted the history of Rome down to Pydna; the last two covered
more recent events, including some of his own speeches. Cf. Nepos Cato 3.3–4, with Peter
1914: 1.cxxx–cxlii, Chassignet 1986: x–xii.

23 Polyb. 38.6.7; 9.10, 12, Astin 1978: 296, Nicolet 1974: 245–55, Chassignet 1986: xxvi–xxvii,
Eckstein 1997: 192–8, Cornell 1995: 6, 404 n.15; cf. Musti 1974: 125–35.

24 Asellio, FF1–2 (Peter) [ap.AulusGellius 5.18.7] with Peter 1914: ccxlii–ccxlv, cf. Polyb. 11.19a,
12.25b.1–4, 3.20.5, Ziegler 1952:1573, Musti 1974: 139, Marincola 1997: 247, 236 n.104,
vonAlbrecht1997: 380–1 (“a new trend,” “under the influence of Polybius”), Ledentu 2004: 44
“[Asellio] marque incontestablement un progrès supplémentaire dans l’évolution du genre
historique . . . La filiation de cette méthode avec celle de Polybe est flagrante.” Asellio may
have been Polybius’ heir but he was next-to-nobody’s ancestor, i.e., he does not seem to have
been much read.

25 Fornara 1983: 84–7. 26 Plut. Brut. 4.8.
27 Tränkle 1977 with the responses of Briscoe 1978 and 1993.
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In the study of history this is especially salutary and fruitful: to fix your gaze
upon instances of every kind of exemplum arranged in a conspicuous monu-
ment. From there you may take models for you and your res publica to follow,
and ugly things, ugly in their inception, ugly in their results, for you to avoid.28

In practice, to be sure, Livy’s subtly different treatment of examples and of the
gaze, and in particular his tendency to embed exchanges between author and
readers as exchanges between actors within the text (Polyb. 18.46.14, cf. Livy
33.33.5; Polyb. 21.11.1, cf. Livy 37.25.4), results in a very different, less
button-holing, relationship between Histories and its viewers, producing a
more affecting but less provoking monument than Polybius’ historical master
class in statesmanship and warfare which uses images as if in a PowerPoint
presentation.29

Two things serve to complicate this image of Polybius’ impact on Romans.
Many features of his Histories, e.g., the emphasis on impartiality, usefulness
and the need for a historian to have practical experience; on the superiority of
the sense of sight, the importance, therefore, of autopsy and his metaphor of
History as apodeiktikē “demonstratory”; and on the role of Tyche, not to
mention the “cycling” (anakyklōsis) of constitutions with the “balanced” as
the most stable constitution, are part of the common intellectual inheritance
of the “Hellenistic” Mediterranean.30 Much-read Polybius was simply the
channel through which these assumptions, principles and ideas were fun-
nelled into Rome-centered Histories albeit in a newly applied, elaborated
and/or categorical form.
Second, many “Polybian” features seem already deeply rooted in Roman

practices and the Roman imaginaire if not in Roman historiographical dis-
course. If the notion of the historian as aner pragmatikos was an ideal for
Polybius, in the Rome of Fabius Pictor, Postumius Albinus and Cato the
Censor, where writing history seems always to have been the accompaniment
of or a coda to a career in public affairs, it was the simple fact of the matter.
More specifically, the peculiar course of Polybius’ Histories, flowing down
from the alpine heights of the first struggles with Carthage into the broad

28 Praef. 10: “hoc illud est praecipue in cognitione rerum salubre ac frugiferum, omnis te exempli
documenta in inlustri posita monumento intueri; inde tibi tuaeque rei publicae quod imitere
capias, inde foedum inceptu foedum exitu quod uites.”

29 Cf. Chaplin 2000, esp. 23–5 and Feldherr 1998, esp. 1–12.
30 Marincola 1997, index s.vv. “autopsy,” “experience,” “impartiality,” “utility”; Walker

1993. The theory of the stable qua mixed constitution (cf. Champion 2004: 96–8, Lintott
2000, Ryffel 1949) is informed by the quintessentially anthropomorphic principle of isonomia
of “powers” or humours – a healthy body (politic) is a body (politic) in equilibrium. The roots
of the metaphor and the ideal can be traced at least as far back as the early classical
Pythagorean philosopher Alcmaeon of Croton, who ascribed illness to a “monarchia” of
one of the powers (f 4 d–k).
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anecdotal flood plain of the present, i.e., from events of world-historical
importance to something “suspiciously like memoirs,” finds its closest, indeed
only, model in the work of his Roman contemporary, Cato.31 Again, the
specific character of Polybian exemplarity, i.e., the hortatory vaunting of men
of past times as paradigms to follow, finds its most vivid and immediate
inspiration in the Roman funeral practice of parading ancestral eikones, as
it is described and interpreted by Polybius, at least.32 Finally, whether or not
Fortune had played a starring role in Romans’ histories, an array of cults of
the goddess Fortuna – some considered by ancient commentators andmodern
archaeologists to be rather old, others more recently dedicated following
military victories – were to be seen in Polybius’ Rome, the goddess at least
as central and important in the Romanworld view as Tyche was in any Greek
community.33 What seems Polybian in later Roman authors, therefore, may
have seemed Roman to Polybius’Greek contemporaries; hisHistories offered
his hosts an image of their own expectations of how history works and what
histories are for, rendered more visible, articulable, and self-conscious
through the mirror held up by the visitor from abroad.

Without a doubt, the extraordinary cultural and political interpenetration
of Polybius and Rome – the Greek held hostage on suspicion of anti-Roman
tendencies nevertheless allowed to situate himself, uniquely, close to the heart
of Roman affairs where he assimilated the values, expectations, and language
of his captors –was to a degree the result of a lucky chance: the discovery of a
personal affinity developing into friendship and intimacy with an eighteen-
year-old boy, Scipio, who would become a pre-eminent figure within the
Republic. What has not always been properly appreciated is the extent to
which this affinity was set up beforehand by a no less fortuitous myth. By the
second half of the second century at the very latest, probably much earlier, it
had come to be accepted that Rome had anciently been settled by a colony of
Polybius’ fellow-Arcadians led by King Evander, son of the nymph
Carmentis, the Italian Sibyl and goddess of childbirth, who had her own
Flamen Carmentalis and annual two-day festival.34 This tenacious, qua
cult-embedded, foundation myth, undislodged even by the triumph of the
Trojan myths in the first century BCE, drew its cogency from a combination
of bizarre specificity and banal generality. The epicenter of this “idea that
there was something Arcadian about Rome” was the Palatine where the cave
of Lupercal, nursery of Romulus and Remus, was located, and the Ara

31 Marincola 1997: 188–95, esp. 192, cf. Chassignet 1986: xii.
32 6.53.6–54.3 cf. 55, 31.24.5 and 10. So Fornara 1983: 112–15.
33 Graf 2004 for references and bibliography, plus Kajanto 1981: 503–6.
34 Phillips 1996.
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Maxima of Hercules in the adjacent Forum Boarium.35 The Palatine was
believed to be the site of Evander’s original settlement, named after the
Arcadian city of Pallantion or, according to Polybius, after Pallas, Evander’s
grandson.36 The Lupercalia, with its wolfish name and its intimations of
human sacrifice – a bloody knife pressed to the forehead of youths – was seen
as a Roman translation of the equally wolfish and specifically Arcadian Lykaia;
its goaty god, Inuus or Faunus, as whip-wielding Arcadian Pan. The cult of
Hercules, performed graeco ritu, was also said to have been introduced by
Evander who extended hospitality to the hero-god, his son-in-law according
to Polybius.37

Evander was also used to explain perceived affinities between the Roman
and Greek alphabets and the Latin and Greek languages (especially the
Aeolian dialect!).38 These affinities must have seemed more remarkable
when set alongside the very different languages of, e.g., the Phoenicians and
Etruscans. Moreover, older Latin inscriptions with which Polybius was
familiar (3.22) revealed a language (and a script) that seemed in some ways
closer to Greek: e.g., nominatives in -os and genitive plurals in -om. Finally,
although the Evandrian myth gained acceptance and a position of centrality
through seeming – in contrast, e.g., with Trojan genealogies – to be
“désintéressée,” a Romanmyth rather than a gentilicial myth, one particular
gens – who gave their name to one of the two groups of Luperci and who
sometimes claimed descent from Hercules and Evander’s daughter – was
particularly attached to it: the Fabii, one of whose members, Pictor, had
already written Evander and Hercules into the first history of Rome.39

Not only was Polybius thoroughly acquainted with Pictor’s Histories, but
when he first arrived in Rome he seems to have been more intimate with
Scipio’s elder brother, Fabius Maximus Aemilianus, adopted into the most
prominent branch of the Fabian gens; indeed, Scipio remarked upon that
intimacy one day as he left Fabius’ house with Polybius.40 Given this context
and the importance of parentés légendaires in international relations in this
period, it would be remarkable if the name of Evander was not invoked in
Fabius’ plea for Polybius to be allowed to remain at Rome, in the home of
his forefathers, just as Aeneas recalls a common descent from Atlas to win
over Evander, his host in the Aeneid.41 Such myths, to which even Cato the
Censor seems to have subscribed, served to complicate, at the very least, any

35 Cornell 1995: 68–9, cf. Bayet 1920, with Hall 2005. 36 DH 1.32.
37 Wiseman 1995a, 1995b: 39–42, 77–8.
38 Fabius Pictor f1 (Peter), Tac. Ann. 11.14, Cato Origines f 19 (Peter).
39 Bayet 1920: 64, Fabius Pictor, f 1 (Peter), Wiseman 1974: 154, Jones 1995: 235.
40 31.23.7-12. 41 Polyb. 31.23.5–6, Jones 1995: 236–8.
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opposition between Greek and Roman, captive and captor, host and guest,
and to symbolically pre-embed their mutual exchanges.42

The Histories

Polybius’ unique position as an actor-spectator, hostage-guest, is what gives
his Histories their distinctive character and helps to explain some of the
ironies and complexities or even the “disjunctions” and contradictions in
this paradoxical, occasionally even perverse, work and its reception: a power-
fully linear plot mechanically interrupted by tours d’horizon, “monoeidic”
yet composite, “finished” yet unfinished; an intrusive authorial presence,
loudly self-reflexive, constantly editorializing, who conspicuously absents
himself in order to view events through the eyes of the participants, a deter-
ministic historian obsessed with the vicissitudes of Fortune, an amoral
“Machiavellian” yet moralistic historian.43

Discursiveness and metahistoriography

These Polybian problemata are predicated upon what is perhaps the most
salient feature of his work: its voluminousness (or uneditedness). Although
his subject, hē historia, was a period of barely more than fifty years, from the
start Polybius seems to have planned awork on a scale large enough to absorb
many years of enforced leisure. The result is history characterized not somuch
by its grandeur as by its discursive expansiveness. Polybius is repetitive and
digressive, chatty even, as if his putative Greek interlocutors somehow com-
pensated for the actual society of Greeks of which his detention deprived him.
Apart from the three book-length digressions on Roman institutions, histor-
iography, and geography, he finds time to talk, for example, about the
keeping properties of jujube wine (12.2), the lavishness of the houses of
courtesans in Alexandria (14.11), and the dances performed by Arcadians
(4.20–1). Typically, he concludes this last digression by explaining the need
for it and concludes the explanation with a statement to the effect that the
digression is now concluded (4.21.10–12); this is not an author anxious
about word-limits or deadlines.

It is this volubility (such a contrast with discreet, tight-lipped Thucydides!),
that has won him a reputation for methodological thoughtfulness and makes

42 On Polybius’ use of Evandrian myths, Bickerman 1952: 67, Ferrary 1988: 226.
43 Cf. Henderson 2001a: 44–9, Marincola 2001: 125–8, 143–8, Eckstein 1995, Davidson 1998.
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him so useful a source of quotations for students of ancient historiography.44

Other historians assessed the work of their predecessors, thought about how
to get the most out of informants, and wondered how to refer to themselves
when they came to narrate events in which they themselves participated; only
Polybius quotes his predecessors at length (Book 12), displaying the depth of
his engagement with the texts he is criticizing; dilates upon the use of first
person or third person when referring to himself (36.12); and talks about the
importance of the interviewer’s contribution to an interview, using his knowl-
edge of the subject to structure the rambling discourse of the interviewee, for
otherwise “even if he is present, he is, though present in a certain sense, not
present” (12.28a.10).45

Gaze and metahistory

That clumsy attempt at a sententia could serve as a description of the histor-
ian’s own role in the Histories. For this notably obtrusive author often
“diverts the reader from the historian.”46 In other words, Polybius often
writes of “what seems to so-and-so” even though these appearances are, we
are told, deceptive; and actors not only observe and interpret their adver-
saries, the strength of cities, the difficulty of terrain, the results of battles and
the state of play in other theaters of war, they also observe and interpret
others’ observations and interpretations.47

There is no real contradiction here; the actor’s-eye view merely camouflages
the grossest authorial impositions. Most straightforwardly, Polybius uses the
viewpoint of others rhetorically as a feint of objectivity; Callicrates and his
party are more effectively reviled not by Polybius sua voce but by bathers who
refuse to get into a bath in which they have bathed, crowds who boo and hiss
whenever honors are proposed, and children calling them traitors in the street
(30.29). And it often turns out that the most experienced/successful generals
share Polybius’ own view of particular ventures, seeing past the laodogmatika
of vulgar opinion and indeed using that “prevailing notion” (he proüparchousa
doxa) to surprise their enemies, producing, e.g., the paradox that the most
“impregnable” cities are the easiest to capture (7.15.2–4).
Since readers are also directed to observe like spectators in an arena

(1.57.3), Polybius’ evocation of the actor’s-eye view shades the gaze in history
into the gaze of history, as if readers are simply more distant spectators in a

44 Marincola 2001: 133, cf. the entries for “Polybius” in the indexes, e.g., toMarincola 1997 and
Fornara 1983.

45 Marincola 1997: 188–92. 46 Walbank 2002: 11–12; cf. Marincola 2001: 127.
47 Davidson 1991.
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historical arena watching combatants who are engaged like themselves in
observation, research, and analysis. This profound interpenetration of history
and hē historia, the inquiry into (historical) events, is critical for any under-
standing of Polybius, how he thinks history works, what he thinks historio-
graphy is for. If Thucydides’History is fiatic, writing The PeloponnesianWar
into history even as it is in the process of being waged and long before it has
reached any world-historical conclusion, Polybius’ Histories is above all
pragmatikos – “action history,” “relevant inquiry” – i.e., a history of praxeis
performed by andres pragmatikoi written for andres pragmatikoi by a prag-
matikos.48 Thus through his historical researches Polybius re-enters the field
of history from which he had been removed through extradition. For histor-
ical inquiry – looking and paying attention – is itself statesmanlike activity,
the equivalent of making war even, as Agelaus points out to Philip at
Naupactus: “If it is action you are after (pragmatōn oregetai), then you
should direct your gaze westwards and turn your mind to the wars in Italy”
(5.104.7).

But this forceful imposition of the gaze of the historian on to the field of
action, this weaving of historia into the plot of history, has a perverse effect:
generals become performers, war becomes war-gaming (hamilla, agon), thea-
ters of war become theaters, acts of war become impactful gestures: “The
Romans seem to do this [massacre the inhabitants of captured cities] for its
shock value (kataplexeos charin)” (10.15.5).49 Thus an air of unreality and
disengagement hangs over the history of this supremely realistic and engaged
historian and instead of tactics, logistics, and joined-up strategy we are led
into a virtual world of discrete contests, phantom fears, vain confidences,
shadow-boxing, and second-guessing, as the actors read and interpret events
or rewrite the script: “observing that the enemy were very confident in the
natural strength of Dimale and the measures they had taken for its defense,
there being also a general belief that it was impregnable, he decided to attack
it first, wishing to strike terror into them” (3.18.3). This is the true irony at the
heart of Polybius’ pragmatikos project: praxeis become meta-praxeis and
history itself becomes metahistory.

Further reading

Thanks to what I have called Polybius’ volubility, engaging with his text can
seem more akin to the process of rubbing along with a particular personality,

48 Marincola 2001: 122 n. 9 cites the most pertinent discussions. On Thucydides, Davidson
2005:14.

49 Davidson 1991: 15.
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rather than that of analyzing an artefact: in that respect it is more like studying
Xenophon or Cicero, perhaps, than studying Livy or Thucydides, so that a
fondly admiring or alternatively a tetchy and impatient tone often charac-
terizes Polybian scholarship, depending on the degree to which any particular
scholar empathizes with the historian and his predicament (cf. Henderson
2001b).
For orientation there is, most briefly, Derow 1996, an undoubted empathi-

zer; then the short analytical summaries of Pédech 1964: ix–xlv and
Marincola 2001: 113–49 and then the judicious, fact-filled 139 columns of
Ziegler 1952, by no means out of date. F.W. Walbank is without peer as the
Anglophone student of Polybius, and his short but richly annotated mono-
graph (1972) is an unblinkered view of an author in whose company he had
already spent some decades, working on his three-volume commentary
(1957–79). That commentary is one of the great monuments of postwar
scholarship, but very much a “historical commentary,” a vade mecum for
historians of the third and second centuries BCE. More useful to students of
historiography are Walbank’s numerous articles on the author, collected in
two volumes (1985 and 2002), the latter including a thorough review of
Polybian scholarship from 1975 to 2000; one should be aware that
Walbank has been known gracefully to modify his views in the course of his
long career. The most insightful and intelligent monograph on Polybius’
historical methodology remains Pédech’s mighty tome (1964).
Scholarly debate has generally been conducted in a polite and orderly

fashion but there are a number of long-running disputes: in particular,
whether Polybius was for or against Rome and Roman imperialism; his
amoralism; his analysis of causes; and the role of Tyche or indeed what he
meant by that term. In fact debate is often focused on the meaning of certain
key Polybian words and phrases – not just Tyche but aitiai, pragmatike,
apodeiktike, etc. – and on the degree to which his usage is idiosyncratic.
Since Polybius accounts for rather a large percentage of the surviving Greek
prose literature of the second century BCE, it is often hard to tell, but the
ongoing, newly revived Polybios-Lexikon (Mauersberger et al. 1956– ) is
helping.
Some debates have flourished because of the apparent inconsistencies and

contradictions in what Polybius says about history and historical actors, with
some scholars emphasizing certain statements and their opponents emphasiz-
ing others. Another approach involves explaining inconsistencies in terms of
time of composition – i.e., Polybius changed his mind – but although it is quite
likely that Polybius did indeed change his mind about important issues and
quite certain that he left a text that had not been completely revised in line
with his very latest thoughts, dating particular statements is difficult and there
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is a danger of circular argumentation. Only comparatively recently have
scholars begun to look at the Polybian text as a thing in itself with its own
narrative logic, tensions, and subversions (Davidson 1991, Henderson
2001a, Champion 2004): “how the Histories work,” rather than “what
Polybius thought.” Although this avoids the problem of having to date
individual statements, like all such world-of-the-text approaches, it risks
perfecting an imperfect Polybius and ingeniously discovering a different
kind of orderliness that may or may not have been there.

james davidson

136

Cambridge Collections Online © Cambridge University Press, 2010https://doi.org/10.1017/CCOL9780521854535.008 Published online by Cambridge University Press

https://doi.org/10.1017/CCOL9780521854535.008


BIBLIOGRAPHY

Adams, J.N. (2003) Bilingualism and the Latin Language. Cambridge.
Adcock, F. E. (1956) Caesar as Man of Letters. Cambridge.
Albrecht,M. von (1989)Masters of Roman Prose fromCato to Apuleius. Interpretative

Studies, trans. N. Adkin from German edn. of 1979. ARCA 23. Leeds.
(1997)AHistory of Roman Literature from Livius Andronicus to Boethius, revised
by M. von Albrecht and G. Schmeling, 2 vols. Leiden, New York, and Cologne.

Alcock, S. et al. (eds.) (2001) Empires: Perspectives from Archaeology and History.
Cambridge.

Alewell, K. (1913) Über das rhetorische Paradeigma. Theorie, Beispielsammlungen,
Verwendung in der römischen Literatur der Kaiserzeit. Diss. Kiel.

Alföldi, A. (1965) Early Rome and the Latins. Ann Arbor.
(1976) Römische Frühgeschichte: Kritik und Forschung seit 1964. Heidelberg.

Alföldy, G. (1983) Sir Ronald Syme, die römische Revolution und die deutsche
Althistorie. Heidelberg.

(1986) “Die Rolle des Einzelnen in der Gesellschaft des römischen Kaiserreiches,”
in G. Alföldy, Die römische Gesellschaft. Stuttgart: 334–77.

(1993) “Two principes: Augustus and Sir Ronald Syme,” Athenaeum 81: 101–22.
(1995) “Eine Bauinschrift aus dem Colosseum,” ZPE 109: 195–226.

Allen, J. (2006) Hostages and Hostage-Taking in the Roman Empire. Cambridge.
Alvar, J. (1985) “Matériaux pour l’étude de la formule sive deus, sive dea,” Numen

32: 236–73.
Ando, C. (2003) Roman Religion. Edinburgh.
Ankersmit, F. (1989) “Historiography and postmodernism,” History and Theory

28: 137–53.
Apostolidès, J.-M. (1981) Le Roi-Machine: spectacle et politique au temps de Louis

XIV. Paris.
Arieti, J. A. (1997) “Rape and Livy’s view of Roman history,” inRape inAntiquity, ed.

S. Deacy and K. F. Pierce. London: 209–29.
Ash, R. (1999)Ordering Anarchy. Armies and Leaders in Tacitus’Histories. London.

(2002) “Epic encounters? Ancient historical battle narratives and the epic tradi-
tion,” in Levene and Nelis 2002: 253–73.

Asmis, E. (2005) “Anewkind ofmodel: Cicero’s Roman constitution inDeRepublica,”
AJP 126: 377–416.

Astin, A. E. (1967) Scipio Aemilianus. Oxford.
(1978) Cato the Censor. Oxford.

418

Cambridge Collections Online © Cambridge University Press, 2010https://doi.org/10.1017/CCOL9780521854535.028 Published online by Cambridge University Press

https://doi.org/10.1017/CCOL9780521854535.028


Atkinson, J. E. (1980) A Commentary on Q. Curtius Rufus’ Historiae Alexandri
Magni, Books 3 and 4. Amsterdam.

(1994)ACommentary onQ. Curtius Rufus’Historiae AlexandriMagni, Books 5 to
7.2. Amsterdam.

(1998) “Q. Curtius Rufus’ Historiae Alexandri Magni,” ANRW 34.4 : 3448–83.
(1998, 2002)Curzio Rufo: Storie di AlessandroMagno, 2 vols. Fondazione Lorenzo
Valla.

(2000) “Originality and its limits in the Alexander sources of the early empire,” in
Bosworth and Baynham 2000: 307–26.

Avenarius, G. (1956) Lukians Schrift zur Geschichtsschreibung. Meisenheim am
Glan.

Badian, E. (1966) “The early historians,” in Latin Historians, ed. T. A. Dorey.
London: 1–38.

Baker, K. (ed.) (1990) Inventing the French Revolution: Essays on French Political
Culture in the Eighteenth Century. Cambridge.

Baldwin, B. (1972) “Women in Tacitus,” Prudentia 4.2: 83–97.
(1973) Studies in Lucian. Toronto.

Bannister, M. (1991) “ ‘Imagination et jugement’: history and the novel in mid-
seventeenth-century France,” Seventeenth-Century French Studies 13: 19–32.

Barchiesi, A. (1994) Il poeta e il principe. Bari.
(2001) Speaking Volumes: Narrative and Intertext in Ovid and Other Latin Poets.

London.
Barchiesi, A., J. Rüpke, and S.A. Stephens (2004) Rituals in Ink: A Conference on

Religion and Literary Production in Ancient RomeHeld at Stanford University in
February 2002. Geschichte, vol. 10. Stuttgart.

Barchiesi, M. (1962) Nevio Epico. Padua.
Barclay, J. (1996) Jews in theMediterranean Diaspora fromAlexander to Trajan (323

BCE–117 CE). Edinburgh and Berkeley.
(2007) Against Apion (Flavius Josephus: Translation and Commentary, vol. 10).
Leiden.

Bardon, H. (1961, 1965) Quinte-Curce: Histoires. 2 vols. Paris.
Barlow, J. (1998) “Noble Gauls and their Other in Caesar’s propaganda,” in Julius

Caesar as Artful Reporter: The War Commentaries as Political Instruments, ed.
K. Welch and A. Powell. London: 139–70.

Barnes, T.D. (1998) Ammianus Marcellinus and the Representation of Historical
Reality. Ithaca and London.

(2005) “The sack of the Temple in Josephus and Tacitus,” in Edmondson et al.
2005: 129–44.

Barthes, R. (1981) “The discourse of history,” trans. S. Bann, Comparative Criticism
3: 7–20, partially reprinted in Jenkins (ed.) 1997: 120–3. Orig. publ. as
“Le discours de l’histoire,” Social Science Information (1967) 6: 63–75.

Barton, C. (2001) Roman Honor: The Fire in the Bones. Berkeley.
Bartsch, S. (1994) Actors in the Audience: Theatricality and Doublespeak from Nero

to Hadrian. Cambridge, Mass. and London.
Batstone, W. (1988) “The antithesis of virtue: Sallust’s syncrisis and the crisis of the

late Republic,” CA 7: 1–29.
Battistoni, F. (2006) “The ancient pinakes from Tauromenion. Some new readings,”

ZPE 157: 169–80.

bibliography

419

Cambridge Collections Online © Cambridge University Press, 2010https://doi.org/10.1017/CCOL9780521854535.028 Published online by Cambridge University Press

https://doi.org/10.1017/CCOL9780521854535.028


Baudrillard, J. (1988) “Simulacra and simulations,” in Jean Baudrillard, Selected
Writings, ed. M. Poster. Stanford: 166–84.

Bayet, J. (1920) “Les origines de l’arcadisme romain,” MEFR 38: 63–143.
Baynham, E. (1995) “An introduction to the Metz Epitome: its traditions and value,”

Antichthon 29: 60–77.
(1998) Alexander the Great: The Unique History of Quintus Curtius. Ann Arbor.
(2003) “The ancient evidence for Alexander the Great,” in Brill’s Companion to
Alexander the Great, ed. Joseph Roisman. Leiden: 3–30.

Beard, M. (1980) “The sexual status of Vestal virgins,” JRS 70: 12–27.
(1986) “Cicero and divination: The formation of a Latin discourse,” JRS 76: 33–46.
(1990) “Priesthood in the Roman Republic,” in Pagan Priests: Religion and Power
in the Ancient World, ed. M. Beard and J. North. Ithaca, N.Y.: 17–48.

(1993) “Looking (harder) for Roman myth: Dumézil, declamation and the pro-
blems of definition,” in Mythos in mythenloser Gesellschaft: das Paradigma
Roms, ed. F. Graf. Stuttgart: 44–64.

(1999) “The erotics of rape: Livy, Ovid and the Sabine women,” in Female
Networks and the Public Sphere in Roman Society (Acta Instituti Romani
Finlandiae 22), ed. P. Setälä and L. Savunen. Rome: 1–10.

(2003) “The triumph of Flavius Josephus,” in Flavian Rome: Culture, Image, Text,
ed. A. Boyle, A. and W. Dominik. Leiden: 543–58.

(2007) The Roman Triumph. Cambridge, Mass.
Beard, M., J. North, and S. Price (1998) Religions of Rome, 2 vols. Cambridge.
Beck, H. (2003) “‘Den Ruhm nicht teilen wollen’. Fabius Pictor und die Anfänge des

römischen Nobilitätsdiskurses,” in Eigler et al. 2003: 73–92.
(2005) Karriere und Hierarchie. Die römische Aristokratie und die Anfänge des

cursus honorum in der mittleren Republik. Berlin.
Beck, H. and U. Walter (2001) Die frühen römischen Historiker, vol. 1, Von Fabius

Pictor bis Cn. Gellius. Darmstadt.
Begg, C. (2005) JudeanAntiquities 5–7 (Flavius Josephus: Translation andCommentary,

vol. 4). Leiden.
Begg, C. and P. Spilsbury. (2005) Judean Antiquities 8–10 (Flavius Josephus:

Translation and Commentary, vol. 5). Leiden.
Bell, A. (1987) “Josephus and Pseudo-Hegesippus,” in Feldman and Hata 1987:

349–61.
Berlin, A. and J. A. Overman (eds.) (2002) The First Jewish Revolt: Archaeology,

History, and Ideology. London and New York.
Bernstein, F. (1998) Ludi Publici: Untersuchungen zur Entstehung und Entwicklung

der öffentlichen Spiele im Republikanischen Rom. Stuttgart.
Bertrand, A. (1997) “Stumbling through Gaul: maps, intelligence, and Caesar’s Bellum

Gallicum,” AHB 11: 107–22.
Berve, H. (1926) Das Alexanderreich auf prosopographischer Grundlage, 2 vols.

Munich.
Bickerman, E. (1952 (1985)) “Origines gentium,” CP 47: 65–81, repr. in Bickerman

1985: 401–17.
(1985) Religions and Politics in the Hellenistic and Roman Periods. Como.
(1988) The Jews in the Greek Age. Cambridge, Mass.

Bilde, P. (1988) Flavius Josephus between Jerusalem and Rome: His Life, His Works
and their Importance. Sheffield.

bibliography

420

Cambridge Collections Online © Cambridge University Press, 2010https://doi.org/10.1017/CCOL9780521854535.028 Published online by Cambridge University Press

https://doi.org/10.1017/CCOL9780521854535.028


Billows, R. (2000) “Polybius and Alexander historiography,” in Bosworth and
Baynham 2000: 286–306.

Black, R. (1981) “Benedetto Accolti and the beginnings of humanist historiography,”
English Historical Review 96: 36–58.

(1990) Review of Gary Ianziti, Humanistic Historiography under the Sforzas
(Oxford, 1988), English Historical Review 105: 127–30.

Blanck,H. (1997) “Unnuovo frammento del ‘catalogo’ della biblioteca di Tauromenion,”
PP 52: 241–55.

Bleckmann, B. (2002) Die römische Nobilität im ersten punischen Krieg. Berlin.
(2007) “Vom Tsunami von 365 zum Mimas-Orakel: Ammianus Marcellinus
als Zeithistoriker und die Spätgriechische Tradition,” inDenBoeft et al. 2007: 7–31.

Bloch, R. (2002) Antike Vorstellungen vom Judentum: Der Judenexkurs des Tacitus
im Rahmen der griechisch-römischen Ethnographie. Stuttgart.

Blockley, R. C. (1973) “Tacitean influence upon Ammianus Marcellinus,” Latomus
32: 63–78.

(1998) “Ammianus and Cicero: the epilogue of theHistory as a literary statement,”
Phoenix 52: 305–14.

(2001) “Ammianus and Cicero on truth in historiography,” AHB 15.1: 14–24.
Blondell, R. (2002) The Play of Character in Plato’s Dialogues. Cambridge.
Blösel, W. (2000) “Die Geschichte des Begriffsmos maiorum von den Anfängen bis zu

Cicero,” inMosMaiorum. Untersuchungen zu den Formen der Identitätsstiftung
und Stabilisierung in der Römischen Republik, ed. M. Stemmler and B. Linke.
Stuttgart: 25–97.

(2003) “Diememoria der gentes als Rückgrat der kollektiven Erinnerung im repub-
likanischen Rom,” in Eigler et al. 2003: 53–72.

Blum, H. (1969) Die antike Mnemotechnik. Hildesheim.
Boeckh, A., J. Franz, E. Curtius, and A. Kirchhoff (eds.) (1828–77) Corpus

Inscriptionum Graecarum. Berlin.
Boeft, J. den (2007) “Non consolandi gratia, sed probrose monendi (Res Gestae

28.1.4): the hazards of (moral) historiography,” in Den Boeft et al. 2007:
293–311.

Boeft, J. den, J.W. Drijvers, D. den Hengst, and H.C. Teitler (1987–2008)
Philological and Historical Commentary on Ammianus Marcellinus XX–XXVI.
Groningen/Leiden.

Boeft, J. den, J.W. Drijvers, D. den Hengst, and H.C. Teitler (eds.) (2007) Ammianus
after Julian: The Reign of Valentinian and Valens in Books 26–31 of the Res
Gestae. Leiden.

Bömer, F. (1953) “Der Commentarius: zur Vorgeschichte und literarischen Form der
Schriften Caesars,” Hermes 81: 210–50.

Bonner, S. F. (1949) Roman Declamation in the Late Republic and Early Empire.
Liverpool.

(1977) Education in Ancient Rome. London and Berkeley.
Bornecque, H. (1933) Tite Live. Paris.
Boschung, D. (1993) Die Bildnisse des Augustus. Berlin.
Bosworth, A. B. (1977) “Arrian and the Alani,” HSCP 81: 217–55.

(1988a) From Arrian to Alexander. Oxford.
(1988b) Conquest and Empire: The Reign of Alexander the Great. Cambridge.
(1996) Alexander and the East. Oxford.

bibliography

421

Cambridge Collections Online © Cambridge University Press, 2010https://doi.org/10.1017/CCOL9780521854535.028 Published online by Cambridge University Press

https://doi.org/10.1017/CCOL9780521854535.028


(2000) “Ptolemy and the will of Alexander,” in Bosworth and Baynham 2000:
207–241.

(2003) “Plus ça change . . . Ancient historians and their sources,” CA 22: 167–97.
(2004) “Mountain and molehill? Cornelius Tacitus and Quintus Curtius,” CQ
54.2: 551–67.

Bosworth, A. B. and E. J. Baynham (2000) Alexander the Great in Fact and Fiction.
Oxford.

Bowersock, G.W. (1965) Augustus and the Greek World. Oxford.
(1977) “Gibbon and Julian,” in Gibbon et Rome à la lumière de l’historiographie

moderne, ed. P. Ducrey et al. Geneva: 191–213.
(2005) “Foreign elites at Rome,” in Edmondson, Mason, and Rives 2005: 53–62.

Boyd, B.W. (1987) “Virtus effeminata and Sallust’s Sempronia,” TAPA 117: 183–201.
Boyle, A. and W. Dominik (eds.) (2003) Flavian Rome: Culture, Image, Text. Leiden.
Bradley, K. A. (1978) Suetonius’ Life of Nero: An Historical Commentary. Brussels.
Braund, D. and C. Gill (eds.) (2003)Myth, History and Culture in Republican Rome.

Studies in Honour of T. P. Wiseman. Exeter.
Bremmer, J.N., and N.M. Horsfall (1987) Roman Myth and Mythography. BICS

Supplement 52. London.
Briant, P. (2002) “History and ideology: the Greeks and ‘Persian decadence’,” in

Greeks and Barbarians, ed. T. Harrison. Edinburgh: 193–210.
Brink, C.O. (1989) “Quintilian’s De Causis Corruptae Eloquentiae and Tacitus’

Dialogus de Oratoribus,” CQ 39: 472–503.
Brinkmann, V. and R. Wünsche (eds.) (2004) Bünte Götter: die Farbigkeit Antiker

Skulptur. Munich.
Briquel, D. (1996) “La tradizione letteraria sul origine dei Sabini. Qualche osserva-

zione,” in Identità e civiltà dei Sabini, ed. G. Maetzke. Florence: 29–40.
Briscoe, J. (1978) Review of Tränkle, Livius und Polybius, CR 28: 267–9.

(1993) “Livy and Polybius,” in Livius: Aspekte seines Werkes. Xenia 31, ed.
W. Schuller. Constance: 39–52.

Brock, R. (1991) Review of A. J. Woodman, Rhetoric in Classical Historiography,
LCM 16.7: 97–102.

(1995) “Versions, ‘inversions’ and evasions: classical historiography and the ‘pub-
lished’ speech,” PLLS 8: 209–24.

Brodersen, K. (1993) “Appian und sein Werk,” ANRW ii.34.1: 339–63.
(1995) Terra cognita : Studien zur römischen Raumerfassung. Hildesheim.
(2001) “Neue Entdeckungen zu antiken Karten,” Gymnasium 108: 137–48.

Brunt, P. A. (1971) Italian Manpower 225 BC–AD 14. London.
(1976, 1983) Arrian, History of Alexander and Indica, 2 vols. Cambridge, Mass.
(1993) “Cicero and historiography,” in Studies in Greek History and Thought.
Oxford (1993): 181–209, reprinted from M. J. Fontana, M.T. Piraino, and
F. P. Rizzo (eds.), Philias Charin. Miscellanea di Studi Classici in Onore di
Eugenio Manni. Rome (1980): 311–40.

Brunt, P.A. and J.M.Moore (eds.) (1967) Res Gestae Divi Augusti: The Achievements
of the Divine Augustus. Oxford.

Bruun, C. (ed.) (2000) The Roman Middle Republic: Politics, Religion, and
Historiography c. 400-133 BC. Rome.

Bücher, F. (2006) Verargumentierte Geschichte. Exempla Romana im politischen
Diskurs der späten römischen Republik. Hermes-Einzelschriften, vol. 96. Stuttgart.

bibliography

422

Cambridge Collections Online © Cambridge University Press, 2010https://doi.org/10.1017/CCOL9780521854535.028 Published online by Cambridge University Press

https://doi.org/10.1017/CCOL9780521854535.028


Bucher, G. (1987 (1995)) “The Annales Maximi in the light of Roman methods of
keeping records,” AJAH 12: 2–61.

(2005) “Fictive Elements in Appian’s Pharsalus Narrative,” Phoenix 59: 50–76.
(2007) “Toward a literary evaluation of Appian’s Civil Wars, Book 1,” in
Marincola 2007b: 454–60.

Burgess, R.W. (2002) “Jerome explained: an introduction to hisChronicle and a guide
to its use,” AHB 16: 1–32.

Burke, P. (1966) “A survey of the popularity of ancient historians, 1450–1700,”
History and Theory 5.2: 135–52.

(1992) The Fabrication of Louis XIV. New Haven and London.
Burkert, W. (1995) “Lydia between East and West or how to date the Trojan War: a

study in Herodotus,” in The Ages of Homer: A Tribute to Emily Townsend
Vermeule, ed. J. B. Carter and S. P. Morris. Austin, Tex.: 139–48.

Bury, E. (1999) “Les Antiquités de Racine,” Œuvres et Critiques 24.1: 29–50.
Butler, P. (1959). Classicisme et baroque dans l’œuvre de Racine. Paris.
Cadoux, T. (1980) “Sallust and Sempronia,” inVindexHumanitatis: Essays in Honor

of John Huntly Bishop, ed. B. Marshall. Armidale: 93–122.
Caire, E. (2002) “Causalité et explication historique dans les fragments de Denys

d’Halicarnasse,” in Pittia 2002: 505–35.
Calboli, G. (1996) “Die Episode des Tribunen Q. Caedicius (Cato Orig. Frg. 7–43

Peter),” Maia 48: 1–32.
Cameron, A. (ed.) (1989) History as Text. London.
Cameron, A.M. and A.D. E. Cameron (1964) “Christianity and tradition in the

historiography of the late empire,” CQ 14: 316–28.
Campbell, B. (1996) “Shaping the rural environment: Surveyors in ancient Rome,”

JRS 86: 74–99.
Canova-Green, M.-C. and A. Viala (eds.) (2004) Racine et l’histoire. Tübingen.
Canter, H.V. (1917) “Rhetorical elements in Livy’s direct speeches: part i,”AJP 38.2:

125–51.
(1918) “Rhetorical elements in Livy’s direct speeches: part ii,’ AJP 39.1: 44–64.

Cape, R.W. (1997) “Persuasive history: Roman rhetoric and historiography,” in
Roman Eloquence. Rhetoric in Society and Literature, ed. W. J. Dominik.
London: 212–28.

Carrithers, D.W., M.A. Mosher, and P.A. Rahe (eds.) (2001)Montesquieu’s Science
of Politics: Essays on The Spirit of Laws. Lanham, Md.

Cartledge, P. (1993) “Engendering history:Men v. women,” inTheGreeks: A Portrait
of Self and Others. Oxford: 78–104.

Champion, C. B. (2004) Cultural Politics in Polybius’ Histories. Berkeley.
Champlin, E. (2003) Nero. Cambridge, Mass.
Chaniotis, A. (1988). Historie und Historiker in den griechischen Inschriften.

Epigraphische Beiträge zur griechischen Historiographie. Stuttgart.
Chaplin, J. (2000) Livy’s Exemplary History. Oxford.
Chapman, H. (1998) “Spectacle and Theater in Josephus’s Bellum Judaicum.” Ph.D.

Diss., Stanford University.
(2000) “‘A myth for the world’: Early Christian reception of cannibalism in
Josephus, Bellum Judaicum 6.199–219,” in Society of Biblical Literature 2000
Seminar Papers. Atlanta: 359–78.

bibliography

423

Cambridge Collections Online © Cambridge University Press, 2010https://doi.org/10.1017/CCOL9780521854535.028 Published online by Cambridge University Press

https://doi.org/10.1017/CCOL9780521854535.028


(2005a) “Spectacle in Josephus’ Jewish War,” in Edmondson, Mason, and Rives
2005: 289–313.

(2005b) “By the waters of Babylon: Josephus and Greek poetry,” in Sievers and
Lembi 2005: 121–46.

(2007a) “Masada in the 1st and 21st centuries,” in Rodgers 2007: 82–102.
(2007b) “Josephus and the cannibalism of Mary (BJ 6.199–219),” in Marincola

2007b: 419–26.
Chartier, R. (1997) On the Edge of a Cliff: History, Language and Practices.

Baltimore.
Chassignet, M. (1986) Caton: Les Origines. Paris.

(1996) L’Annalistique romaine I: Les Annales des Pontifes. L’Annalistique
ancienne. Paris.

(2004) L’Annalistique romaine III: L’Annalistique récente, L’autobiographie
politique. Paris.

Chilver,G. E. F. (1979)AHistorical Commentary onTacitus’Histories 1 and II. Oxford.
Churchill, J. B. (1995) “On the content and structure of the prologue to Cato’s

Origines,” ICS 20: 91–106.
Claassen, J.-M. (1998) “The familiar other: the pivotal role of women in Livy’s

narrative of political development in early Rome,” Acta Classica 41: 71–103.
Clarke, D. (2004) “Entre histoire et panégyrique: les princes romains de Racine,” in

Canova-Green and Viala 2004: 83–97.
Clarke, K. (2001) “An island nation: re-reading Tacitus’ Agricola,” JRS 91: 94–112.

(2002) “In arto et inglorius labor: Tacitus’s anti-history,” in Representations of
Empire: Rome and the Mediterranean World, ed. A. K. Bowman et al. Oxford:
83–103.

Clarke, M. L. (1959) Classical Education in Britain, 1500–1900. Cambridge.
(1953, 1996) Rhetoric at Rome. London.

Clausen, W. (2002) Virgil’s Aeneid: Decorum, Allusion, and Ideology. Beiträge zur
Altertumskunde 162. Munich and Leipzig.

Clauss, J. J. (1997) “Domestici hostes: the Nausicaa in Medea, the Catiline in
Hannibal,” MD 39: 165–85.

Clifford, J. (1986) “Partial truths,” in Writing Culture: The Poetics and Politics of
Ethnography, ed. J. Clifford and G. Marcus. Berkeley and Los Angeles: 1–26.

Cline, E. (2004) Jerusalem Besieged: From Ancient Canaan to Modern Israel. Ann
Arbor.

Cluett, R.G. (1998) “Roman women and triumviral politics, 43–37 BC,” Echos du
Monde Classique / Classical Views 42, n.s. 17: 67–84.

Coarelli, F. (1999) “Pax, templum,” inLexicon TopographicumUrbis Romae, vol. iv,
ed. E.M. Steinby. Rome: 67–70, 427–30.

Cochrane, E. (1981) Historians and Historiography in the Italian Renaissance.
Chicago.

Cody, J. (2003) “Conquerors and conquered on Flavian coins,” in Boyle and Dominik
2003: 103–23.

Cohen, S. (1979) Josephus in Galilee and Rome. Leiden.
(1982) “Josephus, Jeremiah, and Polybius,” H&T 21: 366–81.

Cole, T. (1991) Response to Zorzetti (1991), CJ 86: 377–82.
Coleman, K. (2006) M. Valerii Martialis Liber Spectaculorum, with tr. and comm.

Oxford.

bibliography

424

Cambridge Collections Online © Cambridge University Press, 2010https://doi.org/10.1017/CCOL9780521854535.028 Published online by Cambridge University Press

https://doi.org/10.1017/CCOL9780521854535.028


Conte G. B. (1986) The Rhetoric of Imitation: Genre and Poetic Memory in Virgil and
other Latin Poets, ed. C. Segal. Ithaca, New York.

Corbier,M. (1995) “Male power and legitimacy through women: the Domus Augusta
under the Julio-Claudians,” in Women in Antiquity: New Assessments, ed.
R. Hawley and B. Levick. London and New York: 178–93.

Corbier, P. (2002) “Les portraits dans les livres 12 à 20 des Antiquités romaines de
Denys d’Halicarnasse,” in Pittia 2002: 393–411.

Corneille, P. (1980–7) Œuvres complètes, ed. G. Couton (3 vols.). Paris.
Cornell, T. J. (1974) “Notes on the sources for Campanian history in the fifth century

BC,” MH 31: 193–208.
(1982) review of T. P. Wiseman, Clio’s Cosmetics, JRS 72: 203–6.
(1986a) “The formation of the historical tradition of early Rome,” in Past
Perspectives. Studies in Greek and Roman Historical Writing, ed. I. S. Moxon,
J. D. Smart, and A. J. Woodman. Cambridge: 67–86.

(1986b) “The value of the literary tradition concerning archaic Rome,” in Social
Struggles in Archaic Rome, ed. K. Raaflaub. Berkeley and Los Angeles: 52–76.

(1991) “The tyranny of the evidence: a discussion of the possible uses of literacy in
Etruria and Latium in the archaic age,” in Literacy in the Roman World (JRA
supp. vol. 3) [no ed.]. Ann Arbor: 7–33.

(1995) The Beginnings of Rome. Italy and Rome from the Bronze Age to the Punic
Wars (c. 1000–264 BC). London.

(2003) “Coriolanus: myth, history, and performance,” in Braund and Gill 2003:
73–97.

Cotton, H. andW. Eck (2005) “Josephus’ Roman audience: Josephus and the Roman
elites,” in Edmondson, Mason, and Rives 2005: 37–52.

Coudry, M. (2001) “Camille: construction et fluctuations de la figure d’un grand
homme,” in Coudry and Späth 2001: 47–81.

Coudry, M. and Th. Späth (eds.) (2001) L’Invention des grands hommes de la Rome
antique. Die Konstruktion der großen Männer Altroms. Actes du Colloque du
Collegium Beatus Rhenanus, August 16–18 September 1999. Paris.

Courtney, E. (1999) Archaic Latin Prose. Atlanta.
Cugusi, P. (1994) “Il proemio delle Origines di Catone,” Maia 46: 263–72.
Cugusi, P. and M.T. Sblendorio Cugusi (2001) Opere di Marco Porcio Catone

Censore, 2 vols. Turin.
Culham, P. (1989) “Archives and alternatives in Republican Rome,” CP 84: 100–15.
Curran, J. (2007) “The JewishWar: some neglected regional factors,”CW 101.1: 75–91.
Curty, O. (1995) Les Parentés légendaires entre cités grecques. Geneva.
Dagger, R. (1997) Civic Virtues: Rights, Citizenship, and Republican Liberalism.

Oxford.
Dalzell, A. (1955) “C. Asinius Pollio and the early history of public recitation at

Rome,” Hermathena 86: 20–8.
Damon, C. (ed.) (2003) Tacitus: Histories Book 1. Cambridge.
(2007) “Rhetoric and historiography,” in Dominik and Hall 2007: 439–50.

Darwall-Smith, R. (1996) Emperors and Architecture: A Study of Flavian Rome.
Brussels.

Dauge, Y. A. (1981)LeBarbare: recherches sur la conception romaine de la barbarie et
de la civilisation. Brussels.

Davidson, J. (1991) “The gaze in Polybius’ Histories,” JRS 81: 10–24.

bibliography

425

Cambridge Collections Online © Cambridge University Press, 2010https://doi.org/10.1017/CCOL9780521854535.028 Published online by Cambridge University Press

https://doi.org/10.1017/CCOL9780521854535.028


(1998) Review of Eckstein 1995, JRS 88: 191–2.
(2005) “Adrift from locality”. Review of M. Sahlins, Apologies to Thucydides:
Understanding History as Culture and Vice Versa, LRB 27.21, November 3:
10–14.

Davies, J. P. (2000) Review of Ash 1999, BMCR 2000.05.21.
(2004) Rome’s Religious History: Livy, Tacitus, and Ammianus on their Gods.

Cambridge.
Davies, P. J. E. (2000) “What worse thanNero, what better than his baths? ‘Damnatio

memoriae’ and Roman architecture,” in From Caligula to Constantine: Tyranny
and Transformation in Roman Portraiture, ed. E. R. Varner. Atlanta, Ga.: 27–44.

Deacy, S. and A. Villing (eds.) (2001) Athena in the Classical World. Leiden.
De Certeau, M. (1978) L’Ecriture de l’Histoire: histoire et psychoanalyse entre science

et fiction. Paris.
Degrassi, A. (1937) Inscriptiones Italiae, vol. 13.3. Rome.
Delia, D. (1991) “Fulvia reconsidered,” inWomen’s History and Ancient History, ed.

S. B. Pomeroy. Chapel Hill: 197–217.
De Libero, L. (1994) “Italia,” Klio 76: 303–25.
Delmas, C. (2004) “Histoire et mythe,” in Canova-Green and Viala 2004: 57–68.
Dench, E. (1995) From Barbarians to New Men. Greek, Roman, and Modern

Perceptions of Peoples of the Central Apennines. Oxford.
(2003) “Beyond Greeks and Barbarians: Italy and Sicily in the Hellenistic age,” in
Erskine 2003: 294–310.

(2005)Romulus’Asylum. Roman Identities from the Age of Alexander to the Age of
Hadrian. Oxford.

Denyer, N. (1985) “The case against divination: an examination of Cicero’s De
Divinatione,” PCPS 31: 1–10.

Derow, P. S. (1996) “Polybius,” in OCD3: 1209–11.
Derow, P. S. and W.G. Forrest (1982) “An inscription from Chios,” BSA 77: 79–92

and plate 5.
Desmoulins, C. (1874) “Histoire des Brissotins ou Fragment de l’histoire secrète de la

Révolution,” in Œuvres de Camille Desmoulins, vol. i, ed. Jules Claretie. Paris.
Deutsch, G. (1987) “The illustration of Josephus’manuscripts,” in Feldman and Hata

1987: 398–410.
Dilke, O. (1971) The Roman Land Surveyors. Newton Abbot.
Dillery, J. (1995) Xenophon and the History of his Times. London and New York.
(2002) “Quintus Fabius Pictor and Greco-Roman historiography at Rome,” in
Miller, Damon, and Myers 2002: 1–23.

(2005) “Greek sacred history,” AJP 126: 505–26.
(2007) “Greek historians of the Near East: Clio’s ‘other’ sons,” in Marincola

2007b: 221–30.
Dixon, S. (1983) “A family business: women’s role in patronage and politics at Rome

80–44 BC,” Classica et Mediaevalia 34: 91–112.
Dominik, W. J. and J.M. Hall (eds.) (2007) A Companion to Roman Rhetoric.

Malden, Mass. and Oxford.
Dorey, T. A. (ed.) (1966) Latin Historians. London.

(ed.) (1969) Tacitus. London.
(ed.) (1971) Livy. London.

Dover, K. J. (1994) Marginal Comment: A Memoir. London.

bibliography

426

Cambridge Collections Online © Cambridge University Press, 2010https://doi.org/10.1017/CCOL9780521854535.028 Published online by Cambridge University Press

https://doi.org/10.1017/CCOL9780521854535.028


Drecoll, C. (2004) “Die Karneadesgesandtschaft und ihre Auswirkungen in Rom.
Bermerkungen zur Darstellung der Karneadesgesandtschaft in den Quellen,”
Hermes 132: 82–91.

Dubuisson, M. (1985) Le Latin de Polybe: les implications historiques d’un cas de
bilinguisme. Paris.

Dunkle, J. R. (1967) “The Greek tyrant and Roman political invective of the late
Republic,” TAPA 98: 151–71.

(1971) “The rhetorical tyrant in Roman historiography,” CW 65: 12–20.
Dyke, A.R. (1996) A Commentary on Cicero, De Officiis. Ann Arbor.

(2004) A Commentary on Cicero, De Legibus. Ann Arbor.
Eagleton, T. (1983) Literary Theory. Oxford.
Earl, D.C. (1961) The Political Thought of Sallust. Cambridge.
Eck, W. (2003) The Age of Augustus, trans. D. L. Schneider. Oxford.
Eckstein, A.M. (1990) “Josephus and Polybius: a reconsideration,” CA 9: 175–208.

(1992) “Notes on the birth and death of Polybius,” AJP 113: 387–406.
(1995) Moral Vision in The Histories of Polybius. Berkeley.
(1997) “Physis and Nomos: Polybius, the Romans and Cato the Elder,” in

Hellenistic Constructs. Essays in Culture, History, and Historiography, ed.
P. Cartledge, P. Garnsey, and E. S. Gruen. Berkeley: 175–98.

Edmondson, J., S. Mason, and J. Rives (eds.) (2005) Flavius Josephus and Flavian
Rome. Oxford.

Edmunds, L. (2001) Intertextuality and the Reading of Roman Poetry. Baltimore.
Edwards, C. (2000) Suetonius: Lives of the Caesars. Oxford.
Eigler, U., U. Gotter, N. Luraghi, and U. Walter (eds.) (2003) Formen römischer

Geschichtsschreibung von den Anfängen bis Livius. Gattungen – Autoren –

Kontexte. Darmstadt.
Elsner, J. and J. Masters (eds.) (1996) Reflections of Nero. London.
Ermarth, E.D. (1992) Sequel to History. Princeton.
Erskine, A. (1997) “Delos, Aeneas and IG ix.4.756,” ZPE 117: 133–6.
(ed.) (2003) A Companion to the Hellenistic World. Oxford.

Evans, R. (1997) In Defence of History. London.
Fantham, E. (2004) The Roman World of Cicero’s De Oratore. Oxford.
Favro, D. (1996) The Urban Image of Augustan Rome. Cambridge.
Fears, J. R. (2001) Review of Elizabeth Baynham, Alexander the Great: The Unique

History of Quintus Curtius, AJP 122.3: 447–51.
Fechner, D. (1986) Untersuchungen zu Cassius Dios Sicht der Römischen Republik.

Hildesheim.
Feeney, D.C. (1991) The Gods in Epic: Poets and Critics of the Classical Tradition.

Oxford.
(1998) Literature and Religion at Rome: Cultures, Contexts, and Beliefs.

Cambridge.
(2005) “The beginnings of a literature in Latin,” JRS 95: 226–40.
(2007a) Caesar’s Calendar: Ancient Time and the Beginnings of History. Berkeley

and Los Angeles.
(2007b) “The history of Roman religion in Roman historiography and epic,” in
Rüpke 2007: 129–42.

(2007c) “On not forgetting the “Literatur” in “Literatur und Religion”: represent-
ing the mythic and the divine in Roman historiography,” in Literatur und

bibliography

427

Cambridge Collections Online © Cambridge University Press, 2010https://doi.org/10.1017/CCOL9780521854535.028 Published online by Cambridge University Press

https://doi.org/10.1017/CCOL9780521854535.028


Religion: Wege zu einer mythisch-rituellen Poetik bei den Griechen, ed. A. Bierl,
R. Lämmle, and K. Wesselmann, vol. 2. Berlin: 173–202.

Feldherr, A. (1977) “Livy’s revolution: Civic identity and the creation of the res
publica,” in The Roman Cultural Revolution, ed. T. Habinek and A. Schiesaro.
Cambridge: 136–57.

(1998) Spectacle and Society in Livy’s History. Berkeley and Los Angeles.
(2003) “Cicero and the invention of ‘literary’ history,” in Eigler et al. 2003: 196–212.

Feldman, L.H. (1984) Josephus and Modern Scholarship, 1937–1980. Berlin.
(1991) “Pro-Jewish intimations in Tacitus’ account of Jewish origins,” REJ 150:
331–60.

(1993) Jew and Gentile in the Ancient World. Princeton.
(1998a) “The influence of the Greek tragedians on Josephus,” in Hellenic and

Jewish Arts, ed. A. Ovadiah. Tel Aviv: 51–80.
(1998b) Josephus’s Interpretation of the Bible. Berkeley.
(1998c) Studies in Josephus’ Rewritten Bible. Leiden.
(2000) Judean Antiquities 1–4 (Flavius Josephus: Translation and Commentary).

Leiden.
(2005) “Parallel lives of two lawgivers: Josephus’Moses and Plutarch’s Lycurgus,”

in Edmondson, Mason, and Rives 2005: 209–42.
Feldman, F. and J. Schellmann (2003) Andy Warhol Prints: A Catalogue Raisonné,

4th edn. (New York).
Feldman, L.H. and G. Hata (eds.) (1987) Josephus, Judaism, and Christianity. Detroit.
Felmy, A. (1999) Die Römische Republik im Geschichtsbild der Spätantike. Diss.,

University of Freiburg-in-Breisgau.
Ferrary, J.-L. (1988) Philhellénisme et impérialisme: Aspects idéologiques de la

conquête romaine du monde hellénistique. Rome.
Finley, M. (1968) “The silent women of Rome,” in Finley, Aspects of Antiquity. New

York: 129–42.
(1985) “How it really was,” in Finley, Ancient History: Evidence and Models.

London: 47–66.
Fischler, S. (1994) “Social stereotypes and historical analysis: The case of imperial

women at Rome,” inWomen in Ancient Societies, ed. L. J. Archer, S. Fischler, and
M. Wyke. New York: 115–34.

Fitzgerald, W. (2007) Martial: The World of the Epigram. Chicago and London.
Flaig, E. (1995) “Die Pompa Funebris. Adlige Konkurrenz und annalistische Erinnerung

in der Römischen Republik,” in Memoria als Kultur, ed. O.G. Oexle. Göttingen:
115–48.

Fleck, M. (1993) Cicero als Historiker. Stuttgart.
Flower, H. (1995) “Fabulae praetextae in context: when were plays on contemporary

subjects performed in Republican Rome?” CQ 45: 170–90.
(1996) Ancestor Masks and Aristocratic Power in Roman Culture. Oxford.
(2000) “Damnatio memoriae and epigraphy,” in From Caligula to Constantine:
Tyranny and Transformation in Roman Portraiture, ed. E.R. Varner. Atlanta:
58–69.

(ed.) (2004) The Cambridge Companion to the Roman Republic. Cambridge.
Flower, M.A. (1994) Theopompus of Chios: History and Rhetoric in the Fourth

Century B.C. Oxford.

bibliography

428

Cambridge Collections Online © Cambridge University Press, 2010https://doi.org/10.1017/CCOL9780521854535.028 Published online by Cambridge University Press

https://doi.org/10.1017/CCOL9780521854535.028


Flusser, D. (1987) “Josippon, a medieval Hebrew version of Josephus,” in Feldman
and Hata 1987: 386–397.

Fontana, B. (1993) “Tacitus on empire and republic,”History of Political Thought 14:
27–40.

(2003) “Sallust and the politics of Machiavelli,” History of Political Thought 24:
86–108.

Forestier, G. (2006) Jean Racine. Paris.
Fornara, C.W. (1983) The Nature of History in Ancient Greece and Rome. Berkeley,

Los Angeles, and London.
(1992) “Studies in Ammianus Marcellinus II: Ammianus’ use and knowledge of

Greek and Latin literature,” Historia 41: 420–38.
Forte, A. (2005) “Translating Book 1 of Josephus’ Bellum Judaicum: some critical

observations,” in Sievers and Lembi 2005: 383–403.
Foucault, M. (1977) “Nietzsche, genealogy, history,” inLanguage, Counter-Memory,

Practice: Selected Essays and Interviews, ed. D. F. Bouchard. Ithaca, N.Y.:
138–64.

Fowden, G. (1986) The Egyptian Hermes. Cambridge, repr. with corrections and
additions (1993) Princeton.

Fowler, D. (2000) Roman Constructions: Readings in Postmodern Latin. Oxford.
Fowler, R. (1981) Literature as Discourse: The Practice of Linguistic Criticism.

London.
Fox, M. (1996) Roman Historical Myths: The Regal Period in Historical Literature.

Oxford.
Frakes, R.M. (2000) “Ammianus Marcellinus and his intended audience,” in Studies

in Latin Literature and Roman History X (= Collection Latomus 254), ed.
C. Deroux. Brussels: 392–442.

Frazier, F. (1996) Histoire et morale dans les Vies parallèles de Plutarque. Paris.
Freyburger, M.-L. (2001) “Coriolan chez les historiens grecs de Rome,” in Coudry

and Späth 2001: 27–46.
Frier, B.W. (1979 (1999)) Libri Annales Pontificum Maximorum: The Origins of the

Annalistic Tradition. Rome. Second edn. with new introduction (1999). Ann
Arbor.

Frisch, P. (1980) “Zu den Elogien des Augustusforum,” ZPE 39: 91–7.
Fromentin, V. (1998) Denys d’Halicarnasse. Paris.
Funaioli, G. (1920) “Recitationes,” RE i.a.1: 435–46.
Fustel de Coulanges, N.D. (1956) The Ancient City: A Study of the Religion, Laws,

and Institutions of Greece and Rome, tr. Willard Small. Garden City, N.Y.
Gabba, E. (1984) “The historians and Augustus,” in Caesar Augustus: Seven Studies,

ed. F. Millar and E. Segal. Oxford: 61–88.
(1991) Dionysius and the History of Archaic Rome. Berkeley.

Gadamer, H.-G. (1960 (2004)) Truth and Method, tr. J. Weinsheimer and
D.G. Marshall. 2nd edn., rev. London and New York. (First published 1960 as
Wahrheit und Methode: Grundzüge einer philosophischen Hermeneutik.
Tübingen.)

(1979) “The problem of historical consciousness,” tr. J. L. Close, in Interpretive
Social Science, ed. P. Rabinow and W.M. Sullivan. Berkeley: 103–60.

Gager, J. G. (1972) Moses in Greco-Roman Paganism. Nashville.

bibliography

429

Cambridge Collections Online © Cambridge University Press, 2010https://doi.org/10.1017/CCOL9780521854535.028 Published online by Cambridge University Press

https://doi.org/10.1017/CCOL9780521854535.028


Galsterer, H. (1990) “A man, a book, and a method: Sir Ronald Syme’s
Roman Revolution after fifty years,” in Between Republic and Empire:
Interpretations of Augustus and his Principate, ed. K. Raaflaub and M. Toher.
Berkeley: 1–20.

Gehrke, H.-J. (2001) “Myth, history, and collective identity: uses of the past in ancient
Greece and beyond,” in Luraghi 2001: 286–313.
(2003) “Bürgerliches Selbsverständnis und Polisidentität im Hellenismus,” in
Hölkeskamp et al. 2003: 225–54.

Geiger, J. (1985) Cornelius Nepos and Ancient Political Biography. Stuttgart.
Gelzer, M. (1933) “Römische Politik bei Fabius Pictor,”Hermes 68: 129–66, repr. in

Gelzer 1964: 51–92.
(1964) Kleine Schriften, vol. iii. Wiesbaden.
(1968) Caesar: Politician and Statesman, trans. P. Needham. Blackwell.

Gibbon, E. (1761) Essai sur l’étude de la littérature. London.
(1776–88) The History of the Decline and Fall of the Roman Empire. London (page
references to the edition of D. Womersley, 1995, Harmondsworth).

(1779) A Vindication of Some Passages in the Fifteenth and Sixteenth Chapters of
the History of the Decline and Fall of the Roman Empire. London.

Gibson, B. J. (1995) “Catullus 1.5–7,” CQ 45: 569–73.
Gibson, C.A. (2004) “LearningGreek history in the ancient classroom: the evidence of

the treatises on progymnasmata,” CP 99: 103–29.
Gilbert, F. (1990)History: Politics or Culture? Reflections on Ranke and Burckhardt.

Princeton.
Gildenhard, I. (2003a) “The ‘annalist’ before the annalists. Ennius and his Annales,”

in Eigler et al. 2003: 93–114.
(2003b) Review of W. Suerbaum (ed.), Handbuch der lateinischen Literatur der

Antike. Erster Band: Die archaische Literatur. Von den Anfängen bis zu Sullas
Tod. Die vorliterarische Periode und die Zeit von 240 bis 78 v.Chr. Handbuch
der Altertumswissenschaft 8.1 (2002) Munich, in BMCR 2003.09.39.

Gill, C. (1983) “The question of character–development: Plutarch and Tacitus,” CQ
33: 469–87.

(1990) “The character–personality distinction,” inCharacterization and Individuality
in Greek Literature, ed. C. Pelling. Oxford: 1–31.

Ginsburg, J. (1981) Tradition and Theme in the Annals of Tacitus. New York.
(2006) Representing Agrippina: Constructions of Female Power in the Early
Roman Empire. Oxford.

Giovannini, A. et al. (eds.) (2000) La Révolution romaine après Ronald Syme.
Vandœuvres-Genève.

Girod, M.R. (1979) “Rhétorique et histoire chez Tite Live,” in Colloque sur la
rhétorique, ed. R. Chevallier. Paris: 61–81.

Gissel, J. A. P. (2001) “Germanicus as an Alexander father figure,” C&M 52:
277–301.

Giua, M.A. (2003) “Tacito e i suoi destinatari: storia per i contemporanei, storia per i
posteri,” in Evento, Racconto, Scrittura nell’Antichità classica, ed. A. Casanova
and P. Desideri. Florence: 247–68.

Gleason, M. (1995)Making Men: Sophists and Self-Representation in Ancient Rome.
Princeton.

bibliography

430

Cambridge Collections Online © Cambridge University Press, 2010https://doi.org/10.1017/CCOL9780521854535.028 Published online by Cambridge University Press

https://doi.org/10.1017/CCOL9780521854535.028


(2001) “Mutilated messengers: body language in Josephus,” in Being Greek under
Rome: Cultural Identity, the Second Sophistic and the Development of Empire,
ed. S. Goldhill. Cambridge: 50–85.

Glover, T. R. (1930) “Polybius,” in CAH8: Rome and the Mediterranean 218–133
BC. Cambridge.

Gold, B. (ed.) (1982) Literary Patronage in Greece and Rome. Chapel Hill.
Goldberg, S.M. (1995) Epic in Republican Rome. Oxford.

(2005) Constructing Literature in the Roman Republic. Poetry and its Reception.
Cambridge.

Goldhill, S. (1994) “The failure of exemplarity,” in Modern Critical Theory and
Classical Literature, ed. I. J. F. De Jong and J. P. Sullivan. Leiden: 51–74.

(2002) Who Needs Greek? Contests in the Cultural History of Hellenism.
Cambridge.

Goldmann, B. (1988) Einheitlichkeit und Eigenständigkeit der Historia Romana des
Appian. Hildesheim.

Gomme, A.W., A. Andrewes, and K. J. Dover (1945–81) A Historical Commentary
on Thucydides (5 vols.: vols. 1–3, Gomme and vols. 4–5, Gomme, Andrewes, and
Dover). Oxford.

Goodblatt, D. (2006) Elements of Ancient Jewish Nationalism. Cambridge.
Goodkin, R. E. (2005) “Neoclassical dramatic theory in seventeenth-century France,”

in A Companion to Tragedy, ed. R. Bushnell. Malden, Mass.: 373–92.
Goodman, M. (1987) The Ruling Class of Judaea: The Origins of the Jewish Revolt

against Rome AD 66–70. Cambridge.
(1994) “Josephus as Roman citizen,” in Parente and Sievers 1994: 329–38.
(2005) “The Fiscus Iudaicus and gentile attitudes to Judaism in Flavian Rome,” in

Edmondson, Mason, and Rives 2005: 167–77.
(2007) Rome and Jerusalem: The Clash of Ancient Civilizations. London.

Goodyear, F. R.D. (1968) “Development of language and style in the Annals of
Tacitus,” JRS 58: 22–31.

Goodyear, F. R.D. (ed.) (1972) The Annals of Tacitus Books 1–6, vol. I: Annals
1.1–54. Cambridge.

(1981) The Annals of Tacitus Books 1–6, vol. II: Annals 1.55–81 and Annals 2.
Cambridge.

Gossip, C. J. (1981) An Introduction to French Classical Tragedy. London.
Gotoff, H.C. (1984) “Towards a practical criticism of Caesar’s prose style,” ICS 9:

1–18.
Gotter, U. (2003) “Die Vergangenheit als Kampfplatz der Gegenwart. Catos (konter)

revolutionäre Konstruktion des republikanischen Erinnerungsraums,” in Eigler
et al. 2003: 115–34.

Gotter, U., N. Luraghi, and U.Walter (2003) “Einleitung,” in Eigler et al. 2003: 9–38.
Gould, J. (1985) “Onmaking sense of Greek religion,” inGreek Religion and Society,

ed. P. E. Easterling and J. V. Muir. Cambridge: 1–33.
(1989) Herodotus. New York.

Gowing, A.M. (1992) The Triumviral Narratives of Appian and Cassius Dio. Ann
Arbor.

Graf, F. (2004) “Fortuna,” Brill’s New Pauly 5. Leiden: 505–9.
Grafton, A. (2007) What Was History? The Art of History in Early Modern Europe.

Cambridge and New York.

bibliography

431

Cambridge Collections Online © Cambridge University Press, 2010https://doi.org/10.1017/CCOL9780521854535.028 Published online by Cambridge University Press

https://doi.org/10.1017/CCOL9780521854535.028


Graham, A. J. (1982) “The colonial expansion of Greece,” CAH 2 iii. 3: 83–162.
Grant, M. (1970) The Ancient Historians. London.
Gray, R. (1993) Prophetic Figures in Late Second Temple Jewish Palestine. The

Evidence from Josephus. New York.
Greenblatt, S. (1989) “Towards a poetics of culture,” in The New Historicism, ed.

H.A. Veeser. London: 1–14.
Griffin, M. T. (1984) Nero: The End of a Dynasty. London.
Gruen, E. S. (1984) The Hellenistic World and the Coming of Rome, 2 vols. Berkeley.
(1990) Studies in Greek Culture and Roman Policy. Leiden.
(1992) Culture and National Identity in Republican Rome. Ithaca, N.Y.
(1998) Heritage and Hellenism: The Reinvention of Jewish Tradition. Berkeley.
(2002) Diaspora: Jews Amidst Greeks and Romans. Cambridge, Mass.

Gruen, E. S. (ed.) (2005) Cultural Borrowings and Ethnic Appropriations in
Antiquity. Oriens et Occidens 8. Stuttgart.

Gunderson, E. (2003) “The Flavian amphitheatre: all the world as stage,” in Boyle
and Dominik 2003: 637–58.

Gurval, R. (1995)Actium and Augustus: The Politics and Emotions of Civil War. Ann
Arbor.

Habinek, T. (1994) “Ideology for an empire in the prefaces to Cicero’s dialogues,”
Ramus 23: 55–67.

Haehling, R. von (1977) “Ammians Darstellung der Thronbesteigung Jovians im
Lichte der heidnisch-christlichen Auseinandersetzung,” in Bonner Festgabe:
Johannes Straub, ed. A. Lippold and N. Himmelmann. Bonn: 347–58.

Hall, E., F. Macintosh, and A. Wrigley (eds.) (2004) Dionysus Since ’69: Greek
Tragedy at the Dawn of the Third Millennium. Oxford.

Hall, J.M. (2005) “Arcades his oris: Greek projections on the Italian ethnoscape?” in
Gruen 2005: 259–84.

Haltenhoff, A. (2001) “Institutionalisierte Geschichten: Wesen und Wirkung des
literarischen Exemplum in alten Rom,” in Institutionalität und Symbolisierung,
ed. G. Melville. Cologne: 213–17.

Hamilton, A., J.Madison, and J. Jay. (1999)The Federalist Papers, intro. and notes by
C.R. Kesler, ed. C. Rossiter. New York.

Hamilton, P. (1996) Historicism. London.
Hammond, C. (1996) Caesar: Seven Commentaries on the Gallic War. Oxford.
Hankins, J. (2005) “Renaissance humanism and historiography today,” in Palgrave

Advances in Renaissance Historiography, ed. J. Woolfson. Basingstoke and New
York: 73–96.

Hardwick,M. (1989) Josephus as anHistorical Source in Patristic Literature Through
Eusebius, Brown Judaic Studies 128. Atlanta.

Harris,W.V. (1979)War and Imperialism in Republican Rome 327–70BC, corrected
1985. Oxford.

Harrison, S. and P. Dourish (1996) “Re-place-ing space: The roles of space and place
in collaborative systems,” Proceedings of CSCW 96: 67–76.

Hartog, F. (1988) The Mirror of Herodotus: The Representation of the Other in the
Writing of History, tr. J. Lloyd. Berkeley.

Hata, G. (2007) “Robert Traill: the first Irish critic ofWilliamWhiston’s translation of
Josephus,” in Rodgers 2007: 415–35.

Haverfield, F. (1912) “Four notes on Tacitus,” JRS 2: 195–200.

bibliography

432

Cambridge Collections Online © Cambridge University Press, 2010https://doi.org/10.1017/CCOL9780521854535.028 Published online by Cambridge University Press

https://doi.org/10.1017/CCOL9780521854535.028


Haynes, H. (2003) The History of Make Believe. Tacitus on Imperial Rome. Berkeley
and Los Angeles.

Heckel, W. (1988) The Last Days and Testament of Alexander the Great. Stuttgart.
Heckel, W. and J. C. Yardley (2004) Alexander the Great: Historical Texts in

Translation. London.
Hedrick, C. (2006) Ancient History: Monuments and Documents. London.
Helmreich, F. (1927) Die Reden bei Curtius. Paderborn.
Hemelrijk, E. (1999) Matrona Docta: Educated Women in the Roman Elite from

Cornelia to Julia Domna. London and New York.
Henderson, J. G.W. (1998 (1990)) “Tacitus/the world in pieces,” in Henderson,

Fighting for Rome. Poets and Caesars, History and Civil War. Cambridge
(1998): 257–300, reprinted from Ramus 18 (1989) = A. J. Boyle (ed.), The
Imperial Muse. Essays on Roman Literature of the Empire II: Flavian Epicist to
Claudian. Bendigo, Victoria, Australia (1990): 167–210.

(2001a) “From megalopolis to cosmopolis: Polybius, or there and back again,” in
Being Greek under Rome. Cultural Identity, the Second Sophistic and the
Development of Empire, ed. S. Goldhill. Cambridge: 29–49.

(2001b) “Polybius/Walbank,” in Texts, Ideas, and the Classics: Scholarship,
Theory, and Classical Literature, ed. S. J. Harrison. Oxford: 220–242.

Herring, E. (2000) “‘To see oursels as others see us!’ The construction of native
identities in southern Italy,” in Herring and Lomas 2000: 44–77.

Herring, E., and K. Lomas (eds.) (2000) The Emergence of State Identities in Italy in
the First Millennium BC. Accordia Specialist Studies on Italy 8. London.

Herrmann, P. (1984) “Die Selbstdarstellung der hellenistischen Stadt in den
Inschriften: Ideal und Wirklichkeit,” in Praktika to H’ Diethnous Sunedriou
Hellenikēs kai Latinikēs Epigraphikes, vol. 1. Athens: 108–19.

Herzog, D. (1986) “Some questions for republicans,” Political Theory 14: 473–93.
Heubner, H. and W. Fauth (1982) P. Cornelius Tacitus, Die Historien, Kommentar,

vol. v: Fünftes Buch. Heidelberg.
Heyworth, S. J. and A. J. Woodman (1986) “Sallust, Bellum Catilinae 50.3–5,”

Liverpool Classical Monthly 11: 11–12.
Higbie, C. (2001) “Homeric Athena in the Chronicle of Lindos,” in Athena in the

Classical World, ed. S. Deacy and A. Villing. Leiden: 105–25.
(2003) The Lindian Chronicle and the Greek Creation of Their Past. Oxford.

Hillard, T. (1989) “Republican politics, women, and the evidence,” Helios 16. 2:
165–82.

(1992) “On the stage, behind the curtain: images of politically active women in the
late Roman republic,” in Stereotypes ofWomen in Power: Historical Perspectives
and Revisionist Views, ed. B. Garlick, S. Dixon, and P. Allen. Westport, Conn.:
37–64.

Hinds, S. (1987) The Metamorphosis of Persephone: Ovid and the Self-Conscious
Muse. Cambridge.

(1998) Allusion and Intertext: Dynamics of Appropriation in Roman Poetry.
Cambridge.

Hirschfeld, O. (1895) “Zur Camillus-Legende,” reprinted in Kleine Schriften
(New York, 1975): 273–87.

Hobbes, T. (1966)The EnglishWorks of ThomasHobbes, ed.W.Molesworth. Aalen.
(1968) Leviathan, ed. C. B. Macpherson. Harmondsworth.

bibliography

433

Cambridge Collections Online © Cambridge University Press, 2010https://doi.org/10.1017/CCOL9780521854535.028 Published online by Cambridge University Press

https://doi.org/10.1017/CCOL9780521854535.028


(1995) “A Discourse upon the beginning of Tacitus,” in Three Discourses, ed.
N. B. Reynolds and A.W. Saxonhouse. Chicago.

(1998) On the Citizen, ed. R. Tuck and M. Silverstone. Cambridge.
Hölkeskamp, K.-J. (1996) “Exempla und mos maiorum. Überlegungen zum

kollektiven Gedächtnis der Nobilität,” in Vergangenheit und Lebenswelt. Soziale
Kommunikation, Traditionsbildung und historisches Bewußtsein, ed. H.-J. Gehrke
and A. Möller. Tübingen: 301–38.

(2001) “Capitol, Comitium und Forum. Öffentliche Räume, sakrale Topographie
und Erinnerungslandschaften der römischen Republik,” in Studien zu antiken
Identitäten, ed. S. Faller. Würzburg: 97–132.
(2003) “Ikonen der Virtus. Exemplarische Helden(-taten) im monumentalen
Gedächtnis der romischen Republik,” inModelli Eroici dall’Antichità alla cultura
europea, ed. A. Barzanò et al. Rome: 213–37.

(2004) Rekonstruktionen einer Republik. Die politische Kultur des antiken Rom
und die Forschung der letzten Jahrzehnte. Munich.

Hölkeskamp, K.-J., J. Rüsen, E. Stein-Hölkeskamp, and H.T. Grütter (eds.) (2003)
Sinn (in) der Antike. Mainz.

Hölscher, T. (2001) “Die Alten vor Augen: politische Denkmäler und öffentliches
Gedächtnis im republikanischen Rom,” in Institutionalität und Symbolisierung,
ed. G. Melville. Cologne: 183–211.

Holzinger, K. von (1912) “Diokles von Peparethos als Quelle des Fabius Pictor,”WS
34: 175–202.

Hopkins, K. (1978a) Conquerors and Slaves: Sociological Studies in Roman History.
Cambridge.

(1978b) “Rules of evidence,” JRS 68: 176–86.
(1993) “Novel evidence for Roman slavery,” Past and Present 138: 3–27.

Hornblower, S. (1995) “The fourth-century andHellenistic reception of Thucydides,”
JHS 115: 47–68.

Horsfall, N. (1982) “The Caudine forks: Topography and illusion,” PBSA 50: 45–52.
(2003) The Culture of the Roman Plebs. London.

Horton, R. and R.H. Finnegan (1973) Modes of Thought: Essays on Thinking in
Western and Non-Western Societies. London.

Hose, M. (1994) Erneuerung der Vergangenheit. Die Historiker im Imperium
Romanum von Florus bis Cassius Dio. Stuttgart and Leipzig.

Humphreys, S. (1997) “Fragments, fetishes and philosophies: towards a history of
Greek historiography after Thucydides,” inAporemata 1: Collecting Fragments –
Fragmente sammeln, ed. G.W. Most. Göttingen: 207–24.

(2000) “Classics and colonialism: towards an erotics of the discipline,” in
Disciplining Classics – Altertumswissenschaft als Beruf, ed. G.W. Most.
Göttingen: 207–51.

Hunter, V. (1982) Past and Process in Herodotus and Thucydides. Princeton.
Huss, B. (1999) Xenophons Symposion. Ein Kommentar. Beiträge zur

Altertumskunde 125. Stuttgart and Leipzig.
Hutchinson, G.O. (2008) Talking Books: Readings in Hellenistic and Roman Books

of Poetry. Oxford.
Hutton, M. et al. (trans. and eds.) (1970) Tacitus in Five Volumes. Loeb Classical

Library. Cambridge, Mass.
Innes, D.C. (1977) “Quo usque tandem patiemini?,” CQ 27: 468.

bibliography

434

Cambridge Collections Online © Cambridge University Press, 2010https://doi.org/10.1017/CCOL9780521854535.028 Published online by Cambridge University Press

https://doi.org/10.1017/CCOL9780521854535.028


Isaac, B. (2004) The Invention of Racism in Classical Antiquity. Princeton, N.J.
Jacoby, F. (1909) “Über die Entwicklung der griechischenHistoriographie und den Plan

einer neuen Sammlung der griechischen Historikerfragmente,” Klio 9: 80–123,
repr. in Jacoby (1956), Abhandlungen zur griechischen Geschichtsschreibung.
Leiden: 16–72.

Jaeger, M. (1997) Livy’s Written Rome. Ann Arbor.
Jameson, F. (1982) The Political Unconscious. Ithaca.
(1988) “Marxism and Historicism,” in Jameson, The Ideologies of Theory, vol. 2,
Essays 1971–86. London: 148–77.

Janni, P. (1984) La mappa e il periplo: cartografia antica e spazio odologico. Rome.
Jenkins, K. (1991) Re-Thinking History. London.
(1999) Why History: Ethics and Postmodernism. London.
(ed.) (1997) The Postmodern History Reader. London.

Jones, C. P. (1971) Plutarch and Rome. Oxford.
(1995) “Graia pandetur ab arbe,” HSCP 97: 233–41.
(1999) Kinship Diplomacy in the Ancient World. Cambridge, Mass.
(2002) “Towards a chronology of Josephus,” SCI 21: 113–121.
(2005) “Josephus and Greek literature in Flavian Rome,” in Edmondson, Mason,

and Rives 2005: 201–8.
Jonge, P. de (1972) Philological and Historical Commentary on Ammianus

Marcellinus XVI. Groningen.
Joplin, P. K. (1990) “Ritual work on human flesh: Livy’s Lucretia and the rape of the

body politic,” Helios 17.1: 51–70.
Jordan-Ruwe, M. (1995) Das Säulenmonument: zur Geschichte der erhöhten

Aufstellung antiker Porträtstatuen. Bonn.
Joshel, S. R. (1992) “The body female and the body politic: Livy’s Lucretia and

Verginia,” in Pornography and Representation in Greece and Rome, ed.
A. Richlin. Oxford: 112–30.

Kaes, A. (1990) “New Historicism: Literaturgeschichte im Zeichen der Postmoderne?”
in Geschichte als Literatur. Formen und Grenzen der Repräsentation von
Vergangenheit, ed. H. Eggert et al. Stuttgart: 56–66.

Kaimio, J. (1979)The Romans and the Greek Language. Commentationes Humanarum
Litterarum 64. Helsinki.

Kajanto, I. (1957)God and Fate in Livy. Annales Universitatis Turkuensis 64. Turku.
(1981) “Fortuna,” ANRW 2.17.1: 502–58.

Kaster, R. (1995) Suetonius, De Grammaticis et Rhetoribus. Oxford.
Katz, S. B. (1996) The Epistemic Music of Rhetoric: Toward the Temporal Dimension

of Affect in Reader Response and Writing. Carbondale, Ill.
Keaveney, A. (2003) “The tragedy of Caius Gracchus: ancient melodrama or modern

farce?” Klio 85: 322–32.
(2006) “Livy and the theatre: reflections on the theory of Peter Wiseman,” Klio 88:

510–15.
Keitel, E. (1993) “Speech and narrative in Histories 4,” in Tacitus and the Tacitean

Tradition, ed. T. J. Luce and A. J. Woodman. Princeton: 39–58.
Kelly, G.A. J. (2004) “Ammianus and the great tsunami,” JRS 94: 141–67.

(2007) “The sphragis and closure of the Res Gestae,” in Den Boeft et al. 2007:
219–41.

(2008) Ammianus Marcellinus: The Allusive Historian. Cambridge.

bibliography

435

Cambridge Collections Online © Cambridge University Press, 2010https://doi.org/10.1017/CCOL9780521854535.028 Published online by Cambridge University Press

https://doi.org/10.1017/CCOL9780521854535.028


Kennedy, D. F. (2002) “Epistolarity: theHeroides,” in The Cambridge Companion to
Ovid, ed. P. Hardie. Cambridge: 217–32.

(2006) “Vixisset Phyllis, si me foret usa magistro. Erotodidaxis and intertextual-
ity,” in The Art of Love: Bimillennial Essays on Ovid’s Ars Amatoria and
Remedia Amoris, ed. R. Gibson, A. Sharrock, and S. Green. Oxford: 54–76.

Kerferd, G. B. (1981) The Sophists and their Legacy. Cambridge.
Kierdorf, W. (1980) Laudatio funebris. Interpretation und Untersuchungen zur

Entwicklung der römischen Leichenrede. Meisenheim.
Kleiner, D. E. E. (1992) Roman Sculpture. New Haven.
Klingner, F. (1928) Über die Einleitung der Historien Sallusts. Hermes 63: 166–92.
Koch, H. (2000).Hundert Jahre Curtius-Forschung (1899–1999): Eine Arbeitsbiblio-

graphie. St Katharinen.
Kohl, O. (1872) “Über Zweck und Bedeutung der livianischen Reden,” Jahresbericht

über die Realschule und das Gymnasium zu Barmen. Barmen.
Kokkinos, N. (1998) The Herodian Dynasty: Origins, Role in Society and Eclipse.

Sheffield.
Kondratieff, E. J. (2004) “The column and coinage of C. Duilius: innovations in

iconography in large and small media in the middle Republic,” SCI 23: 1–39.
Koselleck, R. (1967 (1985)) “Historia magistra vitae: the dissolution of the topos

into the perspective of a modernized historical process,” in Koselleck, Futures
Past: On the Semantics of Historical Time, tr. K. Tribe. Cambridge, Mass.:
21–38. (First published 1967 as “Historia magistra vitae: über die Auflösung
des Topos im Horizont neuzeitlich bewegter Geschichte,” in Natur und
Geschichte: Karl Löwith zum 70. Geburtstag, ed. H. Braun and M. Riedel.
Stuttgart: 825–38.)

Koutroubas, D. (1972)DieDarstellung derGegner in Caesars BellumGallicum. Diss.,
Ruprecht-Karl-Universität.

Kragelund, P. (2002) “Historical drama in ancient Rome: Republican flourishing and
imperial decline?” SO 77: 5–51.

Kraus, C. S. (1991) “Initium turbandi omnia a femina ortum est: FabiaMinor and the
election of 367 BC,” Phoenix 45: 314–25.

(1994a) Livy. Ab Urbe Condita Book VI. Cambridge.
(1994b) “No second Troy: Topoi and refoundation in Livy, book V,” TAPA 124:
267–89.

(1998) “Repetition and empire in the Ab urbe condita,” in Style and
Tradition: Studies in Honor of Wendell Clausen, ed. C. Foss and P. Knox.
Stuttgart: 264–83.

(1999) “Jugurthine disorder,” in Kraus (ed.) 1999: 217–48.
(2001a) “Forging a national identity: prose literature down to the time of Augustus,”

in Taplin 2001: 43–51.
(2001b) “The path between truculence and servility: prose literature from Augustus
to Hadrian,” in Taplin 2001: 176–83.

(2005) “From exempla to exemplar? Writing history around the emperor in imper-
ial Rome,” in Edmondson, Mason, and Rives 2005: 181–200.

Kraus, C. S. (ed.) (1999) The Limits of Historiography. Leiden.
Kraus, C. S. and A. J. Woodman (1997) Latin Historians. Greece and Rome New

Surveys in the Classics 27. Oxford.

bibliography

436

Cambridge Collections Online © Cambridge University Press, 2010https://doi.org/10.1017/CCOL9780521854535.028 Published online by Cambridge University Press

https://doi.org/10.1017/CCOL9780521854535.028


Kristeva, J. (1980) “Word, dialogue, and novel,” in Desire in Language: A Semiotic
Approach to Literature and Art, ed. L. S. Roudiez, trans. T. Gora, A. Jardine, and
L. S. Roudiez. New York: 64–91.

Kroll, W. (1934) “Die Entwicklung der lateinischen Schriftsprache,”Glotta 22: 1–36.
Krostenko, B. A. (2000) “Beyond (dis)belief: rhetorical form and religious symbol in

Cicero’s De Divinatione,” TAPA 130: 353–91.
Künzl, E. (1988) Der römische Triumph. Munich.
Kuttner, A. (1993) “Some new grounds for narrative,” in Narrative and Event in

Ancient Art, ed. P. Holliday. Cambridge: 198–229.
Kymlicka, W. (2001) Contemporary Political Philosophy. Oxford.
Laird, A. (1999) Powers of Expression, Expressions of Power: Speech Presentation

and Latin Literature. Oxford.
(2006) “The value of ancient literary criticism,” in Ancient Literary Criticism, ed.
A. Laird. Oxford: 1–36.

(unpublished) “Valerius Maximus and Gaius Valerius Catullus: the preface to the
Factorum ac Dictorum Memorabilia.”

Lancaster, H.C. (1929–42) A History of French Dramatic Literature in the
Seventeenth Century (5 pts. in 9 vols.). Baltimore.

Landau, T. (2006) Out-Heroding Herod: Josephus, Rhetoric, and the Herod
Narratives. Leiden.

Langslow, D.R. (2003) “Approaching bilingualism in corpus languages,” in
Bilingualism in Ancient Society: Language Contact and the Written Word, ed.
J.N. Adams, M. Janse, and S. Swain. Oxford: 23–51.

Lanza, C. (1980) “La posizione del Syme,” Labeo 26: 234–8.
La Penna, A. (1986) “Storiografia di senatori e storiografia di letterati,” in La Penna,

Aspetti del pensiero storico latino, vol. 2. Turin: 43–104.
Laurence, R. and C. Smith (1995–6) “Ritual, time and power in ancient Rome,”

Accordia Research Journal 6: 133–51.
Lausberg, H. (1966) “Rhetorik und Dichtung,” Der Deutschunterricht 18: 47–93.

(1998) Handbook of Literary Rhetoric: A Foundation for Literary Study, tr.
M. Bliss, A. Jansen, and D. E. Orton, ed. D. E. Orton and R.D. Anderson.
Leiden, Boston, Cologne (German orig. Munich 1960).

Leach, E. (1988) The Rhetoric of Space. Princeton.
Lebek, W. (1970) Verba Prisca. Die Anfänge der Archaisierens in der lateinischen

Beredsamkeit und Geschichtsschreibung. Göttingen.
Ledentu, M. (2004) Studium Scribendi. Recherches sur les statuts de l’écrivain et de

l’écriture à Rome à la fin de la République. Paris.
Leeman, A.D. (1963) Orationis Ratio: The Stylistic Theories and Practice of the

Roman Orators, Historians and Philosophers, 2 vols. Amsterdam.
(1989) “Antieke en moderne geschiedschrijving. Een misleidende Cicero-
interpretatie,” Hermeneus 61: 235–41.

Leeman, A.D., H. Pinkster, andH. L.W.Nelson (1985)M. Tullius Cicero DeOratore
Libri III. Heidelberg.

Leeming, H. and K. Leeming (eds.) (2003) Josephus’ Jewish War and its Slavonic
Version. Leiden.

Lembi, G. (2005) “The Latin translation of Josephus’ Antiquitates,” in Sievers and
Lembi 2005: 371–81.

bibliography

437

Cambridge Collections Online © Cambridge University Press, 2010https://doi.org/10.1017/CCOL9780521854535.028 Published online by Cambridge University Press

https://doi.org/10.1017/CCOL9780521854535.028


Lenski, N. (2000) “The election of Jovian and the role of the late imperial guards,”
Klio 82: 492–515.

Leonard, M. (2005) Athens in Paris: Ancient Greece and the Political in Post-War
French Thought. Oxford.

Leoni, T. (2000) “Tito e l’incendio del tempio di Gierusalemme: repressione o clem-
enza disubbidita?” Ostraka 9: 455–70.

(2007) “‘Against Caesar’s wishes’: Flavius Josephus as a source for the burning of
the Temple,” JJS 58.1: 39–51.

Letta, C. (1984) “‘L’Italia dei mores Romani’ nelle Origines di Catone,” Athenaeum
62: 3–30, 416–39.

Levene, D. S. (1993) Religion in Livy. Leiden.
(1997) Tacitus. The Histories, trans. W.H. Fyfe. Oxford.
(1999) “Tacitus’ Histories and the theory of deliberative oratory,” in Kraus (ed.)
1999: 197–216.

(2000) “Sallust’s ‘Catiline’ and Cato the Censor,” CQ 50: 170–91.
(2006a) “History, metahistory, and audience response in Livy 45,”CA 25: 73–108.
(2006b) Review of Davies 2004. CP 101 (4): 419–24.

Levene, D. S. D. and D. Nelis (2002) Clio and the Poets: Augustan Poetry and the
Traditions of Ancient Historiography. Leiden and Boston.

Levick, B. (1998) “The Veneti revisited: C. E. Stevens and the tradition on Caesar the
propagandist,” in Welch and Powell 1998: 61–84.

Lewy, Y.H. (1981) “Tacitus on the Jews,” translated and adapted by A. Rubinstein, in
Binah, ed. J. Dan. New York: 1.15–46.

L’Hoir, F. S. (1992) The Rhetoric of Gender Terms: “Man,” “Woman,” and the
Portrayal of Character in Latin Prose. Mnemosyne Supplement 120. Leiden.

Lieu, J. (2004) Christian Identity in the Jewish and Graeco-Roman World. Oxford.
Lindenberger, H. (1975) Historical Drama: The Relation of Literature and Reality.

Chicago and London.
Linderski, J. (1986) “The augural law,” ANRW 2.16.3: 2136–312.
Lintott, A.W. (1970) “The tradition of violence in the annals of the early Roman

Republic,” Historia 19: 12–29.
(1999) The Constitution of the Roman Republic. Oxford.
(2000) “Aristotle and the mixed constitution,” in Alternatives to Athens. Varieties

of Political Organization and Community in Ancient Greece, ed R. Brock and
S. Hodkinson. Oxford: 152–66.

(2001) “The crisis of the Republic: sources and source-problems,” in CAH 92: The
Last Age of the Roman Republic 146–43 BC. Cambridge: 1–15.

Litchfield,H.W. (1914)“National exempla virtutis inRoman literature,”HSCP25: 1–71.
Liverani, P. (2004) “Der Augustus von Prima Porta,” in Brinkmann and Wünsche

2004: 186–91.
Lombardo, P. (1990) “Hippolyte Taine between art and science,” Yale French Studies

77: 117–33.
Lounsbury, R. C. (1991) “Inter quos et Sporus erat: the making of Suetonius’ ‘Nero’,”

ANRW 2.33.5: 3748–79.
Luce, T. J. (1977) Livy: The Composition of his History. Princeton.
(1989a) Review of Woodman 1988. Phoenix 43: 174–7.
(1989b) “Ancient views on the causes of bias in historical writing,” CP 84: 16–31.

bibliography

438

Cambridge Collections Online © Cambridge University Press, 2010https://doi.org/10.1017/CCOL9780521854535.028 Published online by Cambridge University Press

https://doi.org/10.1017/CCOL9780521854535.028


(1991) “Tacitus on ‘history’s highest function’: praecipuum munus annalium,”
ANRW 2.33.4: 2904–27.

(1993) “Structure in Livy’s speeches,” in Livius: Aspekte seines Werkes (Xenia 31),
ed. W. Schuller. Constance: 71–85.

(1997) The Greek Historians. London.
Luraghi, N. (2003) “Dionysios von Halikarnassos zwischen Griechen und Römern,”

in Eigler et al. 2003: 268–86.
(ed.) (2001) The Historian’s Craft in the Age of Herodotus. Oxford.

Lyons, J. D. (1994) “Tacit history,” Montaigne Studies 6: 39–51.
(1996)The Tragedy ofOrigins: Pierre Corneille andHistorical Perspective. Stanford.
(1999) Kingdom of Disorder: The Theory of Tragedy in Classical France. West

Lafayette, Ind.
Lyotard, J.-F. (1997) “The postmodern condition,” in Jenkins 1997: 36–8.
MacBain, B. (1982) Prodigies and Expiation: A Study in Religion and Politics in the

Roman Republic. Collection Latomus clxxvii. Brussels.
Machiavelli, N. (1960–65) Opere, 8 vols. Milan.
(1989) The Chief Works and Others, ed. and trans. A. Gilbert. Durham, N.C.

McConaghy, M. (1973) “Sallust and the Literary Portrayal of Character.” Diss.,
Washington University.

McGushin, P. (1977) Bellum Catilinae – A Commentary. Leiden.
McLaren, J. (1998) Turbulent Times? Josephus and Scholarship on Judaea in the First

Century C.E. Sheffield.
MacQueen, B. (1982) Plato’s Republic in the Monographs of Sallust. Chicago.
Mader, G. (2000) Josephus and the Politics of Historiography. Apologetic and

Impression Management in the Bellum Judaicum. Leiden.
Mai, H.-P. (1991) “Bypassing intertextuality: hermeneutics, textual practice, hyper-

text,” in Intertextuality, ed. H. Plett. Berlin: 30–59.
Malcolm, D.A. (1979) “Quo usque tandem . . .?,” CQ 29: 219–20.
Manganaro, G. (1974) “Una biblioteca storica nel ginnasio di Tauromenion e il

P. Oxy. 1241,” PP 29: 389–409, partially repr. in Alföldi 1976: Heidelberg:
83–96.

Marincola, J. (1997)Authority and Tradition in Ancient Historiography. Cambridge.
(1999) “Genre, convention and innovation in Greco–Roman historiography,” in
Kraus (ed.) 1999: 281–324.

(2001)Greek Historians. Greece and Rome New Surveys in the Classics 31. Oxford.
(2003) “Beyond pity and fear: the emotions of history,” Anc. Soc. 33: 285–315.
(2007a) “Aletheia,” Lexicon Historiographicum Graecum et Latinum. Pisa: ii.
7–29.

Marincola, J. (ed.) (2007b) A Companion to Greek and Roman Historiography, 2
vols. Blackwell.

Mariotti, S. (1970) Il Bellum Poenicum e l’Arte di Nevio. Rome.
Martin, R. (1981) Tacitus. London and Berkeley.
Martin, R.H. and A. J. Woodman (1989) Tacitus: Annals IV. Cambridge.
Martina, M. (1980) “I censori del 258 a.C.,” Quaderni di Storia 12: 143–70.
Martindale, C. (2005)Latin Poetry and the Judgment of Taste: An Essay in Aesthetics.

Oxford.
Martindale, C. and R. F. Thomas (2006) Classics and the Uses of Reception. Oxford.
Mason, S. (1998) Understanding Josephus: Seven Perspectives. Sheffield.

bibliography

439

Cambridge Collections Online © Cambridge University Press, 2010https://doi.org/10.1017/CCOL9780521854535.028 Published online by Cambridge University Press

https://doi.org/10.1017/CCOL9780521854535.028


(2001) The Life of Josephus (Flavius Josephus: Translation and Commentary,
vol. 9). Leiden.

(2003a) Josephus and the New Testament, 2nd edn. (1st: 1992). Peabody, Mass.
(2003b) “Flavius Josephus in Flavian Rome: reading on and between the lines,” in

Boyle and Dominik 2003: 559–90.
(2005) “Figured speech and irony in T. Flavius Josephus,” in Edmondson, Mason,

and Rives 2005: 243–88.
Mason, S., with Honora Chapman (2008) Judean War 2 (Flavius Josephus:

Translation and Commentary, vol. 1b). Leiden.
Mason, S. (ed.) (1991) Josephus on the Pharisees: A Composition-Critical Study. Leiden.

(ed.) (2000– ) Flavius Josephus: Translation and Commentary. Leiden.
Masters, J. (1992) Poetry and Civil War in Lucan’s “Bellum Civile”. Cambridge.
Matthews, J. (1989) The Roman Empire of Ammianus. London.

(1997) “Gibbon and the later Roman Empire: causes and circumstances,” in
Edward Gibbon and Empire, ed. R. McKitterick and R. Quinault. Cambridge:
12–33.

Mattingly, D. J. (ed.) (1997)Dialogues in Roman Imperialism: Power, Discourse and
Discrepant Experience in the Roman Empire. JRA Supplement 23. Portsmouth,
R.I.

Mauersberger, A., et al. (1956– ) Polybios-Lexikon. Berlin.
May, J.M. (ed.) (2002) Brill’s Companion to Cicero. Leiden.
Mazzarino, S. (1966) Il pensiero storico classico. Bari.
Meissner, B. (1990) “Die Interesse an der Geschichte: Die griechischen Historiker und

ihr Publikum,” in Purposes of History: Studies in Greek Historiography from the
4th to the 2nd Centuries B.C., ed. H. Verdin, G. Schepens, and E. de Keyser.
Leuven: 323–49.

Mellor, R. (ed.) (1995) Tacitus: The Classical Heritage. New York and London.
(1999) The Roman Historians. London.

Mendell, C.W. (1957) Tacitus. The Man and his Work. New Haven.
Mendels, D. (1997) The Rise and Fall of Jewish Nationalism, 2nd edn. (1st 1992).

Grand Rapids, Mich.
Meyer, E.A. (2004) Legitimacy and Law in the Roman World. Tabulae in Roman

Belief and Practice. Cambridge.
Michel, O. and O. Bauernfeind (1969) Flavius Josephus, De Bello Judaico, Der

jüdische Krieg, Griechisch und Deutsch. Darmstadt.
Miles, G. B. (1995) Livy: Reconstructing Early Rome. Ithaca.
Millar, F.G. B. (1964) A Study of Cassius Dio. Oxford.

(1981) “The world of the Golden Ass,” JRS 71: 63–85.
(1993a) The Roman Near East, 31 BC–AD 337. Cambridge, Mass.
(1993b) “Taking the measure of the ancient world,” PCA 90: 11–33, repr. inMillar
2002a: 25–38.

(2002a) Rome, the GreekWorld, and the East, vol. i: The Roman Republic and the
Augustan Revolution, ed. H.M. Cotton and G.M. Rogers. Chapel Hill and
London.

(2002b) The Roman Republic in Political Thought. Hanover, Mass.
(2005) “Last year in Jerusalem: monuments of the Jewish War in Rome,” in

Edmondson, Mason, and Rives 2005: 101–28.

bibliography

440

Cambridge Collections Online © Cambridge University Press, 2010https://doi.org/10.1017/CCOL9780521854535.028 Published online by Cambridge University Press

https://doi.org/10.1017/CCOL9780521854535.028


Miller, J. F., C. Damon, and K. S. Myers (eds.) (2002) Vertis in Usum. Studies in
Honor of Edward Courtney. Munich and Leipzig.

Milnor, K. (2005) Gender, Domesticity, and the Age of Augustus: Inventing Private
Life. Oxford.

(2007) “Augustus, history, and the landscape of the law,” Arethusa 40: 7–23.
Mitchell, R. E. (2005) “The definition of patres and plebs: an end to the struggle of the

orders,” in Social Struggles in Archaic Rome: New Perspectives on the Conflicts
of the Orders, ed. K. Raaflaub. London: 128–67.

Moggi, M. and M. Osanna (2000) Pausania, Guida della Grecia Libro VII: L’Acaia.
Milan.

Moles, J. L. (1993) “Livy’s Preface,” PCPS 39: 141–68.
(1998) “Cry freedom: Tacitus Annals 4.32–5,” Histos 2 (n.p.), (www.dur.ac.uk/
Classics/histos/1998/moles.html).

Möller, A. and N. Luraghi (1995) “Time in the writing of history: perceptions and
structures,” Storia della Storiografia 28: 3–15.

Momigliano, A. (1966) Studies in Historiography. London.
(1975a) Alien Wisdom: The Limits of Hellenization. Cambridge.
(1975b) “The fault of the Greeks,” Proceedings of the American Academy of Arts
and Sciences 104.2: 9–19, repr. in Momigliano 1977: 9–23.

(1977) Essays in Ancient and Modern Historiography. Middletown.
(1978) “The historians of the ancient world and their audiences: some suggestions,”
ASNP 3rd series 8: 59–75, repr. in Momigliano Sesto contributo alla storia degli
studi classici e del mondo antico. Rome: I.361–76.

(1984) “The rhetoric of history and the history of rhetoric: on Hayden White’s
tropes,” in Settimo contributo alla storia degli studi classici e del mondo antico.
Rome: 49–59.

(1990) The Classical Foundations of Modern Historiography. Berkeley.
Mommsen, Th. (1881) “Ammians Geographica,” Hermes 16: 602–36 (reprinted in

Mommsen 1909, Gesammelte Schriften vii. Berlin: 393–425).
(1887) Römisches Staatsrecht. 3 vols. Graz.

Mommsen, Th. et al. (eds.) (1863– ) Corpus Inscriptionum Latinarum. Berlin.
Montesquieu, C.-L. de (1949–1951) Oeuvres complètes de Montesquieu, 2 vols., ed.

R. Caillois. Paris.
(1964) The Persian Letters, trans. G.W. Healey. Indianapolis.
(1968) Considerations on the Causes of the Greatness of the Romans and their
Decline. Ithaca, N.Y.

(1977) The Spirit of the Laws, ed. D.W. Carrithers. Berkeley.
Moon, W.G. (1995) Polykleitos, The Doryphoros and Tradition. Madison, Wisc.
Moore, P.Q. (1995) “Curtius Rufus’ Historiae Alexandri Magni: A Study in

Rhetorical Historiography”. Diss., University of Oxford.
Morello, R. (2002) “Livy’s Alexander digression (9.17–19): counterfactuals and

apologetics,” JRS 92: 62–85.
(2003) “Place and road: neglected aspects of Livy 9.1–19,” in Studies in Latin
Literature and Roman History XI (= Collection Latomus 272), ed. C. Deroux.
Brussels: 290–306.

Morford, M. (1991) “How Tacitus defined liberty,” ANRW ii. 33.5: 3420–50.
Morgan, G.M. (1992) “The smell of victory: Vitellius at Bedriacum (Tac.Hist. 2.70),”

CP 87: 14–29.

bibliography

441

Cambridge Collections Online © Cambridge University Press, 2010https://doi.org/10.1017/CCOL9780521854535.028 Published online by Cambridge University Press

https://doi.org/10.1017/CCOL9780521854535.028


(1992–3) Review of A. J. Woodman, Rhetoric in Classical Historiography,
Ploutarchos 9: 34–7.

Morstein-Marx, R. (2004) Mass Oratory and Political Power in the Late Roman
Republic. Cambridge.

Müller, K. and H.Q. Schönfeld (1954) Curtius Rufus: Geschichte Alexanders des
Großen. Munich.

Münscher, K. (1920) Xenophon in der griechisch-römischen Literatur. Philologus
Supplement 13.2. Leipzig.

Munson, R.V. (1988) “Artemisia in Herodotus,” CA 7: 91–106.
Murray, O. (ed.) (1990) Sympotica. A Symposium on the Symposion. Oxford.
Mustakallio, K. (1999) “Legendary women and female groups in Livy,” in Female

Networks and the Public Sphere in Roman Society, ed. P. Setälä and L. Savunen.
Acta Instituti Romani Finlandiae 22. Rome: 53–64.

Musti, D. (1970) “Tendenze nella storiografia romana e greca su Roma arcaica. Studi
su Livio e Dionigi d’Alicarnasso,” QUCC 10: 5–159.

(1974) “Polibio e la storiografia romana,” in Polybe [= Entretiens de la Fondation
Hardt 20], ed. E. Gabba. Geneva: 105–39.

Nadel, G.H. (1964) “Philosophy of history before historicism,” History and Theory
3: 291–315.

Néraudau, J.-P. (1996) “Mais où sont ces Romains que fait parler Racine?”
Littératures Classiques 16: 75–90.

Netzer, E. (2008) The Architecture of Herod, the Great Builder. Tübingen.
Neumann, K.-G. (1987) Taciteisches im Werk des Ammianus Marcellinus. Diss.

Ludwig-Maximilians Universität, Munich.
Newlands, C. (2002) Statius’ Siluae and the Poetics of Empire. Cambridge.
Nicolai, R. (1992) La storiographia nell’educazione antica. Pisa.

(2007) “The place of history in the ancient world,” in Marincola 2007b: i.13–26.
Nicolet, C. (1974) “Polybe et les institutions romaines,” in Polybe [= Entretiens de la

Fondation Hardt 20], ed. E. Gabba. Geneva: 207–65.
(1980) The World of the Citizen in Republican Rome. London.
(1991) Space, Geography, and Politics in the Early Roman Empire. Ann Arbor.

Niese, B. (ed.) (1885–1895, editio maior) Flavii Iosephi Opera, 7 vols. Berlin.
(1888–1895, editio minor) Flavii Iosephi Opera, 6 vols. Berlin.

Nietzsche, F. (1968) “On truth and lie in an extra-moral sense,” in The Portable
Nietzsche, ed. W. Kaufmann. New York: 42–46.

(1997) “On the advantages and disadvantages of history for life,” in Untimely
Meditations, ed. D. Breazeale, tr. R. J. Holingdale. Cambridge: 57–124.

Nodet, E. (2007) “Josephus’ attempt to reorganize Judaism from Rome,” in Rodgers
2007: 103–22.

Norden, E. (1913) “Josephus und Tacitus über Jesus Christus und eine messianische
Prophetie,” NJA 31: 636–66.

(1928) Heldenehrungen. Berlin. Pamphlet repr. in Norden 1966: 552–64.
(1966) Kleine Schriften zum klassischen Altertum. Berlin.

Nordling, J. G. (1991) “Indirect discourse and rhetorical strategies in Caesar’s Bellum
Gallicum and Bellum Civile.” Diss., University of Wisconsin.

North, J. A. (2000) Roman Religion. Greece and Rome New Surveys in the Classics,
30. Oxford.

Oakley, S. P. (1997–2005) A Commentary on Livy Books VI–X (4 vols.). Oxford.

bibliography

442

Cambridge Collections Online © Cambridge University Press, 2010https://doi.org/10.1017/CCOL9780521854535.028 Published online by Cambridge University Press

https://doi.org/10.1017/CCOL9780521854535.028


Ogilvie, R.M. (1965 (1970)) A Commentary on Livy Books 1–5. Oxford.
O’Gorman, E. (1993) “No place like Rome: identity and difference in the Germania

of Tacitus,” Ramus 22: 135–54.
(1995) “Shifting ground: Lucan, Tacitus and the landscape of civil war,”
Hermathena 159: 117–31.

(2000) Irony and Misreading in the Annals of Tacitus. Cambridge.
(2005) “Citation and authority in Seneca’s Apocolocyntosis,” in The Cambridge
Companion to Roman Satire, ed. K. Freudenburg. Cambridge: 95–108.

(2007) “Intertextuality, time and historical understanding,” in The Philosophy of
History, ed. A. Macfie. London: 102–17.

O’Hara, J. J. (1996) True Names. Vergil and the Alexandrian Tradition of
Etymological Wordplay. Ann Arbor.

Oniga, R. (1995) Sallustio e l’etnografia. Biblioteca di materiali e discussioni per
l’analisi dei testi classici 12. Pisa.

Orlin, E.M. (1997) Temples, Religion, and Politics in the Roman Republic. Leiden.
Östenberg, I. (2003) Staging the World: Rome and the Other in the Triumphal

Procession. Lund.
Packer, J. (2003) “Plurima et amplissima opera: parsing Flavian Rome,” in Boyle and

Dominik 2003: 167–98.
Pais, E. (1905) Ancient Legends of Roman History. New York.
Panzanelli, R. et al. (ed.) (2008) The Color of Life: Polychromy in Sculpture from

Antiquity to the Present. Los Angeles.
Parente, F. and J. Sievers, eds. (1994) Josephus and the History of the Greco-Roman

Period: Essays in Memory of Morton Smith. Leiden.
Paschoud, F. (1989) “‘Se non è vero, è ben trovato’: tradition littéraire et vérité

historique chez Ammien Marcellin,” Chiron 19: 37–54.
(2004) “Ammien 31.16.9: une recusatio?,” REL 82: 238–48.

Paul, G.M. (1985) “Sallust’s Sempronia: Portrait of a Lady,” PLLS 5: 9–22.
Pavel, T. (1996) L’Art de l’éloignement: essai sur l’imagination classique. Paris.
Pearson, L. (1987) The Greek Historians of the West. Timaeus and his Predecessors.

Atlanta.
Pédech, P. (1964) La Méthode historique de Polybe. Paris.

(1969) Polybe, Histoires Livre I. Paris.
Pelling, C. (1990) “Truth and fiction in Plutarch’s Lives,” in Antonine Literature, ed.

D.A. Russell. Oxford: 19–52.
(1996) “The triumviral period,” in CAH 102. Cambridge: 1–69.
(2007) “The Greek historians of Rome,” in Marincola 2007b: 244–58.

Peter, H. (1897) Die geschichtliche Literatur über die römische Kaiserzeit, 2 vols.
Leipzig.

(1914) Historicorum Romanorum Reliquiae. Leipzig.
Pettit, P. (1997) Republicanism: A Theory of Freedom and Government. Oxford.
Pfeiffer, R. (1968)History of Classical Scholarship from the Beginnings to the End of

the Hellenistic Age. Oxford.
Phillips, C.R. (1986) “The sociology of religious knowledge in the Roman Empire to

A.D. 284,” ANRW ii 16.3: 2677–773.
(1991) “Poetry before the ancient city: Zorzetti and the case of Rome,” CJ 86:
382–9.

(1996) “Carmentis or Carmenta,” OCD3: 293.

bibliography

443

Cambridge Collections Online © Cambridge University Press, 2010https://doi.org/10.1017/CCOL9780521854535.028 Published online by Cambridge University Press

https://doi.org/10.1017/CCOL9780521854535.028


Pinsent, J. (1975)Military Tribunes and Plebeian Consuls: the Fasti from 444V to 342
V. Historia Einzelschriften 24. Wiesbaden.

Pittia, S. (ed.) (2002) Fragments d’historiens grecs. Autour de Denys d’Halicarnasse.
Rome.

Plass, P. (1988) Wit and the Writing of History: The Rhetoric of Historiography in
Imperial Rome. Madison.

Pobjoy, M. (2000) “The first Italia,” in Herring and Lomas, 2000: 187–211.
Pocock, J. G.A. (2003a) Barbarism and Religion, vol. 3: The First Decline and Fall.

Cambridge.
(2003b) The Machiavellian Moment: Florentine Political Thought and the Atlantic

Republican Tradition, 2nd edn. Princeton.
Pollini, J. et al. (1998) “Parian lychnites and the Prima Porta statue: new scientific tests

and the symbolic value of the marble,” JRA 11: 275–84.
Pomeroy, A. (1993) The Appropriate Comment: Death Notices in the Ancient

Historians. Frankfurt am Main.
(2003) “Center and periphery in Tacitus’ Histories,” Arethusa 36: 361–74.

Porod, R. (1985) Der Literat Curtius. Tradition und Neugestaltung: Zur Frage der
Eigenständigkeit des Schriftstellers Curtius. Diss., University of Graz.

Porson, R. (1790) Letters to Mr Archdeacon Travis, in Answer to his Defence of the
Three Heavenly Witnesses, I John v.7. London.

Potter, D. S. (1999) Literary Texts and the Roman Historian. London.
Powell, J. G. F. (1988) Cicero, Cato Maior De Senectute. Edited, with Introduction

and Commentary. Cambridge.
(ed.) (1995) Cicero the Philosopher. Twelve Papers. Oxford.

Poznanski, L. (1979) “Encore le corvus de la terre à la mer,” Latomus 38: 652–61.
Préaux, C. (1978) Le Monde hellénistique. La Grèce et l’Orient de la mort

d’Alexandre à la conquête romaine de la Grèce (323–146 av. J.-C.). Paris.
Price, J. (1992) Jerusalem Under Siege: The Collapse of the Jewish State 66–70 C.E.

Leiden.
(2005) “The provincial historian in Rome,” in Sievers and Lembi 2005: 101–18.

Price, S. R. F. (1980) “Between man and god: sacrifice in the Roman imperial cult,”
JRS 70: 28–43.

Purcell, N. (1990) Review of C. Nicolet, L’Inventaire du monde: geógraphie et
politique aux origines de l’empire romain, JRS 80 (1990): 178–82.

(2003) “Becoming historical: the Roman case,” in Braund and Gill 2003: 12–40.
Quinn, K. (1982) “The poet and his audience in the Augustan age,” ANRW 2.30.1:

75–180. Berlin.
Raaflaub, K. (2005) “From protection and defense to offense and participation: stages

in the conflict of the orders,” in Social Struggles in Archaic Rome: New
Perspectives on the Conflicts of the Orders, ed. K. Raaflaub. London: 185–222.

Racine, J. (1966) Œuvres complètes: Prose, ed. R. Picard. Paris.
(1999) Œuvres complètes: Théâtre et poésie, ed. G. Forestier. Paris.

Rajak, T. (2002) Josephus: the Historian and his Society, 2nd edn. (1st: 1983). London.
(2005) “Josephus in the diaspora,” in Edmondson,Mason, and Rives 2005: 79–97.

Rambaud, M. (1953) Cicéron et l’histoire romaine. Paris.
(1974) “L’espace dans le récit césarien,” in Littérature gréco-romaine et géographie
historique: Mélanges offerts à Roger Dion, ed. R. Chevallier. Paris: 111–29.

bibliography

444

Cambridge Collections Online © Cambridge University Press, 2010https://doi.org/10.1017/CCOL9780521854535.028 Published online by Cambridge University Press

https://doi.org/10.1017/CCOL9780521854535.028


Ranum, O. (1980) Artisans of Glory: Writers and Historical Thought in Seventeenth-
Century France. Chapel Hill.

Rasmussen, D. (1963) Caesars Commentarii: Stil und Stilwandel am Beispiel der
direkten Rede. Göttingen.

Rauk, J. (1997) “Time and history in Catullus 1,” CW 90: 319–32.
Rawlings, L. (1998) “Caesar’s portrayal of Gauls as warriors,” in Welch and Powell

1998: 171–92.
Rawson, E. (1976) “The first Latin annalists,” Latomus 35: 689–717.
(1985) Intellectual Life in the Late Roman Republic. London and Baltimore.
(1989) “Roman tradition and the Greek world,” CAH2 viii: 422–76.

Reames-Zimmerman, J. (1999) “Alexander the Great, Hephaestion and the nature of
their relationship,” AHB 13.3: 81–96.

Redfield, J. (1985) “Herodotus the tourist,” CP 80: 97–118.
Reed, J. (2000) Archaeology and the Galilean Jesus. Harrisburg, Pa.
Reinhold, M. (1988) From Republic to Principate. An Historical Commentary on

Cassius Dio’s Roman History Books 49–52 (36–29 B.C.). Atlanta.
Renehan, R. (1976) “A traditional pattern of imitation in Sallust and his sources,” CP

71: 97–105.
Rengstorf, K. (1968–1983) A Complete Concordance to Flavius Josephus, vols. i–iv,

and Namenwörterbuch. Leiden.
Rich, J. (1997) “Structuring Roman history: the consular year and the Roman

historical tradition,” Histos 1 (www.dur.ac.uk/Classics/histos/1997/rich1.html).
Richard, J.-C. (1989) “L’affaire du Crémère: recherches sur l’évolution et les sens de la

tradition,” Latomus 48: 312–25.
Richardson, P. (1999)Herod: King of the Jews and Friend of the Romans. Columbia,

S.C.
Richlin, A. (1981) “Approaches to the sources on adultery at Rome,” inReflections of

Women in Antiquity, ed. H. Foley. New York: 379–404.
Richter, M. (1977) The Political Theory of Montesquieu. Cambridge.
Ricœur, P. (1976) “History and hermeneutics,” Journal of Philosophy 73: 683–95.

(1981) “The hermeneutical function of distanciation,” in Ricoeur, Hermeneutics
and the Human Sciences: Essays on Language, Action, and Interpretation, ed.
J. B. Thompson. Cambridge: 131–44.

Riggsby, A. (2003) “Pliny in space (and time),” Arethusa 36: 167–86.
(2006) Caesar in Gaul and Rome: War in Words. Austin.
(2007) “Response,” Arethusa 40: 93–9.

Rike, R. L. (1987)Apex Omnium: Religion in the Res Gestae of Ammianus. Berkeley.
Riley, J. (2002) “Women in Justin.”Diss., University of Newcastle, New SouthWales.
Rives, J. (1999) Tacitus: Germania. Oxford.
(2005) “Flavian religious policy and the destruction of the Jerusalem Temple,” in
Edmondson, Mason, and Rives 2005: 145–66.

Rodgers, Z. (ed.) (2007) Making History: Josephus and Historical Method. Leiden.
Roller, D. (1998) The Building Program of Herod the Great. Berkeley.
Roller, M. (2001a) Constructing Autocracy: Aristocrats and Emperors in Julio-

Claudian Rome. Princeton.
(2001b) Review of Chaplin 2000, BMCR 2001.7.3.
(2004) “Exemplarity in Roman culture: the cases of Horatius Cocles and Cloelia,”
CP 99: 1–56.

bibliography

445

Cambridge Collections Online © Cambridge University Press, 2010https://doi.org/10.1017/CCOL9780521854535.028 Published online by Cambridge University Press

https://doi.org/10.1017/CCOL9780521854535.028


Rood, T. (2006) “Herodotus and foreign lands,” in The Cambridge Companion to
Herodotus, ed. C. Dewald and J. Marincola. Cambridge: 290–305.

Rorty, R. (1982) Consequences of Pragmatism. Minnesota.
Rose, C. B. (2005) “The Parthians in Augustan Rome,” AJA 109: 21–75.
Rose, P. (1995) “Cicero and the rhetoric of imperialism: putting the politics back into

political rhetoric,” Rhetorica 13: 359–99.
Rossini, G. (1990) “The criticism of rhetorical historiography and the ideal of scien-

tific method: history, nature and science in the political language of Thomas
Hobbes,” in The Languages of Political Theory in Early-Modern Europe, ed.
A. Pagden. Cambridge: 303–24.

Rudich, V. (1993) Political Dissidence under Nero: The Price of Dissimulation.
London and New York.

(1997) Dissidence and Literature under Nero: The Price of Rhetoricization. New
York.

Rüpke, J. (1992) “Wer las Caesars bella als commentarii?”Gymnasium 99: 201–26.
(1995a) “Fasti. Quellen oder Produkte römischer Geschichtsschreibung?” Klio 77:
184–202.

(1995b) Kalender und Öffentlichkeit. Die Geschichte der Repräsentation und
religiösen Qualifikation von Zeit in Rom. Berlin.

(2007) A Companion to Roman Religion. Blackwell Companions to the Ancient
World. Malden, Mass.

Rüsen, J. (2004) “Historical consciousness: narrative structure, moral function, and
ontogenetic development,” in Theorizing Historical Consciousness, ed. P. Seixas.
Toronto: 63–85.

Russell, B. F. (1998) “The emasculation of Antony: the construction of gender in
Plutarch’s Life of Antony,” Helios 25.2: 121–37.

Rutledge, S.H. (2000) “Tacitus in tartan: textual colonization and expansionist dis-
course in the Agricola,” Helios 27: 75–95.

Ryffel, H. (1949) Metabole politeion. Der Wandel der Staatsverfassungen. Bern.
Sabbah, G. (1978) La Méthode d’Ammien Marcellin: recherches sur la construction

du discours historique. Paris.
Sabin, P., H. Van Wees, and M. Whitby (eds.) (2007) The Cambridge History of

Greek and Roman Warfare, vol. 2. Cambridge.
Said, E.W. (1978) Orientalism. New York.
Salway, B. (2005) “The nature and genesis of the Peutinger map,” Imago Mundi 57:

119–35.
Sandel, M. (10 June 1985) “The state and the soul,” in The New Republic: 39–40.

(1998) Liberalism and the Limits of Justice. Cambridge.
Sanders, E. (1992) Judaism: Practice and Belief 63 BCE–66 CE. London and

Philadelphia.
Santini, C. (1995) I frammenti di L. Cassio Emina. Introduzione, testo, traduzione e

commento. Pisa.
Sasso, G. (1986–97) Machiavelli e gli antichi, 4 vols. Milan and Naples.
Scanlon, T. F. (1980) The Influence of Thucydides Upon Sallust. Heidelberg.
Schäfer, P. (1997) Judeophobia. Cambridge, Mass.
Schanz, M. and C. Hosius (1914–35) Geschichte der römischen Literatur. 4 vols.

Munich.

bibliography

446

Cambridge Collections Online © Cambridge University Press, 2010https://doi.org/10.1017/CCOL9780521854535.028 Published online by Cambridge University Press

https://doi.org/10.1017/CCOL9780521854535.028


Scheid, J. (1999) “Hiérarchie et structure dans le polythéisme romain. Façons
romaines de penser l’action,” Archiv für Religionsgeschichte 1(2): 184–93.

Schlicher, J. J. (1936) “The development of Caesar’s narrative style,” CP 31: 212–24.
Scholz, U.W. (2000) “Q. Fabius Pictor,” WJA 24: 139–49.
Schreckenberg, H. (1968) Bibliographie zu Flavius Josephus. Leiden.

(1972) Die Flavius-Josephus Tradition in Antike und Mittelalter. Leiden.
(1977) Rezeptionsgeschichtliche und textkritische Untersuchungen zu Flavius
Josephus. Leiden.

(1979) Bibliographie zu Flavius Josephus. Supplementband mit Gesamtregister.
Leiden.

(1984) “Josephus und die christlicheWirkungsgeschichte seines Bellum Judaicum,”
ANRW ii.21.2: 1106–217.

(1987) “The works of Josephus and the early Christian Church,” in Feldman and
Hata 1987: 315–24.

Schröder, V. (1999) La Tragédie du sang d’Auguste: politique et intertextualité dans
Britannicus. Tübingen.

Schultze, C. (1986) “Dionysius of Halicarnassus and his audience,” in Past
Perspectives: Studies in Greek and Roman Historical Writing, ed. I. S. Moxon,
J. D. Smart, and A. J. Woodman. Cambridge: 121–41.

Schulz, R. (1998) “Roms Griff nach dem Meer,” in Althistorisches Kolloquium aus
Anlass des 70. Geburtstags von Jochen Bleicken, ed. T. Hantos and G. Lehmann.
Stuttgart: 121–34.

Schwartz, E. (1901) “Quintus Curtius Rufus,” RE iv.2: 1871–91.
Schwartz, S. (1986) “The composition and publication of Josephus’ Bellum Judaicum

Book 7,” HTR 79: 373–86.
Schürer, E. (1973–87). The History of the Jewish People in the Age of Jesus Christ,

trans. T. A. Burkill et al., revised and ed. G. Vermes and F. Millar. Edinburgh.
(1990) Josephus and Judaean Politics. Leiden.

Sciarrino, E. (2004) “Putting Cato the Censor’sOrigines in its place,”CA 23: 323–57.
(2006) “The introduction of epic in Rome: cultural thefts and social contests,”
Arethusa 39: 449–69.

Scott, J. C. (1985)Weapons of theWeak: Everyday Forms of Peasant Resistance. New
Haven.

(1990) Domination and the Arts of Resistance: Hidden Transcripts. New Haven.
Scott, S. and J. Webster (eds.) (2003) Roman Imperialism and Provincial Art.

Cambridge.
Sehlmeyer, M. (1999) Stadtrömische Ehrenstatuen der republikanischen Zeit:

Historizität und Kontext von Symbolen nobilitären Standesbewusstseins.
Stuttgart.

Serrati, J. (2006) “Neptune’s altars: the treaties between Rome and Carthage
(509–226 BC),” CQ 56: 113–34.

Seyfarth, W. (1978) Ammiani Marcellini rerum gestarum libri qui supersunt edidit
Wolfgang Seyfarth, adiuuantibus Liselotte Jacob-Karau et Ilse Ulmann. Leipzig
(repr. Stuttgart and Leipzig, 1999).

Shaw, B.D. (1982:) “Social science and ancient history. Keith Hopkins in partibus
infidelium,” Helios 9.2: 17–57.

(1993) “Tyrants, bandits, and kings: personal power in Josephus,” JJS 44:
176–204.

bibliography

447

Cambridge Collections Online © Cambridge University Press, 2010https://doi.org/10.1017/CCOL9780521854535.028 Published online by Cambridge University Press

https://doi.org/10.1017/CCOL9780521854535.028


(1995) “Josephus: Roman power and responses to it,” Athenaeum 83: 357–90.
Shaw, P.-J. (2003)Discrepancies in Olympiad Dating and Chronological Problems of

Archaic Peloponnesian History. Stuttgart.
Sherwin–White, A.N. (1966) The Letters of Pliny. Oxford.
Shutt, R. (1961) Studies in Josephus. London.
Siegert, F., H. Schreckenberg, and M. Vogel (2001) Flavius Josephus, Aus Meinem

Leben (Vita). Kritische Ausgabe, Übersetzung und Kommentar. Tübingen.
(2006) Flavius Josephus, Über das Alter des Judentums (Contra Apionem).

Tübingen.
Sievers, J. and G. Lembi (eds.) (2005) Josephus and Jewish History in Flavian Rome

and Beyond. Leiden.
Sinclair, P. (1995) Tacitus the Sententious Historian: A Sociology of Rhetoric in

Annales 1–6. University Park, Pa.
Skinner, Q. (ed.) (1985) The Return of Grand Theory in the Social Sciences.

Cambridge.
(1996) Reason and Rhetoric in the Philosophy of Hobbes. Cambridge.
(1998) Liberty Before Liberalism. Cambridge.

Sklenàr, R. (1998) “La république des signes: Caesar, Cato, and the language of
Sallustian moralizing,” TAPA 128: 205–20.

Skutsch, O. (1985) The Annals of Quintus Ennius, repr. with corrections in 1986.
Oxford.

Slote, M. (1997) “Virtue ethics,” in Three Methods of Ethics, ed. M. Baron. London:
175–238.

Small, J. P. (1997) Wax Tablets of the Mind: Cognitive Studies of Memory and
Literacy in Classical Antiquity. London and New York.

Sordi, M. (1967) “I ‘corvi’ di Duilio e la giustificazione cartaginese della battaglia di
Milazzo,” RFIC 95: 260–8.

Soucy, R. J. (1966) “The nature of fascism in France,” Journal of Contemporary
History 1: 27–55.

Spannagel, M. (1999) Exemplaria Principis: Untersuchungen zu Entstehung und
Ausstattung des Augustusforums. Heidelberg.

Späth, T. (2001) “Erzählt, erfunden: Camillus. Literarische Konstruktion und soziale
Normen,” in Coudry and Späth 2001: 341–412.

Spencer, D. (2002). The Roman Alexander. Exeter.
Spiegel, G. (1997) The Past as Text: The Theory and Practice of Medieval

Historiography. Baltimore.
Spilsbury, P. (2005) “Reading the Bible in Rome: Josephus and the constraints of

empire,” in Sievers and Lembi 2005: 209–27.
Starr, R. (1987) “The circulation of literary texts in the Roman world,” CQ 37:

213–23.
Stein, E. (1937) De Woordenkeuze in het Bellum Judaicum van Flavius Josephus.

Amsterdam.
Sterling, G. (1992) Historiography and Self-Definition: Josephos, Luke–Acts and

Apologetic History. Leiden.
(2000) “Explaining defeat: Polybius and Josephus on the wars with Rome,” in
Internationales Josephus-Kolloquium, Aarhus 1999, ed. J. Kalms. Münster:
135–51.

bibliography

448

Cambridge Collections Online © Cambridge University Press, 2010https://doi.org/10.1017/CCOL9780521854535.028 Published online by Cambridge University Press

https://doi.org/10.1017/CCOL9780521854535.028


(2007) “The Jewish appropriation of Hellenistic historiography,” in Marincola
2007b: 231–243.

Stern, M. (1974) Greek and Latin Authors on Jews and Judaism, 3 vols. Jerusalem.
Stern, S. (2003) Time and Process in Ancient Judaism. Oxford.
Stewart, A. (2003) Faces of Power: Alexander’s Image and Hellenistic Politics.

Berkeley.
Stewart, P. (2003) Statues in Roman Society: Representation and Response.

Oxford.
(2006) “The image of the Roman emperor,” in Presence: The Inherence of the
Prototype within Images and Other Objects, ed. R. Maniura and R. Shepherd.
Aldershot: 243–58.

Stone, L. (1979) “The revival of narrative,” Past and Present 85: 3–24.
Suerbaum, W. (1968) Untersuchungen zur Selbstdarstellung älterer römischer

Schriftsteller. Livius Andronicus, Naevius, Ennius. Hildesheim.
(2004) Cato Censorius in der Forschung des 20. Jahrhunderts. Eine kommentierte
chronologische Bibliographie für 1990–1999. Hildesheim, Zürich and New York.

Sundwall, G. (1996) “Ammianus Geographicus,” AJP 117: 619–43.
Swan, P.M. (2004) The Augustan Succession. An Historical Commentary on Cassius

Dio’s Roman History Books 55–56 (9 B.C.–A.D. 14). Oxford.
Syme, R. (1939) The Roman Revolution. Oxford.
(1958a) Tacitus. 2 vols. Oxford.
(1958b) “The senator as historian,” in Histoire et historiens dans l’Antiquité

classique [= Entretiens Fondation Hardt 4], ed. K. Latte et al., 187–201, repr. in
Syme 1970: 1–10.

(1959) “Livy and Augustus,” HSCP 64: 27–87.
(1964) Sallust. Berkeley, Los Angeles, and London.
(1968) Ammianus and the Historia Augusta. Oxford.
(1970) Ten Studies in Tacitus. Oxford.
(1981) “Princesses and others in Tacitus,” G&R 28.1: 40–52.

Szemler, G. J. (1986) “Priesthood and priestly careers in ancient Rome,” ANRW
ii16.3: 2314–31.

Taine, H. (1856) Essai sur Tite Live. Paris.
Talbert, R. and K. Brodersen (eds.) (2004) Space in the Roman World. Münster.
Taplin, O. (ed.) (2001) Literature in the Roman World. Oxford.
Taylor, A. J. P. (1965) English History, 1914–1945. Oxford.
Thackeray, H. (1927–8) The Jewish War I–VII. Cambridge, Mass.

(1929) Josephus: the Man and the Historian. New York.
Thiel, J. (1954) A History of Roman Sea-Power Before the Second Punic War.

Amsterdam.
Thomas, R. (2000) Herodotus in Context: Ethnography, Science and the Art of

Persuasion. Cambridge.
Thomas, R. F. (2001) Virgil and the Augustan Reception. Cambridge.
Thompson, E. A. (1947) The Historical Work of Ammianus Marcellinus.

Cambridge.
Timpe, D. (1970/71) “Le ‘Origini’ di Catone e la storiografia latina,” AAPat 83:

5–33.
(1972) “Fabius Pictor und die Anfänge der römischen Historiographie,” in ANRW
i.2, ed. H. Temporini. Berlin: 928–68.

bibliography

449

Cambridge Collections Online © Cambridge University Press, 2010https://doi.org/10.1017/CCOL9780521854535.028 Published online by Cambridge University Press

https://doi.org/10.1017/CCOL9780521854535.028


(1979) “Erwägungen zur jüngeren Annalistik,” A&A 25: 97–119.
Tobin, R.W. (1999) Jean Racine Revisited. New York.
Toher,M. (1990) “Augustus and the evolution of Roman historiography,” inBetween

Republic and Empire, ed. K. A. Raaflaub and M. Toher. Berkeley: 139–54.
Tomlin, R. S.O. (ed.) (2005) History and Fiction: Six Essays Celebrating the

Centenary of Sir Ronald Syme (1903–89). London.
Torrigian, C. (1998) “TheΛOΓO∑ of Caesar’sBellumGallicum, especially as revealed

in its first five chapters,” in Welch and Powell 1998: 45–60.
Tränkle, H. (1977) Livius und Polybios. Stuttgart.
Tuan, Y.-F. (1977) Space and Place. Minneapolis.
Tversky, B., P. Lee, and S. Mainwaring (2000) “Why do speakers mix perspectives?”

Spatial Cognition and Computation 1: 399–412.
Twain, M. (1968/1883) Life on the Mississippi. New York.
Ullmann, L. and J. Price (2002) “Drama and history in Josephus’ Bellum Judaicum,”

SCI 21: 97–111.
Ullmann, R. (1927) La technique des discours dans Salluste, Tite Live et Tacite. Oslo.

(1928) Etude sur le style des discours de Tite Live. Oslo.
Ungern-Sternberg, J. von (1988) “Überlegungen zur frühen römischen Überlieferung

im Lichte der Oral-Tradition-Forschung,” in Vergangenheit in mündlicher
Überlieferung, ed. J. von Ungern-Sternberg and H. Reinau. Stuttgart: 237–65.

Usher, S. (1969) The Historians of Greece and Rome. London.
(1974) Dionysius of Halicarnassus: Critical Essays, vol. i. Cambridge, Mass.

Ussani, V. (1932, 1960) Hegesippus (CSEL). Vienna.
Van Peer, W. (1991) “But what is literature? Towards a descriptive definition of

literature,” in Literary Pragmatics, ed. R.D. Sell. London: 127–41.
Varner, E. R. (2004) Mutilation and Transformation: Damnatio Memoriae and

Roman Imperial Portraiture. Leiden.
Vasaly, A. (1987) “Personality and power: Livy’s depiction of the Appii Claudii in the

first pentad,” TAPA 117: 203–26.
(1993) Representations: Images of the World in Ciceronian Oratory. Berkeley.
(1999) “The Quinctii in Livy’s first pentad: The rhetoric of anti-rhetoric,” CW 92:
513–30.

(2002) “Livy’s first pentad and the Augustan poetry book,” in Levene and Nelis
2002: 275–90.

Verbrugghe, G. P. (1989) “On the meaning of Annales, on the meaning of Annalist,”
Philologus 133: 192–230.

Verdin, H. (1974) “La fonction de l’histoire selon Denys d’Halicarnasse,” Ancient
Society 5: 289–307.

Vickers, B. (1988) In Defence of Rhetoric. Oxford.
Vigourt, A. (2001) “‘M’. Curius Dentatus et C. Fabricius Luscinus: les grands hommes

ne sont pas exceptionnels,” in Coudry and Späth 2001: 117–29.
Viroli, M. (1999) Republicanism. New York.
Vogt-Spira, G. (ed.) (1990) Strukturen der Mündlichkeit in der römische Literatur.

Tübingen.
Vout, C. (2007a) Power and Eroticism in Imperial Rome. Cambridge.
(2007b) “Sizing up Rome or theorising the overview,” in The Sites of Rome: Time,
Space and Memory, ed. D. Larmour and D. Spencer. Oxford: 295–322.

bibliography

450

Cambridge Collections Online © Cambridge University Press, 2010https://doi.org/10.1017/CCOL9780521854535.028 Published online by Cambridge University Press

https://doi.org/10.1017/CCOL9780521854535.028


(2008) ‘The art of “damnatio memoriae”’, in Un discours en images de la condam-
nation de mémoire, ed. S. Benoist and A. Daguet-Gagey. Metz: 153–72.

Wachter, R. (1987) Altlateinische Inschriften. Bern.
Walbank, F.W. (1943) “Polybius on the Roman Constitution,” CQ 37: 73–89.

(1945) “Polybius, Philinus and the First Punic War,” CQ 39: 1–18, repr. in
Walbank 1985: 77–98.

(1957–79) A Historical Commentary on Polybius, 3 vols. Oxford.
(1972) Polybius. Berkeley.
(1975) “Symploke: its role in Polybius’ Histories,” YCS 24: 187–212.
(1985) Selected Papers. Cambridge.
(1998) “A Greek looks at Rome: Polybius vi revisited,” SCI 17: 45–59, repr. in
Walbank 2002: 277– 92.

(2002) Polybius, Rome and the Hellenistic World. Essays and Reflections.
Cambridge.

(2005) “The two-way shadow. Polybius among the fragments,” in The Shadow of
Polybius. Intertextuality as a Research Tool in Greek Historiography.
Proceedings of the International Colloquium, Leuven, 21–22 September 2001
(= Studia Hellenistica 42), ed. G. Schepens and J. Bollansée. Leuven: 1–18.

Walker, A.D. (1993) “Enargeia and the spectator in Greek historiography,” TAPA
123: 353–77.

Walker, B. (1952) The Annals of Tacitus. Manchester.
Wallace-Hadrill, A. (1982) “Civilis princeps: between citizen and king,” JRS 72:

32–48.
(1983) Suetonius: The Scholar and his Caesars. London.
(1996) “The imperial court,” inCAH 102,The Augustan Empire, 43B.C.–A.D. 69,
ed. A. K. Bowman, E. Champlin and A. Lintott. Cambridge: 283–306.

Walsh, P.G. (1961) Livy. His Historical Aims and Methods. Cambridge.
Walter, U. (2001) “Die Botschaft des Mediums. Überlegungen zum Sinnpotential von

Historiographie im Kontext der römischen Geschichtskultur zur Zeit der
Republik,” in Institutionalität und Symbolisierung, ed. G. Melville. Cologne,
Weimar, Vienna: 241–79.

(2004) Memoria und res publica: zur Geschichtskultur im republikanischen Rom.
Frankfurt am Main.

Webster, J. andN.Cooper (eds.) (1996)Roman Imperialism: Post-Colonial Perspectives.
Leicester.

Welch, K. and A. Powell (eds.) (1998) Julius Caesar as Artful Reporter. The War
Commentaries as Political Instruments. London and Swansea.

West, M. L. (1978) Hesiod: Works and Days. Oxford.
Whealey, A. (2003) Josephus on Jesus: The Testimonium Flavianum Controversy

from Late Antiquity to Modern Times. New York.
Wheeldon, M. J. (1989) “‘True stories’: the reception of historiography in antiquity,”

in Cameron 1989: 33–63.
White H. (1973) Metahistory: The historical imagination in nineteenth-century

Europe. Baltimore.
(1985) Tropics of Discourse: Essays in Cultural Criticism. Baltimore.
(1987) The Content of the Form: Narrative Discourse andHistorical Representation.

Baltimore and London.

bibliography

451

Cambridge Collections Online © Cambridge University Press, 2010https://doi.org/10.1017/CCOL9780521854535.028 Published online by Cambridge University Press

https://doi.org/10.1017/CCOL9780521854535.028


White, L.M. (2005) “Epilogue as prologue: Herod and the Jewish experience of
Augustan rule,” in The Cambridge Companion to the Age of Augustus, ed.
K. Galinsky. Cambridge: 361–88.

Whitmarsh, T. (2001) Greek Literature and the Roman Empire: The Politics of
Imitation. Oxford.

(2004) Ancient Greek Literature. Cambridge.
Wiedemann, T.E. J. (1983) “ἐλάχιστον . . . ἐν τοις̑ ἄρσεσι κλέος”: Thucydides, women,

and the limits of rational analysis,” G&R 30: 163–70.
(2000) “Reflections of Roman political thought in Latin historical writing,” in
Cambridge History of Greek and Roman Political Thought, ed. C. Rowe and
M. Schofield. Cambridge: 517–30.

Wilcox, D. J. (1987) The Measure of Times Past: Pre-Newtonian Chronologies and
the Rhetoric of Relative Time. Chicago and London.

Wilkins, A. T. (1994) Hero or Villain? Sallust’s Portrayal of Catiline. New York.
Williams, C.A. (1999) Roman Homosexuality: Ideologies of Masculinity in Classical

Antiquity. New York and Oxford.
Williams, M. F. (1997) “Four mutinies: Tacitus Annals 1.16-30, 1.31-49 and

Ammianus Marcellinus Res Gestae 20.4.9-20.5.7, 24.3.1-8,” Phoenix 51:
44–74.

Williams,M.H. (2004) “The shaping of the identity of the Jewish community in Rome
in antiquity,” in Christians as a Religious Minority in a Multicultural City, ed.
J. Zangenberg and M. Labahn. London and New York.

Williams, M.R. (1985) “Caesar’s Bibracte narrative and the aims of Caesarian style,”
ICS 10: 215–26.

Winterbottom, M. (1980) Roman Declamation. Bristol.
Wirszubski, C. (1950) Libertas as a Political Ideal at Rome during the Late Republic

and Early Principate. Cambridge.
Wiseman, T. P. (1974) “Legendary genealogies in late-republican Rome,” G&R 21:

153–64.
(1979) Clio’s Cosmetics. Three Studies in Greco-Roman Literature. Leicester and

Totowa, N.J.
(1981) “Practice and theory in Roman historiography,”History 66 (1981): 375–93,

reprinted in Wiseman 1987: 244–61.
(1982a) “Acroasis: a forgotten feature of Roman literature,” Latin Teaching 36:
33–7.

(1982b) “Pete nobiles amicos: poets and patrons in late Republican Rome,” in
Literary Patronage in Greece and Rome, ed. B. Gold. Chapel Hill: 28–49.

(1983 (1987)) “The credibility of the Roman annalists,” LCM 8.2 (1983): 20–2,
reprinted in Wiseman 1987: 293–6 with addenda 384.

(1985) “Competition and co-operation,” in Roman Political Life, 90 B.C. – A.D.
69, ed. T. P. Wiseman. Exeter: 3–19.

(1987) Roman Studies. Literary and Historical. Liverpool.
(1989) “Roman legend and oral tradition,” JRS 79: 129–37.
(1991) Flavius Josephus, Death of an Emperor, tr. with comm. Exeter.
(1993) “Lying historians: seven types of mendacity,” in Lies and Fiction in the

Ancient World, ed. T. P. Wiseman and C. Gill. Exeter: 122–46.
(1994) Historiography and Imagination: Eight Essays on Roman Culture. Exeter.
(1995a) Remus: A Roman Myth. Cambridge.

bibliography

452

Cambridge Collections Online © Cambridge University Press, 2010https://doi.org/10.1017/CCOL9780521854535.028 Published online by Cambridge University Press

https://doi.org/10.1017/CCOL9780521854535.028


(1995b) “The God of the Lupercal,” JRS 85: 1–22.
(1996) “What do we know about early Rome?” JRA 9: 310–15.
(1998a) Roman Drama and Roman History. Exeter.
(1998b) “The publication of De Bello Gallico,” in Welch and Powell 1998: 1–10.
(2000 (2008)) “Liber, myth, drama and ideology in Republican Rome,” in Bruun

2000: 265–99; reprinted in Wiseman 2008: 84–139.
(2002a) “Roman history and the ideological vacuum,” in Classics in Progress.
Essays on Ancient Greece and Rome, ed. T. P. Wiseman, Oxford: 285–310.

(2002b (2008)) “History, poetry, and annales,” in Levene and Nelis 2002: 331–62;
reprinted in Wiseman 2008: 243–70.

(2004) The Myths of Rome. Exeter.
(2007 (2008)) “The prehistory of Roman historiography,” in Marincola 2007b:
67–75; reprinted in Wiseman 2008: 231–42.

(2008) Unwritten Rome. Exeter.
Wisse, J. (2002a) “The intellectual background of Cicero’s rhetorical works,” in May

2002: 331–74.
(2002b) “De Oratore: Rhetoric, philosophy, and the making of the ideal orator,”
in May 2002: 375–400.

Wittgenstein, L. (1969) On Certainty, ed. G. E.M Anscombe and G.H. von Wright.
Oxford.

Wolff, A. (1908) De Flavii Josephi Belli Iudaici Scriptoris Studiis Rhetoricis. Halis
Saxonum.

Wölfflin, E. (1870) “Stilistiche Nachahmer des Tacitus,” Philologus 19: 557–60.
Wolin, S. (1960, 2004) Continuity and Innovation in Western Political Thought.

Princeton.
Womersley, D. (1988) The Transformation of The Decline and Fall of the Roman

Empire. Cambridge.
(1995): See Gibbon (1776–88).
(2002) Gibbon and the “Watchmen of the Holy City”: The Historian and his
Reputation, 1776–1815. Cambridge.

Wood, N. (1995) “Sallust’s theorem: a comment on ‘fear’ in Western political
thought,” History of Political Thought 16: 172–85.

Woodman, A. J. (1988) Rhetoric in Classical Historiography: Four Studies. London,
Sydney, and Portland.

(1993) “Amateur dramatics at the court of Nero:Annals 15.48–74,” in Tacitus and
the Tacitean Tradition, ed. T. J. Luce and A. J. Woodman. Princeton: 104–28.

(1995) “Praecipuum Munus Annalium: the construction, convention, and context
of Tacitus, Annals 3.65.1,” MH 52, 111–26 (= Woodman [1998b] 86–103).

(1998a) Review ofD. S. Potter,Literary Texts and theRomanHistorian,Histos 2: n. p.
(1998b) Tacitus Reviewed. Oxford.
(2001) “History,” in Encyclopedia of Rhetoric, ed. T.O. Sloane. Oxford: 337–47.
(2003) “Poems to historians: Catullus 1 and Horace Odes 2.1,” in Braund and Gill
2003: 191–216.

(2004) Tacitus. The Annals. Indianapolis.
(2007) “Readers and reception: a text case,” in Marincola 2007b: 133–44.

Woodman, A. J. and R. Martin (1996) The Annals of Tacitus: Book 3. Cambridge.
Woolf, G. (1996) “Monumental writing,” JRS 86: 22–39.

bibliography

453

Cambridge Collections Online © Cambridge University Press, 2010https://doi.org/10.1017/CCOL9780521854535.028 Published online by Cambridge University Press

https://doi.org/10.1017/CCOL9780521854535.028


(1998) Becoming Roman: the Origins of Provincial Civilization in Gaul.
Cambridge.

Yadin, Y. (1966) Masada: Herod’s Fortress and the Zealots’ Last Stand, tr.
M. Pearlman. New York.

Yadin, Y. et al. (1989– ) Masada I–VI: The Yigael Yadin Excavations 1963–1965
Final Reports. Jerusalem.

Yardley, J. C. (2003) Justin and Pompeius Trogus. Toronto.
Yardley, J. C. and R. Develin (1994) Justin. Epitome of the Philippic History of

Pompeius Trogus. Atlanta.
Yardley, J. C. and W. Heckel (1984) Quintus Curtius Rufus, The History of

Alexander. Harmondworth, Middlesex and New York.
(1997) Justin. Epitome of the Philippic History of Pompeius Trogus, Books 11–12.
Oxford.

Yarrow, L.M. (2006) Historiography at the End of the Republic: Provincial
Perspectives on Roman Rule. Oxford.

Yates, F. (1966) The Art of Memory. London.
Yavetz, Z. (1975) “Reflections on Titus and Josephus,” GRBS 16: 411–32.
Zagorin, P. (1999) “History, the referent, and narrative: reflections on postmodernism

now,” History and Theory 38: 1–24.
Zanker, P. (1988) The Power of Images in the Age of Augustus, trans. A. Shapiro.

Michigan.
Zerubavel, E. (2003) TimeMaps: Collective Memory and the Social Shape of the Past.

Chicago.
Zetzel, J. E.G. (1995) Cicero: De Re Publica. Selections. Cambridge.
Ziegler, K. (1952) “Polybios,” RE 21.2: 1440–578.
Zorzetti, N. (1990) “The carmina convivalia,” in Murray 1990: 289–307.

(1991) “Poetry and the ancient city: the case of Rome,” CJ 86: 311–29.
Zuber, R. (1968) Les “belles infidèles” et la formation du goût classique: Perrot

d’Ablancourt et Guez de Balzac. Paris.

bibliography

454

Cambridge Collections Online © Cambridge University Press, 2010https://doi.org/10.1017/CCOL9780521854535.028 Published online by Cambridge University Press

https://doi.org/10.1017/CCOL9780521854535.028

	Polybius Cover Sheet
	Polybius 22 May (Marincola)
	Polybius Cover Sheet
	Book 1
	Book 3
	Book 6 beginning
	Book 6 Funeral
	Book 12
	Davidson, Polybius
	CCRH Bibliography




