
used Stoic theory to reshape traditional notions of the family and develop methods for pur-
suing virtue within it. It skilfully demonstrates how Seneca sought to reconcile the ideal
life of the philosopher as a member of the cosmic city with the quotidian life in one’s par-
ticular family.

CHR I STOPHER STARMiddlebury College
cstar@middlebury.edu

A NEW READ ING OF ANNAL S 5 AND 6

WO O DM A N (A . J . ) (ed.) The Annals of Tacitus. Books 5 and 6.
(Cambridge Classical Texts and Commentaries 55.) Pp. xxii + 325, ill.
Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2017. Cased, £89.99, US$140.
ISBN: 978-1-107-15270-0.
doi:10.1017/S0009840X17001688

W.’s commentary completes the project conceived some 50 years ago to produce new edi-
tions and commentaries on the first six books of the Annals for the ‘Cambridge Orange’
series (Cambridge Classical Texts and Commentaries). Begun by F.R.D. Goodyear with
editions of Annals 1–2 (1972–81), carried forward by W. and R. Martin with Annals 3
(1996) and 4 (1989, in the Cambridge ‘Green and Yellow’ series), the Tiberian books
now culminate in a text and commentary by W. alone. W. is currently preparing a new
‘Orange’ text and commentary for Annals 4. With S. Malloch’s 2013 commentary on
11 and forthcoming commentaries on 14 by C. Whitton/M. Lavan, 15 by R. Ash and
16 by S. Bartera, a multicoloured ‘Cambridge Annals’ is very nearly complete.

The first question about a new edition of Annals 5–6 must be: ‘what exactly constitutes
its Book 5 and its Book 6?’ After more than a century of starting Annals 6 with six chapters
that are still known as 5.6–11, W. returns to Lipsius’ division. His text puts lacunas after
5.5.1 (impediri testarentur) and 5.6.1 (plures adsuetudine), as well as between Books 5
and 6 where the subscriptio has fallen out, but begins Annals 6 at 6.1.1. This arrangement
gives us the beginning and end of Annals 5 (the beginning of AD 29 and the very end of
31), but Annals 6 in its entirety (AD 32–37). The introduction (pp. 3–9) concisely defends
this editorial decision with W.’s hallmark combination of philological precision and inter-
pretative insight. Here he cites Tacitean book structure and statistics about year-length, but
also looks to the Annals’ thematic arc: in the Lipsian division, the opening movements of
the last three books of the hexad correspond to the final three ‘stages’ of Tiberius’ reign as
outlined in the obituary (6.50.5–51.2).

The books of the Annals in this series have not so far achieved the status of ‘standard’
texts, but reading 5–6 in W.’s text has its advantages. W.’s paragraphs often disregard trad-
itional chapter and even, on occasion, sentence divisions in order to make the coherence of
episodes clearer and bring out the turns of the narrative. The apparatus is relatively full and
scrupulously credits old and new emendations of manuscript M. Paragraphing and punc-
tuation aside, there are 47 differences between W.’s text and Heubner’s (Teubner 1994).
A few individuals have new names: Sextius Paconianus (6.3.4, 6.39.1) has become
Sextilius, and Pontius Fregellanus (6.48.4) Pontilius. But the Vibullius Agrippa cham-
pioned by Syme has reverted to Vibulenus (6.40.1). Some of W.’s choices are minor,
for example, restoring M’s set where previous editors silently normalised it to sed.
Others are more significant, as W.’s bold (but ably defended) conjecture of ta < cito >
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negotio at 6.21.1, most editors having preferred a more generic ta < li > or ta < nto > .
Equally striking is W.’s insertion of an appositive to ease the grammar of 5.5.1: <femina >
nobilitatis . . . clarissimae. (There is a certain irony in this emendation, as women are a regular
presence in Annals 5–6, yet conspicuously absent from the commentary’s interest. Book 5
opens with the death and obituary of Livia [5.1–2], and Agrippina’s death marks the mid-point
of Book 6 [6.25]. Livi(ll)a’s downfall surely loomed large in the missing portions of Annals 5
[cf. 6.2.1], and women feature regularly as dynastic pawns [6.15.1, 6.27.1], objects of scandal
[6.40.3, 6.47.2, 6.49], partners in intrigue [6.26.3, 6.45.3] or suicide [6.29.1–2, 6.29.4] and
tragic victims of Tiberian cruelty [5.9.1–2, 6.10.1]. So one could wish for more insight into
their thematic and narrative relevance than ‘T.’s statements about women are conventional
and typical of the ancient world’ [p. 196].)

The commentary is rich and often provocative. It is best consulted with the other
volumes of the series to hand, which W. often cross-references for discussions of particular
words, constructions or points of history. W. argues with characteristic forcefulness for his
sometimes iconoclastic interpretations of disputed passages, most notably in the obituary
of Tiberius (pp. 287–301). A concluding appendix (pp. 302–15) synthesises and sum-
marises W.’s reading of the Tacitean Tiberius, carefully distinguished from the historical
princeps. This essay stands on its own and would be a suitable introduction to Tacitus’
narrative for advanced undergraduates. W.’s conclusions will not find universal accept-
ance, but they are always illuminating, grounded in a keen understanding of Latin’s seman-
tic and syntactic possibilities and limits. W. is attentive to peculiarities of Tacitean diction,
but usefully notes where a seemingly choice word or phrase turns out to be less so (e.g.
6.43.2, obsitus). Especially good are the comments on Tacitus’ figurative language.
W. points out metaphorical cliffs (5.3.1), siege-engines (6.29.3), shipwrecks (6.48.2)
and more, as well as such recurring motifs as disease and eating. Many notes pack an
impressive range of topics – not only literary and linguistic but also historical and prosopo-
graphical – into a small space. Discussing the oppidanum genus of Julia Livilla’s
Cales-born fiancé M. Vinicius, for example (6.15.1), W. observes that this mésalliance
has a symmetrical parallel at the end of the year, discusses the rarity of the phrase oppida-
num genus, locates Cales (‘famous for its wine’), and directs the reader to T.P. Wiseman’s
treatment of the Vinicii in the region. All this in seven lines.

Several innovations are especially welcome. W. highlights Tacitus’ pervasive puns and
sonic effects by italicising and underlining lemmata where they display assonance, alliter-
ation, polyptopon and similar wordplays. Sometimes explicit discussion follows and some-
times not, but the practice induces the reader to pay attention to an often-overlooked
dimension of a text that was probably, in its first instance, consumed aurally. There is
also considerably more, and more varied, Greek than one is accustomed to seeing quoted
in a commentary on a Roman historian. Tacitus compares Tiberius to the Platonic tyrant at
6.6.2, but W. also adduces Herodotean language for Tacitus’ digression on the phoenix
(6.28.1–6), a Thucydidean model for Tacitus’ analysis of the internal politics of
Seleucia (6.41.2), and regularly cites Greek writers both Classical and post-Classical to
parallel Tacitean sententiae or historiographical methodology. This does not mean that
W. stints the Latin literary tradition, where the influences of less-canonical authors like
Curtius, Statius and Silius are given their due, alongside standbys such as Sallust, Livy,
Virgil and Seneca. As a result, W. both locates Tacitus more precisely in his
post-Flavian literary milieu and sets him into broader intellectual and historiographical
traditions.

One final example can illustrate the subtlety and even sly wit of W.’s approach to
Tacitean wordplay and unusual comparanda. W. draws attention to the ‘vividness’ of
Tacitus’ description of the financial crisis of AD 33 in a brief note whose principal work
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is done by italicisation in the lemma: primo concursatio et preces, dein strepere praetoris
tribunal (6.17.2, ‘first people mobbed and begged [the moneylenders]; then the praetor’s
tribunal began to ring [with suits]’). The reader must supply the causes of this vividness,
chief among them the alliteration that mimics the repetitive clamour that it describes.
W. compares Plato, Rep. 564d, περὶ τὰ βήματα προσίζον βομβεῖ on the democratic
mob as bees ‘buzzing around the speaker’s stand’ for a similar use of alliteration to recreate
the sounds of a crowd. But the juxtaposition inevitably provokes further questions (is
W. hinting at bees in Tacitus’ strepere as well?) and prods the reader to further investiga-
tion (how common is sonic wordplay where words for sound are in play?). In such places,
W. seems himself to be approaching the suggestive allusiveness that he identifies so well in
Tacitus. This makes his commentary at times difficult going, but, like its target text, it more
than repays the effort.

LYD IA SP I ELBERGRadboud University, Nijmegen
l.spielberg@let.ru.nl

TAC I TUS ON L I BERTY AND POL I T I C S

S T R U N K ( T . E . ) History after Liberty. Tacitus on Tyrants, Sycophants,
and Republicans. Pp. x + 221. Ann Arbor: University of Michigan Press,
2017. Cased, US$65. ISBN: 978-0-472-13020-7.
doi:10.1017/S0009840X17002062

‘Tacitus gives little away’: this famous phrase, penned by R. Syme (Tacitus [1939],
p. 520), finds support in widely divergent political interpretations of Tacitus’ writing.
On one side are ‘black’ Tacitists, who read him as endorsing the Principate and what
G. Botero termed ‘reason of state’; on the other side are ‘red’ Tacitists, such as
T. Jefferson, who read him as a critic or opponent of monarchy. In between are those
like J. Lipsius, seeing Tacitus as a moderate, or a realist, seeking a middle way between
rejection of monarchy and uncritical acceptance. In this volume S. seeks, in his words,
to ‘develop an argument for the revival of the Red Tacitus interpretation’ (p. 5). He argues
methodically, carefully and through an engagement with scholarship ranging from Classics
to political philosophy to political science. The result is an important book that scholars of
Tacitus, Roman political thought and the early empire will take seriously.

The book consists of five substantive chapters, along with a brief introduction and epi-
logue. The narrative arc begins with Chapter 1, ‘Libertas and the Political Thought of
Tacitus’. Rejecting biographical readings of Tacitus’ thought, which (as with the historians
T. Mommsen or G. Boissier) centre on his status as a collaborator with the Principate,
S. also rejects readings of Tacitus (including my own in D. Kapust, Republicanism,
Rhetoric, and Roman Political Thought [2011]) as a middle-way thinker. Instead,
S. asserts that Tacitus is a republican: Tacitus holds a view of libertas as non-domination, to
use the phrasing popularised by the political philosopher Philip Pettit. This view entails not
simply the absence of interference, but the absence of arbitrary interference, potential or
actual. Moreover, libertas entails free participation in political life. Crucial to S.’s understand-
ing of Tacitus’ republicanism and critique of the institution of the Principate is the antithesis
between ‘libertas in the Republic’ and the ‘autocratic rule’ of the Principate (p. 32).

Given this antithesis, S. documents the corrupting effects of the Principate on institu-
tions and practices, along with Tacitus’ efforts at republican restoration. Chapter 2, ‘The
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