
Fisher, in ‘Narrative and Emotions in Pseudo-Demosthenes 47, Against Euergus and
Mnesiboulus’, offers a narratological analysis of [Dem.] 47 in an essay in the form of a
commentary. Fisher’s analysis is insightful and generally convincing. He is probably
right in arguing that παῖδες may be accompanied by the masculine article when referring
to daughters (pp. 187–8; instances of αἱ παῖδες etc. seem to be confined to contrasts with
the masculine, e.g. at Pl. Lg. 813b, or where the noun is further modified by a constituent in
grammatical agreement, e.g. a relative pronoun at Dem. 60.27), but could have made more of
the narratological function of the imperfect (as contributing to embedded focalisation, p. 195).

Chapter 13, ‘Truth and Deception in Athenian Forensic Narratives’, is an innovative
experimental study of the narratives of Dem. 54 and Lys. 3. Kremmydas offers an
assessment of the veracity of these passages using a forensic technique (Criteria-Based
Content Analysis), whereby nineteen criteria are evaluated by raters to produce a
truthfulness score for each narrative. The results confirm scholarly opinions (Dem. 54 is
more likely to be truthful than Lys. 3); this is encouraging, but, given its nature, this
study should probably have followed the layout of experimental papers and provided
more information about the experimental set-up (what is the raters’ background? Under
what conditions was the rating performed? Was it performed on the original or on
translations of the texts?) as well as significance tests for the statistics it presents.

The final chapter, R. Hatzilambrou’s ‘Greek Teachings about Forensic Narrative’,
wraps up the volume as a historical counterpart to Gagarin’s introductory survey. This
essay summarises passages on diēgēsis from Aristotle’s Rhetoric, the Rhetoric to
Alexander, Dionysius of Halicarnassus’ essay on Lysias (Chapter 18), and the relevant
sections of Ps.-Hermogenes’ On Invention and the Anonymus Seguerianus. It is regrettable
that the Progymnasmata are excluded from this survey, given that they all counted
narrative among their exercises. The fact that exercises in narrative were part of elementary
education could form the basis of an answer to Hatzilambrou’s conclusion that the
importance of diēgēsis appears to be ‘under-appreciated, both by fourth-century and
later Greek rhetoricians’ (p. 242). On Dionysius’ virtues of style (p. 237), readers may
want to compare K. Pohl, Die Lehre von der drei Wortfügungsarten (1968), pp. 12–15.
The volume is complemented by a general index and an index locorum.

ALESSANDRO VATR IUniversity of Oxford
alessandro.vatri@classics.ox.ac.uk

FORENS I C S P EECHES BY I SOCRATES

WH I T E H E A D ( D . ) (ed., trans.) Isokrates: The Forensic Speeches (Nos.
16–21). Introduction, Text, Translation and Commentary. In two volumes.
Pp. xviii + 1142. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2022. Cased,
£150. US$195. ISBN: 978-1-009-10061-8 (vol. 1), 978-1-009-10062-5
(vol. 2), 978-1-009-21450-6 (set).
doi:10.1017/S0009840X23000859

W.’s hefty commentary, two handsome volumes coming in at 1,142 pages, on the six
forensic speeches of Isocrates marks a considerable second wave of interest in the author
within the past 30 years. The commentary seeks to right a wrong. It concerns itself with
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texts that are generally found lacking or are ignored and are only to be mined for political,
social, economic or historical insights, as W. laments in the introduction (p. vii). And it
comes out just ahead of S. Martinelli Tempesta’s long awaited OCT edition, which
W. frequently acknowledges. Accordingly, the commentary seeks to demonstrate that
even what appears to be unpromising may actually be a basis for a rich and productive,
because detailed, analysis.

W.’s work follows the conventional structure of a commentary. He begins with an
introduction on the forensic speeches, dealing with the author’s biography, which makes
him an ‘accidental dikographos’, his reputation and his standing in the rhetorical tradition.
He then treats each of the forensic speeches in a larger typeface with an overall discussion
of each speech. It appears that they come either in a random order or perhaps in the order in
which W. worked on the speeches since there is no other apparent logic for the structure of
the commentary: 21, 18, 20, 16, 17 and 19. W. discusses the litigants, the date of the work,
the issue involved, about which little is often known, and the speech’s general structure.
This is followed by the text, on one side Greek, which is most indebted to Γ and is
supplemented by the readings of Martinelli Tempesta, with the translation on the facing
page. After this, we are given the very detailed and generally excellent commentary,
which addresses textual issues as well as social and political details. There are two short
appendices: the first on the iustitium, which was the temporary closure of the courts for
business, and the second on the amnesty that followed the oligarchy of 403 BCE.

Lawcourt speeches are generally troublesome because they deal with often petty
matters, and everything in them is somewhat uncertain. W. is fully aware of this as he
acknowledges the state of controversy by citing the work of other scholars, who either
agree with or differ from his views. Moreover, he is to be commended for his interest in
determining functions and meanings of the legal speeches because legalities are based
on details and nuances. He is sensitive to turns of phrases and what words might signify.
For instance, he glosses δέομενος at 21.1 as ‘he is asking’, as opposed to G. Mathieu/É.
Brémond, L. Van Hook and D. Mirhady, who prefer to render it as ‘dans le besoin’/ ‘in
need’ (p. 110), while on p. 126 he offers ‘(such) apprehensions about the political
situation’ for τὰ καθεστῶτα ἐφοβεῖτο. He sides with Mathieu/Brémond, Mirhady and
C. Ley-Hutton in preferring a less definite translation than Van Hook, who sees
καθεστῶτα as ‘the government’. On p. 766, W. puts ‘grounds for fair treatment’ as a
preferred reading to Van Hook’s ‘claims to justice’ for dikaia.

Of particular historical and politico-social interest is W.’s commentary on ‘On the
Horse-Team’, perhaps the best known of the speeches, because it concerns the younger
Alcibiades, his father and the scandal in which this family is enmeshed while touching
on the particularly sensitive issue of the Thirty. W. is familiar with the historical
background, which he discusses at some length to enrich the commentary. After all, the
Athenian audience would have been aware of what the name ‘Alcibiades’ – both junior
and senior – signified and meant to the state. W. deals with the Mysteries, mentioned at
section 6 of the speech at pp. 494–9, citing useful bibliography.

Despite appearing to follow the conventional form for a commentary, W.’s work is
somewhat idiosyncratic because he assumes an actively dialogic approach. He comments
on past and more recent scholarship, and he takes on board Mirhady’s translation of the
speeches for the series The Oratory of Classical Greece – and he has no compunctions
about rejecting his translation, as he does at p. 891. But he also engages with other
more contemporary and ongoing scholarship: he quite literally enters into conversation
with other scholars, meaning that this work has an immediate currency and relevance.
He cites conversations with Gagarin on pp. 392 and 423, although he disagrees with
him on p. 360, but the majority of the engagement is with L. Rubinstein, his former
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colleague at Queen’s Belfast and an expert on Attic oratory, whom he continually cites,
often at great length (e.g. pp. 516, 521, 528, 532, 573–4 etc.).

There is one important concern that W. sidesteps in his work, the fact that Isocrates
denies writing any dicanic speeches, a fact to which I have previously drawn attention
(see Y.L. Too, The Rhetoric of Identity in Isocrates: Text, Power, Pedagogy [1995],
pp. 28–9 and 81–4). Dicanic speeches were the domain of logographers, the vilified and
reviled professional speech writers, which W. notes at pp. 26ff. Their orations may not
have always been written for court cases but rather for reading audiences, as in the case
of Antiphon’s Tetralogies, something W. briefly recognises at p. 15, when querying
their possible inauthenticity. Yet W. backs off from this position and treats the speeches
as orations delivered in the lawcourts. He insists on the authenticity of the Lochites at
p. 356, although his insistence that it was authentic begs more questions. These six
speeches he declares ‘Isok.’s true speeches’, which, he states, are in turn echoed by ten
of the fourteen works written between 380 and 340 BCE. What is a ‘true’ speech, as distinct
from or opposed to a ‘false’ speech? W. is the sort of historian who seems to hold to
facticity as his ideal. So, does the process of presenting an oration in its literary form
not always make it other than ‘true’, I ask, as the author writes with a view to satisfying
the literary audience? (My current view is that speech writers would deny the fact that they
had produced speeches for the lawcourts to protect their own reputations.)

W. may not have seen the larger forest for the trees, but that does not detract from the
value of his commentary. It is a comprehensive and detailed study of Isocrates’ six forensic
speeches, which may or may not be fictional; and as such, it will certainly occupy a place
on my bookshelves as a useful reference text.

YUN LEE TOOLondon
yunleetoo@yahoo.com

SHAME IN PLATO

L I N ( L . ) Die Helfer der Vernunft. Scham und verwandte Emotionen bei
Platon. (Beiträge zur Altertumskunde 401.) Pp. viii + 213. Berlin and
Boston: De Gruyter, 2022. Cased, £94, €102.95, US$118.99. ISBN:
978-3-11-075966-2.
doi:10.1017/S0009840X2300121X

In recent years the emotions have received growing interest in Classics and ancient
philosophy (see e.g. L. Candiotto and O. Renaut [edd.], Emotions in Plato [2020] or
D. Cairns et al. [edd.], Emotions through Time [2022]). L.’s monograph, based on her
Ph.D. thesis, comes as a welcome addition to this field of research, especially as this is
the first book-length study entirely dedicated to the role of shame (αἰδώς, αἰσχύνη) in
Plato. The importance of shame in ancient Greek literature can hardly be overstated
(cf. B. Williams, Shame and Necessity [1993]; D. Cairns, Αἰδώς [1993]; M. Jimenez,
Aristotle on Shame [2021]). L.’s book shows: Plato is no exception. As formulated in
the introduction, the purpose of the study, which takes a unitary perspective on Plato’s
oeuvre, is no less than ‘Platons Konzeption der Scham im Ganzen darzulegen’ (p. 6). In
order to reach this ambitious goal, L. chooses four focal points for examination:
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