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• A Versatile Gentleman = J. Opsomer, G. Rooskam & F. Titchener  (eds.),  A Versatile Gentle
man. Consistency in Plutarch’s Writing. Studies offered to Luc Van der Stockt on the Occasion 
of his Retirement (Plutarchea Hypomnemata), Leuven, Leuven University Press 2016.

C.  Alcalde Martín, «La mirada de Plutarco: 
significadosiyifuncionesideisuitestimonioi
visual en las “Vidas Paralelas”», Euphro
syne 44 (2016) 83-102.

 Entre la documentación que Plutarco ma
ne ja para la redacción de su producción 
biográfica, conviene subrayar lautiliza
ciónpertinentededocumentoscuyointe
résresulta intrínsecoparalasemblanza
delhéroebiografiado.Estosdocumentos,
quePlutarcoverificópersonalmentecon
método de autopsía, son en buena me
dida monumentos y decretos cuya fun
ción no reside en compilar cuanto el 
Que ronense detecta sino en seleccionar 

los datos que resultan adecuados para la 
caracterizaciónmoraldelpersonaje.De
estemodo,Alcaldepropiciaunarevisión
es cogida de pasajes seleccionados co
rres pon dientes a las Vidas. (S.V.)

L.iAthanassaki, «Who Was Eucles? Plu-
tarch and His Sources on the Le gen da-
ryiMarathon-Runneri (De Glo ria Athe 
niensium 347CD)», in A Ver sa tile Gentle
man, 213-228.

 Medianteunaatractivaexposición,Atha
nassakicomentaelfamosoepisodiodela
batalla de Maratón según el cual cierto 
individuo habría fallecido tras haber
anunciado la consabida victoria ante
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los persas.A propósito de la identidad
delilustreindividuo,Athanassakirevisa
esen  cialmente los testimonios que pro
porcionan, respectivamente, Plutarco
(quien facilita el nombre de Eucles) y
Lu   ciano (responsable en buena medida 
dequeFilípides/Fidípideshayapasado
a la tradición como el autor de tan he
roicagesta).AldecirdeAthanassaki,el
nombredeEucles(cuyospatronímicoo
procedencianoconstan)sehabríades
lizadoporcuestionesdepropagandafa
miliarmercedaunpasaje(bienreferido
en De Gloria Atheniensium 347CD)
don  de el testimonio de Plutarco deja 
abier  ta la cuestión sobre la identidad de 
nuestropersonaje.(V.R.)

S.iAudano, «Palinodia consolatoria: a pro-
posito di τὸiκράτιστονiiniPlut.iCons. ad 
Apoll. (108E)», SCO 62 (2016) 237-244.

 La Consolatio ad Apollonium (della cui 
paternitàsidubita),chesistrutturase
con do lo schema retorico dei λóγοι πα
ραμυθητικοί, è dedicata a dimostrare
chelavitaumanaèinséunmaleeche
adessaèdapreferirsilamorte,perché,
come lo stessoSocrate solevadire,“la
morteèsimileaunsonnoprofondissimo
oaun lungoviaggio inposti lontanio
aunaqualcheformadiconsunzionedel
corpo e occultamento dell’anima, ma
in nessuna di queste cose c’è il male”
(107D).Audanosisoffermasull’esempio
di Cleobi e Bitone per i quali la madre 
chiede alla dea Era di concedere loro 
“quantoeramegliotralecoseumane”e
inunprimomomento,anchesullabasedi
Her.1,31, aveva proposto di correggere
“non senza perplessità τὸ κράτιστον in 
τὸ ἄριστον”. Ma “una più attenta va
lutazione”, comeAudano stesso avver
te,inducel’autoreadunaveraepropria
palinodia proponendo τὸ κράτιστον,
“lezione non solo pienamente corretta
macherappresentaancheunprezioso

tassello per contribuire a di mostrare 
la sostanziale organicità compositiva”
dell’operaplutarchea. (P.V.)

M.iBeck, «The serio-comic Life of Anto
ny», in A Versatile Gentleman, 137-146.

 Beck begins from the philosophical
underpinningsofPlutarch’sParallel Li
vesandexploreshowandtowhatends
Plutarchincorporateshumourandrefe
rences to humorous behaviour in the
An tony.BeckseesintheAntonyaserio
comic  σπουδογέλοιος  attitude and 
suggeststhemeansbywhichcriticismof
AntonyisconveyedintheLifeisunique
acrossthecorpus.BeckfindsintheLife
frequent references to slaves and slave
behaviour.Hearguesthat thereference
to Spartan treatment of the helots in
the prologue engages with Plato’s dis
cussions in Laws and Philebus where
comedy is representative of something
negative and the opposite of the desi
rable.Becksuggests this is the forceof
the helot reference in the prologue to
Plutarch’sbook.ForBeck,thereferences
to Antony’s subservient and slavelike
behaviour in theLife implycriticismof
thesubject.HeseeselementsofBakhtin’s
‘carnival’wherecontrasthasadidactic
forceandarguesthatAntonyexemplifies
a failure in leadership  statesmanship
is too important for those who do not
takethemselvesseriously.Beckendsby
contrastingPerikleswhowaslaughedat
but maintained his owndignity. (L.F.)

J.i Beneker,i «Thei Naturei ofiVirtuei andi
thei Needi fori Self-Knowledgei ini Plu-
tarch’s DemosthenesCicero», in A Ver
satile Gentleman, 147-159.

 Benekerprovidesaclosereadingofthe
prologue to the DemosthenesCicero 
and argues for its function within the
immediate context of the two Lives
which it introduces.Hedrawsout two
mainthemesoftheprologue:thatvirtue
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is independent of its environment and
thatselfknowledgeiskeytosuccess.Be
neker then goes on to show how these
themes are very important within the
Lives that followand central to the cri
tical interpretation of the biographical
subjects.Hesuggeststhattheseparation
of virtue from environment paves the
wayforananalysisofDemosthenesand
Cicero as individuals, and that the idea
is important for opening the lessons of
thebook,andtheseries,toreadersfrom
avarietyofbackgrounds:whetherornot
individuals have the opportunities for
greatpoliticalachievementsandcareers
likeSosiusSenecio,towhomthebookis
addressed,virtue is independentof such
environmental factorsandeveryonecan
learnaboutvirtuefromPlutarch’sbooks.
Beneker goes on to argue that the two
Livescanbeseenasanextendedstudyof
the importanceofselfknowledgeandof
knowingone’slimits.Heshowsnotonly
theimportanceofthisthemetobothLives
but also the way in which the theme is
modifiedinthesecondLife,Cicero. (L.F.)

E.iBowie, «Plutarch’s Simonides: A Ver sa-
tile Gentleman?», in A Versatile Gent le
man, 71-87.

 Bowie surveys Plutarch’s quotations of
Simonides. He asks why Plutarch was
interestedinSimonides,andhesuggests
thatthiswaspartlybecauseofSimonides’
poetic versatility and partly because of
his cleverness in dealingwith people in
power.ForBowie,Plutarch’sengagement
with theanecdotal tradition suggestshe
hadacomplexviewofSimonidesinwhich
thegoodoutweighedthebad.Plutarchis
shown to look toSimonidesparticularly
toestablishfactsbutalsoattimesforthe
qualityofthepoetry.Bowiealsolooksto
multiple citations of Simonides in Plu
tarch’sworks,suggestingthatthesemay
indicate Plutarch’s use of personal

hypomnemata or demonstrate the rich
nessofhiswellstockedmemory. (L.F.)

F.iBrenk,i«Plutarch’siflawedicharacters:i
the personae ofi thei dialogues»,i iniA 
Versatile Gentleman, 89-100.

 Brenkarguesfortheapparentlydelibera
teattempttocreateflawedcharactersin
Plutarch’sdialogues.Hesurveysseveral
dialogues,includingOn the E at Del phi,
On the Obsolescence of Oracles, Why 
Oracles Are No Longer Given in Ver se,
and On the Daimonion of Socrates and 
suggests that characters in these dia logues 
notonlytheminoronesbutalsoprincipal
speakersareflawedintheirtendencyto
become unduly convinced of their views
themoretheyrunoninexpoundingthem.
For Brenk, Plutarch’s flawed characters
gavehimtheopportunitytoexpressmore
radicalviewswithouttakingresponsibility
forthem.(L.F.)

J. A. Clúa Serena, «Plutarch on ani mals’ 
“aretê”i andi “lógos”:i fromi Auitoibuilusi
to Soclarus (De soll. an. 961 F)», en J. 
A. López Férez et al.  (eds.), Πολυπραγ
μοσύνη: homenaje al profesor Alfonso
Martínez Díez, Ma drid, 2016, 141-150.

 Considerando las intervenciones de
los dis tintos personajes del De soll. an. 
(particularmente el diálogo entre Auto
bulo y Soclaro), atendemos a la expli
cación ra cio nalista de Plutarco pa ra 
quien, con carácter general, los anima
les estarían do tados de cierto grado de 
inteligencia aunque en un grado obvia
mente inferiora laespeciehumana.Es
ta actitud choca contra las ideas propa
la d as especialmente en la Eu ropa de los 
siglosXVIIyXVIII,dondesetildaalos
animales prácticamente de seres au tó
matas,desprovistosderaciocinio. (V.R.)

C. Delattre, «Provincial, étranger, bar-
bare?: l’intégration de la diversité lin-
guistiquei dansi lei “Dei fluviis”i dui ps.i
Plu tarque», Polymnia 2 (2016) 51-86.
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 Un estudio en toda su dimensión del 
tra  tado De fluviis patentizaelconcep
to que el autor de este ensayo pseu
do plutarqueo tie ne sobre el mundo 
lingüístico, diverso, de integración
de seable en la helenidad de época im
perial:unahelenidadquedesearenun
ciar a la confrontación con el mundo
romano, una helenidad ajena al com
batefrentealotro,unahelenidaddonde
primala‘paideia’yeldiálogo.(V.R.)

B.i Demulder, «Translating Plutarch, 
ho nouring Cicero: Adrien Turnèbe’s 
translationi ofi “Oni thei generationi
ofi thei souli ini theiTimaeus”i (1552)»,i
BiblH&R 78 2 (2016) 371-391.

 La traducción del tratado plutarqueo De 
ani  mae procreationeamanosdeAdrien
Turnèbeesunesfuerzoliterarioparaex
presarsudevociónhaciaCicerónatravés
deotroautordelcualtambiénTurnèbe
eradevoto,Plutarco,porloqueexhibe
unaintencióndiferentealadelafuente
original. La carta dedicatoria aPierre
Galland que precede su traducción es ta
blecelosinteresesdeTurnèbe,centrados
especialmente en la obra platónica y
su interpretación, ymuestra,asimismo,
referencias intertextuales a Cicerón. A
continuación, B. Demulder estudia el 
tratamientoefectuadoporTurnèbedela
interpretación plutarquea sobre el Timeo 
dePlatón,descubriendolainfluenciade
escritos ciceronianos sobre la técnica 
traductora.Finalmente,secomentade
te nidamente un pasaje que ilustra los 
ele mentos ciceronianos presentes en la 
versióndeTurnèbe. (A.V.)

J.iDillon, «Plutarch the Philosopher and 
Plu tarch the Historian on Apatheia», 
in A Versatile Gentleman, 9-15.

 DillonsurveyssomeofPlutarch’suses
ofthetermapatheiaasbothatechnical
phi lo sophical term and its nontech
ni  cal senses in his philosophical and 

biographical works. Dillon highlights
thevarietyofPlutarch’sapproachesand
argues that Plutarch is able to switch
register in using this word according
tothetypeof textheiswriting.Dillon
demonstratesthatthewordcanbeused
byPlutarchinanegativesenseinworks
such as On Moral Virtue and Consolation 
to Apollo nius but positively and as
an ideal inOn progress in Virtue. He
showsfurtherthatintheParallel Lives 
thetermusuallyhasapositivetone(e.g.
Pho kion 36.2; Fabius Maximus 1.3)
but can also have some ambivalence
(e.g.Publicola6;Coriolanus 1.23)or
indeedsuggestanegativeinterpretation
(e.g.Dion 32.1whereitsuggestsDion’s
lackofpoliticalunderstanding).Dillon
concludeswiththeviewthatPlutarch’s
ability to shift tone in his use of the
termapatheiaisanessentialpartofthe
repertoireofagreatphilosopher, litte
rateurandstylist. (L.F.)

F. Frazier,  «Athènes historique, Athènes 
éter nelle: le regard de Plutarque sur 
la ville et ses monuments», Eu phro sy
ne 44 (2016) 65-82.

 Haciendo honor al título del artículo,
nuestralloradaFrançoiseFrazierbrin
da un estudio monumental con el que re
examinadosposicionescontrapuestasy
bien conocidas sobre el tratamiento que 
Plutarco dispensa a la ciudad deAte
nas:ladebidaaBuckler,segúnlacual
Plu tarco presentaría una imagen ‘real’ 
de Atenas, tal y como se descubre a
ojos del polígrafo; y la propuesta por
Oudot, donde una imagen ‘eterna’ de
Atenas se antojaría centro del mundo
griego y espejo para reflejo deRoma,
centrodelImperio.Elpreciosoanálisis
deFraziernosentregauna imagende
Atenas renuente, desde la perspectiva
plutarquea, a una polarización inter
pre tativacomolaantedicha.(V.R.)
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M.iHabaj,  «Plutarch, Moralia 505C: so-
meinotesionitheidiscoveryiofitheiPiso-
niani conspiracy»,i AAntHung, 56 3 
(2016) 341-350. 

 Tácitoesindudablementelafuentemás
enjundiosaalobjetodeanalizarlacon
jura de Pisón para derribar a Nerón.
Contodo,procededetenerseenPlutarco
ylasnotasquefacilitaenDe garrulitate,
lascuales(sirviéndoseprobablementeel
Queronense de lasmismas fuentes que
el historiador romano) propician datos
complementariosynoalternativosdela
informaciónquebrindaTácito.(V.R.)

R.iHirsch-Luipold, «The Dividing Line: 
Theological/Religiousi Argumentsi ini
Plutarch’s Anti-Stoic Polemics”, in A 
Versatile Gentleman, 17-36.

  Unprofundoestudiodelapolémicaque
Plu tarco establece contra los estoicos 
per mite al autor establecer algunas re
flexionesderelevanciasobreelproble
ma: Plutarco, exponente capital de la
filosofía religiosa de su época, puede
manejar(entreotros)argumentosdelos
estoicos para oponerse, básicamente,
a la contemplación inmanente de la 
divinidad (inherente a la escuela es
toica)frentealaconsideracióntrascen
dente de la misma en el esquema plu
tarqueo. HirschLuipold desgrana las
distintascategoríasque,defendidaspor
los estoicos,Plutarco censura al punto
de juzgar el comportamiento de estos
como ‘ateísta’, prácticamente en pie
de igualdad (aunque por motivos doc
trinales obviamente distintos) con los
epicúreos.(V.R.)

T.iC.iHoklotubbe,i«Greatiisitheimysteryi
ofi piety:i contestedi claimsi toi pietyi ini
Pluitarch,iPhilo,iandi1iTimothy»,ieniN.i
P.iDesRosiersi&iL.iC.iVuongi(eds.),iRe
ligious Competition in the GrecoRoman 
World, Atlanta (Ga.), 2016, 155-165.

 LasmanifestacionesqueFilónyPlutarco
proporcionan en algunos escritos apelan 

alpapeldelapiedad,conreferenciaa
misteriosgriegoso egipcios, al objeto
delegitimarsuconocimientodeladivi
nidadfrentealosposicionamientosde
otrosestudiosos.Estaactitudsirve,en
opinióndeHoklotubbe,paraexplicary
elu cidar cierto pasaje transmitido en I 
Timoteo. (V.R.)

Á. Ibáñez Chacón, «Estudios sobre el texto 
de los “Parallela minora”: Toletanus 
51.5», Codices Manuscripti & Impressi 
103-104 (2016) 27-44.

 Elautor,buenconocedordelosParallela 
Minora (obra pseudoplutarquea a la 
quededicósuTesisDoctoral),presenta
un meticuloso trabajo de índole crítica
textual donde reivindica el papel de
cierto manuscrito, el Toletanus 51.5:
este códice, dada su condición de re
cen tior, ha sido en buena medida ob
viadoenlainvestigaciónsobreestaobra
pseudepígrafadePlutarco.Porsupar
te,IbáñezChacóndescribeyanalizaen
profundidadelmanuscritoparasometer
elmismoaunarevalorizaciónmerceda
la conservación de ese texto, a la pos
tre,máscercanoalantígrafoqueotros
ejemplarestrasmitidosdelaobra.(V.R.)

H.iG.i Ingenkamp, «De Plutarchi Ma ligni
tate», in A Versatile Gentleman, 227-242.

 In this article Ingenkamp considers the 
waysinwhichPlutarchhimselfinsome
of hiswritings can be seen displaying
thebehaviourswhichheidentifiesinthe
De Herodoti Malignitate as suggesting 
the malicious character of the author.
SomeofPlutarch’spolemics,including
the De Stoicorum repugnantiis, are dis
cuss ed and the Life of Demosthenes re
ceivesdetailedanalysis.(L.F.)

R.i  Janko, «Empedocles’ On natureifrr.iBi
8-9iinitheicontextiofiPlutarch’siAgainst 
Colotes», CQ 67 1 (2017) 1-6.

 This article approaches Empedocles’ 
On Nature frr. B 8–9 in the light of
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Plu tarch’s Against Colotes. It offers a
restoration (accompanied by a trans
lation) of the corrupt fr. 9. and con
tributes to a better understanding of
Empedocles’physicsandhisuseofthe
term φύσις. (C.C.)

K.iA.i  Jażdżewska, «Laughter in Plu tar-
ch’s Convivium septem sa pien tium», 
CPh 111 1 (2016) 74-88.

 This article, based on contemporary
work on the social aspect of laughter,
triestounderstandtheunusuallyfrequent
presence of occurrences of laughter in
Plutarch’s Convivium septem sa pien
tium.Itarguesthatlaughterhasacom
municative, rhetorical function. It first
examinesinstancesoflaughterincontexts
ofcommunicationbetweenthedialogue’s
characters,andshowsthatlaughterser
ves to mitigate critical utterances and
potentiallyoffensiveobservationsaswell
as to callattention toothers’playful in
tentions.Moreover, thearticle considers
theuseoflaughterasaliterarytechnique
thatPlutarchemploystoofferhisreaders
information about his characters and
their situations.At the end, it compares
Plutarch’s representation of laughter in
the Conv. sept. sap.withitsuseinPlato’s
and Xenophon’s SymposiaaswellasPlu
tarch’s own Quaest. conv. It concludes
thatPlutarch’srepresentationoflaughter
in theConv. sept. is unique in terms of
bothits frequencyandcharacter.Thisis
explainedbyPlutarch’spossibleinfluence
byotherliterarytraditions,especiallythe
apoph  thegmata and Hero do tus’ historical 
writing. (C.C.)

D.iF.iLeão, «Politeuma in Plutarch», Syn
thesis 23 (2016) s.pag.

 Leão considers the word politeuma,
sug gesting that Plutarch is an illustra
tive guide for the uses of the term.
The article surveys Plutarch’s uses of
the word under three categories: po

litical act, law or measure; citizen
ry or active citizenry; state, consti
tution, governmental activity. Leão
demonstrates that the first group,
‘politicalact’accountsforthegreatest
numberofinstancesintheLives(more
than half). Leão suggests this makes
sense since the term is expressing the
political act of an individual statesman.
Hesuggeststhatthetermmostcommonly
covers the implications of a particular
actinabroadertimeline(i.e.theongoing
consequences and effects of the act).
Leão finds only three examples of the
second group (citizenry). Under the
third category Leão finds relatively lar
ge numbers across the Lives, with the
meaningof ‘governmentalactivity’most
common in theMoralia. Leão also ten
tativelysuggeststhatPlutarchmayhave
enlargedtheuseoftheterm:toendorse
a cultural trait in the synkrisis to Nikias
Crassus and for a migrant community
in Publicola. Overall, Leão argues that
Plutarchisamajorsourcefortheuseof
thiswordinRomantimes.Hesuggeststhat
Plutarchcoulddrawonthelongtradition
ofthetermanditsvariedmeaningstofit
hisownparticularcontexts.(L.F.)

D.i F.i Leão,i «Consistencyi andi Criticismi
in Plutarch’s Writings Concerning the 
LawsiofiSolon»,i iniA Versatile Gentle
man, 243-254.

 This paper considers Plutarch as a source 
ofinformationaboutSolon’slaws.Itar
gues thatPlutarchis thebestsourcefor
this legislation in spite of the fact that
PlutarchlivedmanycenturiesafterSolon.
Itissuggestedthatinspiteofthetemporal
distance from which Plutarch wrote he
not only provides the most information
on Solon’s laws but also that Plutarch’s
referencesareoverwhelminglyconsidered
tobereliableandcoveralloftheSolon’s
legislativeareas.Thepaper furthercon
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sidersthewayinwhichreferencestothe
lawsareoftenaccompaniedbyPlutarch’s
own comment upon the law; these com
ments can be approving or sometimes
disapproving and occasionally register
some ambivalence or uncertainty about
interpretation.ForLeão,wherePlutarch
expresses uncertainty about a law, this
isoftenmirroredbymodernscholarsfor
whom it is suggestedPlutarch isoftena
goodguide. (L.F.)

L.i Lesagei Gárriga,i «Las almas in dis-
ciplinadas:i comentarioi críticoi yi es-
tilístico de Plut., De facie 945b» Hu
ma nitas 68 (2016) 181-189.

 En el mito escatológico sobre la suerte 
que corren las almas, el cual consta
en la secciónfinalquepresentaDe fa
cie,observamoslacircunstanciadeque
ciertas almas, anhelantes de la exis
tencia disoluta con que trans cu rrían sus 
vidasenlatierra,deseanretornaraesa
vida licenciosa. Pues bien, un estudio
críticoestilístico del pasaje pertinente 
(que la autora, profunda conocedora
deeste tratadoplutarqueo,analizacon
detenimiento) demuestra las delicadas
vicisitudes ecdóticotextuales que nues
troensayohaexperimentadoy,enpar
ticular,eldesdénocasionalconquelos
editores modernos, tradicionalmente,
han aco gi do las lecturas de las ano ta
ciones crí ticas que propiciaron los hu
manistasdelsigloXVI.(V.R.)

C.iLévy,i«Continuityiandidissimilaritiesiini
Mid dle Platonism: Philo and Plutarch 
about the Epicurean “ata raxia”», 
StudPhilon. 28 (2016) 121-136. 

 La propuesta del movimiento epicúreo
poralcanzar el placer y la ausenciade
dolor como objetivos existenciales es
cen  surada desde el platonismo medio 
porfigurascomoFilónyPlutarco,quie
nes consideran el placer como un me
dio incapazdeconformar laestabilidad

enelserhumano;yesquelapresencia
demovimiento (fenómeno ‘no estático’)
es inherente al concepto de placer. El
rechazodela‘ataraxía’,delaimpertur
babilidadalmodoepicúreo,esmásacu
sado en Filón que en Plutarco, ya que
elQueronenserechazaelconceptopero
Filón llegaahacerdelmismouna ver
dadera damnatio me mo riae (V.R.)

G. Lindner,i «“Früheri wasi allesi besser”:i
reiliigiöseri Konservativismusi beii Plu-
tarch», en Á. Szabó (ed.). From polites 
tomagos:studiaGyörgyNémethsexage
nario dedicata, Debrecen, 2016, 188-198. 

 Ladefensadelareligióntradicionalgrie
gaesenPlutarcoomnipresente.Ellocon
trasta con una tendencia con tem po ránea a 
lasecularizacióndelasfiestas;alavezestá
en consonancia con un discurso religioso 
conservadorpropiodesuépoca,nosólo
pa lpable en otros autores sino también en 
laepigrafía.(A.G.)

P.iM.iLiuzzo,i«Saffo,iTucidide,iPlutarcoieilai
pes te ad Atene», Histos 10 (2016) 65-84.

 L’autore indaga le somiglianze lette
rali tra Tucidide 2.49, Saffo fr. 31
Voigt e Plutarco Demetr. 38 al fine di
evidenziare la presenza di paralleli
letterali. Ripercorrendo la critica sul
rapporto esistente tra Tucidide, l’epi
caelaliricaarcaiche,siarrivaadun’
ipo tesi che potrebbe spiegare in che 
modoeperqualimotivi,tramitelefon
timediche, il testodiSaffo siafiltrato
dallanarrazionetucididea.Apareredi
Liuzzo, l’interconnessione tra i passi
esaminati a più livelli offrirebbe una
dovizia di possibili collegamenti ed 
interpretazioni a proposito della peste
adAtene,riconoscendounruolochiave
ad un’analisi dettagliata del passo 
plutarcheochiamatoincausa. (F.T.)

A.iLongo,i«“Senzaifarirumore”,ilaitra-
ge  dia nella teodicea: una ripresa di 
Euripide (Troianei 887-888)i inifiloiso-
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fiplatonicii dii etài imperialei ei tarido-
antica (Plutarco, Plotino, Pro clo)», 
MD 76 (2016) 213-228.

 Il contributo prende in esame il riuso di 
un passo euripideo (Tr. 887888 πάντα
γὰρ δι’ ἀψόφου / βαίνων κελεύθου κα
τὰ δίκην τὰ θνήτ’ ἄγεις, con il quale si
concludel’invocazionediEcubaaZeus),
nella tradizione filosofica platonica im
perialee tardoantica, ipotizzandoneuna
conoscenza diretta piuttosto che tramite
antologie. In Plutarco (Quaest. Plat.
8, 1007C) i versi euripidei sono citati
nell’ambito della trattazione del tempo
(definitocomeordineesimmetriadeimo
vimenti di un universo dotato di anima),
attribuendoadessiunvaloreuniversale,
non circoscritto alle vicende umane, ed
interpretandol’espressioneκατὰδίκην(in
Euripideriferitaall’uccisionediElena)in
terminicosmici.InPlotinoiversieuripidei
so   no riecheggiati (Enn.3.7,cap.12)all’in
ternodiunariflessionesultempoanaloga
a quella di Plutarco, ma più articolata,
e citati (Enn.4.4,cap.45) inriferimento
all’ordine cosmico e alla collocazione
morale delle animenell’universo, in una
prospettiva ottimistica opposta a quella
euripidea. L’interpretazione dell’espres
sione euripidea δι’ ἀψόφου … κελεύθου
inpiùpassidiPlotinorinviaallasuaidea
della produzione dell’universo da parte
dell’animacosmica“nelsensodiunagi
re senza fatica, senza ragionamenti o
calcoli preliminari, senza strumenti” (p.
220). Ai versi euripidei rimanda anche
Pro clo (Theol. Plat.,p.75,68S.W.,inun
contesto analogo a quello di Enn.4.4,cap.
45),cheestendel’immagineeuripideadel
sentiero silenzioso agli dèi, evidenziando
comeessi“nonsianoprovvidentialmon
doperun’azioneadessiesteriore,alcon
trario essi provvedono volgendosi a se
stessi e per il loro stesso esistere ed essere 
qualisono”(p.224).(G.P.)

M.iLucchesi,i«GylippusiiniPlutarch’siPa
rallel Lives:i Intratextualityi andiRea-
ders», Ploutarchos n.s. 13 (2016) 3-31.

 Lucchesi’s article is focused on the re
presentation of Gylippos in Plutarch’s
oeuvre,especiallytheParallelLives,and
argues that the portrayal of this Spar
tan commander is consistent and co
herent with Plutarch’s representation of
‘Spartanness’ in the five Spartan Lives.
Thearticlealsoconsidersthefunctionsof
referringtoGylipposinspecificcontexts
and how recollection of the historical
detailsofGylippos’lifeand/orPlutarch’s
ownwritingaboutGylipposinothertexts
deepenstheappreciationofthenarrative
inwhichGylipposismentioned.Lucchesi
considers both what he calls ‘isolated 
references’ to Gylippos in Plutarchan
works(De liberis educandis10B;Comp. 
Aem.Tim. 41(2).7) and passages whe
re comments onGylippos assume grea
ter significance (Per. 22.4;Nik. 18.19,
2728;Lys. 1617). In the latter exam
ples,Lucchesirevealshowdeeperunder
standingispossibleofPerikles’strategy
againstSpartaintheearlyPeloponnesian
War;of thesignificanceofGylippos’ in
volvement in Sicily; and of Lysander’s
introduction ofmoney into Sparta. Luc
chesiissensitivetotheroleofthereader
in actualising the various effects of re
ferring toGylippos ineachcontext,and
hedifferentiates carefully between ‘real’
rea ders and the ideal reader ofthetexts.
Lucchesi argues that readers’ active in
volvement is essential to processes of
historicalinterpretationandtofullunder
standingofPlutarch’snarratives. (L.F)

J.iMarincola,i«Plutarch’sisourceiforiAris
tides 11.3-8», Mnemosyne 69 5 (2016) 
853-860.

 Marincola considers Plutarch’s account 
oftheAtheniansconsultingtheDelphic
OraclepriortothebattleofPlataeain
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his Life of Aristeides.Marincolashows
thecoherenceofthisnarrativeandthe
wayinwhichitfitstheconcernsofaLife
ofAristeides.Theaccountcontainscon
si derable local detail about Plataea  
ofparticularsignificancetothisarticle
the mention of the Sphragitic Nymphs
 and raises the question of whether
theinformationderivesfromaPlataean
orAthenian source.Marincola argues
that it comes from the Atthidographer
Cleidemus.Hisargumetrestson:1.the
coherenceofthenarrativeat11.38.2.
SpecificcitationofCleidemusatArist. 
19.5 where Plutarch again mentions
the Sphragitic Nymphs. 3. The rarity
of mentions of the Sphragitic Nymphs
(theyareonlymentioned inPausanias
9.3.9andPlutarch’sTable Talk628ef).
4.Cleidemus’apparent interest (in the
fragments)inculticactivity. (L.F.)

J.iMossman,i«DionysusianditheiStructurei
ofiPlutarch’siTable Talk», in A Versatile 
Gentleman, 101-112.

 Mossmanefectúaciertasconsideracio
nes de importancia sobre el carácter 
en apariencia desorganizado (según
confesióndelpropioPlutarco)quepre
senta la estructura de estas Charlas;
carácterque,bienmirado,setornaor
denenlatécnicacompositivadelQue
ronense. Para ilustrar esas líneas que
trazan la frontera entre el orden ydel
desorden estructural en las Charlas de 
So bremesa,Mossmanpresentalascitas
directas que corresponden en esta obra 
aDioniso.Unesquemageneralde las
citas concurrentes (y en particular un
análisis, al respecto pormenorizado,
delcomienzoydellibroprimerodelas
Char las) permite admirar ese estilo –
conscientementecuidadoydescuidado
auntiempo–quenuestroensayistapre
senta.(V.R.)

I.iMuñoziGallarte, «The Plutarch’s Mo-
tiiveiofiDescensus Animae in NagHam
ma di and the Corpus Hermeticum», 
CFC (g) 26 (2016) 169-178.

 El presente artículo se detiene en un 
aspecto capital de la cultura universal:
el sentido y la condición del alma hu
mana. De este modo, con base en los
pasajes pertinentes de ciertos ensayos
plu tarqueos que inciden en el tema (De 
ge nio Socratis,De sera numinis vindictay
De facie in orbe lunae),elautorexamina
el posicionamiento del Queronense so
breelparticularyanalizalaposiblein
fluencia (demaneradirectao indirecta)
de algunas implicaciones plutarqueas en 
la literatura gnóstica, concretamente en
el Nag Hammadi Corpus y en el Corpus 
Her meticum. (V.R.)

E.iOcchipinti, «Greek or barbarian?: Plu-
tarch’siportraitiofi theiSyracusani“de-
mos” in the Life of Dion», AClass 59 
(2016) 137-156.

 ThispaperexaminesPlutarch’sdepiction
of theSyracusandemos in the Life of 
Dion, and particularly the reasons for
its representation as barbarian, fickle
andunrestrained.Itdiscussesaspectsof
‘ethnicity’oftheSyracusanpeopleand
notices that Plutarch does not speak in 
termsof ethnic identitybutofpolitics,
with theexpression‘Syracusans’being
used flexibly to refer to the people as
awhole aswell as the opponents and
followersofDion.Acomparisontothe
Sicilian narrative offered byDiodorus
ofSicilyshowsthatPlutarch’sportrait
of the Sicilians depends partially on
literary topoi and other literary sour
ces,simplificationofhistoricalrealities
and the specific thematic and literary
purposes of the Life of Dion itself.
The article concludes that Plutarch’s 
portrayal of the Syracusan masses is
consistent with that offered by Dio
dorus, and that the unruliness of the
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Syracusancitizenbodypointstoitspo
litical immaturity rather than its bar
barism.(C.C.)

J.i Opsomer,i “Thei Crueli Consistencyi ofi
De sera numinis vindicta”, in A Versatile 
Gentleman, 37-56.

 El conocido tratado de Plutarco ha 
me recido tradicionalmente el interés 
tan to de especialistas como de no es
pe cialistas en la producción del Que
ronense. Ha observado asimismo el
aprecio incidental (ahíestá,porejem
plo, el reaccionario De Maistre) de
quienes, conducidos por actitudes in
tegristas, han visto en este ensayo de
Plutarco la inspiración para una va
lidación del justo y vengativo casti
go por parte de la providencia. Pues
bien, un análisis meticuloso del tra
tado revela que, efectivamente, pese a
lapresentaciónde injusticiascoyuntu
ra les en la actuación demorada de la 
divinidad(comoelhechodequeciertos
inocentesexpíen lasculpasde susan
tepasados),elpesocruelyfatídicodel
destinoresultainexorable.(V.R.)

E. Oudot,i«“Laitableifabriqueilesiamis”:i
quel ques remarques sur le savoir-vi vre 
dans les “Propos de table” de Plu tar-
que», Camenae 19 (2016), s. p.

 EnlafamosaobrasimposiacaPlutarco
ofrecedemaneraamablelasreglasde
so ciabilidad que presiden el banquete 
donde, sin grandes pretensiones so
bre asuntos de carácter político, se
fomenta los buenos usos convivales y
amistosos en las relaciones humanas.
Y precisamente esta categoría, la
amistad, asistida por la buena dispo
sición o εὔνοια entre losmiembros de
la comunidad, resulta un factor de
terminanteparaelaprendizajeydesa
rrollo del comportamiento político co
lectivo.(V.R.)

C. Pelling, «Plutarch the Multiculturalist: 
IsiWestialwaysiBest?»,iPloutarchos n.s. 
13 (2016) 33-52.

 Pelling considers whether Plutarch is
a multiculturalist, recognising the va
lueandinterestofforeigncustomsand
cultures, and answers that  at times
 he is. Pelling finds in the On Isis 
and Osiris averyrespectfulattitude to
Egyptian religious ideas, but he also
argues that Egypt was always a spe
cialcase longbeforePlutarch.Pelling
also discusses how the Romans pro
blematized the GreekBarbarian di
chotomy in Plutarch’s time and that
Plutarch respected Roman differences
andsawmuchthatwassimilarbetween
Greeks and Romans.He suggests that
the Table TalkrepresentsRomans‘code
switching’andbehavinginwaysappro_
priate tomixingwithGreeks.Lookingto
On the Fortune or Virtue of Alexander and 
the Life of Alexander Pelling sees little 
interestfromPlutarchinforeigncultures.
Intheessays,Alexanderisthephilosopher
inarms, glorified for bringing Hellenic
civilisationtoforeignplaces.InAlexander,
Pellingagainseeslittleinterestinforeign
cultures:theinterestisinAlexandernotin
the places he conquers. Overall, Pelling
ar gues that to seek Plutarch’s attitude to 
foreign cultures is too simplistic. Rather,
Pelling argues, ‘Plutarch can think and
argue indifferentwaysatdifferent times
and in different mindsets... Foreigners
and foreign culture offer him [Plutarch]
a repertoire of possibilities and thought
prompts’.(p.48). (L.F.)

C.iPelling, «Tragic Colouring in Plu tarch», 
in A Versatile Gentleman, 213-233.

 This article seeks to bring greater 
nuanceandrigourtothewaysinwhich
it is possible to speakmeaningfully of
‘tragedy’ or ‘tragic’ inPlutarch’swri
ting.Pellingconsidersthewaysinwhich
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‘tragedy’asagenrehasbeenunderstood
and defined from Aristotle onwards
andarguesthat inmanywaysthishas
been insufficientlyprecise.Featuresof
tragedy picked out byAristotle,which
have been so very influential, Pelling
demonstratesactuallyapplyequally to
many other genres. Pelling proceeds
to review the ways in which Plutarch
himself uses ‘τραγ’ terminology inhis
writing;often,Pellingsuggests, this is
topointtoostentatiousandoutofplace
behaviour (both of other writers and
subjects in a narrative). Pelling then
arguesfortwo‘sharper’(p.122)waysin
whichtragiccolouringinPlutarchmay
go beyond a dark, pessimistic outlook
and the evocation of sad or pitiful
events and circumstances. In the first
place,Pellingpointstomomentswhere
theusualboundariesbetweendramatic
fantasyandhistoricalrealitycollapsed
withtheresultthat‘tragic’events(sad
butalsoevokingtragicmotifs)actually
happenedinreality.Inthesecondplace,
Pelling suggests there are instances 
whereacatastropheorparticularturn
ofeventsiscausallylinkedtothemesof
showiness,pretenceorunreality. (L.F.)

A. Pérezi Jiménez,i «Plutarco,i Pégasoi yi
Beilerofonte:i comentarioi estilísticoi ai
Mul. virt.i247f-248b»,ieniJ.iA.iLópezi
Fé rez et al. (eds.), Πολυπραγμοσύνη:
homenajealprofesorAlfonsoMartínez
Díez, Madrid, 2016, 553-566.

 ElestudioquePérezJiménezconsagra
al pasaje correspondiente de Mul. virt.
(relativo al episodio de Belerofonte,
PégasoylaQuimera)trasciendeelinte
rés etiológico del tema paraofrecerun
estudioexhaustivoqueadecuaformay
contenido.Aquíverificamosladestreza
creativadePlutarco,quienconnotael
episodiomedianteunmanejoexquisito
de los aspectos estilísticométricos los 

cualesmerecenelpormenorizadoaná
lisisdePérezJiménez.(V.R.)

A.i Pérezi Jiménez,i «Selenographic Des-
cription: Critical Annotations to Plu-
tarch, De facie 944C», in A Ver satile 
Gentleman, 255-265.

 Medianteunalíneaexegéticaqueviene
desarrollando concienzudamente, el
profesorPérezJiménezrealizaunpro
fundoanálisisdecríticatextualsobreel
pasajerelativoalasalmaspurificadas
quearribanalaluna,dondeestasha
llan un paraje descrito en términos de 
similitud geográfica a nuestro mundo.
Pues bien, Pérez Jiménez ofrece una
cuidada, novedosa traducción de este
pasaje merced a la revisión exhaus
tivadelatradiciónmanuscritayecdó
tica pertinentes, es decir, los dos ma
nuscritos disponibles de la obra, las
primeras ediciones, las intervenciones
crí ticas de los humanistas del siglo 
XVI, las traducciones oportunas y la
em presa editorial de los estudiosos más 
recientes.(V.R.)

F. M. Petrucci, «Argumentative strategies 
inithei“Platonicisection”iofiPlutarch’si
“DeiIsideietiOsiride”i(chaptersi45-64)»,i
Mne mosyne 69 2 (2016) 226-248. 

 This article shows that the core of
Plutarch’s De Iside and Osirideisfound
inPlatonicphilosophy.Itfirstexamines
Plu tarch’s methodological claims and 
former interpretations of themyth and
argues that the philosopher does not 
prioritize Egyptian theology but aims
todiscoverphilosophicallythetruthly
ing concealed behind Egyptian myths.
This truth, as is shown, coincideswith
Plato’s doctrine. Themethod bywhich
Plutarch proves the priority of Pla
tonic philosophy is ‘zetematic argu
mentation’. The article proceeds to
consider the ‘Platonic’ section (chapters 
4864) and particularly the way in
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which it is framed in such a manner
as to progressively deepen Plutarch’s
underlying assumption about the dua
listicnatureofbeing.(C.C.)

F. M. Petrucci,i «i Plutarch’si Theoryi ofi
Cosimologicali Powersi ini De Iside et 
Osi ride», Apeiron 49.3 (2016) 329-367.

 Mediante el análisis pormenorizado
de los capítulos 4564 pertenecientes a 
De Iside et Osiride,elautorestudiala
reconfiguracióndelasdoctrinasplató
nicas –esencialmente las codificadas en
Timeo– que Plutarco realiza al interpre
tarelmitoegipciodeIsisyOsiris.Dicha
exégesis cosmológica presenta a Osi
ris y a Tifón como la dualidad del cos
mos, dos poderes enfrentados que per
sonifican respectivamente el orden y el
caos. Mientras tanto, Isis surgiría como
un poder intermedio donde interac túan 
ambosdiosesantagónicos,quienademás
siem pre se inclina hacia el bien en carnado 
porOsiris,almismotiempoquecontiene
lacorrupcióninherenteaTifón. (S.V.)

A. Pistellato, «Gaio Cesare e gli “exem-
pla”iperiaffrontareil’Orienteinellaipoili-
tica augustea, in Plutarco e in Giuliano 
im peratore», Lexis34 (2016) 275-297.

 Pistellato, nel suo articolo apparso su 
Lexis 2016, studia il fenomeno della
variazione e la tipologia delle fonti
nell’episodio che ha come oggetto la 
partenzaperlamissioneinOrientedel
figlio adottivo di Augusto, Gaio Ce
sare. I testi posti a confronto sono il
de fortuna Romanorum, i Regum et 
imperatorum apophthegmata (di que
sto opuscolo Pistellato ricorda l’an
nosa questione circa la paternità) e i
Caesares dell’imperatore Giuliano. A
GaioCesareneldefortunaRomanorum
(319E) si augura di avere il coraggio
di Scipione, la benevolenza di fortuna
diPompeoeinaggiuntalafortunache
avevasorrettoilprincipatoaugusteo,in

Regum et imperatorum apophthegmata 
(207E)Plutarcosostituisceall’ἀνδρεία
diScipionelaτóλμαdiAlessandro(non
mancano nel saggio riferimenti al de
Alexandri fortuna aut virtute).NeiCae
sares si leggeunaulteriore versione in
quan to si pregano gli dei di con cedere 
l’audaciadiCesare,l’abilitàdiPompeo
e, come nei testi precedenti, la fortuna.
Pistellatosisoffermasuitretestinonso
lo dal punto di vista retoricoma anche
inquadrandoli in un contesto più pro
priamente storico (non mancano nel testo 
riferimentiaPolibioeaTitoLivio). (P.V.)

A. Podlecki,i «Plutarchi iniFifth-centuryi
Athens», Ploutarchos n.s. 13 (2016) 53-
100.

 Podlecki discusses all of the fifthcen
turyAthenianLives:Kimon(pp.5461),
The mistokles (pp.6167),Perikles (pp.
6780),Aristeides (pp. 8087),Nikias 
(pp.8793)andAlkibiades(pp.9398).
Podlecki is principallyconcernedwith
Plutarch’suseofsourcesandinassess
ingthehistoricalvalueoftheseLives.He
seestheKimonasthemostsuccessfulof
thesixLivessurveyed.Inexaminingthe
The misto kles, Podlecki discusses the
sourcesandalsothestructureoftheLife.
Pod lecki suggests that Plutarch’s prime 
con cern in Periklesistoelucidatewhy
this aristocrat should have introduced
many populist measures and suggests
thatPlutarch’sanswertothisthatPe
rikleswasforcedtodosotocounterthe
measuresofother individuals  isnot
supported by the timings of Perikles’
populist moves. Podlecki suggests the
handlingofsourcematerialinthefirst
chapter ofAristeides showsPlutarch’s
readersthattheyareinthehandsofa
careful and industrious researcher. In
analysingNikias,Podleckiassessesthe
extent to which Plutarch is successful
in his stated aim at Nik.1.5offinding
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newmaterialtorevealdetailsofNikias’
character.PodleckisuggestsAlkibiades 
isthe‘mostcompulsivelyreadable’ofthe
sixLives,thoughheseesThemistokles 
and Perikles as more varied, complex
andofgreaterhistoricalvalue. (L.F.)

A.iRigolio,i«SyriacitranslationiofiPlutarch,i
LuiicianiandiThemistius:iaignomicifor-
matiforianiinstructionalipurpose?»,ieni
P.iGemeinhardt,iL.iVaniHoofi&iP.iVani
Nuffeleni(eds.),iEducation and religion 
inLateChristianity:Reflections, social
contextsandgenres,iLondon-NewiYork,i
2016, 73-85.

 El interés que suscitó la traducción al 
siríaco de obras relativas a Plutarco
(tambiénaLucianoyaTemistio)seen
marca en la tradición de verter obras
paganas (especialmente en los siglos 
quintoysexto)parainstruccióndecris
tianos en esa área geográfica. En el
caso de Plutarco (de quien se trasladan 
el De cohibenda irayelDe capienda ex 
inimicis utilitate)esllamativa,porejem
plo,larecreacióndeloriginaladaptando
elpoliteísmoaunasituaciónmonoteísta.
Elcasoesquelamotivacióndeestastra
duccionesydelasreinterpretacionesque
pre sentan los manuscritos (de autoría 
desconocida estos) observa es_trecha
re lación con una literatura sa piencial de 
carácterdidáctico. (V.R.)

G. Roskami&iS.iVerdegem, «“This Topic 
Beilongsi toiAnotheriKindiofiWriting”.i
The Digressions in Plutarch’s Life of 
Co rio lanus», in A Versatile Gentleman, 
161-195.

 This article takes the Life of Coriolanus 
asanidealbiographytostudyPlutarch’s
compositional technique becau se the 
main narrative is based largely upon
a single extant source: Dionysios of
Halikarnassos(books68).Theauthors
considerhowbesttoidentifydigressions
withinthenarrative.Theirconclusionis

theymustrelyupontheirownassessment
oftherelevanceofapassagetothemain
narrative and to the moral themes of
the textbut they lookatpassageswhere
Plutarch himself suggests a passage
is somehow digressive to inform their
approach. After outlining criteria for
designating a passage a digression,
the authors identify fourteen passages
in Coriolanus which they consider di
gressions and analyse each one. They
goon toconsider thedistributionof the
passageswithintheLife,thediversityof
theinformationcovered,theoriginsofthe
information,andwhetherthenarrativeor
digressivematerialcamefirst.Fromthere
theylookatthefunctionsofthepassages
within the Life, within the pair and 
withinthepedagogicalaimsofPlutarch’s
oeuvre. The authors end with the idea
that the digressions are included in a 
systematic and consideredway but also
bring something to the literary quality
of theLives, enhancing their beauty by
addingvariety. (L.F.)

A. V. Sapere,i «Eclipses,i razóni yi supersiti-
ciónienilasividasideiNiciasiyiDiónideiPlui-
tarco», CFC (g) 26 (2016) 179-195.

 En este trabajo se aborda la contra po si
ción entre Nicias y Dión elaborada por
Plutarco en sus Vidas Paralelas. Por un
lado,Niciasesretratadocomounpersonaje
cobarde y timorato. Es precisamente su
carácter supers ti cioso lo más censurado 
por Plutarco, ya que –como aparece
desarrollado pormenorizadamente en
De Superstitione– tiene la capacidad
denublareljuiciodeloshombresyde
condicionar sus acciones. En calidad
de antítesis el de Queronea muestra a 
Dión actuando de un modo racional
conelapoyodesusconocimientoscien
tíficofilosóficos.Noobstante,allolargo
de su biografía el talante de Dión se
complementa con numerosas alu siones a 
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prodigiosypresagios,unacoordinación
entre creencia y razón por la cual se
pretende plasmar la co rrecta relación 
delhombreparaconladivinidad. (S.V.)

Ph.i Stadter, «Sulla’s Three-Thousand-
νοῦμiiμοι Apartment: Plutarch’s Pro ble-
maticiCode-Switching»,i iniA Ver satile 
Gentle man, 197-209.

 Stadter’sarticlesurveysPlutarch’suse
of Latin words in the Parallel Lives.
Stadter sets Plutarch’s use of Latin
within the linguistic phenomenon of
codeswitching and askswhyPlutarch
choosestointroduceelementsofcode
switching when the prevailing literary
trend of his daywas towrite in a pu
re Atticizing dialect. He argues that
Plutarch’spractice isnotmotivatedby
aneed toprovide information,as rea
derswouldhavebeenfamiliarwiththe
Latinwordsandphrases.The focus is
on Lives which treat later periods of
history from Fabius Maximus to An
tony and many different examples are
discussed.Thesurveyofpassagesleads
to the conclusion that Plutarch re gu
larly and deliberately chose where to
introduce Latinwords for a variety of
purposeswhichinclude:toenhancethe
presentationofacharacter, to support
themes,toconveyorreinforcethepoint
ofananecdote,andtocatchtheprecise
senseofaLatinexpression. (L.F.)

V. Tammaro, «Una nota plutarchea: (Comp. 
Ar. et Men. 854d)», Eikasmos 27 (2016) 
177.178.

 Nell’articolo, apparso in Eikasmos 
2016,Tammaro esaminaun luogodella
Com  pa ratio Aristophanis et Menandri 
(853A854D). A 854D, riferendosi a
Menandro, Plutarco afferma che costui
ha scritto “turpitudini e lascivie per gli
intemperanti”. Nella traduzione la Di
Flo rio (CPM, Napoli 2008) accoglie al
posto di ἀληθεστέροις, tramandato dai

codici,vocesenzadubbiocorrotta,ἀκο
λάστοις come si legge nell’ed. Basil.
(1542).InapparatolaDiFlorioriporta
lacongetturaἀμαθεστέροιςdiSandbach
e quella di Kassel λαγνιστέροις. Tam
maro propone di correggere la lezione
dei codici con ἀναιδεστέροις ritenendo
l’aggettivo più appropriato al campo
semanticodegliαἰσχράedegliἀσελγήe
ricordandoanchechel’aggettivoricorre
ancheinaltritestiplutarchei.(P.V.)

F. Tanga, «Il Deexilio di Plutarco nella tra-
duzione latina di Angelo Barbato», en 
S.iAmendolai&iG.iPacei (eds.),i«Cha
ris»:studioffertiaPaolaVolpedaisuoi
allie vi, Trieste, 2016, 95-110.

 La traduzione latinadelπερὶ φυγῆς di 
AngeloBarbato,cheinpremessapone
una Supplicatio pro inopia sua rivolta
a Leone X de’Medici, fu pubblicata
presso la stamperia di GiacomoMaz
zocchiil12giugnodel1516eriscosse
in breve tempo grande successo tanto
da essere pubblicata nel 1517 a Parigi 
e l’anno successivo aNorimberga e a
Basilea(latraduzionediBarbatocom
parve in prestigiose collezioni plutar
chee allestite a Parigi e a Basilea).
L’au tore del saggio ricorda che la scel
ta di tradurre il de exilio fudovutaal
particolaremomentodellavitadel sa
cerdote. La versio latina del Barbato 
che in alcuni passaggi sembra aver
consultato una edizione Aldina, non
è traduzione ad litteram in quanto 
“sovente egli trasforma la struttura
logicosintattica senza creare un cal
co” ma piuttosto con l’intenzione di
com prendere il testo ora aggiungendo 
enfasialdiscorso,ora inserendobrevi
considerazioni personali. Ciò Tanga
evidenziaponendoa confronto il testo
gre co con il testo latino e non manca di 
sottolinearealcunesvistecomecapitaa
602EdovetraduceilgrecoἐνΚεστρίαις
in Capreis o ancora a 601D 57 dove
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ways so as both to construct the ideal 
Greek statesman in the days ofGreece’s
subjugation toRome. She argues further
thattheessaymodelstheappropriateuse
ofhistoricalexemplabycontemporarysta
tesman. She sees considerable selectivity
inPlutarch’schoiceofhistoricalanecdo
teswhichareusedtoillustratehisvarious
points,includinghisoverarchingmessage
thatthemainroleofthestatesmaninRo
man Greece is to prevent discord and
factionalism.Tregoargues that theessay
requiresthesamesortofthoughtful,critical
readerashasbeenarguedisrequiredfor
the Parallel Lives:areaderwhorecognises
thepatterninsuccessivehistoricalexempla
andunderstandthelesson.Tregoseesthe
use of historical anecdotes as fostering
connections between past and present,
butascarefullyselectedtoconstructPlu
tarch’s ideal contemporary statesman.
Inparticular,Tregoconsiders theway in
whichPlutarchusesanecdotestosuggest
thatthereisalwayshonourinzealouswork
forthecivicgoodhowevermenialthejob
andhoweverlittlepoliticalautonomyisleft
tothestatesman. (L.F.)

P.i Volpei Cacciatore, «Psychē in Plu-
tarch’si works», in A Versatile Gentle
man, 57-68.

 ThisarticlesurveyswhatPhilosophersand
Philosophical Schools thought about the 
soul  psychēincludingPythogoreans,
Heraclitus Sokrates and Plato. From
therethearticleturnstoPlutarch’sviews
as expressed in works of the Moralia.
Inparticular, thearticleconsidersPlu
tarch’sinterestinthecontrastingpairs:
consonance/dissonance, soul/body, and
rationalsoul/irrationalsoul.Thearticle
considersavarietyofPlutarchanworks
and addresses Plutarch’s answers to
questionssuchas:arehumanaffections
part of the body or soul? What is the

traduce ἄνυδρον αὐτοῖς τὴν ἄλλην 
ποιοῦσιν οἰκουμένην ceterasque mundi 
par  tes sibi reddant irriguas. (P.V.)

F.iB.iTitchener,i«SideibyiSideibyiPluitarch»,i
Ploutarchos, n.s. 13 (2016) 101-110.

 Titchener uses NikiasCrassus as a case 
study through which to argue that the
attribution of characteristics Plutarch
generally considers to be ‘barbarian’
to a nonbarbarian subject introduces a 
subtle negativity to Plutarch’s represen
tation of that individual. Starting from
the view that theLife of Nikias is ‘un
pleasant’ (p.105),Titchener suggests the
Ni kias and the Crassus share the same 
struc ture and argues that the synkrisis 
judgesNikiasmoreharshlythanCrassus
in view of the manner of his death
following surrender even though Nikias
seems to be judged better than Crassus 
on the other themes which the syn kri
sis takes over from the narrative. For
Titchener, theharshjudgementofNikias
results from the fact Nikias has many
‘barbarian’characteristics:heiswealthy,
superstitious, and cowardly. He also,
unlike Crassus, ultimately surrenders.
Titche ner looks to Quomodo Adolescens 
30C in which surrender is shown to be
barbarianbehaviour to suggest thatNi
kias’ surrender is a ‘barbarian’ ac tion 
whichunderpinthemorenegativeassess
mentofNikiasthanCrassusinthesynkrisis 
–forTitchener,‘barbarian’cha racteristics 
aremuchhardertooverlookorforgivein
aGreekandtheattributionof‘barbarian’
characteristics and behaviour to Nikias
‘con demns the ge neral in an oblique and 
disconcertingway’(p.109). (L.F.)

K.iM.iTrego,i«Doiasi Ii sayiandiasi Iido:i
lessonsi oni thei usei ofi historyi fori thei
civic statesman in Plutarch’s Prae
cepta», CW 109 3 (2016) 357-379.

 Trego argues here that Plutarch uses histo
rical anecdotes in the Praecepta inartful
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soul?Whatarethefunctionsofthesoul?
Isthereanoriginofthesoul?(L.F.)

S. Xenophontos,i«Castinginewilightionithei
connectioni betweeni Pseudo-Plutarch’si
On the education of children and Galen’s 
Exhortation to the study of medicine», 
Latomus 75 1 (2016) 71-77».

 This paper assigns a terminus ante 
quem(AD195205) for thecomposition
of the PseudoPlutarchan treatise On 
the Education of Children. It argues
thatGalen’sExhortation to the study of
medicineshowssignificantthematic,lin
guistic, and notional affinities with the
pseudoPlutarchanwork; a point which
suggeststhatGalenmusthavehadtheOn 
the Education of Children inmindwhen
writinghisExhortation.Thearticleoffers
evidence for Galen’s influence from the
pseudoPlutarchantreatise. (C.C.)

A.iZucker, «Plutarque et les noms des dieux 
étrangers», Polymnia 2 (2016) 23-50.

 He aquí una reflexión renovada sobre
el problema inherente a la adaptación 
de los teónimos extranjeros por par
te de Plutarco. Se trata de una rein
terpretación de la denominada in ter
pre tatio graeca, ese procedimiento del
que, en buenamedida, Plutarco osten
taría la paternidad. Por ejemplo y al
decir deZucker, los dioses egipcios no
serían exactamente griegos sino equi
valentesadiosesgriegos.Concarácter
general,Zuclerarguyequeenrealidad,
parael esquemaplutarqueo, losdioses
extranjerosnoexistensinoquereenvían
a“hipóstasisdivinascomunes”.Encon
secuencia,laideadeladivinidadesúni
ca,independientementedeloscultosna
cionales. (V.R.)
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