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L’Annalistique Romaine, tome 11: lannalistique moyenne ( fragments).
Texte établi et traduit par MARTINE CHASSIGNET. Paris, Les Belles
Lettres, 1999. XCV, 185 pp.

Of Roman historiography before Caesar and Sallustius we possess only scanty
remains. Generally speaking, these writings are only represented in fragments trans-
mitted by classical authors and grammarians. The loss of the works of the ‘annal-
ists’ is particularly deplorable, not only because these would have allowed us to
gain a better understanding of the developments in classical Roman literature, but
also since some of them (e.g. Claudius Quadrigarius) seem to have been endowed
with considerable stylistic and narrative qualities.

In this new volume in the Budé series devoted to the annalists, nine authors
are represented, all belonging to the so called ‘middle annalistic’ (dated between
150 and the first quarter of the Ist century B.C.): L. Cassius Hemina (43 frag-
ments), Q. Fabius Maximus Servilianus (3), L. Calpurnius Piso Frugi (48), C. Sem-
pronius Tuditanus (7), Fannius (9), Vennonius (2), L. Coelius Antipater (68), Cn.
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Gellius (35), and Sempronius Asellio (15). The fact that their combined texts com-
prise 89 pages should not be taken as a sign that the material is ample. The edi-
tor, Martine Chassignet, has quoted all fragments at due length, that is: with a
sufficient amount of the context in which they have been transmitted.

As far as the fragments allow us to form a judgement about the authors, they
do not seem to qualify as great literary talents. Nonetheless, the Budé edition is
useful for students of Roman literature, for until now the fragments of the mid-
dle annalists have not been readily accessible. Ch. provides clear, informative intro-
ductions to each author, and adds further material in footnotes. The edition seems
to be more or less exhaustive, as may be expected in the case of works of which
so little is known.

In the end, a feeling of regret can easily remain. So many interesting Latin
works from the early period have been lost! One would love, for instance, to be
able to read Coelius Antipater’s work on the Punic Wars or Fannius’ Annals,
which were praised by Sallust for their veracity. As it is, we have to make the
best of the fragments. Ch.’s edition is a very helpful tool for this.
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