Lat 264: ROMAN VERSE SATIRE  

Dr. Daniel Solomon



daniel.p.solomon@vanderbilt.edu.

Office hours: M, 10-11 a.m., T, 2-3 p.m., or by appointment, in Furman 327 (tel.: 3-4134).

Required texts: 1) Paul Allen Miller, Latin Verse Satire An Anthology and Critical Reader (Routledge, 2005)



2) Niall Rudd, The Satires of Horace and Persius (Penguin Classics, 2005)

 

3) Nial Rudd, Juvenal: the Satires (Oxford University Press, 2008)



 4) An Intermediate or Advanced Latin-English dictionary.


Objectives: In this course we will ask what satire meant to the Ancient Romans, comparing and contrasting with our own norms of 1) what we expect to find in a satire and 2) what we think is the point of the satire, i.e, what effect the satire is supposed to have both upon its immediate audience and upon the society it represents.  We will then focus on the satirical hexameter poems of Horace, Persius, and Juvenal, for these are the only extant classical works Romans themselves would define as purely “satirical.”  That is to say, Romans recognized these poems as a specific and distinct literary genre, with its own rules, expectations, and even language.  Towards the end of the semester we will briefly compare the style and themes of these three poets to those of other Romans whose work comes closer to our own sense of satire, such as Petronius’ Satyricon and Seneca’s Pumpkinification of Claudius.  We will then be able to better grasp why Quintilian, the first State Professor of Rhetoric in Imperial Rome, wrote that all other kinds of Latin literature ultimately derived from the Greeks, but satura quidem tota nostra est, “at least satire is entirely ours.” 


Paradoxically, we will see that at first sight, Roman verse satire is unlike any other work of public Roman literature you have ever read.  Whereas Romans generally prided themselves on their sense of honesty, dignity, and self-control, Roman satirists always depict themselves as inconsistent, rambling, vulgar – all traits that seem designed to frustrate and annoy a distinctly Roman audience.  While each satirist seems to endorse the traditional, ancestral values of the ruling class, he himself speaks with the voice of an outsider, who is marginalized from Roman society and unlikely to have much influence with them.  Why is it that conservative Romans, particularly from the aristocratic and intellectual elite, chose to read and compare Horace, Persius, and Juvenal as it gradually dawned on them that the Republic was being replaced by Empire?  Roman verse satire consistently complicates the relationship between the preachy (and deliberately obnoxious!) author and the squeamish and rebellious reader; we will examine how those who identified with the aristocratic and/or intellectual elites of Rome could read these tensions as representative of their own struggle to come to terms with their own loss of power under the Principate.  Sure, Romans eventually came to see that emperors were necessary to keep Rome and Her empire intact; but it took many generations for Romans to say good-bye to what they saw as five hundred years of independence and proud self-determination – and many never did.  Roman verse satire allows Romans to vent against everyone and everything that represents the New Order – women, foreigners, society at large – while at the same time they may be implicitly reassuring the present Emperor that they are not planning an imminent revolution. Indeed, we will ask whether this kind of literature is more of a threat or a support to the status quo: does Roman satire keep alive the spirit of the Republic by resurrecting tensions Emperors would rather sweep under the carpet?  Or does it ultimately help the Emperors by encouraging their most prominent opposition to resign themselves to their fate? 


Lesson format: After a brief summary of the previous session's material, a student will read aloud selections from the assigned poems.  We will then translate, examine noteworthy grammar, and analyze.  At home you may consult English translations for reference purposes, but copying anything more than a few phrases constitutes plagiarism.  All translation in class must be directly from the original text: written cribs are forbidden.

Requirements:  
- Participation: this grade indicates primarily the EFFORT you put into this course; it thus reflects the extent to which you come to class prepared both to translate and to contribute; it includes assigned presentations on modern scholarship (10%). 

- SIXTEEN almost DAILY vocabulary quizzes (2-3 minutes) at the start of each class, except where indicated; the lowest FOUR grades will be dropped.  The Latin of satire is HARD, and we will be discussing satirists’ linguistic adaptations; the quiz will ask you simply to translate individual terms from the passage assigned for that day, excluding proper nouns (5%).

-THREE short Review quizzes (15 minutes): translation and grammar, but quiz 2 will be a commentary of ten lines taken from Horace, Sat., 1.9.1-25, in order to prepare you for the First Review Exam. (10%).

- TWO assigned recitations (about ten verses each): these do not have to be memorized, but they must respect pronunciation, meter, and above all feeling.  I will assign these after week 2, and I expect you to meet with me before each (5%).


- TWO Review Exams, Feb. 12 and Mar 24: translation, scansion, grammar, commentary (15% each).


- Term project; a first draft or outline is due April 2, the final product is due Apr. 16 (in both cases, three points will be docked for each day late, up to a maximum of ten, 20%):

 EITHER a Research Paper (10-12 pages; the choice of topic is up to you, but you should confirm it with me beforehand. You could focus on a poem, a theme, or a comparison; whatever your topic, you must show mastery of our course materials),

OR the composition of a Roman verse satire of your own, consciously adopting the style of Horace, Persius, or Juvenal, of about 100 verses if you compose in English, 10 if in Latin hexameters, accompanied by a 3-4 page commentary that relates the style and content of your poem to those of your Roman model.

- Final Exam: translation and grammar of Juvenal, and short essays comparing to the other two satirists (20%), on Sat., April 25, 3 p.m.  There will be no alternate exam, though with 2 days advance notice I may be able to find a slot for you on April 23, 24, or 27.

Grading scale:

Points are scored out of a total of 100: the top ten constitute the "A" range, the next ten the "B" range, and so forth. The letter is accompanied by "+" or "-" if your score falls within the top or bottom 3 points of each range. Thus, e.g., 87-89= B+ ; 83-86 = B ; 80-82 = B-

	Thu, Jan 8

1. Tue, Jan 13

Thu, Jan 15

2. Tue, Jan 20

Thu, Jan 22


3. Tue, Jan 27

Thu, Jan 29

4. Tue, Feb 3

Thu, Feb 5

5. Tue, Feb 10

Thu, Feb 12

6. Tue, Feb 17

Thu, Feb 19

7. Tue, Feb 24

Thu, Feb 26

Feb 28-Mar 8

8. Tue, Mar 10 

Thu, Mar 12 

9. Tue, Mar 17

Thu, Mar 19

10. Tue, Mar 24

Thu, Mar 26

11. Tue, Mar 31

Thu, Apr 2

First draft due

12. Tue, Apr 7

Thu Apr 9

13. Tue, Apr 14

Thu, Apr 16

Project due

Tue, Apr 21
	Introduction to satire, for us and for them

Latin: Horace, 1.1.1-35 [remember: 1st vocab quiz: 4 out of 5 words to translate]
English: Horace handout; Horace, 1.1.36-60; second half of Gold YCS 1992
Latin: Horace, 1.1.61-73; 92-121
English: Horace, 1.1.74-91;  1.2; 1.3; DuFallo, CW 2000, Freudenburg ad loc.

Latin: Horace, 1.4.103-143
English: Horace, 1.4.1-102; Anderson, Autobiography and Art

First Review Quiz

Latin: Horace, 1.5.1-13; 27-49  [no vocab quiz]
English: Horace, 1.5.14-26; Gowers PCPS 1993 (first half)
Latin: Horace, 1.5.50-104
English: Gowers PCPS 1993 (second half)
Latin: Horace, 1.6.1-22; 44-64
English: Horace, 1.6.23-43; 65-131; Schlegel AJP 2000
Second Review Quiz

Latin: Horace, 1.9.1-34  [no vocab quiz]
English: Horace, 1.7; 1.8
Latin: Horace, 1.9.35-75; 1.10.1-15

English: DuQuesnay, Horace and Maecenas
Latin: Horace, 1.10.72-92 [no vocab quiz]
English: Horace, 1.10.16-71; Hooley and Oliensis ad loc; Zetzel Arethusa 1980.
First Review Exam

Latin: Horace, 2.1.1-19; 56-86
English: Horace, 2.1.20-55; 2.2; Muecke in Homage to Horace

Latin: Horace, 2.6.1-46
English: Horace, 2.3 [skim quickly!]; 2.4; 2.5; 2.6.47-116

Latin: Horace, 2.8.1-5, 15-53
English: Horace, 2.8.6-14; 2.7; Oliensis in Roman Cultural Revolution 
Latin: Horace, 2.8.54-95 
English: Caston in TAPA 1997 [skim or skip pp. 243-250]
SPRING BREAK!

Third Review Quiz

Latin: Persius, prologue; 1.1-23  [no vocab quiz]
English: Vita handout; Hooley’s intro to Persius and Nero.
Latin: Persius, 1.24-62 
English: Morford, Persius, chapter 3
Latin: Persius, 1.63-106
English: Persius 2; 3; 4
Latin: Persius, 1.107-134 [no vocab quiz]
English: Persius, 5; Freudenburg, Satires of Rome, pp. 151-183.
Second Review Exam

Latin: Juvenal, 1.1-30, 63-68, 73-80
English: Juvenal, 1.30-62, 69-72; Coffey, pp. 119-123;  Braund, Juvenal Book 1, pp. 17-24.
Latin: Juvenal, 1.81-126, 162-171
English: Juvenal, 1.127-61; 2; Freudenburg, Satires of Rome, pp. 209-242.
Latin: Juvenal, 3.21-48, 58-61, 86-108
English:  Juvenal, 3.1-20, 49-85, 109-170; Cloud in Wallace-Hadrill, Ancient Patronage
Latin: Juvenal, 3.171-179, 268-301, 315-322 [last vocab quiz of the semester]
English:  Juvenal, 3.180-267, 302-314; Braund’s essay in Satire and Society
Latin: Juvenal, 10.1-14, 114-126, 147-167 
English: Juvenal, 10.15-113, 127-146; Anderson “Juvenal and Seneca” in Essays [skip parts

on Seneca]
Latin: Juvenal, 10. 188-206, 346-366

English: Juvenal, 10.168-187, 207-311, 312-345; Fishelov AJP 1991
English: Seneca’s Apokolokyntosis
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