
There are several useful addenda after the final chapter, including a fairly detailed time-
line of Sparta’s history from 1000 to 370 BC (up to their defeat at the battle of Leuctra and
the end of their status as a major Greek power), a set of references sorted by chapter and a
short index. In no small part thanks to its low price the volume should be an excellent
option for use as a college text in courses on ancient Mediterranean history and society.
Such a use would obviate, through the intervention of the instructor, one item that I found
lacking within the aforementioned addenda: a conspectus of ancient source passages on
Sparta. While I support the decision to avoid notes to the text with citations ancient or
modern, the lack of ancient sources in the ‘References’ section is disappointing.

Although the volume is very recent, there are already two aspects worthy of update.
First, under his section on ‘The Darker Side of Spartan Reception’, Bayliss devotes a para-
graph to the Greek ‘far-right political party Golden Dawn (Chrysi Avgi)’ (137). In October
2020, Greek courts ruled Golden Dawn a criminal organization and sentenced its leadership
and dozens of its members to prison, including sixteen who were ruled guilty in the 2013
murder of a Greek rapper, Pavlos Fyassas. Bayliss is in no way positive in his appraisal of
Golden Dawn, and I do not doubt that he would have noted the result of the trial had it
occurred in time for the book’s publication.

Second, Bayliss on several occasions, as prominently as on the inside cover of the dust
jacket and in the book’s second paragraph, brings up the infanticide of disabled babies by
the Spartans. The fullest discussion occurs in the chapter on ‘Raising a Spartan’ in the
section ‘Spartan Eugenics?’ Bayliss weighs the case for and against before concluding that
‘we should not be lulled into thinking that the Spartans would have normally allowed
disabled babies to be reared. The harsh reality is that parents exposed unwanted children
throughout the ancient Greek world’ (75). Debby Sneed, in her article on ‘Disability and
Infanticide in Ancient Greece’ (Hesperia 90 (2021), 747–72) has compellingly rejected the
notion that killing or exposing disabled babies in ancient Greece was typical, and she
has pointed out the harm in uncritically adopting such a position. Again, Sneed’s work
postdates the publication of The Spartans, and so Bayliss could not have consulted it.
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Elizabeth Carney is justifiably renowned for having brought royal women to the forefront
of scholarship on the Hellenistic period through her decades of erudite contributions in
various dynastic contexts. Perhaps her most enduring contribution, however, is a deeper
methodological approach which has shifted the scholarly gaze away from rigid institutions
and towards personal relationships as a causative factor in the period. This Festschrift
edited by Monica D’Agostini, Edward M. Anson and Frances Pownall is at once a worthy
tribute to an eminent scholar and a compelling indication of just how lucrative analysis of
interpersonal relationships is to the study of the Hellenistic period and beyond.

The editors have assembled an impressive group of contributors into a volume that is
broad in its subject matter but consistent in its analytical approach. The introduction
provides a fitting gratiarum actio while also making patently clear the benefits of consid-
ering personal relationships and affective bonds given the nature of Greek society. The
oikos provides the organizational framework for the contributions that follow, which
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are divided into the ‘restricted’ oikos of the immediate family and the ‘extended’ oikos of
extra-familial relationships that together characterize the Hellenistic court.

Familial affection and kingship are the ties that bind the first section of four chapters, in
which D’Agostini’s contribution stands out for examining how Alexander built upon the
relationships with his sisters that had been fostered by his mother to shore up his own
family’s claim to authority while forming an ‘inner circle inside the basileia’ (32). It is
certainly fitting to see the same questions that Ann-Catrin Harders’ Suavissima Soror
(Munich 2008) posed about the Roman Republic brought to the Hellenistic palace. The
subsequent memory of close interpersonal relationships is considered by Sulochana
Asirvatham’s intriguing case study of Lanice, wet nurse of Alexander the Great, and
her children who are the subject of two highly divergent ancient traditions.

The sheer variety of relationships that can be classed as within the ‘restricted oikos’ is
evident in the other subsections to Part I of the volume: marriages and family, and affec-
tion for animals. Sabine Müller’s chapter on ‘Barsine, Antigone, and the Macedonian War’
is a superb examination of how personal or clan relationships can weave among satrapal
houses, officials, royal courts, civic communities and individual actors, as well as how the
fate of these two captive women relates to the contemporary Macedonian sociopolitical
background. Franca Landucci’s contribution on the family of Antipater highlights how fluid
the divide between certain elite and royal families can be. Sheila Ager argues for the gener-
ally harmonious character of mother-daughter relationships in the royal families of the
period through an examination of the lurid exceptions that prove the rule, mostly found
in Justin’s epitome of Trogus.

Part II of the volume focuses on the theme of friendship within and beyond the oikos,
and again the sheer diversity of affective bonds and personal relationships at play in these
arenas is striking. Joseph Roisman notes that labelling someone as a ‘friend’ of Alexander
can be something of a nebulous and misleading label meaning anything from a loose and
intermittent association to a long-lasting confidant. The implicit power imbalance in
‘royal’ friendships and its complexity in the court are critical points here. Howe picks
up this thread with a refreshing re-examination of Harpalus as an ambitious (but loyal)
friend of Alexander who earned the ire of Athens. The personal relationships formed
by the Alexander with the army and the court, both of which we would usually consider
as ‘institutions’, are the subject of Anson’s reconsideration of the epigoni (Alexander’s units
of eastern troops) and Pownall’s analysis of intellectuals at his court. The editors are to be
commended for including a brief conclusion which unites the wide-ranging contributions
of the volume by focusing on the headings of marriage, friendship and rivalry, and this
along with their introduction neatly bookends the volume.

There is precious little to criticize here. The editing and typesetting are excellent, the
volume as an integral piece of scholarship and a Festschrift is clearly the product of deep
thought and reflection. Alexander perhaps figures too prominently as an implied paradigm
when his court is in many ways exceptional, and perhaps how personal bonds were medi-
ated through institutions such as proxenia (guest-friendship) or theōria (sacred embassies)
could have been considered, but these are very minor points. The volume inspires as many
questions as it provides answers but this is surely the sign of good scholarship, while its
publication itself is a poignant testament to the endurance of interpersonal relationships
among scholars even in the midst of the pandemic.
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