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Preface

When Al Bertrand asked me to edit this Companion to Ancient History, 1 hesitated.
It seemed rather a large task. Now that I have finished it, I realize that I was naive — it
was a far larger task than I had initially imagined. One of the things that has made
it manageable has been the enthusiasm and goodwill of the contributors, and to them
all I am especially grateful.

Sadly, one of the contributors to this volume, Peter Derow, died not long after
completing his piece on what Ancient History meant to him. Peter was not only my
doctoral supervisor but a good friend. This volume is dedicated to his memory and
that of his own tutor, George Forrest, both of whom through their teaching of
Ancient History inspired many, a number of whom are contributors to this book.

This Companion may have been a substantial undertaking, but it has been fun to
do, and I have learnt a lot from reading through all the contributions. It aims to
provide a series of accessible introductions to key topics in the study of Ancient
History: forms of evidence, problems and approaches, and major themes in current
research. Rather than offering definitive overviews, however, these are intended to
reflect the vitality and excitement of scholarship at the front line. The potential subject
matter is vast, so a certain selectivity has been necessary. While the focus is on the
history of Greece and Rome, I have also been concerned that these are not viewed
in isolation but are seen in the broader context.

Staft at Blackwell have all been enormously helpful, in particular Al Bertrand,
whose great contribution to Classics in general is evident from Blackwell’s growing
list of Classics and Ancient History books. Kyle Hall kindly translated the section by
Andrea Giardina which appears in Chapter One. My own chapter is well away from
my usual territory, and I must thank Robert Anderson for generously taking a look
at it with the eyes of a historian of the nineteenth century. This book has moved
round the Celtic fringe, begun at the National University of Ireland Galway and
completed at the University of Edinburgh; I am grateful to colleagues at both institu-
tions for their help.

Most of all I am indebted to my wife Michelle, not only for all her support and
encouragement, but also for her knack of asking the right question.

Andrew Erskine
Edinburgh
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Hornblower, S. and Spawforth, A. The Oxford Classical Dictionary.
3rd edn. Oxford. 1996

Dittenberger, W. Orientis Graeci Inscriptiones Selectne. Leipzig,
1903-5

Berliner Leihgabe griechischer Papyri

Eger, O. et al. Griechische Papyri im Museum des oberhessischen
Geschichtsvereins zu Giessen. Leipzig-Berlin 1910-12

The Oxyrhynchus Papyri. London. 1898—

Catalogue of the Greek and Latin Papyri in the Jobn Rylands Library,
Manchester

Papers of the British School at Rome



Xxil

PCG
PCPS
PMG
RE

REA
RIB
RIG
RIL
ROL

RS
SEG
Sel. Pap.

SIG?

Tab.Vindol.

TAPA
Tod
ZPE

Abbreviations, Reference Works

Kassel, R., and Austin, C., Poctae Comici Graeci. Berlin, 1983—
Proceedings of the Cambridge Philological Society

Page, D. L. Poeticae Melici Graeci, Oxford, 1962

Pauly, A., Wissowa, G. and Kroll, W. Realencyclopidie des classischen
Altertumswissenschaft. 1893—

Revue des études anciennes

Roman Inscriptions of Britain, Oxford 1965-

Recueil des inscriptions gauloises, 4 vols, 1985-2002

Chabot, J.-B., Recueil des inscriptions libyques. Paris 1940—-41
Warmington, E. H. Remains of Old Latin. 4 vols. Loeb Classical
Library

Crawford, M. (ed.). Roman Statutes. 2 vols. London. 1996
Supplementum Epigraphicum Graecum. 1923—

Hunt, A. S., Edgar, C. C. and Page, D. L. Select Papyri, 4 vols, Loeb
Classical Library, Cambridge, Mass. 1950

Dittenberger, W. Sylloge Inscriptionum Graecarum. 3rd edn. Leipzig.
1915-24

Tabulne Vindolandenses 1-111 = Bowman and Thomas 1983, 1994,
and 2003

Transactions and Proceedings of the Amervican Philological Association
Tod, M. N. Greek Historical Inscriptions. 2 vols. Oxford. 194648
Zeitschrift fiir Papyrologie und Epigraphik




Abbreviations and Glossary,

Acts
Ael.
NA
Aesch.
Ayg.
Pers
Aeschin.
Alexis

Amm. Marc.

Anth. Pal.
App.
BC
Hisp.
Mith.
Apul.
Met.
Arist.
Eth. Nic.
Mete
Pol.
Ret.

[Arist.] Ath. Pol.

Oec.
Aristoph.
Ach.

Av.

Ancient Authors

Acts of the Apostles

Aelian, Latin writer, ¢. ap 165,/70-230/35

De natura animalinm (On the nature of animals)
Aeschylus, Athenian tragedian, first half fifth century Bc
Agamemnon

Persae (The Persians)

Aeschines, Athenian orator, fourth century Bc

Alexis, comic playwright, fourth—third century Bc, fragments in
rPCG

Ammianus Marcellinus, Latin historian, c. Ap 330-395
Anthologin Palatina (Palatine Anthology)

Appian, Greek historian, second century Ap

Bella civilia (Civil Wars)

Spanish Wars (1berike)

Mithridatic Wars

Apuleius of Madaura, Latin prose writer, second century AD
Metamorphoses, or The Golden Ass

Aristotle, Greek philosopher, 384-322 B¢

Nicomachean Ethics

Meteorologicn

Politics

Rbetoric

Athenaion politein (Constitution of the Athenians), for which
see Rhodes 1981

Occonomica

Aristophanes, Athenian comic playwright, fifth century Bc
Acharnenses (Acharnians)

Aves (Birds)




XX1v

Eyg.
Pax
Plut.
Ran.
Vesp.
Arr.
Anab.
Tact.
Athen.

August.
De civ. D
Conf.
Ep.
Caes.
BAf
BC
BG
Cato

Agric.
Celsus Med.
Cic.

Ad Brut.

Arch.

Att.

Balb

Cat.

Clu.

Deiot.

Diyp.

Dom.

Fam.

Leg.

Nat. D.

Off.

Q. Fr.

Tusc.

1 Clement

Columella

Cod. Iust.
Cod. Theod.

Abbreviations and Glossary, Ancient Authors

Equites (Knights)

Pax (Peace)

Plutus (Wealth)

Ranae (Frogs)

Vespae (Wasps)

Arrian, Greek historian, c. AbD 86-160

Anabasis

Tactica

Athenacus, c. Ap 200, The Deipnosophists, learned conversation
at dinner

Augustine of Hippo, bishop and writer, ap 354-430

De civitate Dei (City of God)

Confessions

Epistulne ( Letters)

Julius Caesar (C. Iulius Caesar), 100-44 Bc

Bellum Africum

Bellum Civile

Bellum Gallicum

Cato the Elder, M. Porcius Cato, Roman politician and writer,
234-149 Bc

De agricultura (On Agriculture)

A. Cornelius Celsus, first century Ap, De medicina

M. Tullius Cicero, Roman politician and writer, 10643 Bc
Epistulae ad Brutum (Letters to Brutus)

Pro Archin

Epistulne ad Atticum ( Letters to Atticus)

Pro Balbo

In Catilinam

Pro Cluentio

Pro rege Deiotaro

De divinatione (On Divination)

De domo sun

Epistulne ad familiares (Letters to Friends)

De legibus (On Laws)

De natura deorum (On the Nature of the Gods)

De officiis (On Duties)

Epistulne ad Quintum Fratvem (Letters to bis brother Quintus)
Tusculan Disputations

First Letter of Clement to the Corinthians, in Loeb Classical
Library, Apostolic Fathers, vol. 1

Columella, first century Ap, De re rustica, an agricultural
manual

Codex Iustinianus

Codex Theodosianus or Theodosian Code (edition: T. Mommsen
and P. Meyer, 1905; translation: C. Pharr, 1952)




1 Cor.
Dem.
Deut.
Diy.

Dio
Dio Chrys.

Diod.
D.L.
D.H. Ant. Rowm.

Eur.

Euseb.
Chron.
Dem. Evang.
HE.
Pracep. Evanyg
vC

Eutrop.

Flor.

Frontin.
Ag.
Fronto Aur.

Gai. Inst.
Gal.
Proy.
Comp. Med. Loc.
Galat.
Gell.

Hdt.
Herodian

Hes.
Theoy.
Works

Hesych.

Hom.

1l
Od.

Abbreviations and Glossary, Ancient Authors XXV

The First Letter of Paul to the Corinthians, New Testament
Demosthenes, Athenian orator, 384-322 BcC

Deuteronomy, Old Testament

Digesta, legal text, 6th C. ap (edition: T. Mommsen [1905];
translation: A. Watson)

Cassius Dio, Greek historian of Rome, ¢.164 to after ap 229
Dio Chrysostom, Greek orator and philosopher, mid-first
century to early second century Ap

Diodorus Siculus (Diodoros of Sicily), author of a world history,
first century BC

Diogenes Laertius, probably early third century ap, Lives of the
Philosophers

Dionysius of Halicarnassus, first century BcC, Roman
Antiquities

Euripides, Athenian tragedian, c.480s to 407 /406 Bc
Eusebius of Caesarea, bishop and scholar, c. ap 260-339
Chronica

Demonstratio Evangelica

Historia ecclesiasticn

Praeparatio evangelica (Preparation for the Gospel)

Vita Constantini (Life of Constantine)

Eutropius, historian, 4th C. Ap, Breviarum ab urbe condita

L. Annaeus Florus, Latin historian, second century ap, Epstome
of Seven Hundred Years’ Worth of Wars

Sex. Iulius Frontinus, first century ADp

De aquaeductibus urbis Romae (On Aqueducts)

M. Cornelius Fronto, orator, second century AD, Letters to
Marcus Aurelins

Gaius, Institutiones

Galen, Greek medical writer, second century AD

On Prognosis

De compositione medicamentorum secundum locos

The Letter of Paul to the Galatians, New Testament

Aulus Gellius, Roman miscellanist, second century ap, Noctes
Atticae (Attic Nights)

Herodotus of Halicarnassus, Greek historian, fifth century Bc
Herodian, Greek historian, third century ap, History of the
empive from the time of Marcus

Hesiod, Greek poet, probably ¢.700 Bc

Theogony

Works and Days

Hesychius of Alexandria, author of lexicon, c.fifth century Ap
Homer

1lind

Odyssey



XXxvi

Hor.
Isoc.
Phil.
Panath.
Paney.
Jos.
AJ
BJ

Just.

Juv.
Lactant. De mort.

Lib. Or.
Livy

Per.
Lucan
Lucian
Dom.
Hist. conscr.
Luct.
Peregr.
Lucil.

Lucr.

Lysias

Macc.
Macrob. Sat.
Mart.
Menander

Nep.

Origen,
C. Cels.
Comm. Matt.
Ovid Met.
Paus.

Petron. Sat.
Philet.

Abbreviations and Glossary, Ancient Authors

Horace, Latin poet, 65-8 BC

Isocrates, Athenian orator, 436—-338 BC

Philippus

Panathenaicus

Panegyricus

Josephus, Jewish historian, first century Ap

Antiquitates Judaicae

Bellum Judaicum (The Jewish War)

Justin, Epitome, of the Historine Philippicae of Pompeius
Trogus

Juvenal, probably early second century aAp, Satires

Lactantius, Christian writer, ¢.240 to c. Ap 320, De mortibus
persecutorum (On the Deaths of the Persecutors)

Libanius, Greek rhetorician, fourth century Ap, Orations
Livy, probably 59 Bc to ap 17; history of Rome cited as
“Livy”

Periochae

Lucan, Latin poet, AD 39-65, De bello civili

Lucian of Samosata, Greek writer, second century AD

de Domo (The Hall)

Quomodo historia conscribenda sit (How to Write History)

De luctu

De morte Peregrini

Lucilius, Roman satirist, second century BC, fragments edited
by F. Marx, 1904-5, for translation ROL 3

Lucretius, Epicurean Latin poet, first century BC, De rerum
natura (On the Natuve of Things)

Lysias, Attic orator, mid-fifth century to ¢.380 Bc

Maccabees

Macrobius, late empire, Saturnalin

Martial, Latin poet, first century AD

Menander, Athenian playwright, late 4th to early third
century BC

Cornelius Nepos, Latin biographer, first century Bc, author of
De viris illustribus (On Famous Men)

Origen, Christian writer, c. Ap 185-254

Contra Celsum (Against Celsus)

Commentary on Matthew

Ovid, Latin poet, 43 BC to AD 17, Metamorphoses

Pausanias, Greek traveler and writer, second century AD, Descrip-
tion of Greece

Petronius, Roman prose writer, first century AD, Satyricon
Philetacrus, comic playwright, fourth century Bc, fragments in
PCG



Philo
In Flacc.
Philostr.
Her.
VS
Phot.
Bib.
Lex.
Pind.
Ol
Pl
Gry.
Phdy.
DPrt.
Rep.
Symp.
Tht.
Plaut.

Cist.
Rud.
Pliny, HN

Pliny, Ep.
Plut.

Ages.
Ale.
Alex.
Ant.
Cues.
Cam.
Cato mai
Cic.
Crass.
Dem.
Lyc.
Mare.
Mar.
Mor.
Pel.
DPyrrh.
Sert.

Abbreviations and Glossary, Ancient Authors XxVvii

Philo, Jewish writer, early first century Ap

In Flaccum

Philostratus, Greek sophist and writer, third century Ap
Heroikos (Heroic Discourse)

Vitae Sophistarum (Lives of the Sophists)

Photius, bishop and scholar, ninth century ap
Bibliotheca

Lexicon

Pindar, Boiotian poet, late sixth to mid-fifth century Bc
Olympian Odes

Plato, Athenian philosopher, ¢.429-347 Bc

Gorgins

Phaedrus

Protogoras

Republic

Symposium

Theaetetus

Plautus, Latin comic playwright, late third to early second
century BC

Cistellarin

Rudens (The Rope)

Pliny the Elder, ap 23/24-79, Naturalis historia ( Natural
History)

Pliny the Younger, Roman politician, ¢.61 to c. ap 112,
Letters

Plutarch, Greek biographer and philosopher, mid-first to second
century AD

Agesilaus

Alcibindes

Alexander

Antony

Caesar

Camillus

Cato maior (Cato the Elder)

Cicero

Crassus

Demosthenes

Lycurgus

Marcellus

Marius

Moralin

Pelopidas

Pyrrbus

Sertorius




XXviil

Sol.
G
Them.
Polyb.
Procop.
Aed.
Prop.
Romans
Quint.
Inst.
Sall.

Iuyg.

Cat.
Sen.

Con.
Sen.

Ep.
Serv. Aen.
SHA

Tyr. Trig.
Sil. Pun.
Socrates HE.
Soph

Aj.

Ant.

Trach
Soz. HE.
Strabo
Suet.

Auny.

Caliy.

Claud.

Tib.

Vesp.
Tac.

Agr.

Ann.

Hist.
Theocr. Id.
Theod. HE
Theophr.

Hist. pl.

Abbreviations and Glossary, Ancient Authors

Solon

Tiberius Gracchus

Themistocles

Polybius, Greek historian, ¢.200 to ¢.118 BC

Procopius, Greek historian, sixth century Ap

De aedificiis (On Buildings)

Propertius, Latin poet, first century BC

Letter of Paul to the Romans

Quintilian, Roman rhetorician, first century AD

Institutio oratovia (Orator’s Education)

Sallust, C. Sallustius Crispus, probably 86-35 Bc, Latin
historian

Bellum Ingurthinum (The Jugurthine War)

Bellum Catilinae

Seneca the Elder, Latin rhetorical writer, ¢.50 BC to c. AD 40
Controversine

Seneca the Younger, Roman politician, philosopher and trage-
dian, first century AD

Letters

Servius, fourth century Ap, commentary on Vergil’s Aeneid
Scriptores  Historiae  Augustae, anonymous collection of
imperial biographies, fourth or fifth century ap

Tyranni Triginta

Silius Italicus, c¢. Ap 26-102, Latin poet, Punica

Socrates Scholasticus, Historia Ecclesiastica

Sophocles, Athenian tragedian, 490s to 406 BC

Ajax

Antigone

Trachinine

Sozomen, Historia Ecclesiastica

Strabo, ¢.64 BC to after AD 20, Geggraphy

Suctonius, Latin biographer, ¢.70 to c. ap 130

Divus Augustus

Gaius Caliguln

Divus Clandius

Tiberius

Divus Vespasianus

Tacitus, Latin historian, ¢.56 to after ¢. ap 118

Agricoln

Annals

Histories

Theocritus, Greek poet, third century Bc, Idylls

Theodoret, bishop, c. Ap 393—466, Historia Ecclesiastica
Theophrastus, Greek philosopher, late 370s to carly 280s Bc
Historia plantarum




Abbreviations and Glossary, Ancient Authors XXix

1 Thessalonians First Letter of Paul to the Thessalonians, New Testament
Thuc. Thucydides, Athenian historian, fifth century BcC
Titus Letter of Paul to Titus, New Testament
Val. Max. Valerius Maximus, Latin writer, first century AD
Varro, RR M. Terentius Varro, Roman scholar, first century Bc, De 7¢
rustica, an agricultural manual
Veg. Flavius Vegetius Renatus, Latin military, probably late fourth
century AD, De re militari
Vell. Pat. Velleius Paterculus, early imperial, Historiae Romanae
Verg. Vergil or Virgil, Latin poet, 70-19 BC
Aen. Aeneid
Ecl. Eclogues
Georyg. Georgics
Vitr. Vitruvius, late first century BC, De architectura
Xen. Xenophon, Athenian writer, ¢.430 to mid-fourth century BC
Anab. Anabasis
Cyr. Cyropaedin
Hell. Hellenica
LP Lakedaimonion Politein (Constitution of the Lacedaimoninns)
Mem. Memorabilin
Oik Oikonomikos or Oeconomicus (On the Management of the
Household)
Symp. Symposinm
[Xen.] Ath. Pol. Athenaion Politein or Constitution of Athens, included among

the works of Xenophon; author often referred to as the “Old
Oligarch”




Timeline

This is intended as a very selective guide to put the material in the following chapters
in some form of chronological context. Dates are often approximate, particularly
those before the sixth century Bc. Not all Roman emperors are included, especially
after the third century Ap.

BC
2700-2150
¢.2500
2350-2150
2112-2004
2050-1650
1650-1200
1550-1050
1450

1200

1100-700
814

¢.800
776

753
750-580
745-727
¢.700
700-500
612

Old Kingdom, Egypt; building of Great Pyramid
Stonehenge built

The empire of Akkad, Mesopotamia

The Third Dynasty of Ur, Mesopotamia

Middle Kingdom, Egypt

Hittite empire

New Kingdom, Egypt

Collapse of Minoan civilization on Crete
Destruction of the Mycenaean palaces

Phoenician colonization across the Mediterranean

Traditional date for foundation of Carthage (archaeological evidence
later)

Introduction of the alphabet to Greece

Traditional date for the foundation of the Olympic Games
Traditional date for the foundation of Rome

Greek colonization in the Mediterranean and Black Sea

Emergence of Assyrian empire under Tiglath-pileser 111

Homer’s Ilind and Odyssey

Etruscan ascendancy in Italy

Fall of Nineveh to Babylonians and Medes, ending the Assyrian
empire




604-562
¢.600

594
550-530
525
c.546-10
509
508

499
494
490
480-79

480
478
472

462
451-49

440s/430s
447
431-04

399
390 (or 387)
371

367
359-336
341-338
336-323

331
326-304
323-270s

298-290
287

Timeline Xxxi

Nebuchadnezzar 11, king of Babylon
Invention of coinage in Asia Minor

Solon’s legislation in Athens

Rise of Persian empire under Cyrus

Egypt becomes part of Persian empire

Peisistratid tyranny in Athens

First year of the Roman republic after the expulsion of the kings
Reforms of Kleisthenes at Athens

Tonian revolt begins

First plebeian secession at Rome; beginning of the tribunate

First Persian War; Battle of Marathon

Second Persian War; battles of Thermopylae, Artemisium and Salamis
(480); battles of Plataca and Mykale (479)

Carthaginians invade Sicily; defeated by Gelon of Syracuse at
Himera

Foundation of Delian League and beginning of the Athenian
empire

Aeschylus’s Persians performed; 5th century sees first performance of
the plays of Athenian tragedians Aeschylus, Sophocles, and Euripides
Democratic reforms of Ephialtes in Athens

Decemvirate and publication of the Twelve Tables at Rome, fol-
lowed by secession of the Plebs in Rome

DPerikles leading politician in Athens

Building of Parthenon begins in Athens

The Peloponnesian War (431-421 Archidamian War; 415-413
Athenian expedition to Sicily; Ionian War), ending with fall of
Athens

Death of Socrates

Gauls (Celts) capture Rome

Battle of Leuktra: Thebans defeat Spartans

Consulship at Rome opened to plebeians

Rise of Macedon under Philip II

Rome’s conquest of Latium

Reign of Alexander and Macedonian conquest of Persian empire;
battles of Granicus (334), Issos (333), Gaugamela (331)
Foundation of Alexandria in Egypt

Rome fights Second Samnite War

Wars of the Successors and the establishment of the Hellenistic
Kingdoms

Rome fights Third Samnite War
End of “Conflict of Orders” at Rome



XXXl

280-275

280-279
c.270
264-241

240-237
218-202
216

200-168

168
c.166-164
146

133

123-122
107-100

91-87

§2-81
73-71
67-62

63

58-50

55 and 54
49

47-44
44-31

43

31

27

19

16 Bc—AD 6

AD

14
14-69
14-37
30

Timeline

Pyrrhus comes to the aid of Tarentum against Rome; campaigns in
Italy and Sicily.

Gauls (Celts) invade Macedon and Greece

Romans complete conquest of Italian peninsula

First Punic War, at the end of which Sicily becomes the first Roman
province

Carthage’s Mercenaries War, following defeat in First Punic War
Second Punic War

Battle of Cannae: Hannibal defeats the Romans

Rome’s Wars in the East against Macedon and Seleukids

Battle of Pydna brings an end to kingdom of Macedon

Maccabean Revolt against Antiochos IV in Judaea

Rome sacks Carthage and Corinth; creation of provinces of Africa
and Macedon

Tribunate of Tiberius Gracchus; death of Attalos III of Pergamon;
beginnings of Roman province of Asia

Tribunate of Gaius Gracchus

C. Marius consul six times; wins victories against Jugurtha and the
Cimbri and Teutones

Social War between Rome and its allies; Roman citizenship given to
all Italians

Sulla dictator in Rome (becomes consul in 80, retires in 79)

Slave revolt of Spartacus in Italy

Pompey campaigns against pirates, defeats Mithridates and reorga-
nizes the East

Consulship of Cicero; conspiracy of Catiline

Caesar conquers Gaul

Caesar’s expeditions to Britain

Caesar crosses Rubicon and civil war begins

Dictatorship of Caesar

Intermittent Roman civil wars following assassination of Caesar
Murder of Cicero

Battle of Actium; Octavian defeats Antony and Cleopatra

Octavian takes the name Augustus

Death of Vergil

Danube provinces added to Roman empire

Arminius wipes out three Roman legions under Varus in the Teuto-
burg Forest in Germany

Death of Augustus

Julio-Claudian dynasty

Tiberius emperor

Death of Christ



3741
41-54
43
54-68
60-61
64
66-70
69
69-96
69-79
79-81
79

80
81-96
98-117

117-138
122-126
132-135
138-161
161-180
162-166
166-168
180-192
193-194
193-211

211-17
212

218-222
222-235
22440
235-84
240-72
284-305
303-311
306-337
312

325

330

363

374-397
378
379-395

Timeline XXXiil

Gaius Caligula emperor, murdered

Claudius emperor, rumored to have been murdered
Claudius’s invasion of Britain

Nero emperor

Revolt of Boudicca in Britain

The Great Fire of Rome; Nero’s persecution of Christians
Revolt in Judaea

Year of the four emperors following fall of Nero

Flavian dynasty

Vespasian emperor

Titus emperor

Eruption of Mt Vesuvius and burial of Pompeii and Herculaneum
Inauguration of the Colosseum

Domitian emperor, murdered, followed briefly by Nerva
Trajan emperor; campaigns against Dacians and Parthians

Hadrian emperor

Building of Hadrian’s Wall

Bar Kokhba revolt in Judaea

Antoninus Pius emperor

Marcus Aurelius emperor (until 169 with Lucius Verus)
Roman campaigns against Parthia

German tribes invade across the Danube

Commodus emperor, murdered

Civil war

Septimius Severus emperor (from 198 with Caracalla)

Caracalla emperor, murdered, followed briefly by Macrinus
Antonine Constitution gives Roman citizenship to all free men and
women in the Roman empire

Elagabalus emperor, murdered

Alexander Severus emperor, murdered

Ardashir (Artaxerxes) I establishes Sassanian empire in East
“Third-Century Crisis”

Shapur (Sapor) I, Sassanian ruler

Diocletian and (from 293) the Tetrarchy

Diocletian and Galerius’s Persecution of the Christians
Constantine emperor

Battle of Milvian Bridge: Constantine defeats Maxentius

Council of Nicaea (Christian)

Dedication of new city of Constantinople (first planned in 324)
Death of the emperor Julian while campaigning against
Sassanians

Ambrose Bishop of Milan

Battle of Adrianople: Valens dies in battle against the Goths
Theodosius I emperor



XXXIV

410

429

430

438
450s—470s
474-491
493-526
491-518

527-65

Timeline

Sack of Rome by Alaric and the Goths; Britain abandoned
Vandals invade Africa

Death of Augustine

Theodosian code

End of the Roman empire in the West

Zeno emperor

Ostrogothic king Theodoric rules Italy

Anastasius emperor

Justinian emperor
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CHAPTER ONE

Personal Perspectives

The worlds of Ancient Greece and Rome may be long ago, but ancient history itself
is an ongoing process, discovering, interpreting and reinterpreting the past. In the
study of ancient history the present is never far away. The chapters in this Companion
show ancient historians and their colleagues at work, but by way of introduction I
have asked several scholars to reflect on their experience of ancient history and what
it means for them.

Why I Study Ancient History, and Why I Suppose it Matters
Josiah Ober, Professor of Classics and Political Science, Stanford University

I have always been fascinated by politics — not parties or elections, but the play of
power, legitimacy, and justice. Politics, in this extended sense, is at once a practical
issue, an interpretative problem, and a moral concern: understanding any given politi-
cal system or regime requires describing how it actually works, explaining why it
works that way, and offering defensible reasons for why it ought to be otherwise (if
in fact it ought). When I was young, I found I had a simple intuitive sense of how
power worked in small groups, and discovered that it was possible to make some
sense of social behavior by a rough-and-ready calculus of costs, benefits, and ideologi-
cal legitimacy. Yet I lacked anything like a satisfactory vocabulary for parsing my
intuitions about interpersonal politics. I could not begin to answer the descriptive,
analytical, and normative questions that I might have asked had I been able to frame
them in the first place.

When 1 arrived at university, more or less by accident, in 1971 I sought out
courses that I imagined might help to me to make sense of my intuitions: sociology,
anthropology, and so on. But only history held my dilettante’s attention. The ancient
world — and especially the world of the classical Greek poleis — seemed to offer the
raw materials for understanding politics. Not surprisingly, reading Thucydides was a
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2 Personal Perspectives

revelation. I realized, as have so many others, that Thucydides’ narrative of the events
of the Peloponnesian war was the product of a profoundly powerful intelligence
working at the descriptive and analytical sides of the power and legitimacy equation.
Thucydides showed me that it was possible to conjoin the study of internal (intra-
polis) and external (foreign policy) power relations; to ground political choice in a
plausible conception of human nature; that relations between social classes were
inherently political; and that thinking about power outside history made no sense. It
was only later that I realized Thucydides also had much to say about morally defen-
sible norms of interpersonal behavior and the possibility for justice in what appears
to be an anarchic world of inter-state relations.

So I was hooked. Yet when doing my graduate training in the late 1970s I knew
enough to see that I would not be able to work out my own Thucydidean explana-
tion, or for that matter to do original work on Thucydides, until I knew a lot more
about the concrete realities of Greek history. So I spent a long time studying Greek
warfare. By the mid-1980s I felt ready to take on bigger political questions, including
(over the next two decades) political sociology, ideology and discourse, revolution,
expertise and dissent, social identity, moral authority, and collective action. Each of
these emerged clearly in the context of democratic Athens, and so Athens became
my case study: a model political system whose changes and continuities over two
centuries allowed me to explore diverse aspects of the set of political issues that
remained my abiding concern.

When I moved to Princeton in 1990, I saw more clearly than ever that the aca-
demic field of classical studies was a perfect environment for the work that interested
me, because it demands no sharp distinction between various aspects of history (mili-
tary, economic, social, cultural, intellectual), or between history, literature, and phi-
losophy. Those undeterred by the disapproval of the few who feel that ancient history
must only be pursued for its own sake are free to bring in contemporary work on
sociology, anthropology, psychology, political theory, and so on. Although this was
not always so, the field (publishers of scholarly books and journals, readers, many
reviewers) is now remarkably liberal in its acceptance of methodological experimenta-
tion. This liberalism rightly carries a requirement that innovators manifest a respect
for evidence, reasonable clarity in expression, and honesty in laying out premises and
framing arguments. Ancient history is currently a very good field for someone who
plans to devote a life to the study of politics and political change.

Ancient history matters to me because it seems to offer insight into questions that
ought to matter to anyone living in a complex society, and especially to every citizen
in a democracy. These questions have inseparable descriptive, analytical, and norma-
tive aspects: historians cannot avoid bringing together the question of what happened,
with why it happened, and how what happened ought to be evaluated. That evaluation
inevitably means moral judgment of some kind. Historians are necessarily concerned
with description. But there is limited value in describing the past accurately without
being able to explain it. And there is little value in explaining something without
the capacity to judge its value. The difference between history and moral philosophy
is, perhaps, that the historian is likely to see limited value in moral judgments that
require historical outcomes no human community has ever, or ever could provide.
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Capacities and trade-offs really matter. For a student of democracy, for example,
it matters whether democracy is capable of generating its values through participatory
practice: Can liberty as absence of domination be sustained by liberty as right of
entry? Can equality of opportunity support fair distribution? Will dignity as recogni-
tion support the integrity of the individual or the minority community? It matters
whether or not social justice is achievable at a cost low enough that democratic com-
munities can compete with undemocratic rivals. It matters if democratic institutions
and civic education can sustain democratic discourse and culture while promoting
economic growth. Deciding if politics (like medicine) demands a highly specialized
expertise, or if political craftsmanship can be attained by ordinary men and women,
matters a lot. Those kinds of questions can only be answered by linking political
description with analysis and moral reasoning, and by assessing historical processes
of change and continuity over time.

Itis, I think, easy to get politics badly wrong by approaching the question of politics
too narrowly or ahistorically. Basic errors include severing the issue of power from that
of legitimacy and legitimacy from justice; ignoring class distinction by imagining poli-
tics as an intra-elite game; focusing too narrowly on discourse, or critique, or beliefs;
or institutions, or decision-process, or personalities; or chance, or environmental
factors, or technological change; or social structure, or agency; or change, or stability.
Ancient history offers special benefits to the student of politics seeking to avoid the
errors encouraged by narrowness and ahistoricism because it is at once expansive and
limited: Its sweep is huge in respect to time and space, but its scale, in terms of relevant
facts that can be securely established, is small when compared with modernity. Achiev-
ing the level of expertise necessary to bring the manifold aspects of politics into play,
even over a lifetime of scholarly activity, is impossible if there is too much to know —
which is one reason the study of modernity is so fragmented by discipline. By contrast,
antiquity allows me to dream of a sort of “unified political field theory,” in which
power, legitimacy, and justice could be grasped as a whole.

Achieving that dream may prove impossible. Yet even approaching it represents
progress in understanding how communities impede or sustain human lives that go
well. So, at the end of the day, my reason for thinking ancient history is worth doing
is ethical. Any historian who denies that the fundamental ethical question of “what it
is for a human life to go well” lies within the realm of bistoria must answer to the
Father of History. Herodotus may have got the facts wrong in his tale of Solon’s reply
to Croesus’s query about who had lived the happiest life. Yet Herodotus’s clear convic-
tion that ethics, politics, and history belong together is, I should say, dead right.

Why Ancient History?

Peter Derow, formerly Hody Fellow and Tutor in Ancient History,
Wadham College, Oxford

I think there is one very particular reason, and that is its relevance, by which I mean
the way in which the study of ancient history can (and should) contribute to our
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understanding of the world around us and enhance our awareness of much that is
going on in it. I think in the first instance, of course, of Polybius, who wrote of the
expansion of Roman dominion in the Mediterranean world, of what was effectively
the establishment of a single power in a world where before there had been a number
of centers of power. He was aware of the importance of this process, which was the
theme of his work:

Is there any human being so low-minded or lazy as not to want to understand how,
and being overcome by what sort of state in the space of not even 53 years, almost the
whole world fell under a single dominion, that of the Romans — something which is not
found to have happened before — and is anyone so little disposed to spectacles or to
learning as to consider anything more important than this knowledge? (1.1.5-6)

He did not stop there. Concerned as he was with the elucidation of this process, he
reckoned that the elucidation of its effects, on both ruled and rulers, was at least as
important:

...and to the aforementioned actions one must add both an account of the policy of
those in control — what it was after this and how they exercised their universal control,
and also an account of the number and variety of the responses and opinions of the rest
to and about the rulers. And beyond this one must also tell of the inclinations and pur-
suits which prevailed and took hold among the individual peoples in their private lives
and in their public affairs, for it is evident that it will be clear from these things to those
now living whether the dominion of the Romans is turning out to be something to be
shunned or, rather, to be embraced, and to those of future generations whether their
rule should be judged to have been worthy of praise and emulation or deserving of
censure. (3.4.6-7)

The relevance of what was going on in Polybius’s world to what is going on in that
of today is inescapable, and there is, I think, no doubt that other analogous processes
have unfolded in the course of human history. The important thing is always to ask
about them, “How and why?” Explanation requires understanding, and it is explana-
tion that Polybius defined as the primary task of the historian. Explanation, and the
pursuit of the understanding on which it must be based, should be the aim of all of
us. This dual undertaking is certainly what doing ancient history is all about. And
doing ancient history is all about evidence. The range of evidence — literary, docu-
mentary, archaeological, and more — is wide. The quantity is substantial, but it is not,
of course, limitless. For some areas of inquiry it is relatively, sometimes decidedly,
limited, and this can have the advantage of making ancient history particularly acces-
sible. And the nature of the evidence is another advantage. Whether one is dealing
with an historian, a document or a material artifact, one is always dealing with a form
of human utterance, a representation, and these utterances, these representations are
always in need of interpretation and of all kinds of contextualization before they can
be knitted into the story the ancient historian wants to tell. The ancient historian
must accordingly develop self-awareness and the capacity for self-contextualization.
If Plato was right to say that it is improper for a human being to live a life which is
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unexamined, and if one may extend the purview of his remark from the confines of
the individual life to include concern for the world in which that life is lived, then
the study of ancient history is available as a most appropriate form of human
endeavor.

Polybius and his world are profoundly relevant to the world of today, but it will
have become clear that the real relevance of ancient history is to be found in the fact
that it is about people and the breadth of human experience. It is an aspect of this,
to my mind an absolutely crucial one, to which Thucydides attributed the importance
of his work:

But as many as wish to see with clarity the things which have happened, and the similar
and analogous things which are going, according to the human condition, to happen
sometime again — it will be enough for them to judge this work to be useful. (1.22.4)

History does not repeat itself, but people are people, and ancient history involves the
study, within a chronological microcosm, of people’s responses to circumstances,
both political (at local and global levels) and other. It is a deeply humane kind of
study, and, given the nature and range both of the evidence it uses and of the intel-
lectual engagement and activity it requires, it is also fun.

A Roman Historian Reflects
Andrea Giardina, Professor, Istituto Italiano di Scienze Umane

Fortunately, no cultured person today deigns to find in ancient Rome a simple mirror
of reality. We can recognize, of course, that this mistaken perception of resemblance
did not always have negative consequences: it has sustained intellectual curiosity,
stimulated research, and favored the preservation of documents and monuments.
Even in the political realm, it has at times provided authority and even some good
ideas to both medieval and modern proponents of reform and change. All of this is
indisputable. We must recognize, however, that much more often, the Roman mirror,
in addition to dissolving into a sea of rhetoric and worthless bibliography, has fuelled
passions of conquest, imperialistic tendencies and tyrannies.

In truth, the mirror fantasy today has an unconscious echo in the rhetoric of roots.
In Europe this has recently provoked lively debates with reference to the text of the
European Constitution. There has been much discussion about adjectives (Christian
roots or Judeo-Christian roots, etc.) without consideration of the fact that the noun
is much more venomous than all of its possible modifiers. The idea of the root is, in
fact, a racist metaphor, and it will remain such, notwithstanding the good intentions
and candor of those who use it: “Race is likened to a tree; it does not change. The
roots of the race are always the same. There are the branches of the tree, there is the
foliage. And this is all.” (George Mosse). Even if we succeeded in confining its reso-
nance to a purely humanistic domain, we would end by establishing its danger:
constructing a hierarchy of historic objects, separating the green limbs from the dry,
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removing creative value from failed or spent experiences: this in fact suggests a sort
of historiographic eugenics. But everyone should recognize that the past does not
acquire greater value only if it is capable of demonstrating traces of our lifeblood.

The most suggestive remedy was the attribution to our ancestors of a certain exotic
or foreign character. When the Jacobins put on the clothes of Brutus and posed as
imitators of the ancient defenders of the republics and of liberty, the “ideologue”
Volney responded with a brilliant taunt: “I am always struck by the analogy that I
detect daily between the savages of North America and the ancient peoples, so highly
lauded, of Greece and Italy.” Today, after psychoanalysis and anthropology have
taught us the advantages of detached vision, we are particularly aware of the cultural
influences in the exotic perspective (obviously with the condition that we do not fall
into exoticism). Still, this does not succeed in satistying us completely. Nothing can
explain this dissatisfaction better than the Latin language. When we read religio,
respublica, familin, impevium, libertas, and so many other fundamental terms of the
society, institutions and politics of Rome, we read words that reoccur almost identi-
cally in the principal languages of Europe and the Western world. That vocabulary,
so similar to ours, truly seems to encapsulate our “roots,” and it transmits to us at
first glance a reassuring sense of identity. But if; just as archacologists working in the
soil, we proceed to the substrata of these words, we immediately become aware of
the successive and numerous changes that have occurred over the centuries and we
perceive that at the base of this excavation we are in a world that has strong elements
of foreignness. The 7eligio of the Romans is not exactly the religion of the English,
the religion of the French, the Religion of the Germans, the religione of the Italians,
and the religion of the Spanish, and the same can be said for many other essential
terms. The appeal of the relationship with the Romans is in this diversity both oscil-
lating and dramatic: discovering the alien in the similar is a beautiful adventure of
both intelligence and sensibility.

Moderns have often looked for, and sometimes found, in the ancient world a lost
harmony: harmony of form, of comportment, of poetry, of stories and of scenery.
This research has looked more at the Greek world, the cradle of classicism, than the
Roman world. In the case of Rome, it has concentrated on civic virtues: for centuries
the readers of Livy and Plutarch have learned to recognize in the Romans (up to the
crisis of the republic) the most authentic cultivators of discipline, capable of examples
of extreme self-denial for the benefit of their country and the collective interest.
Today all this provokes little enthusiasm, even if the old theme, already ancient, of
“the virtue of the Romans” would merit serious sociological attention and would be
useful as a way of explaining, at least in part, the success of Rome. The more fascinat-
ing element in Roman history is, however, a harmony of another kind, one which
appears to us retrospectively, if we isolate a series of contradictions arranged in equi-
librium, of contrasting yet at the same time complementary colors which embody
the principal aspects of Rome from the highest levels of the empire to the microcosm
of the family.

Rome was in fact a “foreign” city, a city that took its origins from a lost and
prestigious world, the city of Troy destroyed by the Greeks, and did not have at its
core the idea of consanguinity: in the rich ideological repertoire of domination and
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Roman ‘diplomacy’ the concept of lineage was in fact the most ephemeral and mar-
ginal. But this sense of being foreign associated itself, quite naturally, with an extraor-
dinarily broad extension of the right of citizenship that could not be found in equal
measure in any other ancient (and perhaps even modern) empire. Rome had a very
deep sense of its own honor and an ostentatious perception of its own superiority,
but declared with pride that it had as ancestors men who were bastards, ethnically
promiscuous, socially dangerous (the myth of Romulus’s asylum) or even downright
servile in origin. Rome ably exploited slaves and punished them with chilling penal-
ties, but simple will on the part of their owner could transform them almost into
citizens (and their children would eventually be citizens). Not being a democracy,
and not cultivating the principle of direct participation, Rome could entrust to single
citizens, by means of manumission, the reproduction — partial yet significant — of the
civic body. The potestas of the paterfamilins was immense and potentially terrifying,
but the Roman family was an open organism, and adoption was perceived as an imi-
tation of nature.

At various levels, then, a characteristic polarity repeated itself between dominance
and flexibility, between a rigid and invariable sense of command and elasticity,
between rigor and openness. For the scholar, the exploration of this universe, com-
posite and coherent at the same time, is a true challenge, because at the point of
contact of each of these contradictions he or she sees the great history of Rome taking
shape and its evolutionary processes developing in often surprising ways.

A View from Japan

Neil McLynn, University Lecturer and Fellow in Later Roman
History, Corpus Christi College, Oxford, formerly of the
Faculty of Law, Keio University, Japan

Sixteen years of doing my ancient history in Japan have given a distinctive accent to
those persistently nagging questions, what I think I might be doing, and why. For
even if the answers remain much the same (do we not all continue our wrestling
because we have somehow been allowed to?), the questions sound quite different in
an environment without even the vestigial framework of a Greco-Latin educational
tradition. In Japan, to ask students and colleagues why #hey do what they do (and
what they think it is) is not quite to throw questions into the mirror.

Why, then, do they do it? The relatively few captivated in early youth attest the
various channels through which the ancient Mediterranean laps the shores of modern
Japan. Childhood reading accounts for some. Plutarch’s Lives are much translated,
with an improving adaptation designed specifically for the young, while the stirring
vision of Rome presented in Nanami Shiono’s phenomenally successful popularizing
treatments has left its imprint on all age groups. A thesis will one day be written,
meanwhile, on the manga sub-genre that broods on the decline and fall of archaized,
and safely occidentalized, empires; the theme seems peculiarly resonant here, and
those who succumb duly proceed to their Gibbon (another much-translated text).
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But those who study the subject at university in Japan have survived high school
World History, the formidable barrier of names and dates from which university
entrance examinations are constructed. Candidates even for a Law faculty, for example,
might have to identify Pompey and Hadrian, as conquerors of Jerusalem, from a list
also including Caesar, Nero, Trajan, and Caracalla, in a test that demands similar
precision concerning Portuguese Malacca and Spanish Manila, or Lumumba and
Nkrumah. No wonder, then, that many undergraduates cherish an instinctive, and
understandable, aversion to all things historical, while others insist stubbornly, but
forgivably, that history s their cherished Gradgrindian list and nothing more. But
then one meets the happy few capable of putting their feats of memorization to cre-
ative use, who have made their accumulated store of facts a playground for their his-
torical imagination; and such meetings, for me at least, raise vexing questions about
the propaedeutics appropriate for a discipline such as ours.

Only at university level does the subject emerge in its own right, perched at the
end of the sprawling archipelago of “Western History.” Its workings seem haphazard
and, to the foreigner, strikingly personalized. Few institutions can afford the luxury
of specialized sub-departments, and even there most students are entangled gradually,
through their optional courses and special subjects, in a process which can last into
postgraduate studies. A thesis originally aimed at the French Revolution, for example,
might end up in Late Antique Gaul. Such conversions are generally attributed to
professorial apothegms rather than to the student’s own sense of direction, for this
is a culture which takes discipleship seriously. And the physiognomy of Japanese
ancient history today bears the imprint of its genealogy. Such themes as Athenian
Democracy and Roman Slavery found powerful resonance in the immediate post-war
period, helping to generate a critical mass of researchers. Still today, dry specialists
will come alive when they discuss their academic pedigrees — the real debt felt to
one’s teachers’ teachers clearly serves to inspire.

For the Western ancient historian washed up on these shores, perhaps the most
delightful stimulus is the license to teach so much that is zot ancient history. It is
strangely liberating to spend the bulk of the teaching week leaping from Safavid Iran
to Shakespearian Comedy, from the Cold War to Angevin Hungary. And in making
these leaps one constantly feels the benefit of a training in Herodotus and Thucydides,
and of a continuing engagement with the politics of Cappadocian Christianity; which
is (perhaps) merely to sum up one principal message from this assemblage of contri-
butions, that ours is a discipline which to an unusual degree serves as a springboard
rather than a straitjacket.

The Relevance of Ancient History: an Australian Perspective
sideve mens eadem mutato?

Kathryn Welch, Senior Lecturer, Department of Classics and
Ancient History, University of Sydney

According to the Board of Studies statistics in my home state of New South Wales,
almost one in three students does history in the final year of school. Of that cohort,
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however, more students select ancient history than modern — and in ever increasing
numbers. They go on to study it at university too. Whether the trend away from
studying the more recent past is a good thing might be questioned, but it is worth
considering why ancient history is so popular in modern Australia.

It cannot be explained only by the cultural ties Australia shares with Europe,
which, while strong, have mutated under the influence of a multicultural social experi-
ence, especially in urban centers. Instead, as with Neil McLynn’s Japanese students,
many from diverse ethnic backgrounds have embraced ancient history with no less
passion than their Anglo-Irish classmates. I like to think that they are drawn instinc-
tively to the humanity articulated by Peter Derow. But why specifically ancient
history? Partly, perhaps, because it offers a medium, at once alien and familiar,
through which to explore all kinds of historical questions. The broadly based New
South Wales school syllabus covers Egypt, Greece, Rome and the “Near East.” The
narrative histories and material remains of all these areas have a wide appeal. But
there is more. Ancient history puts us in touch with the serious debates of the past
and the different ways in which antiquity (and not just classical antiquity) has been
reinvented by later generations. In our study of ancient history we meet many other
histories, the Renaissance, the Enlightenment, the American and French Revolutions,
Napoleon and his use of Roman and Egyptian models of imperialism, institutions
such as the Fabian Society and the Spartacists, and the whole development of Western
(and some non-Western) democracies. And this is just a sample! The ancient past has
provided diverse cultures with a conceptual framework for articulating their present,
and each layer has added an ingredient to our study. We are the cultural heirs of
Machiavelli as much as we are of his hero Livy.

This dialogue with the past is infinitely portable. It arrived in Australia very soon
after European settlement began in 1788. According to Edwin Judge, who wrote
the supplementary entry on classical studies in Australia and New Zealand for Der
Neue Paunly, at least two types of people taught classics in early Australia. One group
represented members of the establishment who felt extreme separation anxiety from
the elite British education system, hence the motto, accompanied by a crest which
combines that of Oxford and Cambridge, of Sydney University quoted above: “The
constellations have changed but the mind (mentality?) remains the same.” The
second was made up of revolutionary Romantics who wanted to (or were forced to)
escape to the freer intellectual environment of “The Colonies.” Both types can still
be found teaching ancient history in Australian schools and universities. The tension
between conservatism and revolution is not always comfortable, but it is part of who
we are and has the beneficial effect of making us think about why we do what we do
instead of taking our relevance for granted.

Ancient history is a sociable subject. As well as constantly debating with the past,
with other published scholars and sometimes even with the authorities, its adherents
love to debate historical questions with each other in both formal and informal set-
tings, one of which is often the local hostelry. Sometimes the partisan nature of such
conversations can be disturbing when one thinks about the distance between us and,
say, the rights and wrongs of the assassination of Julius Caesar or whether the estab-
lishment of the principate was a “good thing” or not. The passion of the debate
reflects our ability to empathize. Because of the huge distance between us and our
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fragmentary evidence, our conclusions are contestable, and so the debate can keep
going.

We cannot change the past: we can only challenge and interpret its narratives. And
we have to accept what we find rather than what we think we want to find. We can
observe that thousands of years ago people could be as silly and as passionate as
ourselves — and often smarter (something I realized the first time I read Thucydides!).
The study of ancient history insists upon a long-term view of human endeavor and
human problems. This is a humbling thing and we should approach it with an open
mind and in the knowledge that it will end up being a lot more complex than we
thought. What we can and should do is to analyze and explain the past from new
perspectives and with our own questions. This is what will always separate history
from mere antiquarianism.

Although ancient history has sometimes been appropriated by both respectable
and less-respectable interest groups, no one really owns it, or, at least, not all of it.
It belongs to everyone who has access to the evidence upon which it is based. This
raises the question of the relationship between ancient history and the classics. Jerry
Toner recently expressed the view that Roman historians should cut their losses and
escape from moribund classics to the nearest convenient history department. In some
ways it is easy to see what he means. Yet the ancient historian should be at home in
either setting and welcomed in both. In its Greek and Roman guises, it shares a
common area of study with classics, but its discipline and methodologies lie with
history. Let’s be realistic. The relationship between all history and language should
be symbiotic. University professionals cannot operate without the languages in which
their texts were written. But neither should they restrict their horizons to the rela-
tively narrow temporal and cultural worlds of the “Classical.” Moreover, ancient
history, along with lively expositions of ancient literature, has the ability to make
people from amazingly different backgrounds fall in love with a translated foreign
world and even to encourage a few to discover language skills they never knew they
wanted. Because of this drawing power, new classicists as well as new ancient histo-
rians can emerge from among the ranks of previously monoglottal enthusiasts. When
all who approach the ancient world from different disciplinary perspectives treat cach
other as equal allies in the same enterprise, ancient historians should have no need
to escape.

I leave the final words to my undergraduate students whom I questioned about
the relevance of ancient history to them. Overwhelmingly they stated that ancient
history helped them to understand their own world. One spoke of “the most complex
and enthralling narratives of all time,” another of its interconnection with directly
neighboring fields. Perhaps the most honest stated that it helped him win at Trivia.
But that just suggests that ancient history is as firmly entrenched in popular culture
as it is in the New South Wales school curriculum. It is part of the fabric of who we
are and where we are.
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CHAPTER TWO

Historiography

John Marincola

1 The Writing of History in Antiquity

Despite the vast contributions made by archacology, epigraphy, and numismatics,
the bulk of our knowledge of the ancient world comes from the narratives of ancient
historians. Our ability to write the story of any particular time and place in antiquity
depends in large part on whether some ancient historian has already done so. Thus
it is extremely important for those who study the ancient world to understand the
conventions and approaches of ancient historians.

Even though the tradition of history-writing from Herodotus in the fifth century
BC to Ammianus in the fourth century ap shows a range of different purposes and
presumes a variety of different audiences, there is still a certain uniformity visible in
the tradition, as later practitioners of the genre imitated and tried to surpass the earlier
models that were acknowledged as definitive (Marincola 1997). Ancient historiogra-
phy, with few exceptions, was the product of an elite writing for an elite, and this
resulted in several characteristic features: the prominence of individuals, whether they
were the generals of Athens, the kings of the Hellenistic world, or the magistrates
and emperors of Rome; a focus on the activities of the governing class, whether that
be waging war or running the state at home; an ongoing concern with the apportion-
ment of praise and blame, with an examination and evaluation of the individual active
in history; and a tendency to portray the lower classes (when they were portrayed at
all) in dismissive or contemptuous terms (Fornara 1983b: 91-141). Most of these
characteristics can be found already in Homer’s I/zad, which indirectly, through
Herodotus and Thucydides, became the model for much of ancient historiography,
both Greek and Roman (Strasburger 1972).

After the fifth century BC, no era of antiquity lacked historians. Contemporary
history, inaugurated by Thucydides, seems to have been preferred by the ancients
(D. H. Ant. Rom. 1.4.1; Livy praef. 4) and its practitioners included Xenophon,
Polybius, Sallust (in the Catiline and Histories), Tacitus (in the Histories) and
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Ammianus. Even those historians known for their non-contemporary history —
Diodorus, Livy, and Dio — wrote histories that began in the dim past but extended
to their own day. The contemporary historian had the benefit not only of having
lived through the events but also of being able to interview other participants and
eyewitnesses. Non-contemporary history, by contrast, was often difficult to disen-
tangle, and one was inevitably thrown back to earlier writers of varying reliability.
But in some eras, when repressive regimes made the writing of contemporary history
dangerous, non-contemporary history seemed an attractive alternative (T. Luce 1989:
25-7), not least because one might use it to critique indirectly the present age’s evils
(cf. Tac. Ann. 4.33.4; Quint. 9.2.66-71).

Writers of ancient histories were not professionals in the modern sense; in
many cases they were politicians and generals who turned to history in their retire-
ment (forced or otherwise). That does not mean that they necessarily wrote history
to make the record more favorable to themselves (pace Syme 1958b), but it does
mean that their histories had a far more intimate connection to the world of action
than their modern counterparts do. The desire of the Greek and Roman elite
for acknowledgment and renown also meant that public men cared a great deal
about the record left of themselves: as “the witness to the ages” (Cic. De oratore
2.36), history could enshrine a man in glory for ever or condemn him to eternal
ignominy. Men, therefore, cared greatly about how history — their own or others’ —
portrayed them.

Our knowledge of the theoretical presuppositions underlying the writing of history
is based on the occasional passages (often polemical) to be found in the ancient his-
torians themselves. Many writers composed independent “theoretical” works on the
topic, but we have no way of knowing whether the three that have come down
to us — Dionysius of Halicarnassus’s On Thucydides, Plutarch’s On the Malice of
Herodotus, and Lucian’s How to Write History — are in any way characteristic. Diony-
sius’s treatise is a classic example of stylistic criticism: he faults Thucydides for his
difficult language, and his “inartistic” arrangement, judgments that are not surprising
given the tremendous importance accorded literary merit in all branches of writing
in antiquity: no less than other genres, history was thought to require the appropriate
language (Avenarius 1956: 55-70). Plutarch, by contrast, takes Herodotus to task
for composing an account of the Persian Wars that portrayed the Greek city-states
as quarrelsome and disunited, whereas he ought to have focused on the glorious
nature of the Greek victory over Persia. Here we see the interest in the proper inter-
pretation of events, and the common ancient point of view that history’s business is
with glorious deeds rather than shameful ones (Marincola, forthcoming). Lucian’s
work is in some ways the most promising. It begins with a satirical punch against
adulatory historians of Lucius Verus’s Parthian War (it was written in Ap 166: C.
Jones 1986: 60), then turns to offering rules for the proper writing of history. Alas,
it is more of a mixed bag than one might have hoped for, since the prescriptions
break little new ground, deal almost exclusively with the “ideal” historian (D. Potter
1999a: 134-35), and mostly repeat the platitudes of earlier writers on historiography
(Avenarius 1956 for a wealth of parallels).
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2 The Debate over the Nature of History

How the ancients wrote history is an important question, and the nature of that
enterprise has been debated vigorously over the past thirty years or so (see Further
Reading). Much of the debate revolves around the relationship between form and
content, more specifically the extent to which rhetoric and rhetorical training affected
the content of ancient histories. That ancient historiography was a rhetorical genre
cannot be denied, although the consequences of this have been evaluated in very
different ways. Some scholars believe that one can discount much of the rhetorical
adornment found in ancient histories and recover a core of solid fact, while others
counter that rhetoric is not like the icing one can slice off a cake (to use the image
of Moles 1993: 114), but rather part of the very fabric of the work, and thus form
and content cannot casily be separated.

The former view often requires the modern historian to engage in a process of
rationalization not entirely different from that practiced by the ancients. It presup-
poses, to put it crudely, that there is no smoke without fire, and that traditions,
however modified or adorned, are usually based on some factual content. That is a
view with a respectable ancient pedigree (see e.g. Isoc. Panath. 149-50), but it pre-
sumes that traditions are reliable and nothing is ever invented out of whole cloth —
possibly, very dangerous presumptions.

On the other hand, those who deny to the ancient historians a concern with fact
argue that the “truth” they pursued was a rhetorical truth based on probability rather
than actuality. Yet such a viewpoint must overlook both the distinction often made
by the ancients between oratory and history (D. Potter 1999a: 137-38) and the great
number of remarks made by historians and other ancient writers in which they seem
quite concerned with finding out what really happened, rather than simply settling
for a story that satisfied the demands of probability (Avenarius 1956: 76-79).

Part of the problem lies in the ambiguity of the Greek term heuresis and its Latin
equivalent inventio, words that mean both “discovery” and “invention.” It has been
argued that the rhetorical education of the ancients meant that they did not con-
sciously see themselves as inventing material when they did not know it so much as
discovering it, i.e. using the techniques that their rhetorical training had given them.
It is not difficult to see that this must have been the case very often when historians
inserted speeches into their histories, simply because exact recollection was impossible
(Walbank 1965); but was it also operative in the realm of deeds and of characters’
motivations and goals? If so, the concept of “what they must have said” could easily
bleed into “what they must have done.” Modern scholars who propose such a model
thus rescue ancient historians from the charge of lying, but at the cost of calling all
or much of the content of their work into question.

We are not close to any definitive answers on these topics, and scholars will con-
tinue to debate them. Rather than summarizing all of the issues at stake, therefore,
I propose to look at one topic in particular — that of the ancient historians’ interest
in and understanding of historical change.
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3 Change and “Unbhistorical Thinking”

Perhaps the most serious claim brought against ancient historians is the charge of
“unhistorical thinking,” which suggests an inability to imagine the past except as
being very much like the present. The charge is an old one, but has recently been
made in a more sophisticated way by T. P. Wiseman:

The historians of Greece and Rome did 7oz “put their authorities to the question.” They
did not have the questions to put, because they were incapable of the “historical imagi-
nation” needed for the historian to relive for himself, as Collingwood put it, the states
of mind into which he inquires. (Wiseman 1979a: 42)

Wiseman points out that Livy or Dionysius of Halicarnassus tell of a regal and carly
republican Rome scarcely different from the city of their own day. One could add
many other examples, including even Thucydides’ portrait of early Greece in his
“Archaeology” (1.2-19), where the historian delineates a Greece concerned with
all the same matters — power, compulsion, naval strength, material surplus — as in
Thucydides” own day: Agamemnon is simply Athens writ small.

While earlier scholars ascribed the failure of the ancients to their conception of
time (background in Momigliano 1966; Starr 1966; V. Hunter 1982), Wiseman saw
the culprit as the rhetorical way of thinking, that reliance on heuresis and inventio
just mentioned. Having satisfied themselves that a story fulfilled the requirements of
probability, ancient historians did not seek to investigate further. Now while much
of Wiseman’s analysis is sound, I think that the reasons for this “unhistorical think-
ing” (if such it is) are more complex than simply the influence of rhetoric. Rhetoric
is, after all, only a tool of expression, an indication of something deeper in a society’s
educative values. Moreover, it cannot be denied that the ancient historians, beginning
with Herodotus, recognized that change was essential to history — indeed in some
sense change was history — so they were not unaware that past times were different
from their own. Since the topic, then, is extremely important both for our under-
standing of what ancient historians thought they were doing and for an evaluation
of their actual narratives, I will use the rest of this essay to explore it further.

There are, broadly speaking, three kinds of change that are of interest to ancient
historians. First, the historians shared with other thinkers an interest in the develop-
ment of society from early times to their own day. Thucydides’ “Archacology”
(1.2-19), the first treatment of this theme in historiography, narrates the rise of
Greece from its poor and powerless beginnings to the standards of wealth and surplus
of his own day. Polybius takes an even larger view, treating the development of
humankind from its savage beginnings to civilized states and societies (6.2-10), even
attempting to integrate this with his discussion of political change (see below). Dio-
dorus, writing a “universal” history in the first century Bc, gives the fullest historio-
graphic treatment of the rise of mankind (1.8), and he reflects the intense interest in
the subject that had developed in the Hellenistic world (Spoerri 1959). In all these
cases, however, the treatment of this particular type of change is ancillary to the
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historians’ main narrative, since their interest is focused on what humans do when
they have reached the “civilized” stage of their development.

The second type of change with which the ancient historians concerned themselves
was constitutional change. This interest was ubiquitous in ancient historiography,
and it is found in Herodotus (1.65-66; 3.80-83; 5.66-78), Thucydides (8.63.3-72),
Xenophon (Hell. 2.3.1-4.43), Sallust (Caz. 6.1-13.5), Tacitus (Ann. 1.1.1, 1.9.1-
10.7), Dio (52.1-40) and others. It reaches a kind of theoretical peak in Polybius’s
notion of the anacyclosis (6.4.7-9.14), a cycle whereby states are said to go through
a certain progression involving the three ideal forms of government (monarchy, aris-
tocracy, and democracy) and their debased oftspring (respectively: tyranny, oligarchy,
and ochlocracy). As Polybius tells it, men begin in a state of barbarism. The first stage
is the rise of a primitive monarch ruling a rude people. He then becomes a true king,
but his descendants live luxuriously and wantonly, and this causes the best men to
overthrow the monarchy and establish an aristocracy. The descendants of these aris-
tocrats, in turn, likewise fall into depravity, at which point the people rise up and
establish a democracy. Over time the people in their turn become corrupted and
descend into such savagery that their only hope is a monarch. And thus the circle is
completed. A modified form of this circle is hinted at in the preface of Tacitus’s
Annals (1.1.1), whereby the Romans originally were ruled by kings, then by an oli-
garchy, and then again by a king (the emperor). The important point, however, is
that even without cyclical notions, the ancient historians devoted a great deal of
energy to treating constitutional changes in their histories.

A third interest of the ancient historians was in rise and fall, both on the grand
scale (a nation’s advancement and decline) as well as on the small (an individual’s
reversal of fortune). Herodotus makes reversals of fortune a main reason for his
investigations (1.5.2), and rise and fall continue to play an important role in histories
thereafter, finding consistent expression in Polybius (29.21, quoting Demetrios of
Phaleron’s On Fortune), Livy (praef. 9), and Tacitus (Hist. 1.2-3). On the grand
scale this could be seen in the development of the notion of the “succession” of
empires, whereby one great empire eventually gave way to the next: Aemilius Sura,
a contemporary of Polybius, created a sequence of empires that ran Assyrians — Medes
— Persians — Macedonians — Romans (Vell. Pat. 1.6.6; cf. Polyb. 1.2.2-6).

On the individual scale, this interest in rise and fall focused on the reversals of
fortune of great men, either brought low by chance or fate, or (less commonly) dealt
some great blow from which they rise again. Indeed, Polybius thought that one of
his history’s most important purposes was to teach individuals how to bear reversals
of fortune nobly, by recognizing that great men have often dealt with disasters in
their own lives (1.1.2).

This interest in rise and fall sometimes revealed itself in a concern with moral
decline. The destructive and long-lasting civil wars of the late republic engendered
in the Romans in particular an obsession with explaining how their city, which had
risen to such prominence by defeating one foreign foe after another, could then,
although mistress of the Mediterranean, turn on itself and destroy itself from within
as brother fought brother (Earl 1961: 41-59; Jal 1963: passim, esp. 360—488). Both
Sallust (Cat. 10.1) and Livy (praef. 9; 39.6.7), writing in this time of revolution,
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sought answers to the question, and if their explanations — the decline of morality
ushered in by the very benefits of empire, with the concomitant loss of any consider-
able rival that could keep Rome in a state of readiness — might strike us as inadequate,
the important point is that they recognized the change, and discussed and debated
the origins and causes of it (Lintott 1972).

4 The Present and the Past

Even from these few examples, it is clear that ancient historians had an interest in
historical change, and in the difference between past and present. But these interests
were, we might say, narrowly defined. The reasons for this and for the general attitude
of ancient historians towards the past are, I believe, at least five, some of which were
pragmatic, others more indicative of mentalités, but all of them interlocking in
complex ways. (Naturally, my list is not meant to be exhaustive.)

Let us begin with some of the pragmatic reasons, which, though obvious, are not
thereby less important. First, the pace of change in the ancient world was glacial. In
antiquity agricultural and daily life for the majority of peoples were much the same
over a thousand years, and the ordinary rhythms of nature were the most common
and the most insistent indicators of change. Technical innovation, though always
present, occurred slowly (K. Greene 2000), such that the span of one or even two
or three human generations was insufficient to perceive any kind of long-term altera-
tion — and in any case, as we said, change was slow. So far as we can tell, no event
in antiquity matched the world-altering effect of, say, the Industrial Revolution or
even of the French Revolution, not to mention the intellectual and moral upheavals
brought in their train.

A second reason is that the ancients lacked or discounted many of the tools that
modern scholarship values, particularly archacology, comparative studies, and the
systematic examination of archives. Interestingly enough, they had versions of all of
these. There was a great interest, if not in digging, then certainly in monuments,
which were used by both antiquarians and narrative historians. But the employment
of monuments was always ad hoc, focused on the single monument which had
attached to it, usually, a tradition that could be recounted to “explain” the origin
and purpose of the monument (Wiseman 1986; E. Rawson 1990). The tradition was
not questioned, and by itself seemed to take the place of any type of independent
inquiry about the monument, or, more importantly, about the monument’s place in
a larger system.

The ancients had “comparative” material as well: they looked at other societies,
and in many cases made inquiries about them. Yet here several obs