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PREFACE

No one need be reminded of the formidable obstacles confronting
the study of the Hellenistic world. From one of the most complex and
fascinating periods in history, Polybius is the only chronicler to sur-
vive in quantity. Even Diodorus, who preserves so much of his prede-
cessors' work, breaks into fragments on the verge of the battle of
Ipsus in 301. Nonetheless, the efforts to restore this vibrant era and
place it in proper perspective must continue.

The historian Duris of Samos remains one of the many enigmas
which characterize this difficult period. There has long been a need
for a thorough study of his life and writings. The contributions made
to date have rarely been comprehensive or conclusive. For some, an
exhaustive analysis of a subject about which so Tittle is known may
have questionable value. Admittedly, almost nothing may be said about
Duris with certainty. But as a major histerian of his own time, Duris
cannot be idly brushed aside by skeptics. He demands attention. While
there is not much hope of his “"rediscovery" from the fragments, what-
ever may be reasonably reconstructed from the scanty remains is valu-
able. It not only sparks the continuing debate on the merit and char-
acter of Duris by presenting new ideas for examination, but it may add
significantly to the knowledge of the Hellenistic period. Ultimately,
this latter consideration could prove to be the most important result
of studying Duris,

This investigation is designed primarily to divert the focus of
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Durian scholarship away from the Peripatetic school, which has domi-
nated the discussion of the Hellenistic historian, and to concentrate
on the total historical circumstances of which Duris' education was
only one very important phase. As might be expected, Duris' best known

work, the Macedonian History, is given the greatest emphasis, partic-

ularly the part which treated the period of the historian's adult Tife.
The most important problems concerning the minor works, especially the

Agathocles biography and the Samian Chronicle, will be considered in

the overall analysis. Because of the nature of the study, much of the
content is speculative and should be constantly regarded as such.

The author would like to express his deep appreciation to Dr.
Thomas W. Africa for his years of guidance and helpful suggestions; Dr.
Saul Levin for his very valuable assistance; Dr. Michael Mittelstadt;
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only as teachers but as friends. Finally, the author wishes to express
his gratitude to his wife, Judy, for her enthusiasm and encouragement.

R.B.K.
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CHAPTER 1T
AN INTRODUCTION TO DURIS

The internecine quarrels of fourth century Hellas rendered the
Greeks conveniently susceptible to control by a foreign power. Bankrupt
by deficiencies in man power and funds, no city-state could firmly as-
sert itself, and Persian gold, more often than not, decided their suc-
cess or failure. As a result of the confusion, it was not difficult for
Philip of Macedon and his son Alexander to subdue the disorganized
Greeks. Viewed as a temporary evil at first, the Macedonians scon dem-
onstrated that they were there to stay as the rule of the Successors
followed the reigns of Philip and Alexander. Whether the Greeks liked
it or not, their world had become Macedonian.

Because he recorded the history of these difficult times, Duris of
Samos stands out as a significant individual. Having watched and expe-
rienced the Macedonian occupation of the Greek world, his work, had it
survived, might have provided valuable insights into the much misunder-
stood period. As it is, only a few fragments are left from which the
value of his contribution can be judged, and, on the strength of this
evidence, critics have been quick to condemn him. Any attempt to under-
stand Duris and his writings necessarily begins with the particulars of
his Tife.

Duris' father was Kaios, who, like his son, was tyrant of Samos . 1

e had two brothers, Lynceus, the comic poet,2 and Lysagoras.3 The

claim that he was a descendant (&wéyovos) of Alcibiades,? if true,
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extends the knowledge of his family back to the late fifth century.
Alcibiades had used Samos as a base of operations for several years
after 411. The possibility that he fathered a child there is strong.
His amorous adventures, though certainly exaggerated, are well attested.®
The most famous was the seduction of Timaea, wife of King Agis.6 Al-
though some scholars doubt the story,7 Duris believed it and recorded
it.® His interest in the affair and his report that Alcibiades seduced
the queen so that his descendants would rule Sparta suggests that Duris'
ancestor on Samos could have been the result of a similar union. How-
ever, this is not conclusive. If Duris was claiming legitimate descent
from Alcibiades, he might have been rationalizing what seemed to be an-
other embarrassing example of the latter's excesses. Alcibiades' moti-
vation in seducing the queen, then, would not have been lust but a de-
Tiberate atlanpl Lo establish hiis descendants 1in power at Spqrta.q DUris
also may have been alluding proudly to the indirect relation of his fam-
ily to the "old Sparta" through Alcibiades. The result of the union was
Leotychides, who almost became king. Frustrated by his own age, Duris,
like many of his contemporaries, probably sought comfort in the security
of the past. Whichever interpretation is fact, Alcibiades' excessive
nature has led some such as Jacoby10 to suspect that the first expla-
nation is correct-- if there were ties with Alcibiades, they must have
been illegitimate. Such a view is more the result of modern moral pro-
priety than evidence. What illegitimacy meant to the Greeks is still an
open question. There are indications that the relationship between
Alcibiades and a Samian woman could have been respectable. He may have

remarried since his wife Hipparete, the daughter of Hipponicus, had died

some years before.1l If he did not formally remarry, the lack of scen-
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dalous stories, which were usually collected and served as propaganda
for his enemies!? (many Athenians were on Samos to witness his move-
ments), argues that the manner of his proposed cohabitation with the
woman was not considered controversial-- therefore "legitimate" in the
eyes of the Greeks .13

In the years after Alcibiades' sojourn on Samos and the Pelopon-
nesian War, the island continued to be involved in Athenian and Spartan
po]itics.14 But the Peace of Antalcidas in 386 confined its sphere of
activity which had already been dech’m’ng,15 and eventually Samos fell
under Persian influence.l® Timotheus expelled the Persians and seized
the island for Athens in 366/5.17 Apparently, the Athenians considered
Samos a prize of war, and, perhaps recalling its Spartan sympathies be-
fore the Peace,18 exiled the Samians and established a c]eruchy.19

Whave Duwic! family cnent the eyile ig uncertain.  There are dindi-
cations which suggest Sicily. At least two Samian decrees from the
post-exilic period honor Sicilians for services rendered.?0 Conse-
quently, some of the islanders must have sought refuge there. Another
decree mentions an Agathocles, who might have been the tyrant of Syr-
acuse.2l If Agathocles did assist the Samians, then this action and
perhaps a personal knowledge of the tyrant may have been stimuli for
Duris' history of Agathocles. The crucial argument for placing his fam-
ily in Sicily, however, rests on an honorary decree which was proposed
by Lysagoras, the brother of Duris. It celebrates a certain Epinoides
of Heracleia.22 There were several cities named Heracleia accessible to
the Samians, and the inscription does not distinguish which was the home

of Epinoides. One was a prominent city in Sicily. Since other Samians

were in the area, the chances that Epinoides was from Sicilian Heracleia
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are strong. If it is accepted that Lysagoras, as proposer of the decree,
had a personal interest in seeing that Epinoides was duly honored, the
link can be established with Sicily. In support of such a theory, the
origin of Duris' father's name, Kaios, may be helpful. The name is
unique.?-3 Kaios could be a corruption of, or possibly common Italian
for the Roman name Caius.2% Since Roman influence was generally confined
to Italy at the time of the exile, the name Kaios most likely originated
in the West.?> The evidence at least warrants the proposal that Sicily
was the family's refuge during the exile.

The Samians returned to the island in 321 after Perdiccas had en-
forced Alexander's original decree to restore all exiles.?® It was soon
apparent that they could not survive Hellenistic power-politics without
assistance. The Athenians had grudgingly relinquished Samos,27 and with~
in a few vears Polvperchon, regent for Philip Arrhidacus and Alexander
IV, gave it back to them.28 Samian contact with Antigonus may have be-
gun as early as 321,29 but Polyperchon's edict of 319 must have guaran-
teed their relationship. Antigonus had become master of Asia, declaring
himself independent of the kings. He was the logical choice to protect
Samian interests and could use the strategic position of the island and
its harbor to his advantage. The role of "protector" also had propa-
ganda value. Antigonus' policy of keeping the Greeks "free"30 was often
demonstrated by aiding Samos, and there are honorary decrees which cite
him, his son Demetrius and their agents.31 The Samians established a
double festival for the two men, and named one of their tribes,
Demetrias.32 Samians also served on Antigonus' staff. An officer,

Themison, was with the Macedonians in 315, and commanded ships in

Demetrius' great naval battle with Ptolemy in 306.33
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The apparent close relationship between Samos and the Antigonids34
helps clarify another aspect of Duris' T1ife. Athenacus records that
Duris and his brother Lynceus traveled to Athens to study under Theo-
phrastus.35 Lynceus, at least, became an intimate friend of the Peri-
patetic scholar.30 However, the circumstances under which they came to
Athens and the date of their arrival remain obscure. While there is no
information about Duris, Lynceus has left several important impressions
of his stay in Athens. He had attended Antigonus' banquet which cele-
brated the festival of Aphrodite at Athens and had also been a guest at
the dinner that Lamia, the mistress of Demetrius, had given for the
king.37 Since Demetrius had "freed" Athens in 307, Duris and Lynceus
probably arrived there not much later.38 The liberal atmosphere of the
Lyceum with the patronage of Demetrius of Phalerum, Cassander's puppet
in Athens, might have offered the brothers security at an earlier time,
but other factors support a date after 307. The Athenians were hostile
toward Samos, and there is inscriptional evidence that they may have at-
tacked the island not long before 307.39 If they did, it seems doubtful
that Duris and Lynceus, whose father was certainly powerful on Samos, if
not tyrant, would have considered it safe to go to Athens until after
its capture by their "benefactors." It also seems unlikely that the
brothers would have been in the city during Demetrius' assault. As-
suming that Duris did go to Athens after 307, a firmer date for his
birth may be postuiated. He was probably older than Lynceus because he
succeeded his father as tyrant and had been given his grandfather's
name, buric.®0 But he certainly could not have been much older than 25.

This was beyond the age at which he might have been expected to begin

his higher education. Presuming that he did arrive in Athens ca. 307/6
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and that he was 25, he would have been born ca. 332/1.41 A discrepancy
of several years in either direction must be allowed.

Sometime after Duris returned from Athens, he reb]aced his father
3 as tyrant of Samos. There are no outward signs of tyranny on the island,
and without the evidence from Athenaeus, Pausanias and the Suda,42 its
existence would be unknown. Inscriptional and numismatic sources from
the post-exilic period mention magistrates,43 boule, prytany and the
demos, which suggests a democracy. This is understandable since tyranny
had bad cornotations. It was advisable for the tyrant to underplay
rather than emphasize his position. A closer inspection reveals that the
Samian government may have been a form of plutocracy, perhaps a timo-
cracy. After so long an exile, most of the people who returned to Samos
must have had something to gain. These were the ¢1d landowners. HNatu-
raily, sume uf Uig pouier Cla55€5 COUTQ have retuincd, Lut most
had undoubtediy started new lives elsewhere. Thus, the majority of re-
turnees would have favored a rule by the wealthy. Furthermore, pluto-
cracy may have been implied in the decree that restored the exiles
since its institution seems to have become a policy with the Macedonians.
After the Lamian War in 321, Antipater changed the Athenian government
from a democracy to one based on wealth.¥ A1l who did not meet the
minimum requirement of 2,000 drachmas were removed from the body of cit-

45 and

jzens. Similar reforms seem to have taken place in other cities,
in the same year, Perdiccas restored the Samians.4€ The implications
are clear. That tyranny could exist within a form of plutocracy at this
time is demonstrated by Demetrius of Phalerum. After 318, though re-

r sponsible to Cassander, he "supervised" an Athenian government which

consisted of citizens worth at least ten minae.47
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While this may explain the nature of the Samian government, it
neither demonstrates the circumstances nor the date of Kaios' tyranny.
If Schwartz' supplement to the corrupt Pausanias passage recaptures the

original sense,48 K

aios may have been raised voluntarily, perhaps as a
result of his Olympic victory.49 The examples of Cylon and Milo of
Croton suffice to illustrate connections between Olympic victors and
politics. Since Kaios' triumph had occurred during the exile, it would
have had special meaning for the Samians-- one of the few bright spots

in a frustrating period. Many problems had to be faced upon the return
to the island. Leadership and land distribution were undoubtedly among
the most important. After over 40 years of Athenian occupation, property

rights must have been an issue. What records there were had probably

been lost, and a Targe number of the returnees would have been a gener-

tich vemoved from the original exiles., Thus, it might be presumed that

(&)

Kaios, an aristocrat and most renowned of the Samians, was chosen to ar-
bitrate such matters. He also would have been the likely candidate for
military 1eadership.50 Once established in a position of authority,
Kaios could have become the acknowledged “political boss" of the island,
and confirmed as such when relations with Antigonus began. The processes
of the plutocracy would have functioned unhindered, while behind them
stood Kaios, who really determined who would be elected and what was best
for Samos. The high degree of repetition of magistrate's names on the

51 perhaps indicates the tight

scanty inscriptional and numismatic remains

hold of Kaios' "party" on Samian politics.
Kaios still could have been in power near the end of the fourth

century when Duris issued a hemidrachm.®2 The issue of a smaller denom-

ination coin seems an inappropriate action for a tyrant, but a fitting
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one for an official of government-- a position which his brother
Lysagoras had presumably filled also late in the century.53 However,
this information is so vague that it is of '1ittle help in determining a
transitional date of the tyranny from father to son (if it was a direct
transition). What effect the battle of Ipsus in 301 had on the tyranny,
when Antigonus was killed and Demetrius severely weakened, also remains
a question. Perhaps Samos experienced several years of complete inde-
pendence and Kaios or Duris became firmly entrenched as undisputed ruler
of the island. Priene had gained a tyrant at this time.”* Then too, a
power struggle could have ensued in which Kaios or his son defeated the
opposition and solidified the tyranny. The most logical assumption may
be that very little changed on Samos after 301, and Demetrius continued
to exert his influence there. He did not lose all his eastern Maditer-
ranean nocceccinone, and the ctrategic harbor at Samoc may have heen
particularly important to him. The only concrete fact for the period
after 301 is that by 283/2, Lysimachus had assumed responsibility for
Samos.%® In that year, he interceded in a land dispute between the
Samians and Priene. How and when he gained his authority over Samos is
unknown.?® Whether it followed a brief period of independence for Sanios,
or came as a direct result of detaching the island from Demetrius, Duris'
tyranny could have remained intact. If it did continue to flourish under
1 Lysimachus,57 it is doubtful that it survived long after his death in
281. The island became the possession of Ptolemy 1.8 puris may have
seen his tyranny fall with Lysimachus, whose demise was rapidly followed
'l‘by that of Seleucus, ending the period of the Successors. This com-

- bination of events, the end of his tyranny and the end of an epoch,

Could have prompted Duris' most famous work, the Macedenian History.59
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These later years certainly distressed Duris, whose patriotic
feelings for Samos are without question.60 From the time he returned to
the island as a boy in 321, he saw his homeland gradually swallowed up
by Macedon. Although Antigonus, Demetrius and later Lysimachus "pro-
tected" Samos, they were protecting it from other Macedonians and lookirg
after their own interests. Duris must have resented their presence as
did many others throughout Hellas. Perhaps, at one time, he hoped to
emulate the success of Agathocles' tyranny in the West. Ultimately,
Duris stood by helplessly as Samos became a pawn in international poli-
tics. Virtually a foreigner in his own land, he undoubtedly biamed the
Macedonians for his own failings and those of Hellas and reflected upon

"better" days. Doubtless, he died & disillusioned man.

In addition to the Macedonian Hictarv and the hingranhy of

Agathocles, Duris wrote a Samian chronicle and works on tragedy,
Euripides and Sophocles, Homeric problems, painting, customs (lepi
véuwv), contests (Nepi aybvwv), and engraving (lept topevtikiis). A
Libyan history is also mentioned which Jacoby correctly identifies as a
part of the Agathocies biography.61 The tyrant campaigned in Africa for
several years after 310, and the material cited as coming from the sec-
ond book of the Libyan history is repeated in Diodorus' account of
Agathocles' Libyan expedition.62 The questionable history is probably
a confused reference to the second book of the Agathocles, which appears
~ to have dealt exclusively with Libya. The only other fragment from Book
- II contains information about the Libyan flute.63 Since the source for

- the existence of the Libyan history is very late (Photius-Suda), the

- second or Libyan book of Duris' Agathocles méy have become separated
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from the main work and circulated independently. It was not unusual for
epitomizers to reduce larger works to digest form, nor for compilers to
combine different writers' treatments of similar topics under a comnon
title.6% This would not be the only case of such a thing happening to
Duris since Pliny attributes writings to him on monstrous births, dogs,
trees and pyramids-- all unlikely subjects for a monograph.65

The unmistakable remains of Duris have been preserved by many
writers. In the first century B.C., Cicero defended his ability as an
historian, but the Alexandrian scholar Didymus discredited his account
of the Toss of King Philip's eye. Diodorus Siculus incorporated tracts
of Duris into his History, while Strabo consulted him concerning the
etymology of the Rhagae in Media. By fhe end of the first century A.D.,
Pliny had used his authority for several topics. Plutarch cited data

from Duris in the lives of Pericles. Aleihiades |ysander Acecilauc,

Alexander, Phocion, Eumenes, Demosthenes, Demetrius and Pyrrhus, and

Zenobius, who Tived under Hadrian, borrowed proverbs. Clement of Alex-
andria was familiar with Duris, and Athenaeus, writing in the third cen-
tury, 1lifted colorful anecdotes and vivid descriptions of famous people.
The Tlexicographer Harpocration found him valuable as did Diogenes
Laertius and Porphyry, who read Duris for details about phiiosophers.

In the fifth century A.D., Proclus chided Duris for his criticism of
Plato, and Stephen of Byzantium, probably living in the sixth century,
extracted information about Samos, Egypt and Sicily. Photius knew his
work in the ninth century, and he was employed by numerous scholiasts,

including Tzetzes in the twelfth century. Whether by direct or indirect

transmission, Duris' writings enjoyed attention for more than 1300 years.

While this list demonstrates that assofted vwriters used Duris over
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an extended period of time, it helps little in determining the quality
of his works-- particularly the histories. A handful of fragments sal-
vaged by a variety of writers, each with different motivation and stand-
ard of criticism, is hardly a strong indication of Duris' original de-
signs. Unfortunately, these remains, no matter how distorted, and sev-
eral disappointing ancient remarks must constitute the criteria on which
the conclusion about Duris' merits rest.

It is encouraging to discover that Phylarchus, the major source
for the period 272-220 B.C., appears to have consulted Duris about the
Successors of Alexander.00 Agatharchides, the second century geographer
and historian, also seems to have used him.67 Nonetheless, Polybius,

the most prominent of the Hellenistic historians, does not even mention

his name. Duris could have been cited in a lost portion of Polybius'

[ s

hat if he were discussed at all, it would have

been in relation to Polybius' violent polemic against Phylarchus. Both
Duris and Phylarchus had similar views on the writing of history. Po-
lybius regarded Phylarchus' account of the Cleomenic Wars as deliberately
sensational and emetional, and strongly voiced his disapproval of his
histrionic approach:

el Ttolyapodv oUK CKnAﬁrTetv v avyypadfa
Tepareuéuevov §1a Tiis 1otopfas Tods &vtuyydvovras
oV TodS evéexouévous Aéyous Inteiv kal 16
napenéueva Tois UToke1nEVoLrs eEapteu5106a1,
Kaeénep ol tpaymétoyp&¢ot, @V 68 mpaybéviwv kal
pneévrwv kat’ &AR0ciav cUT@Y pvnpovedely maumov,
fav nGvu pétpro ruyx&vwotv 6vta., 1O Ydp T€XOS
1oropfas kal tpaywsfas o0 TaUTSY, aild Touvavifov,
eneT pev yoap 6ei d1a TEv T1BAVBTEATOY Abywy
aKnAngat Kux Puyaywyniowt Kata 10 napbv ToVs
axoGOVTos, 2v0ase 62 S1& TOV aAnfividv épywv kot
Abywy €15 TOV WEVTa xpévov 616&£a1 kol meloat
ToDs ¢1ropabodvtas, eueléﬁnep Ev enefv01s uev
nyeital 10 mibavéy, Kav n ¢60605,61d v &ndtnv
TV Bewpfvuv, dv 82 T00TO1S TAANBES 613 TAV
m¢éA51av TV driopafolviwv. ywpfs Te TolTWV T4&S
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nkcfcru" nulv an{ClTGI THV TEPIMETELHV, ouk
UﬂoTlﬂLla ale"V Kol .pénov TO\S yivopévors,

v xwpis ovT EACEIv cuxéyms ot dpyfLeofal
kabnkévtws SuvaTdv e’ oVGEVT THV TUPBAIVEVTWY . 68

Other comments throughout the History confirm Polybius' distaste
for "tragic history,“Gg but his opinion should not be taken as defin-
jtive. He himself could not escape the infiuence of "tragic history "
or the natural inclination to write it. Strabo accused him of trying to
arouse pity in his readers,’0 and several passages from the History are
reminiscent of the best of the "tragic historians."’/! How Phylarchus
wrote probably did not concern Polybius so much as what he wrote. Po-
lybius had personal reasons for hating the Spartan apologist and these
are the more logical causes for the harangue. As historian of the abor-
tive revolution of Cleomenes, Phylarchus vexed Polybius, a strong sup-
porter of the Achaean League.72 The League had been Cleomenes' foremost
enemy in his attempt to control the Peloponnesus, and Polybius could not
stomach an account which glorified the Spartan reformer. Adopting the
pro-Achaean version of the same period by Aratus of Sicyon, Polybius
was obliged to discredit Phylarchus so that the "true" story of the affair
could be disclosed.

Since it was not specifically "tragic history" that motivated
Polybius' polemic against Phylarchus, he should not be expected to have
mentioned Duris, even though he had probably read him./3 Polybius also
failed to cite an historian much closer to his ideals of historical com-
position, Hieronymus of Cardia, whose History covered approximately the
same period as that of Duris. It was probably the limited scope of Duris'
histories and their lack of pertinence to Polybius that resulted in the

omission of his name.

In the first century B.C., Didymus, the erudite Alexandrian,
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sounded the first note of discord when he accused Duris of indulging
in marvels.’4 Conversely, a more renowned critic, Cicero, had pro-

s 4 § 5 bl 3 75 3 .
nounced him a "homo in historia d111gens.”/° Cicero's familiarity with
Duris demonstrates that he was still in vogue in the Tliterary circles of
Rome, but his compliment may confirm rather than discourage the charge
of Didymus-~ if Cicero's feelings on how history should be written are
reflected in his letter to Lucceius. Considering his own career a drama
filled with acts and scenes,’® Cicero wrote Lucceius that he should im-
mortalize his role as saviour of the Republic:

Itaque te plane etiam atque etiam rogo, ut et ornes
ea vehementius etiam, quam fortasse sentis, et in eo
leges historiae neglegas...eam si me tibi vehementius
commendabit, ne aspernere, amorique nostro plusculum
etiam, quam concedat veritas, largiare.’7
Other ancient criticisms further confuse the issue of Duris' mer-

a Tha ~4+..9 * s P IT
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lumped Duris with Polybius, Hieronymus and many others whose approaches
to history were entirely different, and censured them al1.78 Piutarch,
in his Pericles, assails Duris rabidly for distorting the truth,’? yet he
consulted him in nine other biographies and probably based the Demetrius
on his account., In the fourth century A.D., Himerius found no dis-
tinction between Duris, Hellanicus and the man from Halicarnassus (Herod-
otus) 80 and considered them all of little worth.81 Photius charged
Duris with the seme faults that he had found in others.%?

It would be foolhardy to deduce the value of Duris solely from
1 these testimonies. Indeed, if the comments of Dicnysius and Himerius
- about Polybius and Herodotus were all that survived, their actual quality
would not be known. The scant 96 fragments from Duris' vast corpus of
Works may be misleading, although several of the more impressive remains

are at least reason for questioning his idea of history. Duris'
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description of Alcibiades' arrival in Athens has all the paraphernalia
of a great stage play:

<‘/\ §¢ Aonts o Z&utos...npocrfenct T00TO1S,
aVAeiv piv elpeofav Tois eladvouot Xpuo6yovou
oV nuetovfmnv, keheberv §& Koidimm{dny 10V Tiv
Tpayw51mv UTMoKp1TAV, 0Tatods kal EUOiféas kKal 1oV
akkov evay@viov apmexouévous kbopov, \Uwa 3>
akoupyu v vavapx(éa mpoodépeclarl T10iS Aluéclv,
6onsp ek p€dns émikwpudLovtos. ..

The costume of Demetrius Poliorcetes is nothing less than fantastic:

oo o TNV UEV YOp un66501v fv EIXEV KaTEOKEDQLEY €K
moAdoD Ganavﬁuaros- nv Yap Katd pEv 10 oyfipa Tis
Epyaofas oxeddv epBaTns wlAnua AauBlvey Tis moAu-
TedeoTdtns mopdlpase Toltw 68 ypuood woxlhv cvu-
darvov w01K1Afav onfow kai éuﬂpoceev EVIEVTES 01
Texvtrat. ol 68 YAapddes adtol noav Gpdvivov
éxouout 0 ¢éyyos s yxpbas, 1O & mdv €vldavto
xpvoods aotépas. éxov kal Ta GwﬁeKa cdéxa. nitpa
6& XPVO6TaGTOS s N kavofoav alovpyii oloav Eadryyev,
Eﬂl T0 vitov ¢€povoa TE TeAevtaia kataBAiffuata THV
u¢aou&rwv. yivopévey 68 Tdv Anunrpfw» "Aénviiov
éypd¢ero cnl 100 mpooknviov exi tiis Olkoupévns
0x00pEVOS.

And few could match the extravagance of Demetrius of Phalerum:

Anpfitpros 8’6 dainpedls, Gs ¢no1 AoUpi1s...x1Afwy
Kol Glaxoofwv TaAGvTtwy Kat’evtaurbv k0p10S yev6uevos
kal and toltwv Bpaxfa Samavdv €15 Tods otpatidTes
Kat ™y TS ﬂéxcws Srofknoiv t& Aowmd mhvta 61d& TV
€u¢urov anpuofav n¢dv1§ev, 6ofvas Kae’éK&ornv nuépav
daumpls emiTerdv kal nkneds 1 ouvdefmvwy €xwv. kol
Tals pev Samévars tais €18 T& Seimva Tods Makesbvas
uwspéBaAAe, T 68 KuSapElGTnTI Kunpfous kal ¢ofvikas-e
pGopath Te uﬁpwv éntntev enl TRV yiiv, aveivé Te moAAd
MV é6a¢wv gV ToiS avépwotv KOTEOKEVELETO 61unen01K1A~
Héva oo Snutovpymv. noav 68 kal mwpdSs yvvaikes oulkfax
oanmueval kal veav{okwv €pwTes VUKTEpIVO(, kal o Tols
6Xons T10€HeEVOS Oeouobs AnufitproS kal Tols Bfous T4t~
Twv avouoeérnrov eaurw 1ov Bfov Kurcoxeuaccv. ETEUERETTO
8¢ kail Tiis Gwcws, thv te Tpfxa Ty éni TS kegaliis
Eavetgéusvos kail mard€pwtt 10 npécwnov unakc1¢6ucvos
kxal 101§ ukloxs alcxuuu01v eyxpfwv quTGv' HBOGAETO Yap
v Swtv 1dapds kol ToiS aﬂavrwotv nébs dafveoBar. év
62 rn TOPTH va Movuofwy Tiv Erepdev Gpyxwy YEVOREVOS,
nGev o xopbs e1s avtdv morfipate Kaotopfwvos 100 ZoAéws,
v 01s nAt18uopdos mpoonyopeleTor

EEGXWS & eVyevEtas nA16u3p¢os Labeoro’ Gpyxwy
oe Tipaion Yepafp51.
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There were instances in his histories, however, which suggest that
Duris was not entirely uncritical of his source material. Unlike most
historians, he refused to believe that Alexander met the queen of the
Amazons.S0  Duris also rejected Ctesias' phenomenal account of the death
of Sardanapalus, attributing it more reasonably to the hand of an out-
raged Mede disgusted with the king's extravagances.87 Such examples are
useful in demonstrating that caution must be exercised before making
"obvious" conclusions about the ability of Duris.

The apparent sensational and dramatic style of Duris and others
like him has been labeled "tragic history." Such a vague term is unfor-
tunate and Walbank's warning that it not be defined too rigidly remains
wise counsel.88 1In general, "tragic history" has many of the qualities
of tragedy. Heroes and heroines, reversals of fortune, moral lessons,
elaharate costumes and scenery are all nart of the fahric. Like the
tragedians, the "tragic historian's" aim was not factual representation.
His desire was to revitalize the past by emotionally involving his audi-
ence so that they could experience vicariously the events he described.
While “tragic history" does have these identifying characteristics, it
would be a mistake to isolate it from Greek historiographical tradition.
Too often, it has been viewed as a unique phenomenon, and discussions of
its origins have been directed toward philosophical rather than histori-
ographical causes. Schwartz and, later,Scheller convinced themselves
and others that Aristotle's literary theories and the Peripatetic school
were responsible for "tragic history."®9 Aristotle's teaching was re-
versed and the distinction between poetry and history, so clearly repre-
sented in the Egg§j§§390 was confused. The characteristics of poetry,

particularly tragedy, were applied to histofy. Ullman, however, chal-

lenged such a theory and thought that he had found the origin of "tragic
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history" in the school of Isocrates.91 He believed that Callisthenes
had indeed adapted Aristotle's views on poetry to history but that he
was following Isocrates' school since, according to Cicero, Callisthenes
vwrote history "rhetorico paene more."?2 But Cicero's comment does not
necessarily connect Caliisthenes with the rhetorically-minded Isocrates,
nor is rhetorical style an essential ingredient of "tragic history."
The fallibility of these theories need not be discussed here since they
have been ably refuted by Walbank.93 It is ridiculous to conceive of a
particular style of history emerging fully developed from either one of
the two schools, and Wehrli and Giovanni are correct in interpreting
“"tragic history" as a normal aspect of Greek historiography.94 From
Homer and the earliest "hfstorians“ and poets, Herodotus inherited the
tragic element. Like Aeschylus, he viewed the defeat of Xerxes as pun-
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tolerate excessive human behavior throughout his History. Croesus pro-
voked his ruination by considering himself the most fortunate of men.95
Cambyses slew the sacred Apis bull and guaranteed his miserable end.?6
Polycrates, the tyrant of Samos, knew his destruction was near when he
opened the fish and found his ring.97 A disillusicned Thucydides attrib-
uted moral causes to the fall of Athens, and Cornford, at least, viewed
his History as a classic fifth-century tragedy.98 Though generally re-
served, Thucydides described the Athenian disaster at Syracuse in terms
that would move any audience and probably inspired Polybius' account of
 Hannibal's crossing of the Rhone, which Walbank considers one of his
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