
PLUTARCH, ALEXANDER AND CAESAR: 
TWO NEW FRAGMENTS?* 

NIEBUHR' saw that several paragraphs had been lost from the beginning of the 
Caesar; Ziegler2 suggested that the lacuna extended to the end of the Alexander. 
Both hypotheses are confirmed, if the identification of two new fragments is 
admitted. 

At o1. I i p. 368, Zonaras is epitomizing the text of Caes.; he recounts the 

story of Caes. 60. 3 (OV3K 'r /3acLtXcE, dAAh Kaicap KaXtcaEca), and continues: 

'EAyEro TO Kalcap, coc LtVEc oLovTat, ota or T'aXa T7-c /tYrpoc avrov o V Tco 

7KTCELV Oavov'crc, Kal arov^ 8 adva7TotLc 7rpoaXEvrToc etc 5c. OVK daA0c oe TOVTO 
ect' T71v r pa ov oyap rplepa avr o avTov cvyyeypacLoTec crTopr7cav KaL avrov 
avSpcOew'voc. To 8' ES avaTros7'jc etc rTOv /iov EAXOev OVK EV' aV'TC- yeyoIve, aM' 
ETl tVt iTCtV avrov Irpoyovcwv, Kal EV EKE iOV T7V KAXjCV ECXOV OL EKEVOV aLr7OyOVOL. 

Editors leave the provenance of the passage unspecified: 'addita sunt pauca 
de nomine Caesaris' (Wolf). The correction of the vulgar error might perhaps 
be an inference of Zonaras himself-though such an original contribution to 
historical polemic would be unique; but the erroneous version, at least, must 
come from somewhere. It is not found in any of Zonaras' sources for this 
period,3 nor in any surviving book which he certainly knew.4 Nor is it likely to 
be an addition from his own general knowledge. His personal contributions are 
very limited in scope.5 He is prepared to reflect on the fate of Persia or Mace- 
donia or Rome ;6 he will include historical glosses of a very general nature.7 He 
can introduce his own theological or moralistic reflections.8 He will write his 
own link-passages to connect disparate source-material ;9 he will occasionally 
give a cross-reference.'? More relevantly, he includes a fair number of specific 
items (and especially etymologies)-but always in a theological context.," But 
such a specific secular item would be unique; the nearest parallel would be I. 5 
p. 23, discussing the etymology of Tarsus-but this too could clearly be drawn 
from Zonaras' theological lore. 

* I should like to thank Mr. D. A. Russell 
for his very helpful scrutiny and criticism of 
this note. 

I Vortrage iiber rom. Gesch. iii (1848), 28 f. 
But Niebuhr was not the first to suspect this, 
as he thought; the translations of both 
'Dryden' and Langhorne mention 'some 
authors' who thought the Life acephalous. 

2 Rh. Mus. lxxxiv (I935), 387-90; ac- 
cepted by Hamilton, 'Plutarch, Alexander; 
a Commentary' (1969), 217. 

3 T. Buttner-Wobst (Die Abhdngigkeit des 
Geschichtsschreibers Zonaras von den erhaltenen 
Quellen, Commentationes Fleckeisenianae [1890], 
152) thought that it came from Cassius Dio, 
who is fragmentary until 69 B.C.; but is this 
the sort of material he would include? He 
was saving many similar items for 44. 37. 

4 The mistake is made by Ovid, Met. 
I5. 840; Pliny, N.H. 7. 9. 47; Serv. ad Aen. 

I. 286; Isid., Orig. 9. 3. I2. Cf. Nonius 
Marcellus, p. 556M, 26; Emporius, R.L.M. 
p. 568; S.H.A. Ael. Ver. 2. 3; Serv. ad Aen. 
I0. 316. Cf. also Georg. Mon. p. 212, i5M; 
Leo, Gramm. 54. I; Cedren i. 299. 20; Suidas 
s.v. (Biittner-Wobst, loc. cit.). (Alternative 
etymologies flourished: cf. Thes. Ling. Lat. s.v. 
'Caesar' col. 34, esp. S.H.A. loc. cit.). 

5 They are analysed by Buttner-Wobst, 
op. cit., 123-70. 

6 3. 2-3 pp. 180-2; 3- 7 P- I94. 22-9; 
3. 8 pp. 198-9; 6. 29 pp. 84-5. 

7 3- 9 PP. 205-6. 
8 Theological: I. I pp. 12-13. Moralistic: 

7. 17 p. I38. I6-I9; Io. i8 p. 423. 
9 3. 5 P- 224. Io-22; 3. 26 p. 26T. 19-29. 

cf. 3. 9 p. 206. 21-2; 6. 29 pp. 84-5. 
10 I. 5 P- 35I. 9- 
" Biittner-Wobst, pp. 129-34, I38: e.g. 

5. 23 p. 39I. 23-5; II. 13 p. 4I1 I-4; 
perhaps 12. II p. 109. 2-5. 



Could not Zonaras have found the whole passage in the lost Plutarch 

preface ? The correction of a common error would be very much in Plutarch's 
manner; and the argument of the extract is not found elsewhere. The topic 
would naturally be relevant, were Plutarch treating the gens lulia: and it 
reflects one of his characteristic interests (cf. e.g. Fab. I. 2-3, Cic. I. 4-6, Mar. I. 

I-5). We should have to assume an extravagant transposition of material in 
Zonaras: but we have an exactly similar instance in Alexander, where the story 
of 3. 4 is worked into the narrative of c. 28.' It would be much harder to 

parallel the presumed alternative-Zonaras deserting his primary source for 
a few lines, immediately to return. 

If Plutarch did provide this section, new light may fall on the mysterious 
4. I4 p. 304. Zonaras has been epitomizing Alexander, and has reached the end 
of our text. He continues: 

AeyETraL E We yvoVc 7)j707 EKAEXCELV avrT Tor fTluoctC ov r/3ovAsi, E''c Tov EvjpaTrr'v 
KaTra/rovTrcac XaOprj8ov EavTrov, Lva yevo(LEYvoc adavrjc 7rapacX7 &odav c Elc GeoVc 

tLEeXrXt)AvOv E' EKEVWV YEVOtLEVOC, S7 8Te Pwridvr1 rovro yvovca etpyev avrc To 

EyXElp7/7paJ, 8e yLEr oLwJcoyc ic wc ''EO'ov7Ycac apa, yvvat, LoL to'r77c rTO OewOFvat 
Kal tL7j Oavelv. 

Again, a story missing from Zonaras' sources; might he have found it at the end 
of Alexander? There are two principal obstacles to this view. 

(I) 'Fortasse ex Arriano 7. 27' (Wolf):2 and there are striking verbal 
similarities. But, if the item does come from Arrian, Zonaras has allowed him- 
self unusual freedom: Aa0pr)86v, in particular, introduces a totally new notion. 
We are asked to believe that Zonaras exploited a new source for seven lines, 
then abandoned it: he shows no knowledge of Arrian elsewhere, and such 
a procedure would be unique. The verbal similarities require a different ex- 

planation. Plutarch, like Arrian, gave the story as a Aeyo(evov: cf. AE'yeTra in 
Zonaras. In such cases, both authors may remain close to their original source :3 
cf. P. I8. 4 = Arr. 2. 3. 7, P. 54. 4-6 = Arr. 4. I2. 3-5, P. 76. 6 = Arr. 

7. 25. 6. In any case, the story would allow a narrator little scope for originality: 
cf. e.g. P. 29. 7-8, which is very close to Arr. 2. 25. I-3. 

(2) Could the story come later in Plutarch's narrative than 77. 8 ? We might 
expect it at 75. 5, 77. i, or 77. 5-but not once Plutarch has begun the early 
history of the Successors. Yet Caes. 69. I is a suggestive parallel. The events of 

67-8 are all later than Caesar's death; but Plutarch thinks it worth while to 

return, to give Caesar's age when he died, and to summarize his achievement. 
He will have done the same for Alexander: Arrian's procedure is exactly 
similar (Arr. 7. 28-30). In that case, this story might naturally be exploited. 

It would indeed be a coincidence, if these passages did not come from 
Plutarch. We should have two remarkable departures from Zonaras' usual 

technique-both corresponding closely to passages where his main source is 
known to be lacunose. The provenance of both items is surely clear.4 

Peterhouse, Cambridge C. B. R. PELLING 

I 4. 10 p. 29I. At 10. 9 p. 362 he certainly used by both P. and Arr.; but 
similarly includes a description of Cornelia Arrian's disdain suggests that even Aristo- 
from Pomp. 55, immediately before proceed- bulus gave it as a Xeyo'[Levov. 

ing to the chronology of Pomp. 73-80. 4 I hope elsewhere to examine the im- 
2 Cf. Schmidt (in Dindorf's ed., vol. vi) plications of this for the textual tradition of 

p. xviii; Biittner-Wobst, pp. 137-8. the Lives. 
3 Perhaps Aristobulus, the only author 
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