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'MARCELLINUS" LIFE OF THUCYDIDES: 
CRITICISM AND CRITERIA IN THE 

BIOGRAPHICAL TRADITION 

The focus of this paper will be the critical material in the particular Life of Thucydides 
which is attributed to 'Marcellinus'.1 After some preliminary remarks about the 
extant Lives, I shall identify the critical material to be discussed, and proceed to 
examine its composition and possible origin. I shall suggest that, like the biographical 
material, the critical passages are a compilation of material from different sources and 
show a variety of approaches. In discussing these approaches, I shall show that the 
critical passages contain different emphases, analytical skills and priorities, and 
vocabulary. 

Finally, I shall attempt to allocate to this material a place and function in the 
biographical tradition. Examination of the text has shown that it represents more 
than simply a biographical interest in Thucydides himself; rather there is a reckless 
compiling of material that is worthy of analysis for the insight it provides into what 
was apparently thought to constitute biography at various times in the tradition. 
What emerges is a succession of interests that could be defined as anecdotal, stylistic, 
and rhetorical. The anecdotal material builds in a fanciful manner on a few details in 
the History of Thucydides himself, and seems to be driven by a desire to endow an 
author with a history and personality in order to be able to appreciate his work. This 
kind of fiction can be found in such works as the Chrestomathia of Proclus. The 
material that concentrates on style owes as much to the approach of Dionysius of 
Halicarnassus as it does to the later rhetoricians and commentators, but is largely 
uncritical and irrational in its approach to genre. Finally, and in my view this reflects 
the development of interest in rhetoric, there is interpolated material that is concerned 
only with the speeches of Thucydides. This material is interpolated so crudely that it 
generally renders the passage in which it occurs unintelligible. Nonetheless, the whole 
compilation is of interest for two reasons: when taken as a whole it shows what was 
thought appropriate to a biography at the time of its compilation, and its separate 
components provide examples of different interests and approaches in the study of the 
written text. In order to establish these distinctions and assess their value, it will be 
necessary to analyse the material in considerable detail. At the conclusion of this 
analysis, I shall be in a position to make some suggestions as to a possible author and 
date not only of some of the sources, but of the compilation itself. 

INTRODUCTION 

The two oldest manuscripts2 containing accounts of the life of Thucydides are the 
codices Vaticanus Palatinus Graecus 252 (E: 10th or 11th century) and 

1 This paper is a product of a research project undertaken in conjunction with Dr I. M. Plant. 
I am indebted to him for the opportunity to work on the Lives, and for his comments and 
suggestions concerning this paper. 

2 The manuscript tradition has been exhaustively collated and discussed by I. B. Alberti, 
Thucydidis Historiae (Rome, 1972). 
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Guelferbytanus Gudianus Graecus 35 (Gu.: 13th century).3 The codices4 contain two 
accounts; one is by an anonymous author, and the other, which is my concern here, 
contains a substantial amount of material concerning Thucydides' style. This account 
has been attributed to a certain 'Marcellinus',5 who cannot be identified with 

certainty. 
Various suggestions have been offered concerning the identity of 'Marcellinus'; 

there is general agreement that the subject matter, style, and composite nature of the 
work render the notion of any single author out of the question. As a consequence 
it has been ascribed at least in part to, among others, Zosimus,6 Didymus 
Chalcenterus,7 Caecilius Calactinus,8 or Proclus.9 

The name of Marcellinus, referred to as author of this Life of Thucydides, first 

appears in Suidae Lexicon, cited as a source for certain terms.10 This indicates only 
that this was the name that had become attached to the work by the time the Suda 
was being compiled, in the tenth century A.D. Prior to this, there is no mention of him 
or his work; neither Ammianus Marcellinus nor Macrobius mentions 'Marcellinus', 
while in the Life of Thucydides 'Marcellinus' mentions Didymus, probably 
Chalcenterus, but makes no mention of Ammianus or Macrobius.11 I will suggest 
below how the name of' Marcellinus' became attached to his compilation. I will show 
that certain passages have a similarity of approach and style to the commentaries on 
Hermogenes of Syrianus, Sopater and Marcellinus the orator,'2 and may well owe a 
certain amount to Marcellinus the orator himself. 

When the Life attributed to 'Marcellinus' is compared with the anonymous Life 
and the biography in Suidae Lexicon, it becomes apparent that with the exception of 
the material on Thucydides' style they are compiled from a store of anecdotal 
material. The difficulties of assessing this material have long been noted,13 perhaps 
most emphatically by Wilamowitz and most recently by Piccirilli. Commentators are 
generally agreed that the anecdotes show a strong tendency to build in the first 
instance upon the few hints of his own life that Thucydides includes in his History, 
and thereafter upon one another. 

3 Another account of Thucydides' life is preserved in Suidae Lexicon. 
4 Alberti's stemma shows that all existing manuscripts derive from a single archetype, with a 

proliferation of copies from the twelfth to fifteenth centuries. This is borne out by the way in 
which E and Gu., while exhibiting a few minor differences one from the other, in the main 
replicate inconsistencies and dubious passages, and leave the same gaps, presumably where their 
sources were lacking. However, for chs. 32-49 of the material attributed to 'Marcellinus', we 
must depend on Guelferbytanus alone. For a complete list of the codices containing one or both 
of the Lives of Thucydides, see Alberti, praefatio p. clxxxix. 

5 For the textual variant of this name, see note 15 below. For convenience, I shall use inverted 
commas when referring to this Marcellinus. 

6 G. Oomen, De Zosimo Ascalonita atque Marcellino, Diss. Monasterii Westphalorum, 
(1926). 7 F. Ritter, Didymi Chalcenteri Opera (Cologne, 1845) pp. 124ff. For discussion with regard 
to Life 2, 14, and 32-4, see M. Schmidt, Didymi Chalcenteri Grammatici Alexandri Fragmenta 
(Amsterdam, 1964), pp. 324-33. 

8 Caecilius Calactinus, Fragmenta, E. Ofenloch (ed.), (Stuttgart, 1967), pp. 193-5. 
9 E. Bux, RE 1471-3. 10 Cf. entries for Trr-Aavae, wrToAavetv, and edrpLos. 
11 Ammianus and Macrobius also mention Didymus. 
12 See C. Walz, Rhetores Graeci, pp. 1-211. References to these scholia will be to this edition. 
13 U. von Wilamovitz-M6llendorff, 'Der Thucydideslegende', Hermes 12 (1877), 326-67; 

E. Petersen, De Vita Thucydidis Disputatio (Dorpat, 1873); C. F. Haack, De Thucydidis Vita 
(Leipzig, 1820); L. Piccirilli, Storie dello storico Tucidide (Genova, 1985). Between them, the 
entry in RE (1450-87) and Piccirilli's introduction provide an ample survey of the problems 
and work done. 
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The Life by 'Marcellinus' is notable for its digressions. As Petersen14 and others 
have noted, there are two recapitulations of material concerning Thucydides' life as 
well as his style; it should be noted also that within these divisions there are 
inconsistencies and changes of emphasis. The sub-heading to E suggests that this Life 
was compiled from those scholia to Thucydides that concern his life and style: 

MapKeAAIvov EK Trcv els OOVKVSLr)V arXOAiov rrepl rov3 fiov avTrov 9OVKVtL8OV Kal rTs Trov 

Adyov c6iEa. 

A shorter version of this, implying authorship on the part of 'Marcellinus' rather 
than compilation, heads Gu.: 

Tro MapKrilvov15 7TEp TO)V OVKVSt'8OV LtOV KaL TrjS Itsas avroV. 

Bekker16 accepts the sub-heading 

MapKEXAAvov rrEpl Tro OOVKV8ISOV t3lOV Kal T7rS 186ea avrov J76O Tr7?S oArs vyypaf)rs 
7rap?EKoXA7j 

in the edition of Manutius Aldus (1502); Petersen (n. 13), p. 9, disagrees, suggesting 
that these words are conflated from two headings, one to a commentary by 
'Marcellinus' on Thucydides, and the other to one concerning his life and style. 
Considering the format of this Life, the suggestion is persuasive. Bux begins the RE 
entry with a useful discussion of the problems, making two points. First, the phrase 
a76 rr Tg 6o'Aq- vyypaoqf is self-defeating as it then becomes unclear whether simply 
the History of Thucydides is meant, in which case airro loses its meaning, or whether 
a corpus in some other form is meant, in which case the term evyypaqIx is 
inappropriate. Secondly, the addition of the words (K T-rV aXoAowv, as in E, makes 
it unclear whether the authorship of 'Marcellinus' is to be credited to the scholia or 
to the Life itself. It is certainly clear, as I have already mentioned and as Petersen 
points out,17 that 'Marcellinus' was an established source for the life of Thucydides 
by the time Suidae Lexicon was compiled. 

Even a cursory reading of the 'Marcellinus' Life shows that an assessment of 
compilation rather than authorship is more appropriate. Furthermore, although 
scholia may have provided a source of material, there are signs that other sources 
were used as well. Among these, the following may be noted. 

Chapter 118 promises a discussion of Thucydides' writing, a promise that is not in 
fact carried out until ch. 35; the impression is of an interruption rather than a 
digression. Whereas ch. 1 contains nothing more than a recommendation to read 
Thucydides, there is a more substantial hint of a following commentary in ch. 51. 
There are also inconsistencies of approach; some passages cite sources carefully or 
indicate that a statement is based on hearsay, whereas others present information as 
though it were undisputed fact. For instance, in ch. 14 the suggestion that Thucydides 
was Miltiades' grandson is tempered by a cautious 'some think'; in ch. 19 the much 
bolder description of Thucydides' marriage to a wealthy Thracian woman is 

14 Petersen (n. 13), pp. 5-6. 
15 The script is very faint here, but it appears that AA is missing. -r has also been written instead 

of e. Bertrand Hemmerdinger, Essai sur l'histoire du texte de Thucydide (Paris, 1955), pp. 61-3, 
wishes to emend MapKeAAivov to MapKeAAov on the basis of sch. Anab. ii.6.29, which cites 
'Marcellinus' 27 but attributes it to the commentator Marcellus, referred to by Gregory of 
Corinth, De Dialecto Attica 34. 

16 I. Bekker, Thucydidis de Bello Peloponnesiaco (Berlin, 1821), p. vii. 
17 Petersen (n. 13), p. 10. 
18 I follow the conventional chapter divisions; I shall have cause to dispute some of them 

below. 
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presented in an authoritative fashion. At times the writer expresses himself in the first 

person (33, 42, 44, 52, 57); at other times there are quaint exhortations to the reader, 
usually in the first person plural (16, 21, 25, etc.) but once in the second person 
singular (40). Actual citing of a source is largely confined to the biographical sections. 
Of the chapters that deal with style, only 36, 43, and 49 mention any source at all. Of 

these, Homer, Pindar, Prodicus and Gorgias are cited as exemplars in 36, 
Theopompus is rejected in 43 as author of Thuc. 8, and there is reference to the texts 
of Thucydides, Herodotus and Xenophon in 43 and 49. In all the critical material only 
one source is actually acknowledged by name: Antyllus19 in 36. 

Finally, the biographical passages are violently interpolated among the critical 
material. Both the critical material and the biographical passages fall into three 
sections of decreasing length, alternating without preamble. All this contributes to an 

impression of a compilation. 

THE CRITICAL PASSAGES 

For convenience, I shall refer to these as sections 1, 2, and 3. Section 1 consists of chs. 
35-44, section 2 of chs. 48-53, and section 3 of chs. 56-8. I have prefaced section 1 
with ch. 1. 

In what follows I will argue for a distinction between that part of the discussion 
which is concerned only with the speeches in Thucydides, and that part which seems 
to employ a rather broad definition of rhetoric or style. For this reason, I will print 
41.2ff., 42, 56.2, and 57 in italics. 

Chapter 1. It is time from now on for those who have become devotees of Demosthenes' 
outstanding speeches and debates, and who may be sated with polemical and judicial discussion, 
and sufficiently well versed in it, to venture into the territory of Thucydides. He displays great 
artistry in the beauty of his speeches (Aoycov)20 and the accuracy of his narrative and his military 
advice and political speeches on public policy. But first it is necessary to speak about the family 
and life of this man; for intelligent people must examine these things carefully before his words. 

I have already suggested that ch. 1 is no guide to what follows, but simply raises 
problems of its own. This chapter begins with the suggestion that a study of 
Thucydides would be a refreshing change from that of Demosthenes. This may be a 
stab at contemporary enthusiasms, or indeed a veiled attack on Dionysius of 
Halicarnassus, who thought well of Demosthenes and had complaints to make 
against Thucydides.21 If this is so, we may at any rate have here some basis for dating 
these remarks. Poppo22 suggests that this passage may have followed a similar piece 
on the life and work of Demosthenes. However, there is mention of Demosthenes 
again in ch. 56, after a more overt criticism of Dionysius; this could be an attempt 
on the part of a compiler to give the material some unity. It seems that 56 at last takes 
up the undertaking made in 1, which has every appearance of the preliminary remarks 
of a compiler. The fact that not one but three accounts of his life follow, alternating 
with ever shorter accounts of his style, leads me to suppose that chs. 1-44 were in their 
turn combined with additional material by subsequent compilation. 

19 Antyllus is a mysterious figure unknown apart from this Life and the scholia to 
Thucydides. For discussion, see Piccirilli, (n. 13) pp. 96-7. 

20 Any Greek terms to be referred to in discussion are given in brackets in the translation. 
21 As for example in his treatise on Thucydides, 2-4, 9-13, 15-16 etc. All references to 

Dionysius will be to the text of Usener-Radermacher (Stuttgart, 1899, repr. 1965), unless 
otherwise indicated. 

22 E. F. Poppo, Thucydidis de Bello Peloponnesiaco libri octo, (Leipzig, 1866-83), ad loc., 
p. vi. 
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Section 1 (35-44) 

Chapter 35. Thucydides was influenced by Homer's arrangement (oiKovotLta) and Pindar's 
grand and lofty style, though he himself was deliberately too obscure in expression to be 
accessible to every reader. In skilfully pursuing his train of thought, he did not wish simply to 
appear to provide an easy source of information for every person wanting it. Instead, he is 
appreciated and admired by those who pride themselves on their discrimination. Praised by the 
best critics, and receiving admiration based on sound judgement, he has acquired a reputation 
that has been well attested since his time, one that is in no danger of removal by subsequent 
opinion. 
Chapter 36. According to Antyllus, he imitated to some extent Gorgias' way of balancing his 
clauses and using nominal antitheses, which were fashionable at that time among the Greeks, 
and indeed Prodicus' precision in word usage. 

Chapter 35 resumes what was promised in ch. 1; a discussion of Thucydides' 
writing (AoyoL). This is done without preamble, after brief reference to his appearance 
and his death in 34. The obscurity of Thucydides' style is defended on the grounds 
that he was deliberately obscure; the expression 'va r41 ... farods is supposedly taken 
from an epigram against Thucydides (Anal. Brunck. t. III, p. 265).23 

There is no reason to assume that 36 has always followed 35; it is quite self- 
contained and is unique among the critical material in citing the opinion of another, 
as noted above. 

Chapter 37. Most of all, as I said before, he imitated Homer in his choice of words and precision 
of composition, in the power of his interpretation, and also in the beauty and pace of his work. 

In 37 the author refers to an earlier remark, that Thucydides imitated Homer in his 
choice of words and precision of composition. The author has not in fact said this 
before. It seems unlikely that the writer would choose to gloss the term olKovofLta in 
this way, or that a compiler would couch an explanation of oiKovovt'a in this form. 
I therefore suggest that this small chapter, a fragment of a larger piece of criticism, 
has been included here uncritically. 

Chapter 38. The writers and historians before him produced lifeless writings and used one bare 
narrative throughout, not attributing speeches to their characters nor portraying public debates. 
An exception, however, is Herodotus, who made an attempt in this direction, though not indeed 
with great success, as he did so only occasionally in his work, more for the sake of 
characterisation than to record political disputes. Our historian was the only one to investigate 
the political discussions and recount them meticulously with their principal points and 
subdivisions, so as <to show that>24 the debates were founded on certain bases. This indeed is 
the ideal of accurate reporting. 
Chapter 39. While there are three kinds of literary style, the elevated, the plain, and something 
in between, he rejected the others and cultivated the elevated style, as it was appropriate to his 
own nature and fitted for the scope of a war such as this. He thought it appropriate to match 
the words to the deeds, where the deeds of men were great. 
Chapter 40. So that you may not be ignorant of the other styles, you should know that 
Herodotus used the moderate style which is neither elevated nor plain, and Xenophon used the 
plain style. 
Chapter 41. In fact, in using the lofty style, Thucydides also incorporated many poetic 
expressions and some metaphors. 
Some have been bold enough to suggest, concerning the work as a whole, that its form (eToso) is 
not rhetorical but poetic. But it is clear, from the fact that the work is not subject to any metre, that 
it is not poetic. If anyone wants to dispute this, on the grounds that not all prose is rhetorical, as 
indeed are neither the writings of Plato nor the medical writings, I say that on the other hand this 
writing is divided under headings and is elevated to the form (ed8os) of rhetoric. Chapter 42. In 
general the whole work tends to the form of the deliberative-though others assign it to panegyric, 

23 Poppo ad loc., p. xxiv. 
24 I have added the words in pointed brackets to clarify the otherwise inconsequential UTraEt 

V7T07Tl7TTElV rTa 8r LYyopLas. 
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saying that he praises those who distinguish themselves in war-but the work of Thucydides is 

subject particularly to three forms (eSrl'): deliberative (T6 avU3ovAevTrKov) in all the political 
disputes except that between the Plataeans and the Thebans in Book 3, panegyric in the funeral 
oration, andforensic (8tKavLKov) in the dispute between the Plataeans and the Thebans, which is 

my favourite part. Where the judges from the Spartans are making their decision, and the Plataean 
is up for judgement and cross-examination, and he defends himself against the enquiry at some 
length, and the Theban makes reply to this, trying to stir the Spartan to anger, the arrangement 
of the narrative, the method, and the structure show that the form is forensic. 

In 38 we find the first explicit mention of the speeches in Thucydides. The author 
remarks on them with approval, comparing them favourably to those in Herodotus. 
This is the first sign of the interest in rhetoric which appears intermittently in the 
'Marcellinus' Life. The expression ardaEt vTro7rrT7rretv rasE orlrlyopt'a has some 

parallels in Hermogenes and in the scholia Ad Hermogenem of Syrian, Sopater and 
Marcellinus; these will be discussed in the section on the sources. 

In the light of this interest in rhetoric, 39-41.1 should be read with care. These 

chapters clearly refer to Thucydides' work as a whole, speaking in terms of literary 
style. In 41, the question of rhetoric arises again, in rather curious form. The author 
refers to a dispute as to whether the work be rhetorical or poetic in form (eIoso). The 
author points out that the work can hardly be poetic as it is not in metre. This seems 
naive, but is in fact typical of the fussy, laborious style of Hermogenes;25 and the 
notion that a work must be either rhetorical or poetical suggests a mode of literary 
criticism that insists on such a distinction. 

In ch. 42, the author introduces the notion of three forms (ed): deliberation (r6 

UvUfJovAevTCKo'v), panegyric (ro TravrlyvpLKo4v) and forensic (8tKaVLKo'v). This seems to 
be a garbled version of Aristotle's yevrq (8LKaVlKO'V, avt4ovAEvTtKOV, ETtKELKTLKOV), 

but can be found in Hermogenes, HEpt l8iEdv Aoyov 6.131-192.26 
It seems plain that in 41.2-42 the author's interest is only in the speeches that 

Thucydides assigns to the characters in his History, rather than ra& Epya. It is to be 
noted, though, that this is not stated, and that the speeches are not defined as rhetoric. 
These omissions, the use of Tror7TrrELtv, and the introduction of the three elt'7 suggest 
that this passage has been extrapolated and condensed from another source, possibly 
Hermogenes or the scholia Ad Hermog. Furthermore, there is a greater critical faculty 
and sense of continuity in 35-41.1. This may be discerned in the attempt to give 
examples and cite sources, as noted above. Ofenloch27 prefers on these grounds to 
ascribe the whole of 35-41.1 to Caecilius Calactinus; whether or not this is correct, 
it certainly seems appropriate to mark a break after 41.1.28 

Chapter 43. Some say that the eighth book is not by Thucydides; some attribute it to his 
daughter, others to Xenophon. To these I say that it is obviously not by his daughter. No woman 
would be capable of work of such quality and technique; besides, if there were such a woman, 
she would not have been content to remain anonymous, and she would not have written only 
the eighth book but would have left many other works as testimony to her talent. Not only the 
nature of the work announces that it is not Xenophon's; what particularly makes it clear is the 
style, somewhere between elevated and plain.29 
Chapter 44. It is certainly not by Theopompus, as some think. To some, particularly those of 
greater discrimination, it seems to be the work of Thucydides, though not polished but written 
as though roughly hammered out, and full of abbreviated accounts of events, capable of being 

25 See, for example, Prog. ix.3-4, I7epi 8. vi.131-92. 
26 Piccirilli (n. 13), p. 31, cites the Scholia for this definition, but not Hermogenes. 
27 See above, note 8. 
28 Kriiger (Berlin, 1846) seems to have noted the inconsequentiality of the passage, as he 

suggests 8' owv for ye owv 41.1. 
29 TroAv yap rTO xeaov: Ritter wants to add $tacekpeL. Poppo ad loc., p. xxviii says that rroAV 

yap TO Ilaov means amplum discrimen. I prefer to assume a repetition of fgoa after 7roAv yap. 
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polished and of receiving expansion. From this I would deduce that it is expressed less 
powerfully and in brief, to the extent that he seems to have set out the work as he became weaker. 
If the body is weakened to some extent, it is likely that the intellectual powers will lack energy 
as well, because there is a certain interdependence between the intellect and the body. 

The foregoing passages are rendered more disconcerting when the author 
immediately (43-4) moves to a discussion of the problems relating to the very 
different form and approach of Thucydides' eighth book. The passage has a 
speculative approach like that of the other biographical material. The discussion is 
logical enough, but quaint, in particular the point in 43 that excludes Thucydides' 
daughter from authorship on the grounds that no woman, had she managed to write 
such a piece, would have been content to remain anonymous. In 44 Theopompus is 
mentioned without preamble; one would expect him to be mentioned along with 
Herodotus and Thucydides' putative daughter at the beginning of 43. The comments 
are less naive than in 43, and altogether this chapter seems not to derive from the same 
source. At this point, quite abruptly, the biography resumes. 

Section 1 (i.e. 35-44), then, should by no means be ascribed to a single author or 
any particular critical approach. In addition to the discrepancies noted so far, there 
is the matter of technical vocabulary which, as it is helpful in determining possible 
dates and provenance of the various passages, will be discussed separately. 

Section 2 (48-53) 

Chapter 48. He is opposed to story telling (/,x0oI) because he delights in the truth. So he did not 
make a practice of the same method of writing as other historians, who mixed anecdotes in their 
own histories more for the sake of elegance than truth. Those others worked in this way; but 
our historian did not give priority to the pleasure of his hearers, but to writing as accurately as 
possible for the benefit of those who wanted to learn something. And he termed his writing an 
aycovaLLa. 
He avoided many of the ploys that make for pleasant reading; parentheses (rrapevO rKag), which 
most prefer to term digressions. 
Chapter 49. An example of this in Herodotus is the dolphin that loved to listen, and Arion who 
guided30 it by means of his music; and the second book of his history is completely alien to the 
purpose of his work. This author, if something interesting comes to mind, mentions it because 
it is necessary, but only in so far as to gain the understanding of his hearers. For instance, he 
mentions Tereus [2.29] only with reference to the experience of the women, and the story of the 
Cyclopes is recounted for the sake of the geographical references, and when Alcmaon is required 
to be resourceful, and thereupon in his resourcefulness (?) creates an island,3" Thucydides 
gives no superfluous detail. 

Chapter 48 begins another discussion of Thucydides' style, which seems to me to 
embody a different approach. The vocabulary changes to a marked degree; out of 78 
technical terms that I have found in the 'Marcellinus' Life, only seven appear both 
before and after ch. 45. At the very least this must suggest that section 2 is no 
summary of what has gone before. The discussion is also more specific; in 48-50 we 
find a discussion of the use of vIOOL to enhance a narrative. By this the author seems 
here to mean what is often meant by fabula, a story told to make a point. In chapter 
48 itself the writer actually makes reference to the text of Thucydides, but the passage 
presents some problems. This writer distinguishes taropia from /ivOos, which he says 
is used by other writers to add rO repTrvOv at the expense of adArlOe&a: 

...oof tLvbov E?yKaTrELi!tav rats EavTwv trToptats, TOV TreprrvOv TrAEov rS dT AeLasg 
CLVTL7TOtOVplEVOi. 

30 The writer uses the middle voice here (yvfepvWo4evos); it may be a feature of his particular 
usage. 31 See note 33 below. 
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The basis for these remarks is Thuc. 1.21-2, but the author only seems to be 
concerned with extracts from this passage, which he has extrapolated without taking 
account of the passage as a whole: 

XaAE7ro v Trv aKpL'3Eav a6vTrv T(WV AEXOEVTWV &8afvrqW7 ovEvuaaL -jv, ES pEv aKpoaaLV Laws To /L; 

fIvIOCes daTep7Trearepov xavielral... KT727La TE S daEl pdAAov 77 aywviaLcLa... .vyKELTaL. 

When Thucydides mentions JKp(t'ELca he is talking about the problems of recording 
speeches and events where he was not present, whereas the author assumes he means 
the whole process of writing history. Again, when the author says that Thucydides 
called his work an ayacvtoaa (Kal yap (vo'dLLaUev aycvtvLiLa Trv EavTov crvyypaor4v), 
Thucydides in fact says that it is something to keep for always rather than an 

adycvLtiaa for the purposes of entertainment. This mistake has not passed unnoticed 
and emendations have been suggested ;32 but given the superficial nature of the whole 

passage I am inclined to think that we have here an overcompressed paraphrase of 
another summary, made without reference to the text of Thucydides. 

At the end of 48, immediately after this remark, we are told that Thucydides 
avoided parentheses, which the author tells us are generally termed digressions: Trda 

rTapevOrjKaC da EiLoOacl TrotILv ol TrcAELoves aIroKALvas. The chapter division falls 

awkwardly here; this remark clearly belongs at the beginning of a new paragraph, as 
Herodotus is immediately cited by way of example. The summary of the anecdotes in 
Thucydides which the author finds acceptable, though it shows a knowledge of the 
text, is particularly cryptic (cf. creates an island, 49). The text presents difficulties here 
which evidently predate our earliest manuscripts.33 It may be that the material was 
badly epitomized and subsequently not well understood. 

Chapter 50. This is his approach to story telling, but he is very good at character portrayal. He 
is clear in the separate parts but in his arrangement he sometimes seems to be unclear as a result 
of extending his interpretation. His style is very serious and lofty. The style of his composition 
is full of roughness,34 dense, weighty, favours transposition of words and clauses, and at times 
even becomes unclear. His compressions are amazing, with much thought expressed in few 
words. 
Chapter 51. His grasp of ideas is particularly to be praised. He is very powerful in his 
descriptions, describing to us sea battles and sieges, diseases and political conflicts. He is 
versatile in his oratorical figures, for the most part imitating those of Gorgias, quick in his 
application of terms, subtle in his austerities, able to present character and frame a description. 
Indeed you will see in his work the thought of Pericles, I hardly know what to say when it comes 
to Cleon, the youthful energy of Alcibiades, all about Themistocles, the excellence of Nicias, his 
religious scruples, his good luck until Sicily, and many other things, which we shall try to 
examine each in their turn. 
Chapter 52. Generally he uses the old Attic form, in which 6 was preferred to s, whenever he 
writes 6vvEy'pa4e and 6vppaxt'a, and he writes the diphthong al instead of a, saying al'E, and 
altogether he is a great finder of new words. Some of them are from before his time: av.ro3oc', 
and 7TroAEL?7atL'ovTe?, and TrayKaA7Trov and adtapTadSa and v3Ar)g eaKeAovs; others are 
characteristic of the poets, like c7TrAvyeaL and eTr7rqAv'at and avaQKOJ and such. His own forms, 
like darot'TcotLwa and Ko,Av/77 and dTroTreLXtcLs, and others like them, are not used by other 
authors but are found in his work. 

Chapter 50 begins by closing the topic of f3juOos, but there follows an 

32 Casaubon wishes to insert KT-i,ua E des fadAAov i7 before dyc'vtcrxa. 
33 In translating, I have accepted awopovelv which is attested in the later manuscripts, and 

Poppo's suggestion of evTavOa. E and Gu agree on the reading v -aovs TroLe; Alberti (Rome, 
1972) reads oiLKE for TroLeI in E, but the reading is clearly 7TOLEC. Hude's suggestion t,vfi,Lv 
7TOLEiTat might seem attractive, but the mention of islands is crucial to the point. 

34 Alberti, following Kriiger, brackets ov; there is no need if a comma is assumed after playav. 
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inconsequential compilation of material that extends to the end of 53. With the 

exception of 52, this passage seems to be part of the preamble to a larger discussion 
of Thucydides' work. The discussion is introduced abruptly and the topic as swiftly 
abandoned. The undertaking to examine various topics in their turn is not fulfilled; 
possibly this material was culled from the introduction to a larger work, now lost. 

To make matters more difficult, the passage is broken up by ch. 52, which goes into 
detail about Thucydides' use of language, even to spelling. As before, the material 
seems to be derivative; the writer generalizes about Thucydides' use of diphthongs 
when he should be specific about his spelling of ali', and mentions neither 

Thucydides' use of Ionic es for Els nor his neologistic abstract nouns ending in -[ta. 
The arrangement of 52 presents some anomalies. It follows that of Dionysius, Ad 
Amm. 2.3 in so far as both passages give examples of archaisms first and then move 
on to coined words. The Life, however, includes some poetic terms-rTa 86 7roLrOaiS 

I,?ELt. As Poppo has pointed out,35 two of the three given, Er7qAvTrat and dvaK&S, are 
not poetic. Furthermore, Thucydides uses the verb aTrotkoi3v (4.25), not the noun 
adTroatLoatL. The only word common to both passages is KwAvhjr). Since the list seems 

to be the product of incompetence, and the categories derivative, perhaps the 'poetic' 
terms at least can be explained as the result of a misunderstanding of Dionysius' term 

7TroLqTtLK,36 and the presence in Life 52 of the term KwAvLt7q the only accuracy. 

Chapter 53. He is concerned with the weightiness of his words, with the ingenuity of his 
arguments and, as I said before, anticipating myself, with brevity of composition. Most of the 
events are described in narrative form. He often concentrates on sufferings and deeds rather than 
the characters themselves, as in 'mutual antagonism '.37 There is the element of panegyric, where 
he records the funeral oration, and he introduces subtle ironies, and asks questions, and disputes 
in a philosophical manner. In the passages where he is using dialogue, he writes philosophy. 
Many people find fault with the form (18eav) of his writing and its arrangement, among them 
Dionysius of Halicarnassus. He criticizes Thucydides for using prose and political style when he 
cannot, not realizing that effectiveness in this is simply a matter of ingenuity and practice. 

Chapter 53 continues the remarks begun in 51. Although there are passing 
references to panegyric and to political style, it is nevertheless clear that the remarks 
in this chapter refer to the History as a whole. There seems to be an attempt (Kat 

COa7Tep aOQdaavTrES E'Tro/Lev, IpaxvTrrro7 s crUvrdeco) to make a connection with 50, at 
the end of which the author noted that Thucydides expresses much thought in few 
words. The comment about panegyric in 42 is reiterated; there then follows an 
apparent interpolation suggesting that Thucydides is writing philosophically when he 
uses dialogue form. This comment is presumably meant as a gloss on the previous 
remark. It is similar in approach to the observation in 41 that Thucydides does not 
write in metre; if it is not another example of the overparticularizing style of 
Hermogenes, one suspects that it may be a purely specious judgement based on the 
appearance of the Melian dialogue rather than an evaluation of Thucydides' method. 

The writer then takes exception to an opinion expressed by Dionysius of 
Halicarnassus, who criticizes Thucydides38 for attempting to use prose and political 
style when he cannot: cos 7Tre~ Ka' TroA,LrtKi A:eEL xprTa6aa ,i 3SvvatdevC. The writer 
observes that this is simply a matter of ingenuity and practice, presumably in order 
to exonerate Thucydides, but fails to counter the criticism. 

35 Poppo ad loc., p. xxxiv. 
36 Dr Plant has called my attention to the Latin term poeticus, which does mean poetical. 
37 Thuc. Hist. 3.1 1.1. 38 This may refer to Thuc. 34; see comment below p. 22. 
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Section 3 (56-7) 

Chapter 56. His work is magnificent in form and style, so that even in the pitiable parts he does 
not lose this magnificence. He is weighty in his expression, opaque in his thought process because 
he loves the excessive style, explaining many events in few words, most versatile in the 
arrangement (aXrujtara) of his prose, but quite the opposite, utterly disorganised 
(daXrl7aldraro), in his thought process. 
He uses no irony, no criticism, no oblique utterances, or any other tricks to please the ear. 
Demosthenes is the most skilful exponent of this kind of thing. Chapter 57. I think that Thucydides 
dispensed with these techniques on purpose, not because he was not aware of them, but because he 
was putting together those words that werefitting and appropriate to the underlying characters. For 
it was not appropriate to Pericles or Archidamus or Nicias or Brasidas, men of high intellect, noble, 
and of heroic repute, to bandy ironies and oratorical tricks, as if they had no freedom to refute 
arguments openly, to chide an opponent to his face, or to say whatever they wanted. Because of this 
he regularly used a simple style, not conducive to character portrayal, preserving even in this way 
that which wasfitting and appropriate to his art. It is, after all, the mark of a craftsman to maintain 
the appropriate reputation for his characters as well as an orderly sequence of events. 

After some compressed autobiographical comment, which includes the famous 
anecdote about the young Thucydides weeping when hearing Herodotus reading his 

work,39 another summary of Thucydides' style begins in 56. This chapter has the 

appearance of a rephrase of the second part of 50. It may be that these are two 
separate summaries of the same original. At first sight, the summary shows some 
carelessness, as contradictions seem to develop. It is clear from 51 that the term 

uaXofa is used there to refer to Gorgianic figures, but there is no sense of this in the 
loose usage at the beginning of 56. Contrary to the remarks in 53, the author observes 
that Thucydides uses no irony.40 Neither does he use criticism, remarks with a hidden 
meaning4l or other tricks to please the ear. If, however, the chapter division is set 
aside, and this sentence is assumed to be a new start, it combines well with ch. 57 as 
a discussion of the speeches, not the narrative, in Thucydides. The tribute to 
Demosthenes bears out the rhetorical emphasis. We then have a passage in which, in 
contrast to the previous chapter, a different author defends the style of Thucydides' 
speeches, saying that it would have been inappropriate to represent men such as 
Pericles, Nicias and others as having recourse to cheap oratorical stunts. 

This arrangement has the advantage of making the passage coherent,42 and is 
supported by the recurrence of terms such as elpcveta and rcavovpy'a. There are also 
signs of uncritical compilation; in defending Thucydides as he does, the author either 
forgets or does not know that Thucydides also attributes speeches to such as Cleon, 
Sthenelaidas, and Alcibiades. Instead, he offers a pious generalization about the duty 
of the craftsman to preserve the reputation of his characters.43 

Certain considerations have now emerged. There are several layers of writing here; 
it is impossible to say how many there are, though all seem to be in some way 

39 Poppo ad loc., pp. xxxv-vi gives an exhaustive list of those who believe or discount this 
anecdote about Herodotus; Wilamowitz' remarks (p. 331 and n. 10), will suffice. 

40 Poppo ad loc., p. xxxvii notes the discrepancy and cites Thuc. Hist. 1.133; 3.61; 6.16, 80. 
41 So I translate rais (K TrAayLov ptaLaetv. My reasons will be discussed below. In this 

passage, the expression refers to one of a number of rravovpytat designed to please the ear. 
42 Piccirilli, introduzione pp. xxv-vi, notes the difficulties encountered in simply rearranging 

the material, for example placing 56-8 after 42, and observes that this strategy could only be 
effective if the work were by a single author, and it were assumed that it had subsequently been 
tampered with. 

43 Ofenloch (n. 8), pp. 195-6 notes that Blass considers 56-7 to be derived from Caecilius. This 
is one way to surmount the inconsistency concerning irony, but not the change of approach. 
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derivative. While the material has been combined uncritically, this process has 
preserved two distinguishable theoretical approaches, one concerned with historical 
writing and one with rhetoric. That dealing with rhetoric is concerned only with the 
speeches in Thucydides' history, and this material is superimposed on the discussions 
of historical writing, with the consequence that a passage which begins by discussing 
the text as a whole may suddenly refer only to the speeches. In discussing possible 
sources, it will be necessary to take these separate interests into consideration. 

THE SOURCES 

The first question is that of vocabulary. In investigating the terminology used I have 
selected Aristotle as an appropriate source of technical vocabulary, and Dionysius of 
Halicarnassus and Caecilius Calactinus44 on the grounds that they concern themselves 
with Thucydides' style. I have then turned to Proclus on the grounds that in the 
Chrestomathia at any rate he showed an interest in biography, and in his other 
commentaries an interest in style. Proclus also is an appropriate example of later 
writing, given the mention of Didymus and others in the Life. Finally, on the basis 
of similarities of which some have already been noted, I will discuss some aspects of 
Hermogenes and the scholia Ad Hermog. 

The technical vocabulary in the 'Marcellinus' Life twice changes almost 
completely; however, each section takes a different approach, and almost all the 
terms occur freely in the work of Dionysius of Halicarnassus and in comments 
attributed to Caecilius Calactinus. Many of them are also found in Aristotle's 
rhetorical works. The 'Marcellinus' Life thus can be seen to represent an established 
stock of technical terms in a tradition of discussion concerning style and rhetoric up 
to the time of Dionysius and Caecilius. 

There are certain terms, however, which occur in the context of discussion but are 
not part of this stock. Some occur in the work of Proclus, and of these some tend to 
be scientific; it may be that parts at least of the 'Marcellinus' Life utilize vocabulary 
and ideas that were current in Proclus' time or subsequently, and thus can be dated 
and located accordingly. Others are prominent in the work of Hermogenes and in the 
later scholia. Yet a smaller selection seems to consist of terms that the compiler has 
used in adding linking material or comment of his own. 

To take the last first: in 35 there occurs the term fardos; it seems to denote the 
notion of accessible, but is not normally used in contexts relating to style.45 Our 
compiler, however, in offering his highly condensed remarks about Thucydides' 
admiration of Homer and Pindar, seems to have incorporated terminology of his 
own; in this instance he may have been glossing Dionysius' 8vc7rapaKoAov0irTos in 
De Imit., quoted Ad Pomp. 3.13: 

Kat ytyveral @ovKKVS88rs (eEv aVac)ras Kal 8vaTrapaKoXAov0rros ... 

Life 35: 

... acaacs e Ae'ywv avr?p erT'?7br8s , tva /,t 7rdatv Eft 3aTos.. 

In 39 we find the expression xapaKTr-p ppaarTKos; the application of the term 
XapaKT7'p, referring to a particular or distinguishing quality, is familiar, but 
opaaTlKOs does not seem to be part of the established stock of rhetorical terms. It is 

44 In considering the vocabulary of Caecilius, a distinction must be made between terminology 
expressly attributed to him in the sources and that contained in late paraphrases. 

45 Stephanus offers the meaning pervius. 
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a late usage, referring in Eustathius to the ability to speak or be spoken, and 
Stephanus in defining the term refers to 'Marcellinus'. Certainly, the whole expression, 
XapaKTrrp bpaCTLKo'S, seems to be contrived by the compiler in order to refer to the 
high, middle and low styles of composition. arovos (44) is a medical term, although 
it is not inappropriate in the context, if it is assumed that the writer is speaking 
metaphorically. It is, however, used by Hermogenes in a rhetorical context (/HEpi 18. 
2.11.98). In a work attributed to Hermogenes there occurs the term darovla (IIEpi 
EVpeUecwo 4.3.59). 

A compound form, vrepftaTrKo'S , appears in 50; this also seems to be peculiar to 
this compilation, but it may be derived from a similar form, Trepp3aro's, which is 
found in Dionysius,46 ascribed to Caecilius Calactinus,47 and occurs frequently in 
Hermogenes. Also in 50 occurs the term vrrpaEiLvos; this also appears to be a late 
usage, appearing for example in Eustathius, but without rhetorical connotations. As 
I have noted above, the beginning of 50 introduces a shift in vocabulary and approach 
from the material immediately preceding. For this reason, and as the brusque, 
summarizing style is similar to that in 39, I ascribe 39 and 50 to a late compiler, who 
occasionally showed his hand in gathering and epitomizing material from a number 
of sources. 

A larger group of terms occurs infrequently in rhetorical discussion but freely in the 
work of Proclus. Of these, some are to be found in the technical vocabulary of 
Hermogenes. An example is 7rAaytos- (56), a term more likely to occur in the scientific 
than the rhetorical works of Aristotle and not greatly used by Dionysius in rhetorical 
or stylistic discussion. Proclus makes use of the term in both literary and scientific 
contexts.48 A definition is offered in HEpi EVpEoEWgS 4.13.11 (TrrAdytov be EaTrl, orav 
IErTa ov) KaTraaKEvdcELv TO evavrTov KaLt aAAo A T repav7 6o Ao'yos ...) and may reflect 

Hermogenes' views. In R. 8.2, Proclus seems to owe something to Hermogenes or the 
author of Iep' EvpeUeWos when he defines this term as follows: TO T t aX7qlad EcT 

TrAayiS'co Erepa tEv AoEyov, rTEpa be 'pyaLoflEvov ev Aoyoit. These fit well with the 
usage in the Life. Hermogenes also makes frequent use of a&qqy 'at (Life 51) and 
a7rAaarTos, (57), but not 7roAve,L4sg (51); all of these are scarcely used by Aristotle, 
Dionysius or Caecilius but seem well entrenched in the vocabulary of Proclus. 

Still other terms occur infrequently throughout the sample. Such are aKpLfoAoyta 
(36) and rrpoaowrroTro'a (38), a term discussed by Hermogenes, Prog. 9.3-8. The 
interpolation 43-4 features EKTV7TOS and KaAAwTrLT4W, normally sculptural terms. 
EKTVTroS can be found in Syrian and Sopater, Ad Hermog. 4.259.14, while KcaAAw7Ti`r 
is very frequently found in Hermogenes' rhetorical criticism. The negative form, 
however, while found in the Life and in Proclus, does not occur in Hermogenes or in 
the scholia Ad Hermog. Two terms occur in 48, arToKAL'-q and 7rapevO'Kr-q; aTToKALvrq 

is a scientific term favoured by Proclus and the term 7TapEVO 4Kr- (48) which otherwise 
appears once in Proclus, In Ti. 3.203.2, is puzzling. Stephanus offers interjectio, 
expositio as possible meanings, referring to the ' Marcellinus' passage. These may well 
be what Thucydides calls EKoAa&s TcOv Aoycov 1.97.49 

TpaXvT7rs (50) is not found in Aristotle, is scarce in Dionysius and occurs only once 
in material attributed to Caecilius.50 It is, however, an important concept to 

46 Thuc. 31, p. 378.1; 52, p. 412.10. 
47 Quintilian 9.1.3, 3.91, 23; Tiberius 3 p. 80, 13 Sp.; Longinus, De Sublimitate 22.1, may have 

taken a sub-heading straight from Caecilius. 
48 See, for example, Proclus on Plato's Republic, 8.2.10; 8.11.40; 8.16.11, 21; Timaeus 

2.260.12, 27; 3.74.21. 49 See Poppo's note ad loc., p. xxxi. 
50 Schol. Demosth. 17. p. 254, 5 (Dindorf). 
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Hermogenes; he describes it in detail in HEpi 1S. 1.7.1-26, 82-7. In 51 aVUaEporTqS is 
a rare term not occurring in the sample, though it may reflect the term ava-rpos 
which appears for example in Dionysius, Comp. 22, p. 96, 10. yvcoWLoAoytK6o appears 
in Photius' epitome of Proclus, and alrpa(ala appears rarely in Dionysius and Proclus. 

I have listed these terms in detail because their use and occurrence possibly show 
the hands of late compilers. It should be noted that they tend to occur in groups. The 
first such group consists of the two sculptural and one medical term found in 44 which 
also occur in Hermogenes; this reinforces the impression, discussed above, that 43 
and 44 are compiled from different sources. Two rare terms occur in 48, both of them 
in the section that must belong to the beginning of 49, as a preamble to what follows. 
I will have more to say about this passage subsequently. No less than seven occur in 
50-1, two of them being terms important to the theorizing of Hermogenes; this 
confirms the impression of a passage culled from a late introduction to a discussion 
of Thucydides. All these terms save those at the end of 48 occur in contexts that 
summarize or link one passage to another. 

The next question is that of context and approach. In taking these into account, it 
is necessary to distinguish between author and compiler, and identify their interests. 
To this end, I have made a closer examination of the authors mentioned above. 

DIONYSIUS OF HALICARNASSUS 

Certain sections of the ' Marcellinus' Life are strongly reminiscent of Dionysius' work 
on Thucydides while in no sense providing a summary of his conclusions. This applies 
to parts of De Compositione Verborum and Ad Pompeium, but most of all to De 
Thucydide. At times the technique seems to be that of careless summarizing, at others 
imperfect recollection. Certain passages seem to follow Dionysius in his choice of 
topic while presenting the author's own examples or conclusions. 

In Comp. 22, p. 96, 10, Dionysius in discussing o XapaKrTPp Trs avorepas apap!ovlas 
chooses to examine a passage of Pindar, then of Thucydides. He also makes frequent 
reference to Homer throughout this work. His interest, however, is centred upon the 
euphonious arrangement of words, indicated by his use of the term applovla (22-4 
etc.). He does not say that Thucydides was an admirer or imitator of Pindar, as is 
suggested in Life 35. Here the writer briefly remarks that Thucydides admired 
Homer's arrangement-olKovoplta, and Pindar's style--r6 LEyaAooves Ka;t vrbqAov 
roV xapaKr?Tpos-before moving on to the question of Thucydides' obscurity. If this 
passage is based on Comp. 22, the author does not seem to understand what 
Dionysius means by adpfovta. 

In Thucydides Dionysius says that his purpose is cKAoyLtarlos oe t7S TroV apaKrTpoS 
r&Jv Aoywv (3, p. 328, 9). In the course of this he includes a passage which seems to 
have been in part a source for the author of the Life. Dionysius discusses Thucydides' 
use of myth (6-7). He begins by saying that Thucydides 

... Kara TO i77qEV aCT7 LV068oeE 7rrpocdbac, tI?8f' ei ai7TcT7rl Kai yo7o7TiaV TVy rroAA,Cv EKTpeObaL 

r7rj yparqv ... 

and goes on to cite the kind of myth that detracts from j ypa>j. After some remarks 
about the sources of myths, Dionysius adds the following: 

OOVKVSt8r 86 r7E) 7TpoEAojLevp itav VTrrdOacv, 77 7Tapey[vero avrosr, ovX TjpLOrTTEV 
EyKaTral[a?y'etv 7rj SLt77ryjaE TaS OeaTrptLKa yo'nTEIaS... 
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and proceeds to quote Thucydides 1.22 in support of his remarks. He then adds ... 
a'A760Et'aS... 7TA1Et'(UTT) v ot-quaTo 7Tpo'votav... (8, p. 334, 15-16). Life 48 begins 
without preamble as follows: 

EUrTtL SE TOLg /LV'OOL9 4VaVTi`O LOta TO' Xal'pEt Tats, !Aq0EtaLat1. ov yap E7TETI7SEVUE TroLs aiAAot 
TavTov uvyypafEfv1a9t oV'S& 1L9TOPLKOLS, OL' /I'OoS VyKaTEI4wteaV Tags E'avTwLv 1aTrop`atgs... 

Here we have echoes of Dionysius, followed by the faulty summary of the Thucydides 
passage that I have discussed above. At this point the Life shows signs of originality 
(48-9). The author here speaks not of tfoOL but 7TapE'vOryaL and gives examples from 
Herodotus and Thucydides. At the end of 50 the whole section 48-9 is concluded with 
the words 7TEp't [tv oVv TOVc JUw'6ovsU rotoOYTSo. However, as I have suggested, there are 
reasons for separating this material into two sections; these support the conclusion 
that the passage on 7rapvVO'pKaL is of separate authorship, and was included here as 
having something to contribute to the discussion of PGOtO. 

In Thuc. 21, p. 357, 23ff. Dionysius starts to discuss Thucydides' style, which he 
refers to as To AEK`TLKO'V. He describes style as consisting of two things, EKAoy'I3 
6voPtWawv and oh'v0EUs... ipop(wv (22, p. 358, 9-1 l).1' Curiously, in Life 37 these are 
reflected in the attributes that Thucydides is said to have admired in Homer: Ka' rri- 
7TE`pl Ta ovo/LaTa EKAOy1S Ka't T?7 s TIEpL TT)V cWVOEUtV aKPLflELaS.... In 23 Dionysius 
discusses the historians who wrote before Thucydides, commenting on their plain and 
unembellished style. He makes an exception of Herodotus, though he ends with some 
comments on Herodotus' inability to reproduce the forensic style. This is very briefly 
summarized in the first portion of Life 38, ending at ... 'IrEp 5,qp-qyopt'as,. It is one of 
the few examples of a coherent summary in the Life as the excerpts tend to be more 
fragmentary and random, as in 36 and 56: 

Thuc. 24, pp. 362, 22-363, 3. 

...-rjv 0Eav7-pKwUV aXuyv1a'rWV ... T'a&- 7raPLUwUELSt AE'Y Kal 7rapo/LoLowUELS Kal 7tapavo/.LaakLa Kat 

aVTtLOEEELS, 'v a1` 9 XEdvaUE ropyt'as Kal ol 7TEpl HdjAov Kal AlKV'.LVtOV ... 

Ad Amm. 2.17, p. 437, 4-7. 

OL SE /LEtpaKLW&LSEt oxTXlLaTLU,.LkO TWJV aIVTLOE'TWV TE Kal 7TapLUrWUEW, EV oMg Ot 7TEpL TOV' 

FopyLav /.uaALtoa iTAEo'vaaav, Lard K C LTOT)TapaK 9)qpL 7TOVTW7TPOU77KOVTE9 ... 

Life 36 

C'NAwaUE SEr' 4 lA`yov, W qrOatv oAvrvAAosg, KaL Tas ropyLoO Voi3 AEovTt'vov 7rapLtUwULsr Kat 
Tagl aVTtLOEELt T6WV 4OVaICLTWV... 

Thuc. 24 

EKS&7AoraTa SE acrof) Kai tapaKTrqpLKwraTa E UTL TO TE TrELpaUrOaL St' ~AaxiaCrwv ovoLQarTov 
7TAEEcr-ra 0flLawEwV L 7Tpa'ylxaTa... 

Life 56 

3atyoLg 6vdc4aam 7roAAd 'rpaiya-Lraa &7A6Zv... 

In Thuc. 34 Dionysius embarks on a discussion of the speeches in Thucydides. He 
objects to a number of them on the grounds of style and arrangement; this may be 
the passage referred to in Life 53: ,i4u,bETaL ya'p ai>7cbi CLs' ITErfl Kat 7TOALTLK?? AElEL 

Xp'auOat p3j 'vva/'VCp. In Thuc. 36 Dionysius discusses the Plataean episode. He 
makes no secret of his admiration for this debate. It must be noted that it is a 
dialogue, not narrative; Dionysius sets out explicitly in 34 to discuss the speeches in 

5' Dionysius follows Theophrastus here to some extent-see Isoc. 3. It appears that he adapts 
his definitions to suit his subject matter. 
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Thucydides, and remarks in 35, p. 383, 5-7 that Thucydides' OLKovofLa is poor, 
except in some of his speeches. This term is translated arrangement by Usher,52 and 
indeed this is entirely justified in the light of Dionysius' remarks in 9, p. 335, 14-18 
and by Dionysius' use of, for instance, olKovofta and rd4ts as synonyms in 10, p. 338, 
4-9. However, in 36 Dionysius sets out the terms of his approval, which have nothing 
to do with arrangement, but rather with the assignment of appropriate words and 
sentiments to characters. These, furthermore, are the terms in which he finds fault 
with the Melian dialogue in 41. Clearly, Dionysius is adding, rather than defining, 
criticisms here, but if this passage were to be misunderstood by a hasty epitomator, 
the result might well be the puzzling application of the term oIKovoyta to Homer's 
work in the Life 35. The term oiKovolt'a is an odd one on which to base a comparison 
between Homer and Thucydides; Poppo53 calls this remark a 'mirum iudicium'. A 
hasty epitomator could, however, have based his judgement on the meaning that 
appears in this passage of Dionysius. This epitomator could also have failed to notice 
that at this point Dionysius is discussing the speeches, not the entire work, of 
Thucydides. 

The epitomator has, however, noticed that Dionysius has a high opinion of 
Thucydides' account of the debate over Plataea: 

Thuc. 42 

... v7rp wTrdaaas Se ras e v rais irran tfAotso bpepoLEvas TrV IHAaraLeov cairoAoytav 
TeOav,fLaKa . .. 

Life 42 

... r)rs Srl-lqyoplas HAaTraLwv Kat 6Or93aLvov, cas wvrpw r TV XEAAWV V7TrEreelAojL.ea. 

The material here, though derivative in emphasis, does at least show some initiative; 
the author here gives some details of his own, which like the passage concerning 
lrapevOr7KaL show some knowledge of the text of Thucydides. 

In Ad Pomp. 3 Dionysius is comparing Herodotus and Thucydides. Thucydides is 
better at representing ,ra0r, while Herodotus is better with iOr7 (3.18). Life 53 picks 
up part of this notion; T0ELtKE 7TroAAhiKtL Kalt aTcO KaTL TpdytarTa advr' dav5pv... 

There is in addition an attempt to generalize which owes nothing to any particular 
passage of Dionysius. This is the use of the terms vbrAods, tEaos, and IaXv6s, 
particularly in 39-41 and 43. In each of these contexts literary style, not oratory, is 
the subject of discussion. Dionysius, however, speaks of rTv TE laXVOV Kal Tov vb7Ahov 
Kal rov LETrafv roVtrwv in Dem. 33, p. 203, 10; this is typical of the usage, which is 
scarce and seems to have been developed strictly for a particular oratorical context.54 
These terms are less specific than such expressions as 7j aovarpa adpovia (Comp. 22.1) 
and 7 yAaqvp& av'vOEacs (23.1), and may well have slipped into the general stock for 
this reason. At all events, our author is not interested in confining their use to an 
oratorical context. 

The foregoing are a selection only55 of the way in which the critical sections of the 
'Marcellinus' Life show that the writer (or those whose work he is using) was familiar 
with the work of Dionysius on Thucydides. In general, the terms of discussion seem 
to be borrowed from Dionysius, although they may be misapplied. Certain passages 

52 Dionysius of Halicarnassus, Thucydides, Loeb Classical Library (London, 1974). 
53 Poppo ad loc., p. xxiii. 
54 See also Dem. 5, p. 136, 12-13, 34, p. 204, 6ff.; Ad Pomp. 2.2. 
55 Piccirilli has provided meticulous cross-referencing in his edition, referring also to Suidas, 

Hesychius, Zosimus and others. He has omitted reference to Hermogenes and the Scholia ad 
Hermogenem with regard to Life 38, 44, 53, 56-7. 
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simply extrapolate from his work, one or two summarize certain sections, and others 
add comment of their own while keeping within the range of topics covered by 
Dionysius. While it is quite likely that most writers on Thucydides would make 
routine references to style and to the work of other historians and even to Homer, it 
is less likely that every discussion would contain the same references to Pindar, 
Gorgias, and the Plataean debate. 

CAECILIUS CALACTINUS 

This author, 6 bLArarTos KaLKALAos of Ad Pomp. 3.20,56 is known to us only by 
fragments and allusion. He was a contemporary of Dionysius, and fragments taking 
issue with Dionysius tend to be attributed to him.57 Unfortunately, neither their 
supposed relations nor their assumed disagreements, which cannot be taken as proof 
one of the other, can help to identify the hand of Caecilius. When a passage contains 
explicit disagreement with Dionysius, all that can be said is that it is not by Dionysius. 

The article in Suidae Lexicon credits him with a considerable output, which is 
confirmed in the number of fragments attributed to his authorship or influence. In the 
absence of any material which can be certainly identified as the writing of Caecilius, 
there is no opportunity to draw comparisons from context, as in the case of 
Dionysius. In the case of vocabulary, any that seems specific to Caecilius tends to be 
found in what are at best late paraphrases, notably by Photius and Longinus.58 It is 
clear from the remarks of Quintilian that Caecilius was a prolific writer (3.1.15; 9.3.89 
etc.), and it seems that he used Thucydides, as well as Homer, Demosthenes and 
occasionally Herodotus as a source of examples when discussing style and structure 
(Tiberius 3, p. 80, 4, 13, 18 Sp. inter alia). The contexts in which he is quoted show 
that he and Dionysius at least, and probably other critics as well, took the same 
approach and used the same authors as sources of critical theory. It is impossible to 
tell from the fragments and references whether Caecilius took a more strictly 
rhetorical interest than Dionysius, but it seems unlikely.59 

PROCLUS 

In discussing the vocabulary that appears in the Life, I have identified a number of 
terms that are found in the work of Proclus in the fifth century A.D. Most appear in 
a philosophical context, but occasionally Proclus will concern himself with the way 
that the material he is discussing is written. For example, in In Alc. 10:60 

... TXe s ELelt AoLTrOv o6 apaKTr'p rris AEEcoWS KaL rTV aXuLCtTcoV Kac T loV [8Ev r7 rrAoKrK Kat 
oaa aAAa riTS AEKT,LKOs EUTL SVVd'Lt,Ew s... 

56 For a discussion of the relations between the two, see Ofenloch, prooemium p. XIII. I 
cannot see that differences of professional opinion necessarily imply that Dionysius and 
Caecilius were on bad terms. Certainly Dionysius is glad to report an agreement here. 

57 Frr. 137, 142 (Ofenloch). See Ofenloch's note ad loc., p. 121. 
58 Longinus, De Sublimitate 2.1 p. 3, 12 V; 3.1. p. 5, 9 V; 31.1. p. 53, 19 V; Photius specifically 

mentions Caecilius in Bibl. cod. 259, p. 485b 14, and according to Ofenloch (n. 8) p. 98 is 
paraphrasing him in Bibl. cod. 159, p. 102a 42 and 262, p. 488b 25. 

59 There seems to be a comparison of Thucydides and Herodotus in terms of stylistic method 
in Tiberius, 3, p. 81, 23 Sp. 

60 The texts of Proclus cited are as follows: 
In Platonis Alcibiadem, L. G. Westerink (ed.), (Amsterdam, 1954) 
In Platonis Parmenidem, V. Cousin (ed.), (Paris, 1864, repr. Hildesheim, 1961) 
In Platonis rem publicam commentarii, W. Kroll (ed.), (Leipzig, 1899, 1901, repr. Hildesheim, 
1965) 
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or In Prm. 645.4: 

Ert $EL oirv TrO x apaKTr opa ro dyo v Or rpe7TToEararTov ElvaL TroL VTTOKELIEvoLS 7Trpay/LaaL 

Kal T7r tLEOdSo TrCV Aoywv. 

or in R. 8.16: 

"EXELS oVv Ua vr7TAOKlv 7TITreEWV, 
7 7TEp /IEylarT77 ^rUXjidrTv /LEOOO80' a 7TEp av EcLTE Eis 67TrArv 

V7TrOectv, Tr auTa Aeyova sTrrT 
rv rrAaylov Aoywv TO AX7tLa 7TEpalVElV avytKaTraaKevdOVra 

rTV OiKElOV dycuva TWr KOLVO) cS L`aOes 7Trapa Ar7LOUOevovs, Trapa OovKv[vOVo, 7rapd 
H7Adrcvos ... 

The approach in these passages is similar to that found in the Life, particularly in 
sections 2 and 3. The concern is not so much to offer strict definitions as to provide 
a summary which is subordinate to the main argument. Proclus is providing a 

commentary on philosophical works including those of Plato; our compiler is putting 
together a summary of Thucydides' life and work. 

The third passage contains the term 7rAaylos, which as noted above is a late usage, 
occurs frequently in Proclus, and when not used literally is grammatical rather than 
rhetorical in application. In ascribing this kind of writing to Thucydides, Proclus is 
more in sympathy with Life 53 than 56, though the summarizing style is the same in 
both cases. 

Though Proclus no more than Caecilius can be designated as a direct source for any 
material in the Life, comparison is still useful as a means of identifying a period and 
an approach. Another work of his that is useful in this way is Chrestomathia, a 
collection of Homerica61 of which there remain to us some of the Iliad, a Life of 
Homer, and some r6sum6s of the Epic Cycle. The Life has certain features in common 
to what we may call the 'Marcellinus' method; an interest in Homer's birthplace, 
ancestry, blindness, and death, all inconclusive. The whole is prefaced by an account 
of the opinions of Homer's critics. However, whereas the critical sections of the 
'Marcellinus' Life make no attempt, apart from the mysterious reference to Antyllus 
in 36, to give sources of opinions or to distinguish opinion from fact, Proclus carefully 
attributes various opinions to their source, and goes so far as to state definitively that 
he does not believe that Homer was blind. If it cannot be established that Proclus 
contributed directly or indirectly to the 'Marcellinus' Life, it can at least be said that 
these two documents were written with similar interests in mind. It seems that a body 
of speculation and hearsay had established itself around the literary figures of the 

past, and Proclus at least, as a responsible critic, was interested in sorting it out. In 
the case of the ' Marcellinus' document, either the compiler found himself unable to 

attempt such a task, or he was more interested in a quick compilation, perhaps to 
serve as part of a handbook. 

HERMOGENES OF TARSUS AND THE SCHOLIA OF SYRIAN, 
SOPATER AND MARCELLINUS 

Although Hermogenes himself (second century A.D.) belongs to a time considerably 
earlier than Proclus, the Progymnasmata, TIept epea'wcos, and TIep' tLEO?0ov 

8Eltv6OTToS are not considered authentic but must represent his influence. The 
Byzantine scholia are much later, probably the seventh century. It is thus more 
convenient to discuss this material at this point. These works62 contain terminology 

61 A. Severyns, Recherche sur la Chrestomathie de Proclos, tome 1 (Liege, 1938), p. xi, finds 
that the Chrestomathia is 'ni une anthologie, ni un recueil... C'6tait... un Manuel abrege de 
litterature'. 

62 References to Hermogenes are to the edition of Rabe (Leipzig, 1913, repr. Stuttgart, 1969). 
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and interests in common with certain passages in the Life. The similarities are 
numerous and suggest at the least a common source. I have selected a few by way of 

example, noting in particular terms prominent in the work of Hermogenes himself. 
To begin with Life 1; the three Elsr defined by Hermogenes and discussed above 

appear in this chapter. While its main function is to introduce the discussion and 

explain the introduction of biographical material, it does at least seem to owe 

something to Hermogenes. 
Life 38 contains a number of terms and expressions found in Hermogenes. The 

terms abv'Xos and /LAo's are part of his technical vocabulary, and the phrase 
7poaC7TroL 86 ov 7TEPL0EVT7ov Aoyovs TLValS is similar to rTpoawTroTrolia 6E, orav 

7rpayliart 7rEPLTLOwtLEev 7rpdoT'a ov in Prog. 9.3-4. Life 38 also contains the phrase 
... rTE KaLL aTdaeL V7TO7r07TTELtV raS Tnryoplas. Attempts to give meaning to this 

rather cryptic expression depend heavily upon Quintilian;63 I have considered this 

usage in Hermogenes and the scholia. Hermogenes, Hepl TWcv aradecwv 7.9-10, uses 

IT07Tl7TTELv in exactly the same way: 

T6 TOLVVV VOIdLtlOV ... ia TV VOIoLKOV TrO77TLTE aTa-ecv ... 

By ar'aUts Hermogenes seems to mean a particular, formal, approach to a topic under 
discussion, as he subsequently reinforces the point: 

T6o SKKatOV JI.LA T(7V 6tKaLOAO7tKK)V V7ro7rTt7rTEL ... 

These expressions are reproduced by Sopater, AdHermog. 724.23-5, 779.23-4. I have 
thus referred to Hermogenes in order to arrive at a translation of the expression in 

Life 38. 
The verb Vo7ToL'7TTELV is also used in Life 42. This passage contains the curious use 

of EZ3oso that I have noted above, and the following remark: 

eatpE`TcUS SE' 7 oVKvSLSOV64 TOLS TpLalV ELS8EUt V7TO7TT7TTEL, TC EV UVJ.OVAEVTILKp ... TO) SE 

7Tav7qyvpLKW ... Tr E 8tlKa:VtK ... 

These are the only usages of VT7roTTrTELV in the Life. Taking into consideration 
Hermogenes' preference for the term eflos in these contexts, and the way in which he 
specifies these three ELc77 in his discussion of Thucydides (Ilepl 1. 6.131-92), leads 
me to conclude that Life 38 and 41.2-42 are derived from Hermogenes. It is in fact 
Marcellinus himself, Ad Hermog. 192.29-193.8, who comments on these ELS77. 

Life 44 is one of the passages that I have identified as summarizing or linking 
material. It is coherent, contains a personal opinion, and contains language that has 
elements of Hermogenes, while adding terms of its own, aKaAAC7cOlMroo and KTV7TOS9. 

In discussing Life 49 I have referred to the similarity in approach but difference in 
detail from Dionysius of Halicarnassus. In his work Hermogenes takes the expected 
interest in Herodotus and Thucydides, and when discussing the difference between 

8t7qyr7fLa and SLy Ycrts (Progym. 2.4-10) cites the anecdotes concerning Arion and 
Alcmaeon that appear in Life 49, and when discussing Thucydides' style in Hepi 18. 
mentions the Tereus story (175). To Hermogenes, t6vOos is a sub-division of St&4yrl7a; 
it is thus possible that the summary in 49 could owe more to Hermogenes than to 
Dionysius. 

The passage 50-1 is similar to 44; TpaXvrT's is a well documented interest of 
Hermogenes, but while 7Trepf3aTLKov is part of his vocabulary one must seek 4ElpLOjsS 

63 Poppo, ad loc., p. xxv, renders this ut ad certum causae statum revocari possint, and refers 
to the explanation of Urdais/status in Quintilian, 3.6.1-22. Piccirilli ad loc., p. 39: 'sicche anche 
i suoi discorsi rientrano in un genere'. 

64 Given Hermogenes' usage, Poppo's deletion of ev is appropriate. 
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in the work of Dionysius. Chapter 53 is curious in that while there are echoes of 
Hermogenes the passage is dealing with Thucydides' History as a whole. The striking 
term oyKos appears, a term particularly favoured by Hermogenes, but otherwise 53 
seems to be a self-contained summary, recapitulating material in 41.2-2 and offering 
comment after the manner of Hermogenes. Finally, there is the passage 56 ovire yap 
elpwoveLcat... -57, which not only contains the term -rAaylos mentioned above but 
seems to paraphrase Marcellinus Ad Hermog. 102.22-3: 

KaQL E TOv pr-rTopa KaTa TO 
V7TOKECLLEVOV 7Tpo(O7Trov OTO 

70 
/uLLELUOaL 

... 

Life 57: 
TEXVtTOV yap advpos qvAadeal Trois rTpoaw)7ro(s r)v Er7TLaXAAovaav odfav... 

The foregoing examples suggest that an author well versed in the views of 
Hermogenes was responsible wholly or in part for Life 1, 38, 41.2-2, 44, end 48-9, 
50-1, 53, and end 56-7. The summarizing nature of most of these passages indicates 
that this author was a compiler rather than a contributor. The question then arises 
as to whether material by Hermogenes formed part of the compilation, or whether the 
compiler was simply a follower of Hermogenes. To answer this, one need merely 
consider the approach to Thucydides found in the Life. 

CICERO 

When we consider the attitude to the speeches in Thucydides that seems to appear in 
the Life, a comparison can be drawn with Cicero.65 In Brutus 27 he is discussing 
written records of oratory. He mentions Pericles, cuius scripta quaedam feruntur, and 
Thucydides. It is not clear what is meant by scripta quaedam, but in 29 Cicero says 
that we can best learn the vigour of the style of oratory at that time from the writing 
of Thucydides. The implication is that Cicero used Thucydides as a source for the 
style of Pericles; in 38 and 59 Cicero also refers to Eupolis as a source, and these 
remarks are borne out by the words Pericles ... de cuius dicendi copia sic accepimus ... 
in De Oratore 3.138. 

In 287 Cicero says that Thucydides is a better exemplar as historian than forensic 
speaker, and then goes on to say (288-9) that though he has no wish to imitate them, 
he thinks highly of the many speeches that Thucydides includes in his work. In Orator 
30-2 he takes this a little further: ipsae illae contiones ita multas habent obscuras 
abditasque sententias vix ut intellegantur. Cicero notes Thucydides' reputation as a 
rerum explicator, but judges the speeches on the same basis as those of any orator. In 
these passages they are taken seriously as examples of Thucydides' oratorical style 
rather than mere reports. This can be seen most clearly in De Oratore 2.92-3, where 
Cicero speaks of Pericles, Alcibiades, and Thucydides in the same terms, as though 
the words of the first two were not to be derived from an account given by the last 
for the purposes of his history: Antiquissimifere sunt, quorum quidem scripta constent, 
Pericles atque Alcibiades et eadem aetate Thucydides. 

This is the attitude that prevails in what I have identified as the rhetorical sections 
of the 'Marcellinus' Life. It is not so firmly entrenched in Dionysius, who at least 
shows some awareness that Thucydides is portraying the words and deeds of others, 

65 The texts of Cicero cited are as follows: 

Orator, A. Yon (ed.), (Paris, 1964); 
Brutus, A. E. Douglas (ed.), (Oxford, 1966); 
De Oratore, H. Merklin (ed.), (Stuttgart, 1976). 
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and in I7Ept 1. 183-8 Hermogenes notes that Thucydides uses mimesis in his speeches 
and dialogues: LTt (os larTopLKOS 6ovKv8tSrls KeXPr7rat ILEV Kat lJLrtJaEt Ka7a Te rTa 

8rfrlyopfas KaL 'v Ttat 8LaAoyoLs. Cicero's attitude reappears, however, in the 
scholia. At times Hermogenes' distinction is preserved: JcaTrep o OovKvi8rqs rT7 

HeptKAEovs rrpoTcoUrTOV Kal 710Sg cE4Laivet Kal fietflar7Tat ... Kal 8oi r7v prTropa KaTa 

TO V7TOKELjeVOV 7rTpodaoTov TO 0T OS ILeiCTuaO (Marc. Ad Hermog. 102.19-20, 22-3). 
Marcellinus does not seem to be sure here of Hermogenes' meaning, but later on he 

expresses himself more plainly: c,aTrep 6 HepLKA7jS 7TEITroitoraL T(j OoVKVSl8n AEycv 

(Marc. Ad Hermog. 193.5-6). At times the distinction seems blurred: SEi yap 1tr7 
toLvov ras TWr)V 7Tp(cr)7Trc)V erdETELV TroLodrrras Ev roti TOLOU'TOtS, adAAa Kat r&as lSas 

KaT' ArAhAous TOtS V7TOKELtELVOlS E7TlTLOEVaLa 7TpOUG7TOlS-' EU'Tl TLS Kal ETEpa rrap 

OovKVS8i Kal Ae1Og0EOVEL LE`Oo3OS ltaLorTpa (Syr. Ad Hermog. 114.14-18), and at 

others it is not made at all: el Se TLS' EI'TOL, OTl Kal ev 7Tavr7yvpULKc EVpiLKETaL 

aUVfLJovAevrLKOV, coaTrp Ev TCO) TiTaai co OOVKV83'OV Kat e'v Tc Evayopa 

'IaoKpaTovs (Marc. Ad Hermog. 58.18-20); /Lia TOCv TpL)v /LE0od'8v xprJof'dLevos 

T(CV TEXVItKJV, alS o TE O9OVKVO8orS KEXprI7TaL Kal rlq/Loa0oEvr]s Trap' arTOV) LaOwUv 

(Marc. and Sop. Ad Hermog 205.14-16). It is likely that these variations of opinion 
reflect the extent to which the commentator was reproducing the opinion of 
Hermogenes at any point. As a consequence, it seems likely that the approach in the 
Life is closer to that of the later scholia than that of Hermogenes himself. 

CONCLUSION 

It is not sufficient simply to divide the 'Marcellinus' Life into three sections each of 
biography and criticism, and assign an author to each. Nor should it be assumed that 
any one section belongs to a particular time or is coherent within itself. The material 
derived from Dionysius forms the largest proportion of the critical passages, but 
material showing later influences occurs here and there, particularly in summarizing 
or linking passages. These layers of material show shifts of emphasis and 
developments in theoretical approach. By the time of Proclus interest seems to have 
developed in the authors themselves; the style and structure of his Vita Homeri in the 
Chrestomathia are not dissimilar to that of the biographical material in the two Vitae 
and the entry in Suidae Lexicon. It was obviously important to know about the 
author as well as his works, and this is the stated object of the Life. It should be 
stressed, however, that the critical and biographical sections of the Life are in no way 
presented as having a bearing one upon the other. Material from a variety of sources, 
representing different interests, has been combined, apparently more for the sake of 
its preservation than anything else. In the case of the critical material, the compiler, 
if indeed there was only one, was unable or unwilling to distinguish between literary 
and rhetorical criticism. 

How then does such a document come to be called a Life? Has it retained this title 
or acquired it? Examination of the text has made it plain that, whatever the form of 
the original anecdotal material, it was nonetheless still deemed appropriate to define 
the expanded version as an account of Thucydides' life. This is particularly clear in 
ch. 1, which suggests that an account of his life is essential to an appreciation of his 
writing. Momigliano66 has made a useful survey of the variety of the nature and 
indeed the function of biographical writing in the Greek world, particularly when it 
comes to the balance of interest between the individual and his achievements. It is 

66 A. Momigliano, The Development of Greek Biography (Cambridge, MA, 1971). 



certainly plain that in this Life the objective is not to retrieve facts about the 
individual concerned but to provide a narrative that justifies or provides an 

appropriate context for these achievements.67 Comparison with the Chrestomathia of 
Proclus places the Life in the tradition of biographical encomium, indispensable to 
the appreciation of the historian's work.68 

When was the Life compiled? It was a source for Suidae Lexicon, and has material 
in common with Hesychius and the Excerpta of Constantine Porphyrogenitus.69 We 
can thus assume that it became a respectable authority somewhere between the sixth70 
and tenth centuries A.D. The scholia Ad Hermogenem were compiled in the seventh 

century. Since so much of the editorial material seems to owe a great deal to 

Hermogenes, and since his views show signs of modification and a quantity of late 

usages and vocabulary has crept into the text, perhaps it is not unreasonable to take 
the manuscript sub-titles at least in part seriously and attribute some of the 

compilation to Marcellinus, the scholiast to Hermogenes. 

The University of Western Australia JUDITH MAITLAND 

67 Momigliano (n. 66), p. 67: '...biography acquired a new meaning when the Socratics 
moved to that zone between truth and fiction which is so bewildering to the professional 
historian'. 

68 Momigliano, p. 87: 'though in its present form not earlier than the fifth century ... [the Life] 
... preserves learned discussion which was going on at the time of Didymus ... about the various 
family connections and about the equally mysterious death of the Athenian historian. These are 
examples of "Suetonian" biographies, the substance of which must go back to Alexandrian 
erudition'. Certainly Thucydides is mentioned by Philodemus in terms of both style and origin 
(S. Sudhaus, [ed.], Philodemi Volumina Rhetorica [Amsterdam, 1971], 151.21, 188.16). 

69 See A. Adler, Suidae Lexicon, ad loc. 
70 K. Latte (ed.), Hesychii Alexandrini Lexicon (Copenhagen, 1953), prolegomena pp. vi-viii, 

suggests the sixth rather than the fifth century. Latte comments (p. xi): 'Fieri quidem potuisse, 
ut Aeschinis scholiasta, doctus homo eiusdem scholae, quae et Marcellini vitam Thucydidis 
procreavit saeculo nisi fallor sexto p. Chr., ipsum Hesychium adhiberet, non negaverim.' 
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