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History writing is a key site for the construction of ethical and po|iﬂco| consciousness as well
as historical memory. |t allows individuals and communities to create and articulate their
idenﬂ’ry and posi’rionoh’ry within the sweep of human his’rory. In ancient Greece and the
classical and medieval phoses of the Roman empire, histories not on|y recorded past events,
but either imp|ici+|y or exp|ici+|y told audiences how the past defined current communities and
set moral and po|iﬂco| ogendos for future action. Different concep’ruo|izoﬂons of the past
amount to debates about who the authors Though’r ’rhey were, what was moro|, and who their
contemporaries ough’r to be. The study of traditions of historical writing is therefore an
orchoeo|ogy of civic idenﬂfy, ethics, and po|i’rics.

This inferdisciphnory symposium brings Toge’rher scholars of ancient and medieval historical
writing to exp|ore connections and interactions between ancient Greek, bib|ico|, classical
Roman, and medieval Roman histories. Authors writing histories in eastern Roman society
interacted vorious|y with earlier Roman and Greek hisfories, as well as biblical hisfories, to
construct conceptions of their community’s identities and re|o’rionships with the past.
Rhetorical o|ignmen’rs signc1|eo| conformity with or breoking from pervious strands with these
comp|ex cultural traditions. Our exp|oroﬂons of the various ways medieval writers used,
odop’red, distorted, or ignored earlier texts will he|p us understand the comp|e><i’ries and
nuances of medieval eastern Roman culture, community iden’rify, and po|i’rics. In turn, the
sfudy of medieval uses of the classical his’roriogrophico| tradition will yie|o| fresh insighfs into
the ways medieval attitudes and decisions shoped the preservation and creation of the
classical canon.

Friday, May 5

8:30 a.m. Morning Registration and Coffee in the Music Room

9:00-9:10 a.m. Welcome: Thomas B.F. Cummins and Nikos D. Kontogiannis,
Dumbarton Oaks

9:10-9:20 a.m. Introduction: Leonora Neville

Frameworks

Chair: John Duffy, Harvard University

9:20-10:05 a.m. Changing Continuities: Eighth and Ninth Century Reckonings with the
Eusebian Revolution
Jesse Torgerson (Wesleyan University)

10:05-10:50 a.m. Getting from Adam to Alexios: Roman History Looks Back
Leonora Neville (University of Wisconsin-Madison)

10:50-11:05 a.m. Coffee and Tea



Herodotus & Thucydides in Byzantine Histories
Chair: loli Kalavrezou, Harvard University

11:05-11:50 a.m.

11:50 a.m.-12:35 p.m.

12:35-2:30 p.m.

Mirroring Herodotus: Sources, Truth, and Truth Effects in Laonikos
Chalkokondyles
Emily Baragwanath (University of North Carolina, Chapel Hill)

The Clash of East and West: the Subversive Classicism of Kritoboulos,
the Biographer of the Turkish Sultan Mehmet Il (1451-1481)
Scott Kennedy (Bilkent University)

Lunch

Politics of Roman Antiquity in Byzantine Histories
Chair: Dimiter Angelov, Harvard University

2:30-3:15 p.m.

315-4.00 p.m.

4:00-5:00 p.m.

6:00-8:00 p.m.

8:30 a.m.

Lives and Histories

Rewriting the Republic in Byzantium: Republican History and Political
Memory in 10th Century Byzantium
Christopher Mallan (University of Western Australia)

John Zonaras and the Fall of the Roman Republic
Jetfrey Beneker (University of Wisconsin-Madison)

Discussion with Speakers moderated by Leonora Neville
Reception in the Orangery/Memorial for John Nesbitt

Saturday, May 6

Morning Registration and Coffee in the Music Room

Chair: George Demacopoulos, Fordham University

9.00-9:45 a.m.

9:45-10:30 a.m.

10:30-10:45 a.m.

10:45-11:30 a.m.

12:15-1:45 p.m.

The Synaxarion of Constantinople as Historiography
Stratis Papaioannou (National Hellenic Research Foundation, Athens)

Symeon Metaphrastes and Plutarch’s Lives
Noreen Humble (University of Calgary)

Coffee break

Historiography, Novel, Schedography: The Many Lives of Xenophon's
Cyropaedia in the 12" Century
Aglae Pizzone (University of Southern Denmark)

Lunch



Hellenism in the Roman Empire
Chair: Elizabeth Bolman, Case Western Reserve University

1:45-2:30 p.m.

2:30-3:15 p.m.

315-3:45 p.m.

3.45-4:45 pm.

5:00-6:00 p.m.

The Romanitas of “Hellenism” in Byzantine Art
Sarah Bassett (Indiana University)

A Preoccupation with Decline and Other Roman Aspects of Byzantine
Historiography

Anthony Kaldellis (University of Chicago)

Coffee and Tea

Final Discussion, moderated by Jeffrey Beneker

Reception in the Music Room Terrace



Abstracts

Mirroring Herodotus: Sources, Truth, and Truth Effects in Laonikos Chalkokondyles
Emily Baragwanath (University of North Carolina, Chapel Hill)

My paper addresses the fo||owing questions: In what ways do Laonikos” invocations of sources
and opprooch to truth and truth effects hark back to Herodotus? What is the rhetorical effect
of this, and what does it contribute to the character of Laonikos’ his’rory as a whole? Are the
affinities mere|y superficio|, or do ’rhey point to more pro{ound connections between Laonikos’
philosophy of and practice of history and Herodotus™?

The Romanitas of “Hellenism” in Byzantine Art
Sarah Bassett (Indiana University)

As with other aspects of medieval Roman society, the visual traditions of the Byzantine world
have long been described as "Hellenistic,” a term that acknowledges not only a taste for
c|ossicizing subjecf matter in art, but also a s+y|is’ric proc|ivi’ry for c|ossicizing formal
solutions. This paper exp|ores the re|oﬂonship between this visual Hellenism and the idea of
hisfory by pursuing three intertwined strands of inquiry. It begins with a definition of Hellenism
in visual terms and a brief discussion of the hisforiogrophy of Hellenism as a class of visual
ono|ysis, paying specific attention to its opp|icc1’rion to Things Byzantine. It then turns to a two-
part discussion of the visual record. In the first, it considers Byzantine interactions with the
physico| record of the classical past, noting how, at various phoses in their |ong his’rory, the
artifacts of Greece and Rome were used to shope ideas of his’rory or to prompt rumination
on the past. Fo||owing on these observations, it then turns to the specific question of visual
s+y|e to consider the Hellenistic aspects of works of medieval manufacture and with them the
implications of c|ossicizing form. The paper concludes by suggesting that in common with the
Romans with whom they identified, the Byzantines absorbed the lessons of Greek Hellenism
with speciﬁc historical ends in mind.

John Zonaras and the Fall of the Roman Republic
Jetfrey Beneker (University of Wisconsin-Madison)

This paper seeks to characterize and onc1|yze Zonaras's account of the fall of the Roman
Republic and the rise of Augustus. | will focus on book 10 in the edition of Dindorf (1869;
reprinted 2021), which is the start of Zonaras second book and contains the accounts of
Pompey, Caesar, and Augustus. The analysis has both historical and literary aims. On the
historical side, | aim to show how Zonaras has modiﬁed, se|ec+eo|, and otherwise inferpre’red
his sources to create a version of hisfory that reflects his TweH’rh—cenTury Byzantine
unders’ronding of the Roman past. On the |i+erory side, | aim to show how Zonaras has woven
themes into his historical narrative that highhgh’r the personalities of the protagonists and
reflect a contemporary view of human affairs. | argue, for exomp|e, that Zonaras was tuned
into the contemporary belief that fortune or luck affected the course of human events (cf.
Beaton 1996:61-65). He found in Plutarch an author who was sympathetic to this point of view
and exp|oi’reo| those aspects of Plutarch’s biogrophies that made fortune an active p|oyer in
his subjec’rs' careers and thus in the fall of the Repub|ic.

Symeon Metaphrastes and Plutarch’s Lives
Noreen Humble (University of Calgary)

This paper seeks to examine how knowledge of Plutarch’s Lives may have influenced the way
in which Symeon Me’rophros’res (c. 900-989) opprooched the redaction of the Meno/ogion.
Two observations in por’ricu|or beg this enquiry: the fact that there was a pro|i{eroﬂon of



copies of Plutarch’s Lives during the 10th century and that around this time we begin fo see
a dramatic shift in the way nisrory is being written, from an annalistic mode to narratives
centering around individuals. Knowledge of Plutarch’s Lives has been posited as one of the
reasons for the latter cngnge. C|eor|y saints’ lives were or|reody centered around individuals,
and it has |ong been noted that Me’ropnrosres made considerable cnonges to earlier versions
of these stories (with Papaioannou arguing that he was s’rrong|y influenced by the rhetorical
mode of ancient novelistic writing). It is on the prologues to the Lives that | will focus, not
least because pro|ogues of various different kinds are a feature of Plutarch’s Lives but also
because Psellus, in his encomium for Meropnrosres, comments por’ricu|or|y on the rewritten
pro|ogues in the Meno/ogion. I will argue that it is here in por’ricu|or where there seems
incontrovertible evidence of Plutarchan influence.

A Preoccupation with Decline and Other Roman Aspects of Byzantine Historiography
Anthony Kaldellis (University of Chicago)

Byzantine nis’roriogrgpny is usuo||y classified as Greek because of the |ornguoge in which it is
written and seen as a continuation of the ancient Greek tradition of nisrory-wriring. But many
ancient Roman historians wrote in Greek too. It has not yet been asked whether the Byzantine
tradition is more Roman rather than Greek. Considering the differences between the ancient
Greek and Roman traditions that modern classicists have pos’ru|o’red, this paper will e><p|ore
the Roman aspects of Byzantine historiography. Like their Roman predecessors, the Byzantine
historians focused their work on the nisrory of the Roman state; Tney identified persong||y with
it, to the point of being its partisans; ’rney were preoccupied, in any period, with anxiety about
its decline; and their writing was characterized by the use of e><ernp|orier, a dis’rincrive|y Roman
|i’rerorry trait. The paper will focus in por’ricu|or on the pervasiveness of the fear of decline in
the Byzantine historians and the models for its e><p|orno’rion that ’rney dep|oyed. In line with
ancient Roman tradition, these were moralistic, focusing on greed, |u><ury, loss of pub|ic spirit,
and (in a Christian context) sin and neresy. On|y a few east Roman historians deve|ope

more sopnis’ricg’red ideas by which to e><p|oin the decline that ’rney believed had taken p|orce.

The Clash of East and West: the Subversive Classicism of Kritoboulos, the Biographer
of the Turkish Sultan Mehmet Il (1451-1481)
Scott Kennedy (Bilkent University)

In this paper, | will discuss how Kritoboulos uses Thucydides and Herodotus to undermine
Ottoman rule. Dep|oying the ancient rhetorical Tecnnique of similitude often ernp|oyed against
tyrants (Quint. 9.2.65-9), where the speoker draws comparisons between the prorised and
other leaders in order to make unfavorable comparisons, Kritoboulos often evokes famous
narratives in both historians to question the sultan’s justness. anougnou’r his nis’rory,
Kritoboulos similarly keeps alive Herodotus's tyrannical image of Xerxes, drawing comparisons
between the sultan’s deeds and those of Xerxes such as the canal at Athos and the ponftoon
bridge across the Hellespont. Ultimately, this culminates in Mehmet's visit to Troy like Xerxes
where the sultan sees his conquests as revenge for all that Westerners did to Easterners.
Alluding to Herodotus's assertion in his preface that the Persian Wars was part of a
fundamental conflict of East and West for revenge, Kritoboulos progromrno’ricg”y reveals
that the wars of his own time are simp|y part of a |orrger clash of civilizations in which the
new Xerxes Triumpned over the descendants of the Greeks.

Rewriting the Republic in Byzantium: Republican History and Political Memory in 10th
Century Byzantium
Christopher Mallan (University of Western Australia)

The scno|or|y Byzantine unders’rgnding of its pre-|mperior| nisrory was derived, in the main,
from Appian, Dio, Diodorus, Dionysius, Plutarch, and Polybius. Thus, the reception of these



authors during this period is of considerable importance for ancient historians and Byzantinists
alike. Moreover, the textual fortunes of these authors were shoped in the middle Byzantine
centuries, as the works of these authors were copied, or transformed into new works ’rhrough
the process of obridgemenr. The most significonr of these obridgemen’rs was the so-called
Excerpta Constantiniana (hereafter EC) of the 10th century. Building on the recent work on
the EC and other collections of excerpta by Németh (2018) and Manafis (2020), this paper
examines the presentation of pre-Imperial Roman history in the surviving parts of the EC,
focusing on those derived from three of the aforementioned ou’rhors, Dionysius, Dio, and
Po|ybius. This paper asks two questions. 1) What patterns are discernible in the selection of
pre-|mperio| material in the EC? And, 2) what can this material tell us about the compi|ers'
political-historical vision of the pre-Imperial Roman past?

Getting from Adam to Alexios: Roman History Looks Back
Leonora Neville (University of Wisconsin-Madison)

Eastern Roman histories that connect the creation of the world to the authors’ present often
construct the sweep of human his’rory in far more unified narratives than modern academic
divisions would suggest. Our categories of biblical, classical, medieval, east and west are
woven ’roge’rher in surprising ways to ground and center later Roman society within its comp|e><
cultural heri’roge. This paper traces various ways that medieval Roman authors connected
themselves to the distant past and suggesfts some reasons Why their ideas of what was
important in the past differ from our own. Appreciating the later Roman concep’ruo|izo’rions
of deep hisrory provides a more stable context for undersronding of their intellectual
engagement with classical material.

The Synaxarion of Constantinople as Historiography
Stratis Papaioannou (National Hellenic Research Foundation Athens)

The premise could be put forward that the Synaxarion of Consfonfinop/e, ’rhough rore|y
odmow|edged as such by its modern students, was among the seminal hisroriogrophico/ works
produced in Byzantium. The present paper will test the vo|idiry and consequences of accepting
such a premise, especially in regard to the ways in which “historiographical” texts formed (as
well as cho“enged) communal identities in premodern societies like that of Byzantium. At that,
the fo||owing lines of questioning will be pursued: What was the view of the historical past
that it created? What kinds of identity did it promote? What were the effects of including
"historical” data into a liturgical book such as the Synaxarion? And, conversely, what kinds of
|egends and |iTerory fiction were reinvented as authorized past for Byzantine readers and
listeners of synaxaria?

Historiography, Novel, Schedography: The Many Lives of Xenophon's Cyropaedia in
the 12 century
Aglae Pizzone (University of Southern Denmark)

Besides being the first surviving exomp|e of novelized biogrophy or biogrophico| romance in
classical Greek literature, the Cyropoedio also stands out for the presence of several engaging
subplots or “novellas”. The most popular of them was perhaps the tragic story of Pantheia
and Abradatas. It is a narrative of |ove, infrigue, Trove|s, and war that Spans across four books
and is intertwined with the accounts of Cyrus’ mi|i’rory campaigns. Recent scho|orship has
sing|ed it out as the orcherype anficipating or even paving the way fo the later genre of the
novel, showing its generative power for the Ephesian Tale by Xenophon of Ephesus. The
novella was undoub’red|y popu|or in Graeco-Roman times, and yet when it comes to its
reception, even a cursory look shows that most quotations come from Middle Byzantine
authors: not only John Zonaras, but also Nikephoros Basilakes, Konstantinos Manasses and,
above all, John Tzetzes who gives the whole narrative arc of Cyrus’ campaigns against Croesus



a place of pride both in the Chiliades and in the commentary on Hermogenes. In my paper |
will e><p|ore these engagements with the story of Pantheia and Abradatas. Bui|ding on the
treatment of the narrative offered by imperid| rhetorical treatises (Hermogenes and Apsines),
Byzantine authors seem porTicu|or|y attracted to its grotesque and morbid aspects - ie. the
Frdnkes’reinesque outlook of Abradatas’ recomposed corpse. From the characters’ point of
view, these re’re||ings show a varying focus within the ’rridng|e of Pantheia, Abradatas and
Cyrus. The over-the-top emotional tone of the novella’s finale is modulated differently
depending on whether authors want to emphdsize male friendship or marital love. A close
examination of the uses of Pantheia’s narrative, moreover, also leads to look at the practice
of schedogrdphy, as lzetzes e><p|iciJr|y associates her to schedogrophic exercises in his
commentary on Hermogenes On types of styles.

Changing Continuities: Eighth and Ninth Century Reckonings with the Eusebian
Revolution
Jesse Torgerson (Wesleyan University)

In this paper, | start with the idea that Eusebius changed Roman (historical) time and
(historical) subjecf matter. This is not necessori|y self-evident to all scholars. | therefore spend
a bit of time laying out in what specific ways the “Eusebian Revolution” changed the
possibi|i’ries of Roman hisfory for medieval oufhors—specificcu”y what s presumed about
historical time, and about the historical community. | then opp|y this point to exomp|es from
the middle Byzantine period. The idea of the paper is to idenfify ways in which some of the
chdnges we see in (for instance) eigh’rh and nin’rh-cenfury histories are in fact efforts to work
out how to deal with the impact of Eusebius’ thought on the nature of Roman time and the
Roman po|i’ry within what remain in other important ways very ancient generic and concep’ru0|
frameworks.



Notes
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