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FRAGMENTS OF BOOK XXXIII
1. The Lusitanians, says Diodorus, were at first for lack of any adequate leader an easy prey in their war with Rome, but later, after they found Viriathus, inflicted heavy losses on the Romans. 
 This Viriathus was one of the Lusitanians who dwell near the ocean, and having been a shepherd from boyhood was a practised mountaineer; to this mode of life, indeed, his physical endowment well suited him, since in strength of arm, in speed of foot, and in agility and nimbleness generally he was far superior to the other Iberians. (2) Having accustomed himself to a regime of little food, much exercise, and a bare minimum of sleep, and in short by living at all times under arms and in constant conflict with beasts of the wild and with brigands, he had made his name a byword with the populace, was chosen to be their leader, and in a short while gathered about him a band of freebooters. By his success on the battlefield he not only won acclaim as a warrior but gained besides a reputation for exceptional qualities of leadership. (3) He was, moreover, scrupulous in the division of spoils and according to their deserts honoured with gifts those of his men who distinguished themselves for bravery. As time went on he proclaimed himself chieftain, a brigand no more, and taking up arms against the Romans, he defeated them in many battles: the Roman general Vetilius, 
 for example, he utterly crushed, with all his army, and taking the general himself captive, put him to death by the sword. (4) He won many military successes besides, until Fabius 
 was chosen to take charge of the war against him. Thereupon his fortunes began to decline in no small measure. Then, rallying, he won new laurels at the expense of Fabius and forced him to subscribe to a treaty unworthy of the Romans. But Caepio, 
 on being picked to command the forces opposing Viriathus, annulled the treaty, and after first inflicting repeated reverses on Viriathus and then bringing him to utter defeat–so that he even sought a truce–got him assassinated by the man's own kinsmen. Then, having cowed Tautamus, who succeeded to the command, and his army, and having arranged a treaty such as he wished to impose, he granted them land and a city in which to dwell.
(5) Viriathus, the Lusitanian robber–captain, was scrupulous in the division of spoils: he based his rewards on merit, making special gifts to those of his men who distinguished themselves for bravery, and took for his own use not one thing belonging to the common store. In consequence the Lusitanians followed him wholeheartedly into battle, and honoured him as their common benefactor and saviour.
2. In his provincial governorship Plautius, 
 the Roman praetor, proved to be a poor leader. Found guilty on his return home on charges of minuta maiestas, he left Rome and went into exile.
3. In Syria King Alexander, whose weakness of character rendered him incompetent to govern a kingdom, had turned over the administration of Antioch to Hierax and Diodotus. 

4. Demetrius, now that the royal power of Egypt had been shattered and he alone was left, 
 assumed that he was quit of all danger. Scorning, therefore, to ingratiate himself with the populace as was customary, and waxing ever more burdensome in his demands upon them, he sank into ways of despotic brutality and extravagantly lawless behaviour of every sort. Now the responsibility for his disposition lay not only in his nature, but also with the man 
 who was set over the kingdom. For he, being an impious knave, was the author of all these evils, since he flattered the youth and prompted him to deeds of utter infamy. (2) In the first instance Demetrius chastened those who had been hostile to him in the war, not with mild censure, but visited them with outlandish punishments. Then, when the citizens of Antioch behaved towards him in their usual fashion, he arrayed against them a considerable body of mercenary troops and stripped the citizens of their arms; those who did not choose to hand them over he either slew in open combat or cut down, together with their wives and children, in their own homes; (3) and when serious riots broke out over the disarming he set fire to the greater part of the city. 
 After punishing many of those implicated, he confiscated their property to the royal purse. Many Antiochenes, in fear and hatred, fled the city and wandered all about Syria, biding their time to attack the king. Demetrius, now their avowed enemy, never ceased to murder, banish, and rob, and even outdid his father in harshness and thirst for blood. (4) For in fact his father, who had affected, not a kingly equity, but a tyrant's lawlessness, had involved his subjects in irremediable misfortunes, with the consequence that the kings of this house were hated for their transgressions, and those of the other house were loved for their equity. Hence at any moment there were struggles and continual wars in Syria, as the princes of each house constantly lay in wait for one another. The populace, in fact, welcomed the dynastic changes, since each king on being restored sought their favour.
4a. A certain Diodotus, also called Tryphon, who stood high in esteem among the king's"Friends", perceiving the excitement of the masses and their hatred for the prince, revolted from Demetrius, and noon finding large numbers ready to join him (enlisted first?) the men of Larissa, who were renowned for their courage, and had indeed received their present habitation as a reward of valour (for they were colonists from Thessalian Larissa), and as loyal allies to the royal line descended from Seleucus Nicator (had always fought?) in the front ranks of the cavalry. He also made an ally of the Arab sheikh Iamhlichus, 
 who happened to have in his keeping Antiochus (styled Epiphanes), 
 a mere child, the son of Alexander. Setting a diadem on his head and providing him with the retinue appropriate to a king, he restored the child to his father's throne. For he supposed, as was only natural, that the populace, eager for a change, would welcome him home because of the equity of the kings (of this house?) and because of the lawlessness of the present ruler. Having collected a modest host he first encamped around Chalcis, a city situated on the I Arabian border and capable of supporting an army quartered there and assuring it safety; with this as his base he brought over the neighbouring regions and accumulated the supplies needed for war. Demetrius at first made light of him as a mere brigand, and ordered his soldiers to arrest the man, but later, when Tryphon had built up an army of unexpected size and taken as a pretext for his own venture the I restoration of the boy to his kingdom, Demetrius resolved to dispatch a general against him.
5. The inhabitants of Aradus thought that the moment had come to destroy the city of Marathus. Sending secretly therefore to Ammonius, 
 the prime minister of the realm, they persuaded him by a gift of three hundred talents to betray Marathus to them. He sent Isidorus to Marathus, ostensibly on some other business, in reality to seize the city and hand it over to the Aradians. (2) But the Marathenes, ignorant of the doom pronounced against them and aware that the Aradians stood high in favour with the king, resolved not to admit into the city the soldiers sent by the king, and instead to appeal personally for help from Aradus. Accordingly they at once selected ten of their oldest citizens, men of the highest distinction, and sent them to Aradus hearing branches of supplication, and carrying with them the most ancient of the city's idols, hoping, by an appeal to the ties of kinship and to reverence for the gods, to effect a complete change in the attitude of the Aradians. (3) The emissaries, following Instructions, disembarked from their ship and addressed their appeals and supplications to the populace. The Aradians, keyed to a frenzy, paid no heed to the laws everywhere observed with respect to suppliants, and counted as nought the reverence due to the images and gods of a kindred people. So, dashing to pieces the divine images they wantonly trampled them under foot, and attempted to stone the envoys to death. But when a few elderly men intervened to check the excited mob, the crowd reluctantly and in deference to the ciders stopped throwing stones, but bade them lead the envoys off to prison.
(4) The Aradians, keyed to a frenzy, showed no respect for the envoys. And when the hapless emissaries in protest invoked the sacred rights of suppliants and the inviolability assured to envoys, the most reckless of the young men in a fury ran them through. As soon as the unholy slaughter was ended, they rushed to the assembly, and compounding their offences contrived yet another impious plot against the Marathenes. (5) Stripping the dead men of their rings, 
 they sent a letter to the people of Marathus, ostensibly from the ambassadors, in which they informed them that the Aradians promised to send soldiers to their aid, hoping that, if the Marathenes believed that they had, in truth, allies on the way, their soldiers would be admitted to the city. (6) They were not, however, able to carry through their wicked design, since a god–fearing and upright man took pity on their fate even as they were about to be utterly ruined. Though the Aradians had removed all boats, so that no one should be able to reveal to the intended victims the intrigue aimed at them, a certain seaman, well disposed towards the Marathenes and accustomed to ply the waterways thereabouts, swam by night across the strait (for his own bark had been taken away), safely accomplished the perilous mile–long crossing, and revealed to the Marathenes the plot against them. And when the Aradians learned through spies that their project had been made known, they gave up the villainous scheme of the letters.
5a. In Pisidia there was a man named Molcestes 
: a native of Boubo, he stood first in esteem among all in those parts, and because of his prominence was chosen general. As his power grew, he obtained bodyguards, and then openly proclaimed himself tyrant. After a certain time his brother, Semias, who sought to transfer the power to himself and who was trusted as a brother would be, slew Moceltes and succeeded to his position. The sons of the murdered man, who at the time were still in their teens, were secretly taken by a kinsman to Termessus. There they were reared, and on reaching full manhood set out to avenge their father's murder. Hut after slaying the tyrant, they elected not to assume power themselves, but restored their country's popular government.
6. Ptolemy, 
 the brother of Ptolemy Philometor, on becoming king began his administration of the realm with flagrant breaches of the law. There were many persons, for example, whom he ensnared on false charges of plotting against him, and cruelly and illegally put to death; others he falsely charged with crime on various counts, and driving them into exile confiscated their property. As these acts provoked dissatisfaction and resentment, he brought upon himself the wrath of the entire populace and soon became an object of hatred to his subjects. None the less he ruled for fifteen years.
6a. Diodorus says that the younger Ptolemy, succeeding his elder brother, ruled for fifteen years, and committed many lawless acts: he married his own sister, Cleopatra, 
 falsely accused many of plotting against him, and putting some to death, drove others into exile by his charges and seized their property.
7. Viriathus, when many gold and silver cups and all sorts of broidered robes had been set out for his wedding, supporting himself on his lance, regarded the lavish display with no sign of admiration or wonder, but showed rather a feeling of disdain. He also in a single remark spoke volumes of good sense, and he let tall many statements about ingratitude towards benefactors and about folly… at being puffed up over the unstable gifts of fortune: above all, that the much–touted wealth of his father–in–law was itself subject to the man who held the spear; further, that he owed him a greater debt than others, yet offered him, the true master of it all, no personal gift. 
 (2) Viriathus therefore neither bathed nor took his place at table, though importuned to do so, but when a table with viands of all sorts was set before him, he took bread and meat and gave it to those who had made the journey with him; then, after casually 
 taking a few morsels himself, he ordered them to fetch the bride. Having offered sacrifice and performed the rites customary among the Iberians, he set the maiden on his mare and rode off at once to the place he had in readiness in the mountains. (3) For he considered self–sufficiency his greatest wealth, freedom his country, and the eminence won by bravery his securest possession. He was a man who in conversation too went straight to the mark, since the words he uttered were the faultless outpouring of an untutored and unspoilt nature.
(4) When many costly objects had been set out for his wedding, Viriathus, having looked his fill, said to Astolpas: "How is it, pray, that the Romans, who saw all this at your banquets, kept their hands off such valuables, though it was in their power to wrest them from you?" When Astolpas replied that no one had ever moved to seize or ask for them, though many knew of their existence, he said: "Then why in the world, man, if the authorities granted you immunity and the secure enjoyment of these things, did you desert them and choose to ally yourself with my nomadic life and my humble company?"
(5) This was, indeed, a man who in conversation went straight to the mark, since his words flowed from an untutored and unspoilt nature. So, for example, k propos of the people of Tucca, 
 who never stuck to the same course, but went over now to the Romans, now to him, and often repeated these moves, he told a story that subtly rallied, and at the same time rebuked their uncertainty of purpose. (6) There was, he said, a certain middle–aged man who took two wives. The younger, eager to have her husband resemble her, pulled out his grey hairs, while the old woman pulled out the black ones, until between them he was soon left quite bald. 
 A similar fate, he said, would be in store for the people of Tucca; for as the Romans put to death those who were at odds with them and the Lusitanians did away with their enemies, the city would soon be left empty. (7) He is said to have made many other pithy remarks as well, for though he had had no formal education, he was schooled in the understanding of practical affairs. For the speech of one who lives according to nature is concise, being a by–product of virtuous pursuits; and when a thing is stated simply, briefly, and without frills, the speaker is credited with a pointed saying, while the hearer has something to remember.
8. Weakness and a lowly status in life foster a frugal self–sufficiency and honesty, but a lofty estate goes hand in hand with self–aggrandizement and a disregard for law that is rooted in dishonesty.
9. Demetrius, during his stay at Laodiceia, spent his time idly, giving drinking parties and lavishly indulging in the most costly pleasures. So too his public conduct remained unchanged, in that he continued to commit random outrages on many persons and was incapable of profiting by his reverses to mend his ways.
10. The men of Cnossos clung stubbornly to their primacy. What prompted them to ambitions of leadership was the ancient repute of their city and the widespread fame of their ancestors in the heroic age. For Zeus, as some tell the tale, was reared among them, and Minos, the sea–lord, who was a Cnossian, was educated by Zeus and far surpassed all other men in valiancy.
11. In keeping with the tale told about Agamemnon, how he laid a curse on the soldiers left behind in Crete, there is still current among the Cretans an ancient proverb, which in a single verse prophesies the unexpected disaster that now took place:
Alas, the men of Pergamus were heedless of ruin. 

12. The Egyptian populace cherished a deep hatred for Ptolemy because of his brutality towards his subjects and his lawless conduct. For when his character was considered side by side with that of Philometor it did not even admit of comparison, since each of the two went to an extreme, the one of equity, the other of bloodthirsty brutality. Therefore the populace was ripe for a change and awaited the proper moment to revolt.
13. While Ptolemy was being enthroned in his palace at Memphis in accordance with Egyptian custom, Cleopatra bore the king a son. Exceedingly pleased, he surnamed the child Memphites, after the city in which he was performing sacrifice when the child was born. During the birth festival, indulging his usual thirst for blood he ordered the execution of the Cyreneans who had accompanied him on his return to Egypt, but were now under accusation for certain frank and honest statements because of his concubine, Irenê. 
·
14. When Diegylis, the king of the Thracians, 
 ascended the throne and the tide of fortune was flowing in his favour beyond all expectations, he ceased to govern his subjects as friends and comrades–in–arms, but lorded it over them harshly as if they were bought slaves or captive foes. Many were the fine, noble Thracians he tortured and put to death, and many were the victims of his abusive treatment and unbridled violence. There was no woman, no boy whose beauty he left intact, no rich store of possessions that was left undiminished: the whole realm was full of his lawlessness. (2) He ravaged also the Greek cities along his borders, and the captives were subjected to his outrages or punished with terrible and exquisite tortures. Becoming master of Lysimachcia, a city subject to Attalus, he set the city afire, and picking out the most prominent of the captives visited them with peculiar and outlandish punishments. He would, for example, cut off the hands and feet and heads of children and hang them about their parents' necks to wear, or cut off the parts of husbands and wives and exchange them; (3) at times, after lopping off his victims' hands, he would split them down the spine, and on occasion would even carry the hewn halves on the points of spears, whereby he surpassed in cruelty Phalaris and the tyrant of Cassandreia, Apollodorus. 
 Even leaving out of account all the rest of his bloodthirstiness, one could judge of his surpassing cruelty by the single instance now to be related. (4) In the course of celebrating his marriage according to ancient Thracian usage, he seized two young travellers, Greeks from the kingdom of Attalus, a pair of brothers, both strikingly handsome, one with the first down sprouting on his cheeks, the other just acquiring a suggestion of this bloom. (5) Having garlanded them both like sacrificial victims he brought I hem in, and when he had had his attendants stretch out the younger at full length, as if to split him down the middle, he exclaimed that it was not right for kings and commoners to use the same kind of victims. When the older youth wailed, displaying a brotherly affection, and threw himself beneath the axe, the king ordered the attendants to stretch him out as well. His cruelty then redoubled, he aimed a single blow at each, and both times drove It home, while the spectators raised the paean to signal his success. And many other crimes as well did he commit.
15. Attalus, 
 hearing how Diêgylis was hated by his subjects because of his rapacity and his extreme cruelty, affected a policy that was just the opposite. Accordingly, by treating the Thracians who were taken captive with humanity and setting them free, he enlisted many voices to proclaim his mercy. Diêgylis, on learning of this, inflicted terrible outrages and cruel tortures on the hostages left by any who absconded, among them children of very tender years and delicate constitution. For even these were torn limb from limb by every possible means, or had their heads, hands, and feet chopped off. Some of them were impaled on stakes, others exposed on trees. (2) Women–and not a few only–were to be seen with bodies spread–eagled and offered for outrage in addition to the fate of death, being made to assume every shameful position that the arrogance of barbarians could suggest. Thus the victims were presented to their violaters as the demonstration of a shameless savagery, but provoked many who were onlookers with a capacity for civilized reflection to feelings of pity for the hapless creatures.
16. When Numantia and Termessus sent envoys to the Romans to discuss the cessation of hostilities, the Romans granted them peace 
 on the following terms: each city was to surrender to the Romans three hundred hostages, nine thousand cloaks, three thousand hides, eight hundred war–horses, and all their arms; this done, they would be" friends and allies."A day having been set for the cities to comply, they duly fulfilled all the terms of the agreement. But when last of all they were required to surrender their arms, there was an outburst of noble lamentation as a frenzy of independence swept over the crowd. It was an outrage, they complained to one another, if they were to strip themselves of arms, like so many women. Repenting of their decision, they engaged in mutual reproaches, and fathers accused sons, children their parents, wives their husbands. Reverting, therefore, to their original disposition and refusing to give up their arms, they renewed the conflict with the Romans.
17 When Pompeius 
 advanced against the city called Lagni and laid it under siege, the Numantians, wishing to succour their countrymen, sent four hundred soldiers under cover of night. The inhabitants, welcoming them with delight, called them "saviours" and honoured them with gifts. A few days later, however, overcome with fear, they offered to yield the city and sought assurances of safety for their persons. (2) Now when Pompeius replied that he would not make terms with them unless they first surrendered their allies, they at first held out, scrupling to wrong their benefactors. But as the situation grew desperate, they resumed negotiations and attempted to secure their own safety by the destruction of their friends. Their resolve did not, however, pass unnoticed by the intended victims, who, on learning what was afoot, prepared to defend themselves, and attacking the townsmen by night, spilled much blood. (3) Pompeius, hearing the din, set ladders to the walls and seized the city. All the nobles he slaughtered, but he released from jeopardy the allies, two hundred in number, partly out of pity for their imperilled valour and for the mischance that had befallen these victims of ingratitude, and partly as a means of soliciting at long range the good will of the Numantians for the Romans. The city he razed to the ground.
18. King Arsaces, 
 by pursuing a set policy of clemency and humanity, won an automatic stream of advantages and further enlarged his kingdom. For lie extended his power even to India, and without a battle brought under his sway the region once ruled by Porus. But, though raised to such heights of royal power, he did not cultivate luxury or arrogance, the usual accompaniments of power, but prided himself on the exercise of equity towards those who accepted his rule and courage towards those who op- posed him. In short, having made himself master over many peoples, he taught the Parthians the best of the customs practised by each.
19· When Viriathus requested an interview, the consul Popillius 
 decided to state one by one the Roman demands, for fear that if they were mentioned all at once, in desperation and fury he would be driven to implacable hostility.
20. A certain Galaestes, an Athnmanian by birth and son of Amynander, the former king of the Athamanians, was a man far superior to his countrymen in birth, wealth, and renown; he became the friend of Ptolemy Philometor, and in the struggle against Demetrius had served as commander of the Alexandrian forces. Now after the defeat and death of Ptolemy false charges were levelled against him, that he had wilfully betrayed the Egyptian cause to the enemy, and when the Ptolemy 
 who inherited the kingdom stripped him of his estates and showed himself ill–disposed towards him, he took fright and departed for Greece. As many others besides were being banished from Egypt because of the strife with the mercenary troops, he made the exiles welcome. Claiming that King Ptolemy Philometor had entrusted to him a son by Cleopatra to be reared as heir to the kingdom, he placed a diadem on the boy's head, and with a number of exiles as partisans of the cause made ready to restore him to his father's kingdom.
21. Audas, Ditalces, and Nicorontes, 
 men of the city of Orso, all three close kinsmen and friends, observing that Viriathus' prestige was suffering under the Roman blows and apprehensive on their own score, decided to establish some claim to favour with the Romans as a means of insuring their personal safety. Seeing that Viriathus was eager to bring the war to an end, they promised to persuade Caepio 
 to make peace, if Viriathus would send them as envoys to arrange a cessation of hostilities. When the chieftain gave his ready assent, they hastened to Caepio and easily persuaded him to grant them assurances of safety on their promise to assassinate Viriathus. After an exchange of pledges, they quickly returned to the camp, and asserting that they had won the consent of the Romans to the peace aroused Viriathus to high hopes–for they were eager to distract his mind as far as possible from any suspicion of the truth. Since they were trusted by virtue of their friendship with Viriathus, they made their way unobserved into his tent by night, and having dispatched him with well–aimed strokes of the sword rushed at once from the camp, and by keeping to trackless mountain country escaped safely to Caepio.
21a. They 
 accorded the body of Viriathus a marvellous and resplendent burial, and by the tomb, in honour of his far–famed courage, held funeral games in which two hundred pairs of gladiators participated. By common consent he was a most valiant fighter in battle, and a most able general in foreseeing what would be advantageous; most important of all, throughout his entire career as a general he commanded the devotion of his troops to a degree unequalled by anyone. In the distribution of booty he took no more than the share apportioned to the common soldiers, and from what was assigned to him he rewarded the soldiers who merited thanks and succoured those who were in need. He was sober, tireless, and alert to every difficulty and danger; and he was superior to every pleasure. The proofs of his ability are manifest: for in the eleven years that he commanded the Lusitanians his troops not only remained free of dissension but were all but invincible, whereas after his death the confederacy of the Lusitanians disintegrated, once it was deprived of his leadership.
22. Ptolemy… because of his cruelty and thirst for blood, and because of his unabashed enjoyment of the most shameful pleasures and his gross physical deformity (whence his nickname,"Pot–belly"). But his general, Hierax, 
 being a man of extraordinary talent in the arts of war, and having a gift for dealing with crowds, besides being open–hearted, held together the kingdom of Ptolemy. Thus, when Ptolemy's funds were low and the soldiers were inclined to go over to Galaestes because they were not paid, 
 by providing for the army from his private purse he brought the movement to an end.
23. The Egyptians utterly despised Ptolemy, for they saw that he was childish in dealing with people, that he had abandoned himself to the most shameful pleasures, and that he had grown physically effeminate through self–indulgence.
24. The city known as Contobris sent envoys to the Romans, who, in accordance with their instructions, ordered the Romans to quit the region with all possible speed before some disaster befell them, inasmuch as all others who had had the temerity to invade those areas with a hostile army had perished to a man. The consul replied that though the Lusitanians and Celtiberians were much given to great threats and encroachments, the Romans made it their practice to punish wrongdoers and to disregard threats: accordingly, it would become them to demonstrate their valour not with threats but with actions, and, indeed, their valour would be put to the most precise test. 

25. He considered it better for them to fight and meet death gloriously than to submit their persons, stripped of arms, to a most shameful slavery.
26. Iunius 
 exhorted his soldiers now, if ever, to acquit them like men and to show themselves worthy of their former successes…. Nevertheless, their hearts did not falter, for the power of reason prevailed over their physical weakness.
Word was spread abroad of the inexorable vengeance of the Romans on those who opposed them, and of their outstandingly fair treatment of those who obeyed their commands. 

27. The consul Aemilius 
 was ineffectual in the pursuits of war because of his physical bulk and lack of agility, what with his excess of weight and his great rolls of flesh.
28. In Syria Diodotus, surnamed Tryphon, having murdered Antiochus, the son of Alexander, a mere child who was being reared as one destined to the throne, 
 put on his own head the royal diadem and, having seized the vacant throne, proclaimed himself monarch and engaged in war on the satraps and generals of the legitimate king. 
 For in Mesopotamia there was Dionysius the Mede, in Coelê Syria Sarpedon and Falamedes, and in Seleuceia–by–the–sea Aeschrion, who had with him Queen Cleopatra, the wife of Demetrius (whom Arsaces had taken captive).
28a. Tryphon, having risen from private estate to the kingship, was eager to strengthen his position by means of a senatorial decree. Accordingly, having prepared a golden statue of Victory, of the weight of ten thousand gold staters, he dispatched envoys to Rome to convey it to the Roman people. For he supposed that the Romans would accept the Victory, both because of its value and as an object of good omen, and would acclaim him as king. But he found that the senators were more cunning than himself and that they shrewdly outmanoeuvred those who sought to mislead and deceive them. For the senate accepted the gift and secured the good omen together with the profit, but changed the attribution of the gift and in Tryphon's stead inscribed it with the name of the king whom he had assassinated. By this act the senate went on record as condemning the murder of the boy and as refusing the gifts of impious men.
28b. Scipio Africanus 
 and his fellow ambassadors came to Alexandria to survey the entire kingdom. Ptolemy welcomed the men with a great reception and much pomp, held costly banquets for them, and conducting them about showed them his palace and other royal treasures. (2) Now the Roman envoys were men of superior virtue, and since their normal diet was limited to a few dishes, and only such as were conducive to health, they were scornful of his extravagance as detrimental to both body and mind. The spectacle of all that the king considered marvellous they regarded as a side show of no real account, but busied themselves in detail with what was truly worth seeing: the situation and strength of the city, the unique features of the Pharos, then, proceeding up the river to Memphis, the quality of the land and the blessings brought to it by the Nile, the great number of Egyptian cities and the untold myriads of their inhabitants, the strong defensive position of Egypt, and the general excellence of the country, in that it is well suited to provide for the security and greatness of an empire. (3) And when they had marvelled at the number of the inhabitants of Egypt and the natural advantages of its terrain, they apprehended that a very great power could be built there, if this kingdom should ever find rulers worthy of it.
Having surveyed Egypt, the envoys embarked for Cyprus, and thence for Syria. In sum they traversed the greater part of the inhabited world, and on all sides, since they conducted their visit in sober fashion, worthy of wonder, they received a warm welcome, and returned home with plaudits in which all concurred. (4) For where there were parties in dispute, some they had reconciled one to the other, some they had persuaded to do justice to those who had brought complaint; some who could not be abashed they had put under restraint, and those whose cases admitted of no easy decision they had referred to the senate. They had had dealings with kings and with popular governments, and by renewing the existing ties of friendship with one and all had enhanced, in terms of good will, the leadership of Rome. As a result all, having now been won over to a friendly attitude, 
 dispatched embassies to Rome and expressed appreciation that the Romans had sent out men of this stamp.
FRAGMENTS OF BOOKS XXXIV AND XXXV
1. When King Antiochus, 
 says Diodorus, was laying siege to Jerusalem, the Jews held out for a time, but when all their supplies were exhausted they found themselves compelled to make overtures for a cessation of hostilities. Now the majority of his friends advised the king to take the city by storm and to wipe out completely the race of Jews, since they alone of all nations avoided dealings with any other people and looked upon all men as their enemies. They pointed out, too, that the ancestors of the Jews had been driven out of all Egypt as men who were impious and detested by the gods. (2) For by way of purging the country all persons who had white or leprous marks on their bodies had been assembled and driven across the border, as being under a curse; the refugees had occupied the territory round about Jerusalem, and having organized the nation of the Jews had made their hatred of mankind into a tradition, and on this account had introduced utterly outlandish laws: not to break bread with any other race, nor to show them any good will at all. (3) His friends reminded Antiochus also of the enmity that in times past his ancestors had felt for this people. Antiochus, called Epiphanes, on defeating the Jews 
 had entered the innermost sanctuary of the god's temple, where it was lawful for the priest alone to enter. Finding there a marble statue of a heavily bearded man seated on an ass, with a book in his hands, 
 he supposed it to be an image of Moses, the founder of Jerusalem and organizer of the nation, the man, moreover, who had ordained for the Jews their misanthropic and lawless customs. And since Epiphanes was shocked by such hatred directed against all mankind, he had set himself to break down their traditional practices. (4) Accordingly, he sacrificed before the image of the founder and the open–air altar of the god a great sow, and poured its blood over them. Then, having prepared its flesh, he ordered that their holy books, containing the xenophobic laws, should be sprinkled with the broth of the meat; that the lamp, which they call undying and which burns continually in the temple, should be extinguished; and that the high priest and the rest of the Jews should be compelled to partake of the meat.

Rehearsing all these events, his friends strongly urged Antiochus to make an end of the race completely, or, failing that, to abolish their laws and force them to change their ways. (5) But the king, being a magnanimous and mild–mannered person, took hostages but dismissed the charges against the Jews, once he had exacted the tribute that was due and had dismantled the walls of Jerusalem.

2. When Sicily, after the Carthaginian collapse, had enjoyed sixty years of good fortune in all respects, the Servile War 
 broke out for the following reason. The Sicilians, having shot up in prosperity and acquired great wealth, began to purchase a vast number of slaves, to whose bodies, as they were brought in droves from the slave markets, they at once applied marks and brands. (2) The young men they used as cowherds, the others in such ways as they happened to be useful. But they treated them with a heavy hand in their service, and granted them the most meagre care, the bare minimum for food and clothing. As a result most of them made their livelihood by brigandage, and there was bloodshed everywhere, since the brigands were like scattered bands of soldiers. (3) The governors (praetores) attempted to repress them, but since they did not dare to punish them because of the power and prestige of the gentry who owned the brigands, they were forced to connive at the pillaging of the province. For most of the landowners were Roman knights (equites), and since it was the knights who acted as judges when charges arising from provincial affairs were brought against the governors, 
 the magistrates stood in awe of them.

(4) The slaves, distressed by their hardships, and frequently outraged and beaten beyond all reason, could not endure their treatment. Getting together as opportunity offered, they discussed the possibility of revolt, until at last they put their plans into action. (5) There was a certain Syrian slave, belonging to Antigenes of Enna; he was an Apamean by birth and had an aptitude for magic and the working of wonders. He claimed to foretell the future, by divine command, through dreams, and because of his talent along these lines deceived many. Going on from there he not only gave oracles by means of dreams, but even made a pretence of having waking visions of the gods and of hearing the future from their own lips. (6) Of his many improvisations some by chance turned out true, and since those which failed to do so were left unchallenged, while those that were fulfilled attracted attention, his reputation advanced apace. Finally, through some device, while in a state of divine possession, he would produce fire and flame from his mouth, and thus rave oracularly about things to come. (7) For he would place fire, and fuel to maintain it, in a nut–or something similar–that was pierced on both sides; then, placing it in his mouth and blowing on it, he kindled now sparks, and now a flame. Prior to the revolt he used to say that the Syrian goddess 
 appeared to him, saying that he should be king, and he repeated this, not only to others, but even to his own master. (8) Since his claims were treated as a joke, Antigenes, taken by his hocus–pocus, would introduce Eunus (for that was the wonder–worker's name) at his dinner parties, and cross–question him about his kingship and how he would treat each of the men present. And since he gave a full account of everything without hesitation, explaining with what moderation he would treat the masters and in sum making a colourful tale of his quackery, the guests were always stirred to laughter, and some of them, picking up a nice tidbit from the table, would present it to him, adding, as they did so, that when he became king, he should remember the favour. (9) But, as it happened, his charlatanism did in fact result in kingship, and for the favours received in jest at the banquets he made a return of thanks in good earnest. The beginning of the whole revolt took place as follows.

(10) There was a certain Damophilus of Enna, a man of great wealth but insolent of manner; he had abused his slaves to excess, and his wife Megallis vied even with her husband in punishing the slaves and in her general inhumanity towards them. The slaves, reduced by this degrading treatment to the level of brutes, conspired to revolt and to murder their masters. Going to Eunus they asked him whether their resolve had the favour of the gods. He, resorting to his usual mummery, promised them the favour of the gods, and soon persuaded them to act at once. (11) Immediately, therefore, they brought together four hundred of their fellow slaves and, having armed themselves in such ways as opportunity permitted, they fell upon the city of Enna, with Eunus at their head and working his miracle of the flames of fire for their benefit. When they found their way into the houses they shed much blood, sparing not even suckling babes. (12) Rather they tore them from the breast and dashed them to the ground, while as for the women–and under their husbands' very eyes–but words cannot tell the extent of their outrages and acts of lewdness! By now a great multitude of slaves from the city had joined them, who, after first demonstrating against their own masters their utter ruthlessness, then turned to the slaughter of others. (13) When Eunus and his men learned that Damophilus and his wife were in the garden that lay near the city, they sent some of their band and dragged them off, both the man and his wife, fettered and with hands bound behind their backs, subjecting them to many outrages along the way. Only in the case of the couple's daughter were the slaves seen to show consideration throughout, and this was because of her kindly nature, in that to the extent of her power she was always compassionate and ready to succour the slaves. (14) Thereby it was demonstrated that the others were treated as they were, not because of some "natural savagery of slaves", but rather in revenge for wrongs previously received. The men appointed to the task, having dragged Damophilus and Megallis into the city, as we said, brought them to the theatre, where the crowd of rebels had assembled. But when Damophilus attempted to devise a plea to get them off safe and was winning over many of the crowd with his words, Hermeias and Zeuxis, men bitterly disposed towards him, denounced him as a cheat, and without waiting for a formal trial by the assembly the one ran him through the chest with a sword, the other chopped off his head with an axe. Thereupon Eunus was chosen king, not for his manly courage or his ability as a military leader, but solely for his marvels and his setting of the revolt in motion, and because his name seemed to contain a favourable omen that suggested good will towards his subjects. 

(15) Established as the rebels' supreme commander, he called an assembly and put to death all the citizenry of Enna except for those who were skilled in the manufacture of arms: these he put in chains and assigned them to this task. He gave Mcgallis to the maidservants to deal with as they might wish; they subjected her to torture and threw her over a precipice. He himself murdered his own masters, Antigenes and Pytho. (16) Having set a diadem upon his head, and arrayed himself in full royal style, he proclaimed his wife queen (she was a fellow Syrian and of the same city), and appointed to the royal council such men as seemed to be gifted with superior intelligence, among them one Achacus (Achaeus by name and an Achaean by birth), a man who excelled both at planning and in action. In three days Eunus had armed, as best he could, more than six thousand men, besides others in his train who had only axes and hatchets, or slings, or sickles, or fire–hardened stakes, or even kitchen spits; and he went about ravaging the countryside. Then, since he kept recruiting untold numbers of slaves, he ventured even to do battle with Roman generals, and on joining combat repeatedly overcame them with his superior numbers, for he now had more than ten thousand soldiers.

(17) Meanwhile a man named Cleon, a Cilician, began a revolt of still other slaves. And though there were high hopes everywhere that the revolutionary groups would come into conflict one with the other, and that the rebels, by destroying themselves, would free Sicily of strife, contrary to expectations the two groups joined forces, Cleon having subordinated himself to Eunus at his mere command, and discharging, as it were, the function of a general serving a king; his particular band numbered Ave thousand men. It was now about thirty days since the outbreak.

(18) Soon after, engaging in battle with a general arrived from Home, Lucius Hypsacus, 
 who had eight thousand Sicilian troops, the rebels were victorious, since they now numbered twenty thousand. Before long their band reached a total of two hundred thousand, and in numerous battles with the Romans they acquitted themselves well, and failed but seldom. (19) As word of this was bruited about, a revolt of one hundred and fifty slaves, banded together, flared up in Rome, of more than a thousand in Attica, and of yet others in Delos and many other places. But thanks to the speed with which forces were brought up and to the severity of their punitive measures, the magistrates of these communities at once disposed of the rebels and brought to their senses any who were wavering on the verge of revolt. In Sicily, however, the trouble grew. (20) Cities were captured with all their inhabitants, and many armies were cut to pieces by the rebels, until Rupilius, 
 the Roman commander, recovered Tauromenium for the Romans by placing it under strict siege and confining the rebels under conditions of unspeakable duress and famine: conditions such that, beginning by eating the children, they progressed to the women, and did not altogether abstain even from rating one another. It was on this occasion that Rupilius captured Comanus, the brother of Cleon, as he was attempting to escape from the beleaguered city. (21) Finally, after Sarapion, a Syrian, had betrayed the citadel, the general laid hands on all the runaway slaves in the city, whom, after torture, he threw over a cliff. From there he advanced to Enna, which he put under siege in much the same manner, bringing the rebels into extreme straits and frustrating their hopes. Cleon came forth from the city with a few men, but after an heroic struggle, covered with wounds, he was displayed dead, and Rupilius captured this city also by betrayal, since its strength was impregnable to force of arms. (22) Eunus, taking with him his bodyguards, a thousand strong, fled in unmanly fashion to a certain precipitous region. The men with him, however, aware that their dreaded fate was inevitable, inasmuch as the general, Rupilius, was already marching against them, killed one another with the sword, by beheading. Eunus, the wonder–worker and king, who through cowardice had sought refuge in certain caves, was dragged out with four others, a cook, a baker, the man who massaged him at his bath, and a fourth, whose duty it had been to amuse him at drinking parties. (23) Remanded to prison, where his flesh disintegrated into a mass of lice, 
 he met such an end as befitted his knavery, and died at Morgantina. 
 Thereupon Rupilius, traversing the whole of Sicily with a few picked troops, sooner than had been expected rid it of every nest of robbers.

(24) Eunus, king of the rebels, called himself Antiochus, and his horde of rebels Syrians.

(25) There 
 was never a sedition of slaves so great as that which occurred in Sicily, whereby many cities met with grave calamities, innumerable men and women, together with their children, experienced the greatest misfortunes, and all the island was in danger of falling into the power of fugitive slaves, who measured their authority only by the excessive suffering of the freeborn. To most people these events came as an unexpected and sudden surprise, but to those who were capable of judging affairs realistically they did not seem to happen without reason. (26) Because of the superabundant prosperity of those who exploited the products of this mighty island, nearly all who had risen in wealth affected first a luxurious mode of living, then arrogance and insolence. As a result of all this, since both the maltreatment of the slaves and their estrangement from their masters increased at an equal rate, there was at last, when occasion offered, a violent outburst of hatred. So without a word of summons tens of thousands of slaves joined forces to destroy their masters. Similar events took place throughout Asia at the same period, after Aristonicus 
 laid claim to a kingdom that was not rightfully his, and the slaves, because of their owners' maltreatment of them, joined him in his mad venture and involved many cities in great misfortunes.

(27) In like fashion 
 each of the large landowners bought up whole slave marts to work their lands;… to bind some in fetters, to wear out others by the severity of their tasks; and they marked all with their arrogant brands. In consequence, so great a multitude of slaves inundated all Sicily that those who heard tell of the immense number were incredulous. For in fact the Sicilians who had acquired much wealth were now rivalling the Italians in arrogance, greed, and villainy. And the Italians who owned large numbers of slaves had made crime so familiar to their herdsmen that they provided them no food, but permitted them to plunder. (28) With such licence given to men who had the physical strength to accomplish their every·resolve, who had scope and leisure to seize the opportunity, and who for want of food were constrained to embark on perilous enterprises, there was soon an increase in lawlessness. They began by murdering men who were travelling singly or in pairs, in the most conspicuous 
 areas. Then they took to assaulting in a body, by night, the homesteads of the less well protected, which they destroyed, seizing the property and killing all who resisted. (29) As their boldness grew steadily greater, Sicily became impassable to travellers by night; those who normally lived in the country found it no longer safe to stay there; and there was violence, robbery, and all manner of bloodshed on every side. The herdsmen, however, because of their experience of life in the open and their military accoutrements, were naturally all brimming with high spirits and audacity; and since they carried clubs or spears or stout staves, while their bodies were protected by the skins of wolves or wild boars, they presented a terrifying appearance that was little short of actual belligerency. (30) Moreover, each had at his heels a pack of valiant dogs, while the plentiful diet of milk and meat available to the men rendered them savage in temper and in physique. So every region was filled with what were practically scattered bands of soldiers, since with the permission of their masters the reckless daring of the slaves had been furnished with arms. (31) The praetors attempted to hold the raging slaves in check, but not daring to punish them because of the power and influence of the masters were forced to wink at the plundering of their province. For most of the landowners were Roman knights in full standing, and since it was the knights who acted as judges when charges arising from provincial affairs were brought against the governors, 
 the magistrates stood in awe of them.

(32) The Italians who were engaged in agriculture purchased great numbers of slaves, all of whom they marked with brands, but failed to provide them sufficient food, and by oppressive toil wore them out… their distress.

(33) Not only in the exercise of political power should men of prominence be considerate towards those of low estate, but so also in private life they should–if they are sensible–treat their slaves gently. For heavy–handed arrogance leads states into civil strife and factionalism between citizens, and in individual households it paves the way for plots of slaves against masters and for terrible uprisings in concert against the whole state. The more power is perverted to cruelty and lawlessness, the more the character of those subject to that power is brutalized to the point of desperation. Anyone whom fortune has set in low estate willingly yields place to his superiors in point of gentility and esteem, but if he is deprived of due consideration, he comes to regard those who harshly lord it over him with bitter enmity.

(34) There 
 was a certain Damophilus, a native of Enna, a man of great wealth but arrogant in manner, who, since he had under cultivation a great circuit of land and owned many herds of cattle, emulated not only the luxury affected by the Italian landowners in Sicily, but also their troops of slaves and their inhumanity and severity towards them. He drove about the countryside with expensive horses, four–wheeled carriages, and a bodyguard of slaves, and prided himself, in addition, on his great train of handsome serving–boys and ill–mannered parasites. 
 (35) Both in town and at his villas he took pains to provide a veritable exhibition of embossed silver and costly crimson spreads, and had himself served sumptuous and regally lavish dinners, in which he surpassed even the luxury of the Persians in outlay and extravagance, as indeed he outdid them also in arrogance. His uncouth and boorish nature, in fact, being set in possession of irresponsible power and in control of a vast fortune, first of all engendered satiety, then overweening pride, and, at last, destruction for him and great calamities for his country. (36) Purchasing a large number of slaves, he treated them outrageously, marking with branding irons the bodies of men who in their own countries had been free, but who through capture in war had come to know the fate of a slave. Some of these he put in fetters and thrust into slave pens; others he designated to act as his herdsmen, but neglected to provide them with suitable clothing or food.

(38) On one occasion when approached by a group of naked domestics with a request for clothing, Damophilus of Enna impatiently refused to listen. "What!" he said, "do those who travel through the country go naked? Do they not offer a ready source of supply for anyone who needs garments?" Having said this, he ordered them bound to pillars, piled blows on them, and arrogantly dismissed them.

(37) Because of his arbitrary and savage humour not a day passed that this same Damophilus did not torment some of his slaves without just cause. His wife Metallis, 
 who delighted no less in these arrogant punishments, treated her maidservants cruelly, as well as any other slaves who fell into her clutches. And because of the despiteful punishments received from them both, the slaves were filled with rage against their masters, and conceiving that they could encounter nothing worse than their present misfortunes 
 began to form conspiracies to revolt and to murder their masters. (24b) Approaching Eunus, who lived not far away, they asked whether their project had the approval of the gods. He put on a display of his inspired transports, and when he learned why they had come, stated clearly that the gods favoured their revolt, provided they made no delay but applied themselves to the enterprise at once; for it was decreed by Fate that Enna, the citadel of the whole island, should be their land. Having heard this, and believing that Providence was assisting them in their project, they were so keenly wrought up for revolt that there was no delay in executing their resolve. At once, therefore, they set free those in bonds, and collecting such of the others as lived near by they assembled about four hundred men at a certain field not far from Enna. After making a compact and exchanging pledges sworn by night over sacrificial victims, they armed themselves in such fashion as the occasion allowed; but all were equipped with the best of weapons, fury, which was bent on the destruction of their arrogant masters. Their leader was Eunus. With cries of encouragement to one another they broke into the city about midnight and put many to the sword.

(39) There was in Sicily a daughter of Damophilus, a girl of marriageable age, remarkable for her simplicity of manner and her kindness of heart. It was always her practice to do all she could to comfort the slaves who were beaten by her parents, and since she also took the part of any who had been put in bonds, she was wondrously loved by one and all for her kindness. So now at this time, 
 since her past favours enlisted in her service the mercy of those to whom she had shown kindness, no one was so bold as to lay violent hands upon the girl, but all maintained her fresh young beauty inviolate. And selecting suitable men from their number, among them Hermeias, her warmest champion, they escorted her to the home of certain kinsmen in Catana.

(40) Although the rebellious slaves were enraged against the whole household of their masters, and resorted to unrelenting abuse and vengeance, there were yet some indications that it was not from innate savagery but rather because of the arrogant treatment they had themselves received that they now ran amuck when they turned to avenge themselves on their persecutors.

Even among slaves human nature needs no instructor in regard to a just repayment, whether of gratitude or of revenge.

(41) Eunus, after being proclaimed king, put them all 
 to death, except for the men who in times past had, when his master indulged him, admitted him to their banquets, and had shown him courtesy both in respect of his prophecies and in their gifts of good things from the table; these men he spirited away and set free. Here indeed was cause for astonishment: that their fortunes should be so dramatically reversed, and that a kindness in such trivial matters should be requited so opportunely and with so great a boon.

(42) Achaeus, the counsellor of King Antiochus, 
 being far from pleased at the conduct of the runaway slaves, censured them for their recklessness and boldly warned them that they would meet with speedy punishment. So far from putting him to death for his outspokenness, Eunus not only presented him with the house of his former masters but made him a royal counsellor.

(43) There was, in addition, another revolt of fugitive slaves who banded together in considerable numbers. 
 A certain Cleon, a Cilician from the region about Taurus, who was accustomed from childhood to a life of brigandage and had become in Sicily a herder of horses, constantly waylaid travellers and perpetrated murders of all kinds. On hearing the news of Eunus' success and of the victories of the fugitives serving with him, he rose in revolt, and persuading some of the slaves near by to join him in his mad venture overran the city of Acragas and all the surrounding country.

(44) Their pressing needs and their poverty forced the rebel slaves to regard everyone as acceptable, giving them no opportunity to pick and choose. 

(45) It needed no portent from the heavens to realize how easily the city could be captured. For it was evident even to the most simple–minded that because of the long period of peace the walls had crumbled, and that now, when many of its soldiers had been killed, the siege of the city would bring an easy success. 

(46) Eunus, having stationed his army out of range of their missiles, taunted the Romans by declaring that it was they, and not his men, who were runaways from battle. For the inhabitants of the city, at a safe distance (?), he staged a production of mimes, in which the slaves acted out scenes of revolt from their individual masters, heaping abuse on their arrogance and the inordinate insolence that had led to their destruction.

(47) As for unusual strokes of ill fortune, even though some persons may be convinced that Providence has no concern with anything of the sort, yet surely it is to the interest of society that the fear of the gods should be deeply embedded in the hearts of the people. For those who act honestly because they are themselves virtuous arc but few, and the great mass of humanity abstain from evil–doing only because of the penalties of the law and the retribution that comes from the gods.

(48) When these many great troubles fell upon the Sicilians, the common people were not only unsympathetic, but actually gloated over their plight, being envious because of the inequality in their respective lots, and the disparity in their modes of life. Their envy, from being a gnawing canker, now turned to joy, as it beheld the once resplendent lot of the rich changed and fallen into a condition such as was formerly beneath their very notice. Worst of all, though the rebels, making prudent provision for the future, did not set fire to the country estates nor damage the stock or the stored harvests, and abstained from harming anyone whose pursuit was agriculture, the populace, making the runaway slaves a pretext, made sallies into the country and with the malice of envy not only plundered the estates but set fire to the buildings as well.

3. In Asia King Attalus, soon after his accession to the throne, 
 adopted an attitude markedly different from that of his predecessors. For they, by practising kindness and benevolence, had prospered in their kingship; he, however, being cruel and bloodthirsty, visited on many of those subject to his rule irremediable disaster or death. Suspecting the most powerful of his father's friends of having formed designs against him, he decided that all must be put out of the way. Accordingly, he selected the most savagely murderous of his barbarian mercenaries, men who were also insatiate in their thirst for gold, and concealing them in certain chambers of the palace sent in turn for the friends who were under suspicion. When they appeared… he had them all killed, for his underlings were as bloodthirsty as himself, and he gave immediate orders to inflict the same harsh treatment on their wives and children also. Of the other friends, those who had been appointed to commands in the army or as governors of cities, he had some assassinated, while others he arrested and put to death with their entire households. Because of his cruelty he was hated not only by everyone subject to him but by the neighbouring peoples as well. Thus he stirred all his subjects to hope for a revolution.

4. Most of the captive barbarians, 
 while they were being marched away, committed suicide or killed one another, being unwilling to tolerate the indignity of servitude. One, a mere lad, went up to his three sisters as they lay sleeping from exhaustion and cut their throats. Thwarted in his attempt to do away with himself as well, he was asked by his captors why he had killed his sisters. He replied that there was nothing worth living for left to them. He himself, by refusing to eat, ended his life by starvation.

(2) These same captives, on reaching the boundaries of their land, threw themselves to the ground and with cries of lamentation kissed the earth and even collected some of the dust in the folds of their garments, whereat all the army was moved to pity and sympathy. Each man, touched by the emotions common to humankind, was overcome with a sense of divine awe as he perceived that even barbarians, brutelike in spirit though they were, when fortune broke the customary bond between them and their native land, did not forget their fond affection for the sod that had reared them.

5. Tiberius Gracchus 
 was a son of that Tiberius who had been twice consul, had conducted brilliant and important military affairs, and had had an honourable political career. Through his mother he was also a grandson of Publius Scipio, the conqueror of Hannibal and the Carthaginians. But quite apart from his position as the scion of a distinguished family on both sides, even in his own right he towered above the men of his generation in sagacity, in skill as a speaker, and, in short, in every acquirement; and he was competent to hold his own in debate despite the greater prestige of his opponents.

6. The crowds poured into Rome from the country like rivers into the all–receptive sea. Buoyed up with the hope of effecting their own salvation, since the law was their leader and ally, and their champion a man subject neither to favour nor to fear–a man, moreover, who for the sake of restoring the land to the people was determined to endure any toil or danger, to his last breath….

(2)… while his 
 was not a group just recently assembled and drawn from many tribes, but comprised the most politically alert and the well–to–do segments of the populace. Since, then, the strength on both sides was evenly balanced, and the scales tipped now this way, now that, the two parties, being assembled many thousands strong, clashed violently, and in the public assemblies there appeared billowing forms and patterns like waves of the sea.

7. Octavius, 
 after being deposed, though refusing to acknowledge that he was a private citizen, yet did not dare to exercise as a magistrate the tribunician powers, but stayed quietly at home. Yet before ever he reached this state, he too had the opportunity, when Gracchus first proposed the plebiscite on his removal from office, to agree to a simultaneous motion 
 that would have embraced the removal of Gracchus from the tribunate. In that case, either they would both have become private citizens if the proposals were legal, or both would have continued in office if the proposals were adjudged unconstitutional.

(2) Since he 
 was heading straight for destruction, he speedily met with the punishment he merited. Scipio, 
 seizing a club that lay ready at hand–for his anger prevailed over any seeming difficulties….

(3) The news of the death of Gracchus reached the camp, and Africanus 
 is said to have cried out:

"So perish any other besides, who does such deeds".

8. The runaway "Syrian" 
 slaves cut off the hands of their captives, but not content with amputation at the wrist included arms and all in the mutilation.

9· Those who ate of the sacred fish 
 found no relief from their pains. For the Divine Power, as if with the intention of holding up an example to deter the others, left all those who had acted so madly to suffer unsuccoured. And since in keeping with the retribution visited on them by the gods they have also received abuse in the pages of hitsory, they have indeed reaped a just reward.

10. The senate, prompted by religious scruples, sent a delegation to Sicily in accordance with an oracle of the Sibylline Books. 
 They visited throughout Sicily the altars set up to Aetnaean Zeus; here they offered sacrifice and fenced in the areas, and forbade access to them except in the case of those in each state who had traditional sacrifices to perform.

11. There was a certain Gorgus of Morgantina, 
 surnamed Cambalus, a man of wealth and good standing, who, having gone out hunting, happened upon a robber–nest of fugitive slaves, and tried to escape on foot to the city. His father, Gorgus, chancing to meet him on horseback, jumped down and offered him the horse that he might mount and ride off to the city. But the son did not choose to save himself at his father's expense, nor was the father willing to make good his escape from danger by letting his son die. While they were still pleading with one another, both in tears, and were engaged in a contest of piety and affection, as paternal devotion vied with a son's love for his father, the bandits appeared on the scene and killed them both.

12. Zibelmius, the son of Diêgylis, 
 emulating his father's thirst for blood and nursing his anger at what the Thracians had done to Diêgylis, went to such lengths of cruelty and lawlessness that he exacted punishment from those who offended him together with all their households. On the most trivial provocation he tore men limb from limb, or crucified them, or burned them alive. He slaughtered children before the eyes of their parents or in a parent's arms, and carving up their bodies would serve them to the closest of kin, reviving the storied banquets of Tereus and Thyestes. Finally the Thracians laid hands on Ziselmius, and though it was virtually impossible to retaliate upon him for his individual offences–for how could a single body make satisfaction for violence perpetrated against a whole nation? — nevertheless, within the range of what was possible, they exerted themselves to visit every indignity and punishment upon his person.

13. When the first King Attalus consulted the oracle on some matter the Pythia is said to have volunteered this response:

Be of stout heart, thou of the bull horns, thou shalt bear kingly honour,

Thou and thy children's children, but the children of these no longer. 

14. Ptolemy, nicknamed Physcon, having discovered Cleopatra's estrangement from him and being unable to wound her in any other way, had the audacity to commit a most wicked deed. Copying the murderous savagery of Medea, he put to death, in Cyprus, his own son and hers, a mere boy who was known as Memphites. 
 Not content with this act of impiety, he committed another, far more heinous, abomination. After mutilating the body of the boy and placing it in a chest, he ordered one of his servants to convey it to Alexandria: for since the birthday of Cleopatra was approaching, he had made arrangements to set the chest down in front of the palace on the eve of the occasion. This was done, and when the circumstance became known Cleopatra put on mourning and the populace went completely wild with rage against Ptolemy.

15. When spring with its warmth was melting the snow and crops were now, after the long period of frost, beginning to develop and grow, and men too were resuming their activity, Arsaces, 
 wishing to feel out his enemies, sent envoys to discuss terms of peace. In reply Antiochus told them that he would agree to the peace if Arsaces would release his brother Demetrius from captivity and send him home, if he would withdraw from the satrapies that he had seized by force, and if, retaining only his ancestral domain, he would pay tribute. Arsaces, taking offence at the harshness of the reply, placed an army in the field against him.

16. His friends pleaded with Antiochus not to join battle with the far more numerous Parthian hordes, since they, by taking refuge in the mountainous country that overlooked them, with its rough terrain, could neutralize the threat of his cavalry. Antiochus, however, completely disregarded their advice, remarking that it was disgraceful for the victorious to fear any ventures of those whom they had previously defeated. So, exhorting his men to the fray, he awaited with stout heart the onslaught of the barbarians.

17. When Antioch received the news of Antiochus' death, not only did the city go into public mourning, but every private house as well was dejected and filled with lamentation. Above all, the wailing of the women enflamed their grief. Indeed, since three hundred thousand men had been lost, including those who had accompanied the army as supernumeraries, not a household could be found that was exempt from misfortune. Some were mourning the loss of brothers, some of husbands, and some of sons, while many girls and boys, left orphaned, wept for their own bereavement, till at last Time, the best healer of grief, dulled the edge of their sorrow.

(2) Athenaeus, the general of Antiochus, who in billeting his soldiers had done many wrongs, was the first to take flight. Hut though he abandoned Antiochus, he met the end he deserved, for when in his flight he reached certain villages that he had mistreated in connection with quartering his men, no one would admit him to his home or share food with him, and he roamed the countryside until he perished of starvation.

18. Arsaces, king of the Parthians, having crushed Antiochus, was minded to advance upon Syria, thinking that it would fall an easy prey. He did not, however, find it in his power to make the campaign; far from it, for because of the magnitude of his successes, Fortune set in his way perils and misfortunes many times as great. It is, I think, true that no unmixed blessing is granted to man by God; as if on purpose the Divine Power sees that fortune and misfortune, good and evil, succeed one another. Of a certainty Fortune did not on this occasion forget her proper nature, but as if fatigued by the bestowal of continuous favour on the same men, she contrived so great a turn of the tide in the whole conflict that the hitherto successful side was now completely humbled. 

19· Arsaces, king of the Parthians, was angry with the people of Seleuceia 
 and bore them a grudge for the despites and punishments that they had inflicted on his general, Enius. When they sent a mission to him, pleading to win pardon for what had taken place, and pressed him for an answer, he led the envoys to the place where blind Pitthides sat on the ground, his eyes gouged out, and bade them report to the men of Seleuceia that they must all suffer the same fate. Thoroughly alarmed, they forgot their former troubles in view of the enormity of the horrors now anticipated, for men's new troubles regularly tend to cast prior misfortunes into the shade.

20. Hegelochus, sent by the elder Ptolemy 
 in command of an army against Marsyas, the general of the Alexandrians, captured him alive and wiped out his army. When Marsyas was brought before the king, and everyone anticipated that he would receive the most severe punishment, Ptolemy let the charges against him drop. For he was now beginning to suffer a change of heart, and by acts of kindness sought to remedy the hatred that the populace bore him.

21. Euhemerus, 
 the king of the Parthians, was an Hyrcanian by race and surpassed in cruelty all tyrants of whom we have record, so that there is no manner of punishment whatsoever that he did not employ. On the most casual pretexts he enslaved many of the Babylonians, together with all their families, and sent them to Media with orders that they should be sold as booty. He set fire to the agora of Babylon and to some of the temples, and destroyed the best part of the city.

22. When Antipater, Clonius, and Aeropus, leaders of note, revolted and seized Laodiccia, Alexander (nicknamed Zabinas) 
 successfully attacked the city. Hut behaving with magnanimity, he gave them a free pardon, for he was kindly and of a forgiving nature, and moreover was gentle in speech and in manners, wherefore he was deeply beloved by the common people.

23. When Sextius, 
 after capturing the city of the Gauls, was selling its inhabitants as booty, a certain Crato, who had been a partisan of the Roman cause and for that reason had endured many outrages and tortures at the hands of the rebels, his fellow citizens, was being conducted in chains together with the rest of the captives. When he espied the consul at his duties, and disclosed who he was and that, as a supporter of Roman policy, he had gone through many and oft repeated perils at the hands of his fellow citizens, not only was he, together with all his kindred, released and their property restored, but because of his loyalty to Rome he was granted permission to exempt nine hundred of his fellows from slavery. Indeed, the consul treated him more generously even than he had anticipated, since he wished to give the Gauls a clear demonstration of Roman thoroughness, whether in dispensing mercy or in exacting reprisals.

24. The populace thronged about him 
 not only when he took office, but also when he was a candidate, and even before; and on his return home from Sardinia they met him, and, as he disembarked, greeted him with acclamations and applause: such was his extreme popularity with the common people.

25. Gracchus, having delivered public harangues on the subject of abolishing aristocratic rule and establishing democracy, and having won credit with all classes, 
 had in these men no longer mere supporters but rather sponsors of his own daring plans. Each man, in fact, bribed by hope of private gains, was ready to face any risk on behalf of the proposed laws, quite as though they were a personal interest. By taking away from the senators the right to serve in the courts and designating the knights as jurors, he made the inferior element in the state supreme over their betters; by disrupting the existing harmony of senate and knights, he rendered the common people hostile towards both; then, by using this general dissension as a steppingstone to personal power, and by exhausting the public treasury on base and unsuitable expenditures and favours, he made everyone look only to him as leader; by sacrificing the provinces to the reckless rapacity of the tax farmers he provoked the subject peoples to well–merited hatred of their rulers; and by relaxing through legislation the severity of the old discipline, as a means of currying favour with the soldiers, he introduced disobedience and anarchy into the state: for a man who despises those in authority over him rebels also against the laws, and from these practices come fatal lawlessness and the overthrow of the state. 

(2) Gracchus reached such heights of power and arrogance that when the plebs voted to exile Octavius 
 from the city he set him free, stating to the people that he did this as a favour to his own mother, who had interceded for the man.

26. Publius 
 was escorted by weeping throngs as he departed from the city into exile. Indeed, the populace was not unaware that his banishment was unjust, but corrupted by bribery directed against him, it had deprived itself of the freedom to denounce evil.

27. Seventeen tribes voted against the law, 
 and an equal number of others approved it. When the eighteenth was tallied, there was a plurality of one for those supporting the measure. While the decision of the people was narrowing down to so close a finish Gracchus was as overwrought as if he were fighting for very life, but when he realized that he had won by the addition of a single vote he cried out: "Now the sword hangs over the head of my enemies! As for all else, whatever the decision of Fortune, we shall be content."

28. Alexander, 
 having no confidence in the masses because of their inexperience of the hazards of war and their readiness for any change, did not venture to join battle, but resolved to get together the royal treasures and steal the offerings dedicated to the gods, and with these to sail away by night to Greece. He made an attempt to plunder the temple of Zeus, 
 employing for the purpose certain barbarians, but was detected, and together with his troops all but met with condign punishment on the spot. Having managed, however, to slip away with a few men, he attempted to make his escape to Seleuceia. The news, however, outran him, and when the Selcuceians heard about the temple robbery, they barred his entry into the city. Having failed in this attempt too, he rushed to seek refuge at Posideium, clinging to the sea–coast in his flight.

(2) Alexander, after his temple robbery, tried to escape to Posidcium. Hut all unseen, we may assume, a Divine Power was following at his heels in close pursuit, and, co–operating to effect his punishment, forced him closer and ever closer to his proper doom. He was, in fact, apprehended and taken before Antiochus at his camp only two days after the temple robbery. In such wise does avenging justice inescapably pursue the rash deeds of impious men. Aye, vigilant Avengers track down the sinner, and the punishment that they bring is swift. But yesterday he had been a king, and the leader of forty thousand men under arms. Now he was being led in chains to face insults and punishment at the hands of his foes.

(3) When Alexander, the king of Syria, was being led in chains through the camp, it appeared incredible, not only to those who heard of it, but even to eyewitnesses, for the expectation that it could never happen strove to tip the balance against the plain evidence of the senses. But when the truth was confirmed by actual sight, one and all marvelled as they turned from the scene, some applauding with frequent expressions of approval the manifestation of divine power, others commenting variously on the instability of fortune, the changeableness of human affairs, the sudden turns of the tide, and the mutability of human life, so far beyond all that a man would expect.

28a. Gracchus, whose partisans were numerous, continued to resist; but as he was constantly and increasingly being humiliated, and had unexpected disappointments, he began to fall into a kind of frenzy and state of madness. Assembling the conspirators at his own house he decided, after consultation with Flaccus, 
 that they must overcome their opponents by force of arms and make an attack on the consuls and the senate. Accordingly he urged them all to wear swords beneath their togas, and as they accompanied him to pay close attention to his orders. Since Opimius 
 was at the Capitol debating what should be done, Gracchus and his malcontents started for that place, but finding the temple already occupied and a large number of nobles collected, he withdrew to the portico behind the temple, a prey to agony of spirit and fiendish torments. While he was still in this frenzied state, a certain Quintus, 
 a man on terms of familiarity with him, fell at his knees and besought him to take no violent or irreparable steps against the fatherland. Gracchus, however, acting now openly as a tyrant, knocked him headlong to the ground and ordered his companions to dispatch him, and to make this the beginning of reprisals against their opponents. The consul, aghast, announced to the senate the murder and the coming attack upon themselves. 

29. After the death of Gracchus at the hands of his own slave, Lucius Vitellius, who had been one of his friends and was the first to come upon his body, not only did not grieve at what had befallen his dead friend, but having removed his head and carried it home, displayed a special ingenuity in exorbitant greed and a callousness that knew no bounds. The consul had made proclamation that he would give for the head its weight in gold to the man who brought it in. Lucius, therefore, bored through the neck, and having removed the brain, poured in molten lead. He then produced the head and received the gold, but was despised for the rest of his life for this betrayal of friendship. 
 Like Gracchus, the Flacci also were killed.

30. Flaccus 
… to reveal his identity (?) for the sake of… running about… proscription (or confiscation)… expectation… this lawlessness….

30a. The Cordisci, 
 having taken great quantities of booty, induced many others to adopt the same policy, and to consider the pillaging of others' property and the harrying of… the mark of manly behaviour: for it is but a confirmation of the law of nature when the strong ravage the property of the weak.

30b. Later the Scordisci, by refusing passage, 
 demonstrated that even Rome's superiority rested not on her own strength but on the weakness of others.

30c. Understanding, which is thought to be master of all things, is weaker than one thing only, Fortune. Many a time her spitefulness unexpectedly ruins what a man (has mapped out) with intelligence and shrewdness…, and again, at times, contrary to nil expectations she sets to right affairs which in our folly we have despaired of. As a result, one who finds her unfailingly propitious may succeed in almost all undertakings, while those to whom she is adverse fail in their individual actions, and some may be seen….

31. In Libya when the kings 
 met in combat, Jugurtha was victorious in battle and slew many of the Numidians. His brother Adherbal took refuge in Cirta, where, being beleaguered in a close siege, he sent envoys to Rome, begging the Romans not to ignore the jeopardy of a friendly and allied king. The senate dispatched legates to break the siege. When Jugurtha paid no need, they sent a second legation 
 of greater weight. After they too had returned empty–handed, Jugurtha surrounded the city with a trench and through privation wore down its inhabitants. His brother came out holding a suppliant's bough, and though he abdicated the kingship and begged only for life, Jugurtha slew him, without regard either to kinship or to the rights of a suppliant. He likewise tortured and put to death all the Italians 
 who had fought on his brother's side.

32. Jugurtha, the king of the Numidians, marvelling at the manly courage of the Romans and praising their exploits, declared to his friends that with these men (?) he could traverse all Libya…. 

32a. When the news broke upon them of the death of… and of those who had perished with him… the city was filled with cries and lamentation. For many were the children left orphans, and not a few… brothers….

33. The consul Nasica 
 was a man distinguished in his own right and was, as well, esteemed for his noble lineage. He belonged, in fact, to that gent whose scions had acquired the names Africanus, Asiaticus, and Hispanus; for since one of their number subdued Libya, another Asia, and the third Spain, each won for himself a cognomen signifying his achievements. But in addition to the high repute of his ancestors generally, he had for father and grandfather two of the most prominent men in Rome. Both held the position of leader of the senate 
 and of "first speaker", each to the time of his death, and in addition the grandfather 
 was by decree of the senate adjudged the "best" man in the state. (2) For it was found written in the Sibylline oracles that the Romans should establish a temple for the Great Mother of the Gods, that her sacred objects should be fetched from Pessinus in Asia, and be received in Rome by a muster of the whole populace going forth to meet them, that of the noblest men and women alike… the good woman… and that they should lead the welcoming procession, when it took place, and receive the sacred objects of the goddess. When the senate proceeded to carry out the instructions of the oracle, Publius Nasica was selected as the best of all the men and Valeria as the best of the women. (3) Not only was he considered outstanding in piety towards the gods, but he was a statesman as well, and a man who spoke his mind in public debate shrewdly. After the Hannibalic War, for example, Marcus Cato (dubbed Demosthenes) made it his practice to remark on every occasion, when stating his opinion in the senate, "Would that Carthage did not exist", and he kept repeating this even when no relevant motion was before the house and different matters were in turn being considered. Nasica, 
 however, always expressed the contrary wish, "May Carthage exist for all time." (4) Now though each point of view seemed to the senate to merit consideration, that of Nasica was regarded by the more intelligent members as being far and away the better. Rome's strength should be judged, they thought, not by the weakness of others, but by showing herself greater than the great. (5) Furthermore, so long as Carthage survived, the fear that she generated compelled the Romans to live together in harmony and to rule their subjects equitably and with credit to themselves–much the best means to maintain and extend an empire; but once the rival city was destroyed, it was only too evident that there would be civil war at home, and that hatred for the governing power would spring up among all the allies because of the rapacity and lawlessness to which the Roman magistrates would subject them. 
 (6) All this did indeed happen to Rome after the destruction of Carthage, which brought in its wake the following: dangerous demagoguery, the redistribution of land, major revolts among the allies, prolonged and frightful civil wars, and all the other things predicted by Scipio. Now it was this man's son who, as an old man, and leader of the senate, 
 killed with his own hands Tiberius Gracchus, after the latter had attempted to gain absolute power. (7) The masses were angry, and raged against the perpetrators of the deed, while the tribunes even haled the senators, one by one, to the rostra and demanded to know who the actual murderer was. All the rest, fearing the impetuosity and violence of the crowd, denied any knowledge or gave devious and conflicting answers. Scipio alone admitted that the killing was done by him, adding that unbeknown to the rest of the city Gracchus had been aiming at tyranny, and that only he and the senate had not been deceived. The crowd, though disgruntled, subsided, awed by the dignity of the man and his frank statement. (8) Now this man's son, 
 too, who died in the year in question, remained incorruptible throughout his entire career, and since he took part in public affairs and proved himself a true lover of wisdom, not in words alone but in his way of life, his legacy of virtue was indeed in keeping with his noble lineage.

34. Shortly after Antiochus Cyzicenus 
 gained the throne he lapsed into drunken habits, crass self–indulgence, and pursuits utterly inappropriate to a king. He delighted, for example, in mimes and pantomimic actors, and generally in all showmen, and devoted himself eagerly to learning their crafts. He practised also how to manipulate puppets, and personally to keep in motion silver–plated and gilded animals five cubits high, and many another such contrivance. On the other hand, he possessed no store of "city–takers" or other instruments of siegecraft that might have brought him high renown and performed some service worth recording. He was, moreover, addicted to hunting at odd and unseasonable hourj, and many a time would slip away from his friends at night, and making his way to the country with two or three servants go in pursuit of lions, panthers, or wild boars. And since in grappling with brute beasts he was reckless, he frequently put his own life in extreme peril.

35. Micipsa, the son of the Numidian king Masinissa, had several other sons, but his favourites were Adherbal, the elder (tic) of his children, Iampsamus, 
 and Micipsa. Now Micipsa was the most civilized of all the Numidian kings, and lived much in the company of cultivated Greeks whom he had summoned to his court. He took a great interest in culture, especially philosophy, and waxed old both in the exercise of power and in the pursuit of wisdom.

35a. There came to Rome a member of the royal family, another Jugurtha, 
 who was a contender for the throne of Numidia. Since he was extremely popular, Jugurtha hired murderers to assassinate him, then returned without let or hindrance to his kingdom.

36. Contoniatus, 
 chieftain of the Gaulish city called Iontora, was a man of unusual sagacity and military ability, and was a friend and ally of the Roman people. This was natural, as he had previously spent much time in Rome, had come to share their ideals and way of life, and through Rome's support had succeeded to his chieftainship in Gaul.

38. Marius, though a member of the staff and a legate, 
 received scant notice from the general, since he was least of the legates in repute. While the other legates, more prominent by virtue of the offices they had held and the nobility of their birth, received many marks of favour from the general, Marius, who was reputed to have been a tax farmer and had barely secured election to the lower ranks of office, 
 was slighted whenever preferment was made to posts of honour. But whereas each of the others, avoiding all possible discomfort in the performance of their military duties, preferred a life of ease and indolence, Marius, when assigned, as he frequently was, to lead his men into the thick of battle, welcomed the disparagement shown therein, and applying himself eagerly to such services acquired much experience in warfare. (2) And since he had a natural talent for combat and battle, and gladly exposed himself to their risks, he soon won great influence and a reputation for courage. Moreover, by treating his soldiers with consideration and by employing means designed to please those under his command, whether in bestowing gifts, in conversation, or in routine contacts with them, he gained great popularity among his men. In return for his favours they fought all the more zealously when in battle with him, in order to enhance his prestige; but if some other legate happened to be in command they played the coward deliberately and at the most crucial moments. So it came about that as a rule the Romans suffered setbacks under the command of the others, but always conquered if Marius was present.

39. Bocchus, 
 who had a kingdom in Libya, after hurling many reproaches at the men who had persuaded him to take up arms against the Romans, sent envoys to Marius; he besought pardon for his past offences and requested a pact of friendship, promising that he would be helpful to the Romans in many ways. When Marius told him to address his petitions to the senate, the king dispatched an embassy to Rome charged with these matters. The senate, however, returned them the answer that Bocchus would be granted complete satisfaction provided he won Marius' consent. Now Marius had in mind to capture King Jugurtha, and Bocchus met his wishes by sending for Jugurtha, ostensibly to discuss with him matters pertaining to their common advantage; and having seized and bound him, he then handed him over to Lucius Sulla, the quaestor appointed to escort him. Thus did Bocchus, securing his own safety at Jugurtha's expense, escape retribution at the hands of the Romans.

39a. While the elder Ptolemy 
 was shut up in the city of Seleuceia, a plot against him was formed by one of his friends. He arrested and punished the offender, and henceforth did not trust his safety to "friends" indiscriminately.

37…. of Carbo and Silanus. 
 Since so great a multitude had perished, some grieved for sons, others for brothers; children, left fatherless, bewailed the loss of a sire and the desolation of Italy; and large numbers of women, bereft of their husbands, were made acquainted with the sad fate of widowhood. The senate, with courageous fortitude in the face of disaster, sought to restrain the general mourning and the excessive lamentation, and bore their heavy load of grief without showing it.
FRAGMENTS OF BOOK XXXVI

1. In Rome, at about the same time that Marius defeated the Libyan kings Bocchus and Jugurtha in a great battle and slew many tens of thousands of Libyans, and, later, took thence and held captive Jugurtha himself (after he had been seized by Bocchus who thereby won pardon from the Romans for the offences that had brought him into war with them), at the time, furthermore, that the Romans, at war with the Cimbri, were disheartened, having met with very serious reverses in Gaul–at about this time, 
 I repeat, men arrived in Rome from Sicily bearing news of an uprising of slaves, their numbers running into many tens of thousands. With the advent of this fresh news the whole Roman state found itself in a crisis, inasmuch as nearly sixty thousand allied troops 
 had perished in the war in Gaul against the Cimbri and there were no legionary forces available to send out.

2. Even before the new uprising of the slaves in Sicily there had occurred in Italy a number of shortlived and minor revolts, as though the supernatural was indicating in advance the magnitude of the impending Sicilian rebellion. (2) The first was at Nuceria, where thirty slaves formed a conspiracy and were promptly punished; the second at Capua, where two hundred rose in insurrection and were promptly put down. The third was surprising in character. There was a certain Titus Minucius, 
 a Roman knight and the son of a very wealthy father. This man fell in love with a servant girl of outstanding beauty who belonged to another. Having lain with her and fallen unbelievably in love, he purchased her freedom for seven Attic talents (his infatuation being so compelling, and the girl's master having consented to the sale only reluctantly), and fixed a time by which he was to pay off the debt, for his father's abundant means obtained him credit. When the appointed day came and he was unable to pay, he set a new deadline of thirty days. (3) When this day too was at hand and the sellers put in a claim for payment, while he, though his passion was in full tide, was no better able than before to carry out his bargain, he then embarked on an enterprise that passes all comprehension: he made designs on the life of those who were dunning him, and arrogated to himself autocratic powers. He bought up five hundred suits of armour, and contracting for a delay in payment, which he was granted, he secretly conveyed them to a certain field and stirred up his own slaves, four hundred in number, to rise in revolt. (4) Then, having assumed the diadem and a purple cloak, together with lictors and the other appurtenances of office, and having with the co–operation of the slaves proclaimed himself king, he flogged and beheaded the persons who were demanding payment for the girl. Arming his slaves, he marched on the neighbouring farmsteads and gave arms to those who eagerly joined his revolt, but slew anyone who opposed him. Soon he had more than seven hundred soldiers, and having enrolled them by centuries he constructed a palisade and welcomed all who revolted. (5) When word of the uprising was reported at Rome the senate took prudent measures and remedied the situation. Of the praetors then in the city they appointed one, Lucius Lucullus, 
 to apprehend the fugitives. That very day he selected six hundred soldiers in Rome itself, and by the time he rcached Capua had mustered four thousand infantry and four hundred cavalry. Vettius, on learning that Lucullus was on his way, occupied a strong hill with an army that now totalled more than thirty–five hundred men. (6) The forces engaged, and at first the fugitives had the advantage, since they were fighting from higher ground; but later Lucullus, by suborning Apollonius, the general of Vettius, and guaranteeing him in the name of the state immunity from punishment, persuaded him to turn traitor against his fellow rebels. Since he was now cooperating with the Romans and turning his forces against Vettius, the latter, fearing the punishment that would await him if he were captured, slew himself, and was presently joined in death by all who had taken part in the insurrection, save only the traitor Apollonius. Now these events, forming as it were a prelude, preceded the major revolt in Sicily, which began in the following manner.

2a. There were many new uprisings of slaves, the first at Nuceria, where thirty slaves formed a conspiracy and were promptly punished, and the second at Capua, where two hundred slaves rose in insurrection and also were promptly punished. A third revolt was extraordinary and quite out of the usual pattern. There was a certain Titus Vettius, 
 a Roman knight, whose father was a person of great wealth. Being a very young man, he was attracted by a servant girl of outstanding beauty who belonged to another. Having lain with her, and even lived with her for a certain length of time, he fell marvellously in love and into a state bordering, in fact, on madness. Wishing because of his affection for her to purchase the girl's freedom, he at first encountered her master's opposition, but later, having won his consent by the magnitude of the offer, he purchased her for seven Attic talents, and agreed to pay the purchase price at a stipulated time. His father's wealth obtaining him credit for the sum, he carried the girl off, and hiding away at one of his father's country estates sated his private lusts. But when the stipulated time for the debt came round he was visited by men sent to demand payment. He put off the settlement till thirty days later, and when he was still unable to furnish the money, but was now a very slave to love, he embarked on an enterprise that passes all comprehension. Indeed, the extreme severity of his affliction and the embarrassment that accompanied his failure to pay promptly caused his mind to turn to childish and utterly foolish calculations. Faced by impending separation from his mistress, he formed a desperate plot against those who were demanding payment….

3. In the course of Marius' campaign against the Cimbri the senate granted Marius permission to summon military aid from the nations situated beyond the seas. 
 Accordingly Marius sent to Nicomedes, the king of Bithynia, requesting assistance. The king replied that the majority of the Bithynians had been seized by tax farmers and were now in slavery in the Roman provinces. (2) The senate then issued a decree that no citizen of an allied state should be held in slavery in a Roman province, and that the praetors should provide for their liberation. In compliance with the decree Licinius Nerva, 
 who was at this time governor of Sicily, appointed hearings and set free a number of slaves, with the result that in a few days more than eight hundred persons obtained their freedom. And all who were in slavery throughout the island were agog with hopes of freedom. (3) The notables, however, assembled in haste and entreated the praetor to desist from this course. Whether he was won over by their bribes or weakly succumbed in his desire to favour them, in any case he ceased to show interest in these tribunals, and when men approached him to obtain freedom he rebuked them and ordered them to return to their masters. The slaves, banding together, departed from Syracuse, and taking refuge in the sanctuary of the Palici 
 canvassed the question of revolution. (4) From this point on the audacity of the slaves was made manifest in many places, but the first to make a bid for freedom were the thirty slaves of two very wealthy brothers in the region of Halicyae, led by a man named Varius. They first murdered their own masters by night as they lay sleeping, then proceeded to the neighbouring villas and summoned the slaves to freedom. In this one night more than a hundred and twenty gathered together. (5) Seizing a position that was naturally strong, they strengthened it even further, having received in the meantime an increment of eighty armed slaves. Licinius Nerva, the governor of the province, marched against them in haste, but though he placed them under siege his efforts were in vain. When he saw that their fortress could not be taken by force, he set his hopes on treason. As the instrument for his purpose he had one Gaius Titinius, surnamed Gadaeus, whom he won over with promises of immunity. This man had been condemned to death two years before, but had escaped punishment, and living as a brigand had murdered many of the free men of the region, while abstaining from harm to any of the slaves. (6) Now, taking with him a sufficient body of loyal slaves, he approached the fortress of the rebels, as though intending to join them in the war against the Romans. Welcomed with open arms as a friend, he was even chosen, because of his valour, to be general, whereupon he betrayed the fortress. Of the rebels some were cut down in battle, and others, fearing the punishment that would follow on their capture, cast themselves down from the heights. Thus was the first uprising of the fugitives quelled.

4. After the soldiers had disbanded and returned to their usual abodes, word was brought that eighty slaves had risen in rebellion and murdered Publius Clonius, who had been a Roman knight, and, further, that they were now engaged in gathering a large band. The praetor, distracted by the advice of others 
 and by the fact that most of his forces had been disbanded, failed to act promptly and so provided the rebels an opportunity to make their position more secure. (2) But he set out with the soldiers that were available, and after crossing the river Alba 
 passed by the rebels who were quartered on Mount Caprianus and reached the city of Heracleia. By spreading the report that the praetor was a coward, since he had not attacked them, they aroused a large number of slaves to revolt, and with an influx of many recruits, who were equipped for battle in such fashion as was possible, within the first seven days they had more than eight hundred men under arms, and soon thereafter numbered not less than two thousand. (3) When the praetor learned at Heraeleia of their growing numbers he appointed Marcus Titinius as commander, giving him a force of six hundred men from the garrison at Enna. Titinius launched an attack on the rebels, but since they held the advantage both in numbers and by reason of the difficult terrain, he and his men were routed, many of them being killed, while the rest threw down their arms and barely made good their escape by flight. The rebels, having gained both a victory and so many arms all at once, maintained their efforts all the more boldly, and all slaves everywhere were now keyed up to revolt. (4) Since there were many who revolted each day, their numbers received a sudden and marvellous increase, and in a few days there were more than six thousand. Thereupon they held an assembly, and when the question was laid before them first of all chose as their king a man named Salvius, who was reputed to be skilled in divination and was a flute–player of frenetic music at performances for women. When he became king he avoided the cities, regarding them as the source of sloth and self–indulgence, and dividing the rebels into three groups, over whom he set a like number of commanders, he ordered them to scour the country and then assemble in full force at a stated time and place. (5) Having provided themselves by their raids with an abundance of horses and other beasts, they soon had more than two thousand cavalry and no fewer than twenty thousand infantry, and were by now making a good showing in military exercises. So, descending suddenly on the strong city of Morgantina, they subjected it to vigorous and constant assaults. (6) The praetor, with about ten thousand Italian and Sicilian troops, set out to bring aid to the city, marching by night; discovering on his arrival that the rebels were occupied with the siege, he attacked their camp, and finding that it was guarded by a mere handful of men, but was filled with captive women and other booty of all sorts, he captured the place with ease. After plundering the camp he moved on Morgantina. (7) The rebels made a sudden counterattack and, since they held a commanding position and struck with might and main, at once gained the ascendant, and the praetor's forces were routed. When the king of the rebels made proclamation that no one who threw down his arms should be killed, the majority dropped them and ran. Having outwitted the enemy in this manner, Salvius recovered his camp, and by his resounding victory got possession of many arms. (8) Not more than six hundred of the Italians and Sicilians perished in the battle, thanks to the king's humane proclamation, but about four thousand were taken prisoner. Having doubled his forces, since there were many who flocked to him as a result of his success, Salvius was now undisputed master of the open country, and again attempted to take Morgantina by siege. By proclamation he offered the slaves in the city their freedom, but when their masters countered with a like offer if they would join in the defence of the city, they chose rather the side of their masters, and by stout resistance repelled the siege. Later, however, the praetor, by rescinding their emancipation, caused the majority of them to desert to the rebels.

5. In the territory of Segesta and Lilybaeum, and of the other neighbouring cities, the fever of insurrection was also raging among the masses of slaves. Here the leader was a certain Athenion, a man of outstanding courage, a Cilician by birth. He was the bailiff of two very wealthy brothers, and having great skill in astrology he won over first the slaves who were under him, some two hundred, and then those in the vicinity, so that in five days he had gathered together more than a thousand men. (2) When he was chosen as king and had put on the diadem, he adopted an attitude just the opposite to that of all the other rebels: he did not admit all who revolted, but making the best ones soldiers, he required the rest to remain at their former labours and to busy themselves each with his domestic affairs and his appointed task; thus Athenion was enabled to provide food in abundance for his soldiers. He pretended, moreover, that the gods forecasted for him, by the stars, that he would be king of all Sicily; (3) consequently, he must needs conserve the land and all its cattle and crops, as being his own property. Finally, when he had assembled a force of more than ten thousand men, he ventured to lay siege to Lilybaeum, an impregnable city. Having failed to achieve anything, he departed thence, saying that this was by order of the gods, and that if they persisted in the siege they would meet with misfortune. (4) While he was yet making ready to withdraw from the city, ships arrived in the harbour bringing a contingent of Mauretanian auxiliaries, who had been sent to reinforce the city of Lilybaeum and had as their commander a man named Gomon. He and his men made an unexpected attack by night on Athenion's forces as they were on the march, and after felling many and wounding quite a few others returned to the city. As a result the rebels marvelled at his prediction of the event by reading the stars.

6. Turmoil and a very Iliad of woes possessed all Sicily. Not only slaves but also impoverished freemen were guilty of every sort of rapine and lawlessness, and ruthlessly murdered anyone they met, slave or free, so that no one should report their frenzied conduct. As a result all city–dwellers considered what was within the city walls scarcely their own, and whatever was outside as lost to them and subject only to the lawless rule of force. And many besides were the strange deeds perpetrated in Sicily, and many were the perpetrators.

11. Not only 
 did the multitude of slaves who had plunged into revolt ravage the country, but even those freemen who possessed no holdings on the land resorted to rapine and lawlessness. Those without means, impelled alike by poverty and lawlessness, streamed out into the country in swarms, drove off the herds of cattle, plundered the crops stored in the barns, and murdered without more ado all who fell in their way, slave or free alike, so that no one should be able to carry back news of their frantic and lawless conduct. (2) Since no Roman officials were dispensing justice and anarchy prevailed, there was irresponsible licence, and men everywhere were wreaking havoc far and wide. Hence every region was filled with violence and rapine, which ran riot and enjoyed full licence to pillage the property of the well–to–do. Men who aforetime had stood first in their cities in reputation and wealth, now through this unexpected turn of fortune were not only losing their property by violence at the hands of the fugitives, but were forced to put up with insolent treatment even from the free born. (3) Consequently they all considered whatever was within the gates scarcely their own, and whatever was without the walls as lost to them and subject only to the lawless rule of force. In general there was turmoil in the cities, and a confounding of all justice under law. For the rebels, supreme in the open country, made the land impassable to travellers, since they were implacable in their hatred for their masters and never got enough of their unexpected good fortune. Meanwhile the slaves in the cities, who were contracting the infection and were poised for revolt, were a source of great fear to their masters.

7. After the siege of Morgantina, Salvius, having overrun the country as far as the plain of Leontini, assembled his whole army there, no fewer than thirty thousand picked men, and after sacrificing to the heroes, the Palici, dedicated to them in thank offering for his victory a robe bordered with a strip of sea–dyed purple. 
 At the same time he proclaimed himself king and was henceforth addressed by the rebels as Tryphon. 
 (2) As it was his intention to seize Triocala and build a palace there, he sent to Athenion, summoning him as a king might summon a general. Everyone supposed that Athenion would dispute the primacy with him and that in the resulting strife between the rebels the war would easily be brought to an end. But Fortune, as though intentionally increasing the power of the fugitives, caused their leaders to be of one mind. Tryphon came promptly to Triocala with his army, and thither also came Athenion with three thousand men, obedient to Tryphon as a general is obedient to his king; the rest of his army he had sent out to cover the countryside and rouse the slaves to rebellion. Later on, suspecting that Athenion would attack him, given the opportunity, Tryphon placed him under detention. The fortress, which was already very strong, he equipped with lavish constructions, and strengthened it even more. (3) This place, Triocala,· 
 is said to be so named because it possesses three fine advantages: first, an abundance of flowing springs, whose waters are exceptionally sweet; second, an adjacent countryside yielding vines and olives, and wonderfully amenable to cultivation; and third, surpassing strength, for it is a large and impregnable ridge of rock. This place, which he surrounded with a city wall eight stades in length, and with a deep moat, he used as his royal capital, and saw that it was abundantly supplied with all the necessities of life. He constructed also a royal palace, and a market place that could accommodate a large multitilde. (4) Moreover, he picked out a sufficient number of men endowed with superior intelligence, whom he appointed counsellors and employed as his cabinet. When holding audience he put on a toga bordered in purple and wore a wide–bordered tunic, and had lictors with axes to precede him; and in general he affected all the trappings that go to make up and embellish the dignity of a king.

8. To oppose the rebels the Roman senate assigned Lucius Licinius Lucullus, 
 with an army of fourteen thousand Romans and Italians, eight hundred Bithynians, Thessalians, and Acarnanians, six hundred Lueanians (commanded by Cleptius, a skilled general and a man renowned for valour), besides six hundred others, for a total of seventeen thousand 
: with these forces he occupied Sicily. Now Tryphon, having dropped the charges against Athenion, was making plans for the impending war with the Romans. (2) His choice was to fight at Triocala, but it was Athenion's advice that they ought not to shut themselves up to undergo siege, but should fight in the open. This plan prevailed, and they encamped near Scirthaea, no fewer than forty thousand strong; (3) the Roman camp was at a distance of twelve stades. There was constant skirmishing at first, then the two armies met face to face. The battle swayed now this way, now that, with many casualties on both sides. Athenion, who had a fighting force of two hundred horse, was victorious and covered the whole area about him with corpses, but after being wounded in both knees and receiving a third blow as well, he was of no service in fighting, whereupon the runagate slaves lost spirit and were routed. (4) Athenion was taken for dead and so was not detected. By thus feigning death he made good his escape during the coming night. The Romans won a brilliant victory, for Tryphon's army and Tryphon himself turned and fled. Many were cut down in flight, and no fewer than twenty thousand were finally slain. Under cover of night the rest escaped to Triocala, though it would have been an easy matter to dispatch them also if only the praetor had followed in pursuit. (5) The slave party was now so dejected that they even considered returning to their masters and placing themselves in their hands. But it was the sentiment of those who had pledged themselves to fight to the end and not to yield themselves abjectly to the enemy that at last prevailed. On the ninth day following, the praetor arrived to lay siege to Triocala. After inflicting and suffering some casualties he retired worsted, and the rebels once more held their heads high. The praetor, whether through indolence or because he had been bribed, accomplished nothing of what needed doing, and in consequence he was later haled to judgement by the Romans and punished.

9. Gaius Servilius, 
 sent out as praetor to succeed Lucullus, likewise achieved nothing worthy of note. Hence he, like Lucullus, was later condemned and sent into exile. On the death of Tryphon, Athenion succeeded to the command, and, since Servilius did nothing to hinder him, he laid cities under siege, overran the country with impunity, and brought many places under his sway.

(2) The praetor Lucullus, on learning that Gaius Servilius, the praetor appointed to succeed him in the war, had crossed the Strait, disbanded his army, and set fire to the camp and the constructions, for he did not wish his successor in the command to have any significant resources for waging war. Since he himself was being denounced for his supposed desire to enlarge the scope of the war, he assumed that by ensuring the humiliation and disgrace of his successor he was also dispelling the charge brought against himself.

10. At the end of the year Gaius Marius was elected consul at Rome for the fifth time, with Gaius Aquillius 
 as his colleague. It was Aquillius who was sent against the rebels, and by his personal valour won a resounding victory over them. Meeting Athenion, the king of the rebels, face to face, he put up an heroic struggle; he slew Athenion, and was himself wounded in the head but recovered after treatment. Then he continued the campaign against the surviving rebels, who now numbered ten thousand. When they did not abide his approach, but sought refuge in their strongholds, Aquillius unrelentingly employed every means till he had captured their forts and mastered them. (2) But a thousand were still left, with Satyrus at their head. Aquillius at first intended to subdue them by force of arms, but when later, after an exchange of envoys, they surrendered, he released them from immediate punishment and took them to Rome to do combat with wild beasts. (3) There, as some report, they brought their lives to a most glorious end; for they avoided combat with the beasts and cut one another down at the public altars, Satyrus himself slaying the last man. Then he, as the final survivor, died heroically by his own hand. Such was the dramatic conclusion οt the Sicilian Slave War, a war that lasted about four years.

12. Saturninus the tribune, 
 who was a man of licentious pursuits, had as quaestor been charged with the transport of grain from Ostia to Rome, but since his idle and frivolous behaviour encouraged the judgement that he had not been a success as director of trie operation, he was duly rebuked. The senate, in fact, stripped him of his authority and transferred his charge to others. 
 But once he had corrected his former loose habits and adopted a sober manner of life, he was raised by the people to the tribunate.

13. A certain man named Battaces, a priest of the Great Mother of the Gods, arrived, says Diodorus, from Pessinus 
 in Phrygia. Claiming that he had come by command of the goddess, he obtained an audience with the consuls and with the senate, in which he stated that the temple 
 of the goddess had been defiled and that rites of purification to her must be performed at Rome in the name of the state. The robe he wore, like the rest of his costume, was outlandish and by Roman standards not to be countenanced, for he had on an immense golden crown and a gaudy cape shot with gold, the marks of royal rank. (2) After addressing the populace from the rostra, and creating in the crowd a mood of religious awe, he was granted lodging and hospitality at the expense of the state, but was forbidden by one of the tribunes, Aulus Pompeius, to wear his crown. Brought back to the rostra by another of the tribunes, and questioned as to what ritual purity for the temple required, he couched his answers in words evocative of holy dread. When he was thereupon attacked in a partisan spirit by Pompeius, and was contemptuously sent back to his lodgings, he refused to appear again in public, saying that not only he, but the goddess as well, had been impiously treated with disrespect. (3) Pompeius was straightway smitten with a raging fever, then lost his voice and was stricken with quinsy, and on the third day died. To the man in the street it seemed that his death was an act of Divine Providence in requital for his offences against the goddess and her priest, for the Romans are very prone to fear in matters of religion. Accordingly Battaces was granted a special dispensation in regard to his costume and the sacred robe, was honoured with notable gifts, and when he started homeward from Rome was escorted on his way by a large crowd, both men and women.

14. The Roman soldiers had a custom that when a general of theirs who with them joined battle against an enemy had slain six thousand of the foe, they hailed and acclaimed him imperator, 
 that is to say, "king".

15. Envoys of King Mithridates 
 arrived in Rome, bringing with them a large sum of money with which to bribe the senate. Saturninus, thinking that this gave him a point of attack on the senate, behaved with great insolence towards the embassy. At the instigation of the senators, who promised to lend their support, the outraged envoys preferred charges against Saturninus for his insulting treatment. The trial, held in public, was of great import because of the inviolability attaching to ambassadors and the Romans' habitual detestation of any wrongdoing where embassies were concerned; (2) it was therefore a capital charge of which Saturninus stood accused, and since his prosecutors were men of senatorial rank, and it was the senate that judged such cases, he was thrown into great fear and great danger. Alarmed by the serious nature of the issues at stake, he had recourse to pity, the common refuge of the unfortunate: laying aside his costly attire he donned instead a shabby garb, and letting his hair and beard grow, canvassed the urban proletariat; falling at the knees of some, and grasping others by the hands, he begged and besought them with tears to aid him in his distress. (3) He told them that he was being made a victim of the senate's partisanship in violation of all justice, and pointed out that it was because of his concern for the common people that he was being treated in this way, and that, moreover, his enemies were at one and the same time his accusers and his judges. The populace, aroused to a man by his prayers, massed many thousands strong at the place of judgement, and he was unexpectedly acquitted. Having the support of the people, he was again proclaimed tribune.

16. For two years the exile of Metellus 
 was discussed in the public assemblies. His son, letting his hair and beard grow and wearing a shabby garb, went about the Forum beseeching the citizens, and falling at their knees in tears begged them one by one to grant his father's return. The people, though unwilling to give the exiles a foothold that would enable them to return in violation of the laws, nevertheless through pity for the young man and because of his zeal in his father's cause recalled Metellus, and gave the son, in tribute to his devotion to the cause of his sire, the cognomen Pius.
FRAGMENTS OF BOOK XXXVII

1. In all the time that men's deeds have been handed down by recorded history to the memory of posterity the greatest war known to us is the "Marsic", so named after the Marsi. 
 This war surpassed all that preceded it both in the valorous exploits of its leaders and in the magnitude of its operations. The Trojan War, to be sure, and the merits of its heroes were so dramatically depicted by the most renowned of poets, Homer, that their glory is supreme; and since in that war Europe and Asia were locked in battle and the greatest continents were contending for victory, the exploits of the combatants were such that for all succeeding generations the dramatic stage has been filled with the tragic stories of their various ordeals. (2) Nevertheless, those heroes were ten years in subjugating the cities of the Troad, whereas the Romans of a later age conquered Antiochus the Great in a single engagement and emerged the masters of all Asia. After the Trojan War the king of Persia led an army against Greece, and so vast a host accompanied him that even perennial streams were dried up. Yet the military genius of Themistocles and the valour of the Greeks brought down those Persians in defeat. (3) At about the same time the Carthaginians conducted an army of three hundred thousand men against Sicily. But by a single stratagem Gelon the Syracusan commander set fire in a moment to two hundred ships, and cutting to pieces in pitched battle one hundred and fifty thousand of the enemy took as many more captive. Nevertheless, the descendants of those who did these mighty deeds were defeated by the people who fought the Marsic War, the Romans. (4) Next in order comes Alexander of Macedon, whose surpassing genius and courage enabled him to overthrow the Persian Empire; yet in more recent times Roman arms took Macedonia itself captive. Carthage waged war with Home over Sicily for four and twenty years, but after numerous mighty battles fought on land and sea was at last beaten back by the weight of Rome's military power. Soon after, however, Carthage set afoot the so–called Hannibalic War, and since her general was Hannibal, a man of the very highest ability, she was victorious on land and sea and won wide acclaim for her many achievements, only at the end to be brought down in defeat by the prowess of the Romans and Italians and the valour of Scipio. (5) The Cimbri, giantlike in appearance and unexcelled in feats of strength… for though they had cut to pieces many large Roman armies and had four hundred thousand men 
 poised for an attack on Italy, they were utterly cut to pieces by the valorous Romans.

(6) Since, therefore, on the basis of actual results, the palm for manly valour in war was awarded to the Romans and to the peoples who inhabit Italy, Fortune as if of set purpose put these two at variance and set ablaze the war that surpassed all in magnitude. Indeed when the nations of Italy revolted against Rome's domination, and those who from time immemorial had been accounted the bravest of men fell into discord and contention, the war that ensued reached the very summit of magnitude. And since the Marsi took the lead in the revolt, it was called the Marsic War.

2. Diodorus declares that the so–called Marsic War, which fell in his lifetime, was greater than any war in the past. He says that it was called Marsic after those who led the revolt, for certainly it was the united Italians who went to war against Rome. The primary cause of the war, he says, was this, that the Romans abandoned the disciplined, frugal, and stern manner of life that had brought them to such greatness, and fell into the pernicious pursuit of luxury and licence. (2) The plebs and senate being at odds as a result of this deterioration, the latter called on the Italians to support them, promising to admit them to the much coveted Roman citizenship, and to confirm the grant by law 
; but when none of the promises made to the Italians was realized, war flared up between them and the Romans. This occurred when Lucius Marcius Philippus and Sextus Iulius 
 were consuls at Rome, in the course of the one hundred and seventy–second Olympiad. (3) In this conflict all sorts and manner of sufferings, including the storming of cities, severally befell the two parties in the war, since Victory tipped the scales in turn now this way, now that, as if of set purpose, and remained securely in the possession of neither, though after innumerable casualties on either side it was belatedly and with difficulty brought about that Rome's power was firmly established.

(4) Engaged in the war with the Romans were the Samnites, the people of Asculum, the Lucanians, the Picentines, the people of Nola, and other citics and nations. Their most notable and important city was Corfinium, 
 recently established as federal capital of the Italians, and there they had set up, among other symbols of political and imperial might, a spacious forum and council hall, abundant store of money and other supplies of war, and a plentiful supply of food. (5) They also set up a joint senate of five hundred members, from whose number men worthy to rule the country and capable of providing for the common safety were to be selected for promotion. 
 To them they entrusted the conduct of the war, giving the senators full power to act. The latter accordingly ordained that two consuls should be chosen annually, and twelve praetors.

(6) The men installed as consuls were Quintus Pompaedius Silo, a Marsian by birth and first of his nation, and secondly, of Samnite blood, Gaius Aponius Motylus, 
 likewise a man of outstanding reputation and achievements in his nation. Dividing all Italy into two parts, they designated these as consular provinces and districts. (7) To Pompaedius they assigned the region from what is known as the Gercola 
 to the Adriatic sea, that is, the section to the northwest, and subordinated six praetors to him; the rest of Italy, to the southeast, they assigned to Gaius Motylus, providing him likewise with six praetors. When they had so ably disposed their affairs and had organized a government, which for the most part copied the time–honoured Roman pattern, they devoted themselves henceforth to the energetic prosecution of the war, having given their federal city the new name Italia. 

(8) Their struggle with the Romans went, for the most part, to their advantage up to the time when Gnaeus Pompeius was elected consul and took command of the war, and he, together with Sulla, legate under the other consul Cato, 
 won notable victories, not once but repeatedly, over the Italians, and shattered their cause to bits. Yet still they fought on. But after Gaius Cosconius 
 was sent to take command in Iapygia they were defeated again and again. (9) Thereupon, reduced in strength and left a mere remnant of their original numbers, by common consent they abandoned their federal capital, Corfinium, since the Marsi and all the neighbouring peoples had yielded to the Romans. They established themselves, however, at the Samnite town of Aesernia, and put themselves under five praetors, to one of whom in particular, Quintus Pompaedius Silo, they entrusted the supreme command because of his ability and reputation as α general. He, with the common consent of the praetors, built up a large army, so that, including the men they already had, their numbers now totalled some thirty thousand. (10) In addition, by freeing the slaves and, as occasion offered, providing them with arms, he assembled not far short of twenty thousand men and a thousand horsemen. Meeting in battle a Roman force under Mamercus, 
 he slew a few Romans but lost over six thousand of his own men. At about the same time Metellus 
 took by siege Venusia in Apulia, an important city with many soldiers, and took more than three thousand captives. (11) Since the Romans were increasingly gaining the upper hand, the Italians sent to King Mithridates of Pontus, whose military power and means were now at their height, asking him to bring an army into Italy against the Romans 
; for if they should join forces the might of Rome would easily be overthrown. Mithridates replied that he would lead his armies to Italy when he had brought Asia under his sway, for he was now occupied with this. In consequence the rebels were downcast and in utter despair, for they had left to them only a few Samnites and Sabellians, who were at Nola, and besides these, the remnants of the Lucanians under Lamponius and Clepitius. 

(12) But now, since the Marsic War was virtually at an end, the intestine disputes that had earlier occurred in Rome took on new life, inasmuch as many prominent men were rival claimants for the command against Mithridates in view of the rich prizes it offered. Gaius Iulius 
 and Gaius Marius (the man who had been six times consul) were pitted against one another, and the populace was divided in sentiment for one side or the other. Other disturbances occurred as well. (13) The consul Sulla, 
 however, quitted Rome and joined the armies gathered about Nola, and by striking fear into many of the neighbouring peoples forced them to surrender their persons and their cities. But once Sulla had set out for Asia to make war upon Mithridates, since Rome was now distracted by great disturbances and intestine bloodshed, Marcus Aponius 
 and Tiberius Clepitius, and also Pompeius, 
 the generals of the Italian remnant, who were now in Bruttium, laid siege for a long time to Isiae, 
 a strongly fortified city. They did not succeed in capturing it, but leaving a part of their army to continue the siege, strongly invested Rhegium with the rest, expecting that if they once got it into their hands they would at their ease transport their armies to Sicily and win control of the richest island under the sun. (14) But Gaius Norbanus, 
 the governor of Sicily, by prompt use of his large army and military resources struck fear into the Italians by the magnitude of his preparations and rescued the people of Rhegium. Then, with the rekindling of the civil strife at Rome between Sulla and Marius, 
 some fought for Sulla and some for Marius. Most of them perished in the conflict, and the survivors went over to the victorious Sulla. Thus the flames of civil strife were quenched, and at the same time the greatest of wars, the Marsic, finally came to an end.

3 In days of old the Romans, by adhering to the best laws and customs, little by little became so powerful that they acquired the greatest and most splendid empire known to history.· 
 But in more recent times, when most nations had already been subjugated in war and there was a long period of peace, the ancient practices gave way at Rome to pernicious tendencies. (2) After the cessation of warfare the young men turned to a soft and undisciplined manner of life, and their wealth served as purveyor to their desires. 
 Throughout the city lavishness was preferred to frugality, a life of ease to the practice of warlike pursuits, and he who was regarded as happy by the populace was not the man distinguished for his high qualities of character, but rather one who passed his whole life in the enjoyment of the most gratifying pleasures. (3) Hence elaborate and costly dinner parties came into fashion, with marvellously sweet–scented unguents, the use of expensive coloured draperies, and the making of dining–couches with ivory, silver, and the other most expensive materials by workmen of rare skill. Of wines, any that gave but moderate pleasure to the palate were rejected, while Falernian, Chian, and all that rival these in flavour were consumed without stint, as were the fish and other choice foods that were most highly prized as delicacies. (4) Following this standard the young men would appear in the Forum wearing garments of exceptional softness, and so sheer as to be transparent, quite like women's attire. And since they were busy acquiring the appurtenances of pleasure and of fatal ostentation, they soon raised the prices of these articles to incredible peaks. (5) A jar of wine, for example, sold for a hundred drachmas, a jar of Pontic smoked fish for four hundred drachmas, chefs who were especially gifted in the culinary arts at four talents, and male concubines of striking physical beauty for many talents. 
 Although the appetite for evil could not be corrected, some officials in the provinces attempted to remedy the craze for this kind of life and to make their own conduct, placed as it was in the limelight by rank and position, a model of noble pursuits for all to imitate.

(6) Marcus Cato, a man distinguished for his probity and good conduct, when denouncing before the senate the prevalence of luxury at Rome, stated that only in this city were jars of Pontic smoked fish valued more highly than teamsters, and catamites than farmlands.

4. I shall make mention of certain men to serve as models, both because they merit my praise and for the good it does to society, in order that the denunciations of History may lead the wicked to turn from their evil course, and the praises that its enduring glory confers may persuade the good to aspire to high standards of conduct.

5. Quintus Scaevola 
 applied very great energy to correcting by his personal integrity the perversion of men's ideals. When sent out to Asia as governor, he selected as his legate the noblest of his friends, Quintus Rutilius, and kept him at his side when taking counsel, issuing orders, and giving judgement about provincial matters. He resolved that all expenses for himself and his staff should come from his own purse. Furthermore, by his observance of frugality and simplicity, and by allowing nothing to warp his honesty, he enabled the province to recover from its former misery. For his predecessors in Asia, being in partnership with the publicans, the very men who sat 
 in judgement on public cases at Rome, had filled the province with their acts of lawlessness.

(2) Mucius Scaevola, by maintaining the administration of justice incorruptible and exact, not only relieved the provincials from all legal chicanery, but in addition redressed the unjust exactions of the publicans. He assigned scrupulously fair tribunals to hear all who had been wronged, and in every case found the publicans guilty; he forced them to reimburse the plaintiffs for financial losses they had suffered, while he required those who were accused of having put men to death to stand trial on capital charges. (3) Indeed, in the case of the chief agent for the publicans, a slave who was ready to pay a great sum for his freedom and had already made an agreement with his masters, he acted promptly before the man was manumitted, and on his being found guilty had him crucified.

(4) This same man 
 gave judgement against the publicans and handed them over to those whom they had wronged. So it came about that men who in their contempt for others and their desire for gain had a short while before often flouted the law were unexpectedly taken into custody by the men they had wronged and were led off to join the condemned. And since he furnished from his own purse the expenses normally provided for the governors and their staffs, he soon restored the good will of the allies towards Rome.

6. The governor's wisdom and virtue, together with the assistance he was enabled to render, served as a corrective to the hatred that had previously arisen against the ruling power. He himself was accorded quasi–divine honours 
 among those he had benefited, and from his fellow citizens he received many tributes in recognition of his achievements.

5a…. he was minded. But as some say, because in his will he had left the greater part of his property to the other son, he nearly lost everything. For the young man, rash and impetuous to excess, setting a diadem on his head and proclaiming himself "King of the Macedonians" exhorted the populace to rise in revolt against Rome and restore the traditional kingdom once held by the Macedonians. Many flocked to his standard in anticipation of the looting that would take place. Execestus, however, in deep distress sent someone to inform Sentius, 
 the governor, of his son's mad folly. He sent also to Cotys, the king of the Thracians, asking him to summon the young man and persuade him to desist from his enterprise. Cotys, being on friendly terms with Euphenes, sent for him and after detaining him for some days handed him over to his father. And he was acquitted of the charges placed against him.

7. We must speak also of the men who started from a quite humble level of repute, but set their sights on a goal no different from those mentioned. Indeed, the pursuit of virtue is found in equal measure among men of high rank and those of more lowly estate.

8. Lucius Asyllius, 
 son of a man who had risen only to the rank of quaestor, on being sent out as governor of Sicily found the province ruined, but by the excellence of the measures he employed succeeded in restoring the island. Like Scaevola, he selected the finest of his friends as legate and adviser, a ccrtain Gaius, surnained Longus, an ardent partisan of the sober, old–fashioned way of life, and together with him a man named Publius, the most highly esteemed member of the equestrian order resident in Syracuse. (2) The latter, indeed, was a man of exceptional personal qualities, quite apart from the gifts of fortune. His piety is attested by the sacrifices, the improvements made to temples, and the dedications offered in his name, his sobriety by the fact that he retained his faculties unimpaired to his dying day, and his culture and humanity by the special consideration he showed to men of learning; in general he was the benefactor of practitioners of any of the esteemed arts, whom he assisted from his personal fortune without stint. (3) These then were the two men on whom Syllius relied, and having constructed adjoining houses to accommodate them, he kept them by him as he worked out the details of the administration of justice and devised means to further the rehabilitation of the province.

(4) This same man,… aspiring (to reform) the administration of justice for the common good, banished sycophancy from the market place and made it his major concern to succour the weak. Whereas other governors had been wont to appoint guardians for orphaned children and women without kinsmen, he designated himself as the one to care for them; and since he investigated for himself any disputes among them and took great care in making a decision, he rendered to all victims of oppression such assistance as was fitting. In general he devoted his entire term of office to redressing private and public wrongs, and thereby restored the island to its former state of generally acclaimed prosperity.

9. When the senate was threatening Gracchus with war because of his transfer of the courts, he resolutely exclaimed: "Even though I perish, I shall not cease… the sword wrested from the grasp of the senators." 
 This utterance, as though it had been some divine oracle, found fulfilment in accordance with the words spoken, inasmuch as Gracchus, having arrogated to himself tyrannical power, was put to death without trial. 

10. Marcus Livius Drusus, 
 though young in years, was endowed with every advantage. His father was a man of very great distinction, whose nobility and virtues had won him the particular affection of his fellow citizens. Drusus himself was the most competent orator of his generation, and was the wealthiest man in the city; he was highly trustworthy, and most faithful to his promises; he was, moreover, imbued with a generous magnanimity. Hence it was thought that he alone was destined to become the champion of the senate. 

(2) The family of the Drusi wielded very great influence because of the nobility of its members and the kindness and consideration that they displayed to their fellow citizens. Hence when a certain law was brought forward and had just received approval, one citizen added the facetious amendment: " this law is binding on all citizens–except the two Drusi."

(3) When the senate pronounced his legislation invalid Drusus declared that the laws were within his sphere of competency and that he had the power, in his own person, to veto the senatorial decrees; this, however, he would not willingly do, since he knew full well that the offenders 
 would in any case soon meet with the retribution they deserved. But if the laws drawn up by him were invalidated, so likewise, he claimed, would the law relating to the courts be null and void 
; and while, under this law, had it been put into effect, no one whose life had remained untainted by bribery would be liable to accusations, those who had plundered the provinces would be haled up to give an accounting before special courts for cases of bribery; thus the men who through jealousy were engaged in demolishing his reputation were in effect the assassins of their own decrees.

11. "I swear 
 by Jupiter Capitolinus, by Vesta of Rome, by Mars her ancestral god, by Sol the founder of the race, 
 and by Terra the benefactress of animals and plants, likewise by the demigods who founded Rome and by the heroes who have contributed to increase her empire, 
 that I will count the friend and foe of Drusus my friend and foe, and that I will spare neither property nor the lives of my children or parents except as it be to the advantage of Drusus and of those who have taken this oath. If I become a citizen by the law of Drusus, I shall consider Rome my country and Drusus my greatest benefactor. This oath I will transmit to as many citizens as I can. If I swear faithfully may all good things come to me; if I am forsworn, the reverse."

12. It so happened that a festival was being celebrated and that the theatre was filled with Romans who had turned out for the spectacle; when a comedian on the stage gave vent to his indignation they 
 lynched him right in the theatre, declaring that he was not playing his part as the situation required. The festive occasion having thus been transformed into one of glowering hostility and utter panic, at this juncture Fortune introduced on the scene a droll Satyrlike figure. (2) This was a certain Latin named Saunio, a buffoon with a wonderful gift for gaiety. Not only could he stir up laughter by what he said, but even without a word his slightest motion would bring smiles to all who watched him, so winning was his natural appeal. In consequence he was enthusiastically welcomed by the Romans in their theatres, but the Picentines, wishing to deprive the Romans of this enjoyment and pleasure, had resolved to put him to death. (3) Foreseeing what was about to happen he came on the stage soon after the comedian had been killed, and said: "Members of the audience, the omens are favourable. May the evil that has been done bring good fortune! Know that I am no Roman, but, subject to the fatces as you yourselves are, I traipse around Italy, peddling my graces in quest of merriment and laughter. Spare then the swallow that belongs to all men alike, to whom God has given the privilege of building her nest without risk in any man's house. It would be unfair for you to bring bitter tears upon yourselves." Continuing at length in a conciliatory and humorous vein, by the persuasive charm of his discourse he wheedled them out of their bitter and vengeful mood and thereby escaped the danger that threatened.

13. The Marsic leader Pompaedius 
 embarked on a grandiose and fantastic venture. Assembling ten thousand men drawn from the ranks of those who had occasion to fear judicial investigations, he led them on Rome, with swords concealed beneath their garb of peace. It was his intention to surround the senate with armed men and demand citizenship, or, if persuasion failed, to ravage the seat of empire with fire and sword. Encountering Gaius Domitius, 
 who asked him, "Where are you going, Pompaedius, with so large a band?" he said, "To Rome, to get citizenship, at the summons of the tribunes." 
 Domitius retorted that he would obtain the citizenship with less risk and more honourably if he approached the senate in a manner which was not warlike; the senate, he said, was in favour of granting this boon to the allies, if instead of violence a petition was presented. (2) Pompaedius took the man's advice as in some way sacred, and persuaded by what he said returned home. Thus by his prudent words Domitius rescued his country from grave danger, having proved far more effective in this interchange than the praetor Servilius 
 in his dealings with the Picentines. For the latter did not speak with them as to free men and allies, but treated them despitefully as slaves, and by his threats of fearful punishments spurred the allies to seek vengeance on him and the other Romans. Domitius, however, by speaking with moderation converted the unthinking impulses of spirited rebels into a sentiment of goodwill.

14. They shared the booty with the soldiers, so that by getting a taste of the profits of war the men who had experienced its perils would undertake the struggle for freedom with a willing heart.

15. Marius 
 led his army into Samnite territory and encamped over against the enemy. Pompaedius, who had assumed full command of the Marsic forces, also advanced with his troops. As the armies came close to one another their grim belligerency gave way to peaceful feelings. (2) For as they reached the point where features could be distinguished, the soldiers on both sides detected many personal friends, refreshed their memory of not a few former comrades in arms, and identified numerous relatives and kinsmen, that is to say, men whom the law governing intermarriage had united in this kind of friendly tie. Since their common bonds compelled them to give voice to friendly greetings, they called one another by name and exchanged exhortations to abstain from murdering men bound to them by close ties. (3) Laying aside their weapons, which had been placed in hostile poses of defence, they held out their hands in sign of friendly greeting. Seeing this, Marius himself advanced from the battle line, and when Pompaedius had done the like they conversed with one another like kinsmen. When the commanders had discussed at length the question of peace and the longed–for citizenship, in both armies a tide of joyous optimism surged up and the whole encounter lost its warlike air and took on a festive appearance. And inasmuch as the soldiers 
 too had in private conversations been urging peace, they were all glad to be relieved of the necessity of mutual slaughter.

16. There was at Asculum, where he had been remanded by the Romans for confinement, a certain Cilician named Agamemnon, who through a sudden reverse in which his accomplices were cut down 
 had been taken alive. Having been released from prison by the Picentines, he was now, in gratitude, cheerfully serving in their army. And since he had much experience in brigandage, he overran the enemy's country with a band of soldiers his equals in lawlessness.

17. Despite the lack either of distinguished ancestry or of any personal advantages that might lead to success, he unexpectedly arrived at the pinnacle of dignity and fame. 

Fortune is wont to veer towards what is morally fitting, and to involve those who have contrived some injustice against others in the same difficulties themselves…. Perhaps for the present they exercise tyrannical power, but later they will have to render an accounting for their tyrannical crimes.

18. A Cretan came to the consul Iulius 
 with an offer of betrayal and said: "If I enable you to conquer the enemy, what reward will you give me for my services?" The general said: "I will make you a Roman citizen, and you will be honoured in my sight."Convulsed with laughter at this remark, the Cretan said: "In the eyes of the Cretans citizenship is just high–sounding claptrap. Gain is what we aim at, and as we range over land and sea, every arrow we shoot is for ourselves and for the sake of money. So I too am here now to get money. Grant your reward of citizenship to the men who are now quarrelling over that very thing, and who are purchasing with blood this empty word for which men fight." The other laughed and said to him: "If our attempt is successful, I shall give you a thousand drachmas."

19. The people of Aesernia, 
 pressed by starvation, employed a ruse of some sort to get the slaves out of the city. Indeed, their particular situation drove them to stop at nothing, and to procure their own safety even at the cost of destroying others. The slaves, however, on being plunged into a strange and dreadful predicament, withdrew and found a remedy for the brutality of their masters in the consideration shown them by the enemy.

(2) The people of Aesernia fed on dogs and other animals, for the compelling needs of nature drove them to disregard all proprieties, and forced them to accept the uncouth food which they had previously spurned.

(3) Men's souls have in them some admixture of a divine nature, whereby on occasion they have forebodings of the future, and through certain natural means of calling up images foresee what is about to happen. This is precisely what happened to the women of Pinna, 
 who bewailed in advance the calamity that was still in the future.

(4) The Italians brought all the children of Pinna before the city walls, and threatened to slaughter them if the city would not revolt from Rome. The men of Pinna, however, steeled themselves and replied that if deprived of their children they should easily beget others, provided they were true to their alliance with Rome.

(5) The same Italians, despairing of resolving the situation by persuasion, perpetrated an act of surpassing cruelty. They brought the children up close to the walls and ordered them, as they were about to be killed, to beseech their fathers to take pity on the children they had begotten, and with hands raised towards heaven to invoke the sun, who watches over all human affairs, to save the lives of helpless young children.

20. The people of Pinna were caught in a dreadful dilemma. Since they had a hard and fast alliance with Rome, they were compelled to detach themselves from their natural emotions and stand idly by while their children were put to death before the eyes of those who had begotten them.

21. Their desperate courage throughout the struggle was such that it left posterity no hope of surpassing them in the endurance of horrors. And though the besiegers outnumbered them many times over, the townsmen made up for their deficienoy in numbers by an excess of courage.

22. The Italians, who so many times before had fought with distinction on behalf of Rome's empire, were now risking life and limb to secure their own, and their feats of bravery went far beyond those of their former victories. The Romans, on the other hand, being engaged in a struggle against their former subjects, considered it a disgrace to appear inferior to their inferiors.

23. Lamponius rushed headlong at Crassus, 
 for he believed that it was appropriate, not that the masses should fight on behalf of their leaders, but rather that the leaders should fight for the masses.

24. The Romans and the Italians contested which were to harvest the crops. In skirmishes and hand–to–hand fighting the mutual slaughter continued without let up. Since the ripe ears were there before them, ready to be reaped, they settled with their blood the question who was to have the essential food. No one waited on the urging of his commander: nature itself, confronting them with the cold logic of deprivation, spurred them on to bravery. Each man stoutly faced the prospect of dying by the sword because he feared death by privation.

25. Sulla's conduct of affairs was effective and energetic, and he gained fame and a good reputation in Rome. The populace considered him worthy to be elected consul, and his name was on everyone s lips as a result of his courage and military skill. In short, it was quite evident that he was a man who would be elevated to some higher pinnacle of glory. 

26. Mithridates, having been victorious over the Roman command in Asia, and having taken many prisoners, presented them all with clothes and supplies for travel and sent them back to their own lands. 
 As the fame of this generous conduct was spread abroad, the cities were swept by an impulse to attach themselves to the king. Embassies were to be seen from all the cities, bearing decrees inviting him to their lands and hailing him as their "god and saviour." So, too, wherever the king appeared the cities poured forth bodily to meet him, their people clothed in festive garb and rejoicing greatly.

27. While Mithridates was gaining the ascendancy in Asia, and the cities, out of control, were revolting from Rome, the Lesbians decided not only to align themselves with the king, but also to arrest Aquillius, 
 who had sought refuge in Mitylenê and was under medical treatment, and hand him over to Mithridates. They accordingly selected some of their most valiant young men and sent them to his lodgings. They descended upon the place in a group, and seizing Aquillius put him in fetters, thinking that he would be a magnificent and welcome gift for them to send to the king.

(2) He, 
 however, though a very young man, had the courage to perform an heroic deed. Forestalling the men who were about to arrest him, he chose death in preference to ill–usage and a shameful execution. He slew himself, and by this frightful act so stunned his assailants that they had no heart to appear near him. With utter fearlessness he departed this life with its approaching ills, and thereby gained widespread renown for his good courage.

28. In the fighting by sea 
 the Rhodians enjoyed, in general, great superiority in everything but numbers: in the skill of their pilots, the marshalling of their ships, the experience of their oarsmen, the ability of their commanders, and the bravery of their marines. On the Cappadocian side, however, there was a lack of experience, a lack of training, and (the accessory cause of all troubles) a lack of discipline. In zeal, to be sure, they did not fall short of the Rhodians, inasmuch as the king was present in person to supervise and observe the fighting, and they were eager to demonstrate their loyalty to him. Since it was only in the number of their ships that they excelled, they swarmed about the enemy ships and sought to encircle and cut them off.

29. Marius walked every day to the Campus Martius and engaged in military exercises, for he was concerned to correct the weakness and sluggishness of old age by daily and industrious participation in athletics. 

(2) In his younger days Gaius Marius, a man who attained the highest prominence, had aspired to noble achievements and had rigorously avoided all avarice; and both in Libya and Europe he accomplished great deeds, whereby he won for himself far–famed distinction and renown. But in his extreme old age, seized with a desire to bring into his own hands the wealth of King Mithridates and the riches of the Asiatic cities, he suffered total ruin, for he brought disgrace on the high good fortune he had previously enjoyed, and in the attempt to wrest illegally from Cornelius Sulla the province assigned to him brought down appropriate misfortune upon himself. 
 (3) Not only did he not obtain the wealth he coveted, but lost in addition what he already had, since as a result of his excessive greed all he possessed was confiscated. Condemned to death by his fatherland, lie did indeed escape immediate execution but only to wander alone and hunted about the country, and was finally driven out of Libya 
 to seek refuge in Libyan Numidia, without attendants, without means, without friends. Later, when Rome becamc involved in civil dissensions, he assisted the enemies 
 of his country, and not content merely to return home from exile, kindled the flames of war. And though he obtained a seventh consulship, he did not venture to tempt Fortune further, his serious reverses having brought him to a realization of her fickle nature. (4) Foreseeing that an attack upon Rome by Sulla was impending, he departed from life of his own volition. Yet since he left in his wake abundant seeds of war, he brought upon both his son and his fatherland the most dire calamities. The son, compelled to do battle against superior forces, perished miserably after seeking vain refuge in the underground tunnel. 
 Rome and the cities of Italy plunged into the long impending conflict, and suffered the disasters that stood ready and waiting for them. (5) For example, the most outstanding men of Rome, I mean Scaevola 
 and Crassus, 
 were cruelly murdered without trial in the senate house, and their private misfortunes provided a foretaste of the great woes that were to descend upon all Italy. Indeed, the majority of the senators and men of distinction were put to death by Sulla and his party, and in the course of the struggles and dissensions no fewer than a hundred thousand soldiers were slain. All this befell mankind because of the wealth that Marius had so coveted at the beginning.

30. Wealth, which is so great a source of contention to mankind, sometimes brings grievous misfortunes upon those who covet it. It prompts men to dark and lawless deeds, panders to every licentious pleasure, and guides the heedless into unworthy conduct. Accordingly we see men of this sort involve themselves in great calamities, and also bring down disasters upon their cities. So great is wealth's power for evil when it is fondly esteemed above all else! Yet in their excessive eagerness to possess it men constantly recite these verses of the poets:

"Ο gold, fairest gift received by mortals!

Such delights neither a mother…" 

or again:

"Let me be called a scoundrel, so I but gain" 
;

and the lyric verses:

"Gold, offshoot of earth,

What passion you kindle among mortals,

Mightiest of all, monarch of all!

For men at war your strength

outstrips the strength of Ares;

All things feel your spell. At Orpheus' songs

Trees followed and

the witless race of beasts:

You, however, draw after you the whole earth

and sea and all–devising Ares." 

Yet how much better it would be to cull from the poets lines that have just the opposite message:

"Lady Wisdom, be my delight.

May the gods not bestow upon me.

Sooner than wisdom's self, tyranny

Or the bright gleam of golden riches.

Farthest from Zeus stands he

To whom fair treasure has come nigh." 

FRAGMENTS OF BOOKS XXXVIII AND XXXIX

5. Then came the outbreak of the civil war, in the 662nd 
 year, soon after the… which gave rise to Rome's hatred for Mithridates. The onset of the impending troubles was portended, as Livy and Diodorus relate, 
 by many signs; in particular, out of a clear and cloudless sky the sound of a great trumpet was heard, prolonging a shrill and mournful note. All who heard it were beside themselves with fear, and the Etruscan soothsayers declared that the portent betokened a change in the race and a new world order. There were, they said, eight races of men, each different from the others in manners and customs. To each of them God has assigned an age, whose completion coincides with the period of a great year. Whenever the old period draws to an end and a new one is coming to birth, some wondrous sign is sent forth from earth or heaven, whereby it is at once evident to those who are learned in such matters that men have now appeared on earth whose ways and manners are different, and who are of less concern to the gods. 
 Whether this is so or not I omit to inquire, though the argument gains a certain plausibility from the sequel of events, For indeed, if one considers the history of Rome from this point on, the body politic changed altogether for the worse and men of evil ways flourished.

1. Emissaries of the Roman people were sent to Cinna 
 to arrange a settlement. He replied, however, that since he had left the city as its consul he did not expect to return in the status of a private citizen.

2. Later Metellus 
 with such forces as he still possessed approached the encampment of Cinna, and after conferring with him agreed to recognize Cinna as consul, 
 Metellus being the first to address him by that title. Both men were subjected to denunciation on this score. Marius, on encountering Cinna, told him to his face that with victory all but won he ought not to be undermining the power that the gods had granted them, while Metellus, on his return, had a violent disagreement with Octavius, 
 who called him a traitor to the consuls and to his country. (2) Octavius declared that under no circumstances would he allow himself and the city of Rome to fall a prey to Cinna. And even if everyone deserted him, he would still remain true to his high office, and with men of like mind would…. But if he lost all hope he would set fire to his own house and perish in the flames together with all his personal effects, and with honour intact would submit voluntarily to death while still enjoying liberty.

3. Merula, 
 the man who had been chosen consul to replace Cinna, was considered to have acted as a thoroughly good citizen would, once the agreement had been reached that he should no longer hold the consulship. Speaking both in the senate and before the people on the best course of action for the state, he offered his services as promoter of concord: as it had been against his wishes that he was made consul, so now of his own free will he would cede the office to Cinna. So in an instant he returned to private life. The senate then dispatched emissaries 
 to conclude the agreement and to escort Cinna into the city as its consul.

4. Cinna and Marius met with the most eminent leaders to consider how to establish the peace on a firm basis. The decision at which they finally arrived was to put to death the most prominent of their opponents, all in fact who were capable of challenging their power. Thus, when their own party and faction had been purged, they and their friends could thenceforth conduct their administration without fear and to suit themselves. (2) Accordingly they immediately disregarded their sworn agreements and pledges, and the men marked for death were slaughtered right and left without a hearing. Quintus Lutatius Catulus, 
 who had triumphed signally over the Cimbri and was held in particular affection by his fellow citizens, found himself accused before the people by a certain tribune of a capital crime. (3) Fearing the risk involved in this legal trumpery, he turned to Marius with a request for aid. Marius, though in times past his friend, had now, because something aroused his suspicion, turned against him, and gave as his only answer: "You must die." Catulus, left with no hope of survival, but anxious to end his days without being subjected to base indignities, took his departure from life in a quite original and extraordinary manner. Locking himself in a freshly plastered room, he intensified the fumes from the lime with fire and smoke, and by suffocating himself in the noxious vapours ended his days.

6. In consequence of their butchery of the citizens and their monstrous crimes a divinely appointed Nemesis pursued Cinna and Marius. 
 For Sulla, their one surviving opponent, after cutting to pieces the forces of Mithridates in Boeotia and forcing Athens to capitulate, made an ally of Mithridates, and taking over the king's fleet returned home to Italy. In a trice he smashed the forces of Cinna and Marius and brought the whole of Rome and Italy into his power. He had the whole murderous crew of Cinna's men put to the sword, and utterly wiped out the Marian brood. Hence many of the moderates imputed the punishment of the men who had inaugurated the reign of terror to the workings of divine Providence, inasmuch as a most excellent object lesson had been bequeathed to those who elect an impious course, to turn them from the ways of wickedness.

7. Sulla, being in need of money, laid hands on three sanctuaries that possessed a wealth of offerings in gold and silver: those consecrated to Apollo at Delphi, to Asclepius at Epidaurus, and to Zeus at Olympia.· 
 His largest haul was at Olympia, since that sanctuary had remained inviolate through the ages, whereas most of the treasures at Delphi had been plundered by the Phocians during the so–called "Sacred War." Sulla, by appropriating large amounts of gold and silver, and any other objects of value, amassed ample funds for the anticipated war in Italy. And though he showed no scruples in seizing the sacred treasures, in their stead he did consecrate land to the gods to provide them an annual revenue. 
 He would say in jest that his supremacy in battle was assured, since the gods, by their large contributions to his war chest, were aiding his cause.

8. During the march Fimbria, being far in advance of Flaccus, 
 found an opportunity to attempt great ventures, and in the interest of winning the affections of his troops gave them licence to plunder the territory of the allies as if it were enemy country, enslaving anyone they encountered. The soldiers, receiving this permission with delight, within a few days amassed much wealth. Those who had been despoiled waited upon the consul with their tale of woe. He was distressed and told them to come along with him so that they might recover their goods, and he himself ordered Fimbria, with threats, to make restitution of the plunder to those who had suffered the losses. Fimbria attempted to shift all the blame to his men, saying that they had done all they did without his approval, but privately he passed word along to his troops to pay no attention to the orders, and not to surrender what they had acquired by force of arms and under the rules of war. And when Flaccus gave even more urgent orders to return the stolen goods, and the soldiers still paid no heed, disorder and mutiny spread rampant among the host.

(2) Once across the Hellespont, Fimbria incited the troops to acts of violence and rapine, exacted money from the cities, and divided the proceeds among his men. They, raised to a position of irresponsible power and stirred by the prospect of gain, held him dear as a public benefactor. If any cities failed to comply, he forced their surrender and turned them over to his men for plunder. Nicomedcia, 
 for example, he handed over to his troops to be plundered.

(3) This same Fimbria, after entering Cyzicus, ostensibly as a friend, brought complaints against the wealthiest men in town, charging them with certain capital offences. In order to strike fear and horror into the rest he found two of them guilty, and had them scourged and beheaded. Then, having confiscated their property, and cowed the others by the fate meted out to his first victims, he compelled the remaining defendants to purchase their lives by surrendering their entire property to him.

(4) In a short while Fimbria brought such disasters on the province as one might expect from a man who had resorted to such impious methods to win the power to do as he pleased. Devastating Phrygia like a hurricane, he swooped down upon the cities and overturned all who came in his path. And when at last he died by his own hand, lie died but once who should have died a thousand deaths. 

9·Gnaeus Pompey, having chosen for his career the life of a soldier, put up with its day–by–day discomforts, And soon won the highest honours for the practice of the military arts. Declining all ease and leisure, he busied himself day and night with whatever would stand him in good stead as a warrior. He kept to a spare diet, and avoided the bath and any society that entailed luxurious habits. He took his food seated, 
 and apportioned less time for sleep than nature requires, working at night on the problems he faced by day, and spending his sleepless hours in the study of works on strategy. By this constant rehearsing of unlikely contingencies he became a master of warfare and the art of combat. Consequently, in far less time than another man would need to take over command of an army that stood ready, he assembled an army, equipped it and put it in battle array.· 
 When his achievements were reported in Rome, everyone at first took them lightly, considering his years rather than his ability, and assuming that the bringers of the news were idly inflating the tale with heroic pomp. But when events demonstrated the truth of the reports, the senate sent out Iunius, 
 whom he routed and overcame.

10. Gnaeus Pompey, whose virtues had been so richly rewarded and whose manly spirit had won him the highest laurels, 
 achieved further success after the pattern so laid down and apprised Sulla by letter of his growing strength. Sulla, who had on many other occasions expressed admiration for the young man, castigated the men of senatorial rank who happened to be present, holding them up to shame and at the same time exhorting them to a like zeal. It was astonishing, he said, that a mere youth could have wrested so large an army from the foe, 
 while they, who were so far ahead of him in years and rank, had not been able to command the unfeigned support even of their own servants.

16. When the men, bribed and corrupted, had all deserted, and Scipio 
 was left alone without hope of survival, Sulla sent horsemen to escort him safely to whatever place he desired. Thus Scipio, who in a single moment had been forced to lay aside the dignity of office for private life and a lowly status, by the mercies of Sulla was escorted to the city of his choice. Thereupon he assumed again the insignia of office and once more was in command of a large army. 

11. Hadrianus, 
 the propraetor in command at Utica. was burnt alive by the Uticans. The deed, terrible though it was, occasioned no denunciations because of the wickedness of the victim.

12. When Marius the son of Marius became consul, not a few who had already completed their term of military service as set by law hastened of their own accord to join the young man 
 in the conflict, and despite their years to demonstrate to their juniors how effective long training in warfare and familiarity with battlefields and other hazards of war can be.

13. City by city and nation by nation harsh tests were applied, and attempts of many sorts to find out where men stood in regard to them. 
 Of necessity the people were constrained to shift the pretended loyalty that they assumed from one side to the other, and to incline toward whichever party was at hand. For representatives of the opposing belligerents assigned to the task of enlisting recruits kept appearing in person, and since they were striving to outdo one another, their highly exacting investigations brought the preference of the cities into the open.

14. As a result of the scarcity of all necessities Marius had been deserted by his troops. Only Marcus Perpenna, the praetor of Sicily, though approached by Sulla and urged to come over to his side, was so far from complying that he not only persisted in his loyalty to Marius, but even affirmed with passion that he would cross from Sicily with all the strength at his command and rescue Marius from Praenestê. 

15. Just as the Marsic War was coming to a close, a great civil war broke out, headed by Sulla and by Gaius Marius, the young son of the Marius who had been so many times (seven, in fact) consul. In this strife many tens of thousands of men perished, but Sulla prevailed, and on becoming dictator he assumed the name of Epaphroditus, 
 a boast in which he was not belied, since he was victorious in war and died a natural death. Marius put up a valiant struggle against Sulla, but was nevertheless defeated and sought refuge in Praenestê with fifteen thousand men. Hemmed in and subjected to a long siege, at last, when all had deserted him and he could discern no way to save himself, he was forced to call on the aid of a single faithful slave to release him from his troubles. The slave consented, and with a single stroke dispatched his master, then slew himself. Thus did the civil war end, though a few remnants of the Marian party, surviving the war, carried on the conflict with Sulla for a while, until they too perished like the rest.

17. As a result of malicious denunciations the leading men of Rome were murdered in cold blood. 
 Even Scaevola, who was at this time pontifex maximus and was held in the highest popular esteem, met a fate that ill matched his noble nature. In one respect, at least, the Roman people were highly fortunate, namely that the supreme pontiff failed, though barely, to reach the holy of holies 
; for granted the savagery of his pursuers he would have been murdered right at the altar of the innermost sanctum, and his blood would have extinguished the fire that through the ages has been kept alive with sleepless scrupulosity.

18. The praise of good men and the denunciation of the wicked have very great power to guide men towards noble deeds.

(2) Men who are capable of making a wise decision and of carrying their resolves to fulfilment….

19. When the proscription lists 
 were posted in the Forum, large crowds hurried to read them, and for the most, part they sympathized with the men who were obliged to submit to death. One fellow in the gathering, however, a man of unusual baseness and arrogance, ridiculed the intended victims and reviled them with many a gross insult. Then and there the retribution of some divinity imposed upon the man who mocked the lot of these unfortunates a punishment that indeed fitted his offence. Finding his own name written at the very end of the list, he at once veiled his head and rushed away through the crowd, hoping not to be noticed by those around and to make good his escape by flight. He was recognized, however, by one of the bystanders, and when the truth of his plight was disclosed he was arrested and executed, while all rejoiced at his death.

20. Inasmuch as Sicily had been without courts of law for a long period, Pompey applied himself to the administration of justice. 
 In dealing both with public disputes and with matters of private contract he rendered his decisions with such unerring skill and such incorruptibility that no one could hope to surpass him. Though only twenty–two years old, at an age when youth itself invites to the irrational pleasures, he lived during his stay on the island with such austerity and sobriety that the Sicilians were astounded, and marvelled at the young man's display of character.

21. The barbarian Spartacus, 
 on receiving a certain favour from someone, showed him his gratitude. Indeed, nature is self–schooled, even among barbarians, to repay kindness for kindness to those who give assistance.

22. A victory won by force of arms brings honour and glory to officers and soldiers alike, but successes obtained through a general's skill redound only to the credit of the commander.

An irrepressible impulse swept over the barbarians to revolt to the Romans. 

As a general rule the sufferings of others serve as a warning to those who find themselves amid similar perils.

Book 37.22a. Sertorius, 
 seeing that the movement among the natives could not be held in check, behaved harshly towards his allies: some he arraigned and put to death, others he imprisoned, and the wealthiest he stripped of their estates. But though he amassed much gold and silver he did not deposit it in the common war chest, but hoarded it for his own use; nor did he provide pay for the soldiers therefrom, nor share it with the other leaders. In capital cases he did not sit down with the council or with his advisers, but appointing himself sole judge heard the evidence and pronounced sentence in private. At his banquets he refused to admit the commanders and failed to show any consideration for his friends. In general, exasperated by the progressive deterioration in his position, he behaved tyrannically towards everyone. He won the hatred of the people, and his friends plotted to take his life. They succeeded in doing away with him in the following way. The leaders of highest standing, Perpenna and Tarquitius, 
 made common cause and resolved to do away with Sertorius because of his tyranny. Perpenna, chosen to head the conspiracy, invited Sertorius to dinner, and included among his guests the others who were privy to the plot. When Sertorius arrived the conspirators set upon him, and since he had been placed at the table between Tarquitius and Antonius, 
 it was they who slew him.

Book 37.22b. As a result of a plot Mithridates barely escaped falling into the hands of the Cyzicenes. It was a Roman centurion, working with them in their tunnelling operations, 
 who attempted to bring this about. Since these operations were being conducted on both sides and gave frequent occasion for encounters and conversations, he had become known to the king's men from his frequent talks with them. It happened once that he was left all alone on guard in the mines, and when one of the royal overseers of the work approached him with the proposition that he betray the city, he pretended to be receptive. The proposal was reported to the king, and he, in his eagerness to win control of the city, offered the man rewards and set a time for them to meet to discuss the matter. When the Roman asked to have guarantees to these promises, the king sent men to give them in his name. The man, however, insisted that he would not accept them unless he had the oaths from the king himself. The king felt that it ill became his royal dignity to descend into the mines, but since the betrayer said he would not listen to any other proposition, and the attempt to get possession of the city was a pressing concern, Mithridates was forced to accede to the demand. And the king would actually have fallen into his hands, had not one of his friends, astutely surmising the Roman's intentions, devised a mechanism of just the right size that could be quickly opened and closed. This was placed in the tunnel, and when Mithridates and his friends had entered, the centurion… the men with him who were to attack the king… drawing his sword he rushed upon the king. But the king got the door closed in time, and escaped safely out of danger.

FRAGMENTS OF BOOK XL

1. Marcus Antonius 
 came to terms with the Cretans, and for a while they observed the peace. Later, however, when the question was brought forward how they might best look to their own advantage, the oldest men, and the most prudent, counselled them to send an embassy to Rome to offer a defence against the crimes imputed to them, and to attempt by fair words and petitions to appease the senate. Accordingly they dispatched thirty of their most eminent men as ambassadors. These men, by going about individually to the houses of the senators and voicing every possible plea for mercy, won over the pillars of the senate. (2) Brought before the senate itself, they argued their case discreetly, and enumerated in detail their good services to the ruling power, and the military support they had rendered it; this said, they called upon the senators to restore them to favour and re–establish the alliance that had existed earlier. The senate, giving their explanations a ready welcome, attempted to pass a decree wherein they absolved the Cretans of the offences charged against them, and proclaimed 
 them friends and allies of the state; but Lentulus, 
 surnamed Spinther, vetoed the measure. (3) Thereupon the Cretans departed. The senate, upon being informed time after time that the Cretans were in league with the pirates and sharing the booty, decreed 
 that the Cretans should send to Rome all their ships, even to those of only four oars, should furnish three hundred hostages, all men of great prominence, should hand over Lasthenes and Panares, and should pay jointly an indemnity of four thousand talents in silver. When the Cretans learned of the senatorial decisions they met to deliberate on the news. The more prudent said that they ought to comply with all the demands, but Lasthenes and his supporters, being liable to conviction on these charges, and fearing that if they were sent to Rome they would be punished, stirred up the populace with exhortations to preserve the liberty handed down to them from time immemorial.

la. Certain of the Antiochenes, emboldened against King Antiochus 
 as a result of his defeat, stirred up the populace and proposed that he be banished from the city. There was a great uprising, but when the king prevailed, the ringleaders of the sedition fled in alarm from Syria; gathering in Cilicia they proposed to restore Philip, 
 son of the Philip whose father was Antiochus Grypus. Philip proved receptive to the proposal and arranged a meeting with Azizus the Arab, who gave him a ready welcome, set a diadem on his head, and restored him to the kingship.

lb. Pinning all his hopes on the alliance with Sampsiceramus, he 
 sent for him to come with his army. He, however, having made a secret agreement with Azizus to do away with the kings, came with his army and summoned Antiochus to his presence. When the king, knowing nothing of this, complied, Sampsiceramus acted the part of a friend but placed him under arrest, and though for the time being he merely held him closely guarded in chains, he later had him put to death. So too, in accordance with the agreement to divide up the kingdom of Syria, Azizus intended to assassinate Philip, but Philip got wind of the plot and fled to Antioch.

2. During Pompey's stay in Damascus of Syria, Aristobulus, the king of the Jews, and Hyrcanus his brother came to him with their dispute over the kingship. 
 Likewise the leading men, more than two hundred in number, gathered to address the general and explain that their forefathers, having revolted from Demetrius, 
 had sent an embassy to the senate and received from them the leadership of the Jews, who were, moreover, to be free and autonomous, their ruler being called High Priest, not King. Now, however, these men were lording it over them, having overthrown the ancient laws and enslaved the citizens in defiance of all justice; for it was by means of a horde of mercenaries, and by outrages and countless impious murders that they had established themselves as kings. Pompey put off till a later occasion the settlement of their rival claims, but as to the lawless behaviour of 
 the Jews and the wrongs committed against the Romans he bitterly upbraided the party of Hyrcanus. They deserved, he said, some graver and harsher visitation; nevertheless, in the spirit of Rome's traditional clemency, he would, if they were obedient henceforward, grant them pardon.

3. Now that we are about to record the war against the Jews, we consider it appropriate to give first a summary account of the establishment of the nation, from its origins, and of the practices observed among them. 
 When in ancient times a pestilence arose in Egypt, 
 the common people ascribed their troubles to the workings of a divine agency; for indeed with many strangers of all sorts dwelling in their midst and practising different rites of religion and sacrifice, their own traditional observances in honour of the gods had fallen into disuse. (2) Hence the natives of the land surmised that unless they removed the foreigners, their troubles would never be resolved. At once, therefore, the aliens 
 were driven from the country, and the most outstanding and active among them banded together and, as some say, were cast ashore in Greece and certain other regions; their leaders were notable men, chief among them being Danaüs and Cadmus. But the greater number were driven into what is now called Judaea, which is not far distant from Egypt and was at that time utterly uninhabited. (3) The colony was headed by a man called Moses, outstanding both for his wisdom and for his courage. On taking possession of the land he founded, besides other cities, one that is now the most renowned of all, called Jerusalem. In addition he established the temple that they hold in chief veneration, instituted their forms of worship and ritual, drew up their laws and ordered their political institutions. He also divided them into twelve tribes, since this is regarded as the most perfect number and corresponds to the number of months that make up a year. (4) But he had no images whatsoever of the gods made for them, being of the opinion that God is not in human form 
; rather the Heaven that surrounds the earth is alone divine, and rules the universe. 
 The sacrifices that he established differ from those of other nations, as does their way of living, for as a result of their own expulsion from Egypt he introduced an unsocial and intolerant mode of life. He picked out the men of most refinement and with the greatest ability to head the entire nation, and appointed them priests; and he ordained that they should occupy themselves with the temple and the honours and sacrifices offered to their god. (5) These same men he appointed to be judges in all major disputes, and entrusted to them the guardianship of the laws and customs. For this reason the Jews never have a king, and authority over the people is regularly vested in whichever priest is regarded as superior to his colleagues in wisdom and virtue. They call this man the high priest, and believe that he acts as a messenger to them of God's commandments. (6) It is he, we are told, who in their assemblies and other gatherings announces what is ordained, and the Jews are so docile in such matters that straightway they fall to the ground and do reverence to the high priest when he expounds the commandments to them. And at the end of their laws there is even appended the statement: "These are the words that Moses heard from God and declares unto the Jews." 
 Their lawgiver was careful also to make provision for warfare, and required the young men to cultivate manliness, steadfastness, and, generally, the endurance of every hardship. (7) He led out military expeditions against the neighbouring tribes, and after annexing much land apportioned it out, assigning equal allotments to private citizens and greater ones to the priests, in order that they, by virtue of receiving more ample revenues, might be undistracted and apply themselves continually to the worship of God. The common citizens were forbidden to sell their individual plots, lest there be some who for their own advantage should buy them up, and by oppressing the poorer classes bring on a scarcity of manpower. (8) He required those who dwelt in the land to rear their children, 
 and since offspring could be cared for at little cost, the Jews were from the start a populous nation. As to marriage and the burial of the dead, he saw to it that their customs should differ widely from those of other men. But later, when they became subject to foreign rule, as a result of their mingling with men of other nations (both under Persian rule and under that of the Macedonians who overthrew the Persians), many of their traditional practices were disturbed. Such is the account of Hecataeus of Abdera 
 in regard to the Jews.

4. Pompey had inscribed on a tablet, which he set up as a dedication, the record of his achievements in Asia. 
 Here is a copy of the inscription: "Pompey the Great, son of Gnaeus, Imperator, having liberated the seacoast of the inhabited world and all islands this side Ocean from the war with the pirates–being likewise the man who delivered from siege the kingdom of Ariobarzanes, 
 Galatia and the lands and provinces lying beyond it, Asia, and Bithynia; who gave protection to Paphlagonia and Pontus, Armenia and Achaia, 
 as well as Iberia, Colchis, Mesopotamia, Sophenê, and Gordyenê; brought into subjection Darius king of the Medes, Artoles 
 king of the Iberians, Aristobulus king of the Jews, Aretas king of the Nabataean Arabs, Syria bordering on Cilicia, Judaea, Arabia, the province of Cyrenê,· 
 the Achaeans, the Iozygi, the Soani, the Heniochi, and the other tribes along the seacoast between Colchis and the Maeotic Sea, with their kings, nine in number, and all the nations that dwell between the Pontic and the Red Seas 
; extended the frontiers of the Empire to the limits of the earth; and secured and in some cases increased the revenues of the Roman people — he, by confiscation of the statues and the images set up to the gods, as well as other valuables taken from the enemy, has dedicated to the goddess 
 twelve thousand and sixty pieces of gold and three hundred and seven talents of silver."

5. At Rome a certain insolvent debtor named Catiline and Lentulus sumamed Sura 
 gathered a mob and fomented sedition against the senate, as follows. A certain festival 
 was approaching when it was customary for the clients of prominent men to send gifts, and for this reason houses were kept open all through the night. The conspirators agreed, therefore, to use this opportunity to introduce into the houses of their intended victims men whose business it would be to lay violent hands upon them. With swords concealed at their girdles they were to gain entry without rousing suspicion, ostensibly for the purpose of bringing gifts, and, distributed a few to each house, at one and the same time to do away with virtually the entire senate. Though the plot had been thus carefully planned, by a miracle the victims escaped assassination. For among the more than four hundred men who were detailed to do the killing, there was one 
 who was in love with a certain girl and who, on being slighted by her, remarked more than once that within a few days her very life would be in his power. The remark puzzled her, and she could not guess what grounds he had for his threat, but still the young man remained insistent. When they were together, therefore, and drinking, she feigned extreme delight at his company and asked him to tell her what in the world his remark meant, and he, wishing in his infatuation to please her, disclosed the whole truth. She pretended to have taken what was said sympathetically and joyfully, and held her peace, but on the morrow went to the wife of Cicero the consul, and speaking privately with her about the matter reported what the young man had said. Thus was the conspiracy brought to light, and the consul, by using now threats and terror, now kindly exhortations, learned from them full details of the plot.

5a. Lucius Sergius, surnamed Catiline, on finding himself deep in debt had fomented an insurrection, and the consul Marcus Cicero was composing a speech on the anticipated disturbance. Catiline, on being openly named and accused to his face, declared that under no circumstances would he condemn himself to voluntary exile without a trial. Cicero put the question to the senators, whether it was their wish to banish Catiline from the city. When the majority, abashed by the man's presence, remained silent, Cicero, wishing as it were to probe their sentiments exactly, turned the question and asked the senators next whether they would order him to banish Quintus Catulus 
 from Rome. When with one voice they all shouted their disapproval and showed their displeasure at what was said, Cicero, reverting to Catiline, remarked that when they considered a man not deserving of banishment they shouted with all their might; hence it was evident that by silence they were agreeing to his banishment. Catiline, after stating that he would think it over in private, withdrew.

According to the proverb the less is the enemy of the more.

6. This Cleopatra is mentioned by Virgil, Lucian, Galen, along with Plutarch, and by Diodorus and George the chronicler among others.

7. [… the beginning of the Gallic War, which we have made the end of our history.]

[This part of the inhabited world and that about the British Isles and the arctic regions have fallen least of all within the range of men's common knowledge. But as for the northern latitudes adjacent to the region that is uninhabited because of the cold, we shall discuss them when we come to write of the deeds of Gaius Caesar; for it was he who extended the Roman Empire farthest in that direction, and brought all the area that was previously unknown within the scope of history.]

[In our own times Gaius Caesar, who by his deeds won the title divus, was the first on record to have conquered the island, and by defeating the Britons in war compelled them to pay fixed tribute. But as for these matters we shall record the particulars of his enterprise at the appropriate times.]

[As for their customs and other peculiarities we shall record them in detail when we come to Caesar's campaign against Britain.]

8. Some of the books were pirated and published before being corrected and before they had received the finishing touches, at a time when we were not yet fully satisfied with the work. These we disown. But in order that these books, by getting before the public, may not mar the general plan of our history, we have deemed it necessary to publish a statement that will expose any misconception. Our subject matter is contained within forty books, and in the first six we have recorded the events and legends prior to the Trojan War. In these we have not fixed the dates with any precision, since no chronological record of them was at hand…

FRAGMENTS OF UNCERTAIN LOCATION

1. [These disasters (earthquakes and tidal waves) have been the subject of much discussion. Natural scientists make it their endeavour to attribute responsibility in such cases not to divine providence, but to certain natural circumstances determined by necessary causes, whereas those who are disposed to venerate the divine power assign certain plausible reasons for the occurrence, alleging that the disaster was occasioned by the anger of the gods at those who had committed sacrilege. This question I too shall endeavour to deal with in detail in a special chapter of my history. 
]

la. [Ducetius, having founded Palicê and enclosed it with a fine wall, divided up and apportioned the adjacent territory. And it came to pass that this city, because of the excellence of the soil and the number of its inhabitants, grew swiftly. But after no very long period of prosperity it was levelled to the ground and remained uninhabited down to our own times: the details of this matter I shall relate at the proper time. 
]

2. The Siceliote Diodorus says that this Zoïlus 
 wrote nothing in addition to the treatise Against Homer of which we spoke.

3. Plutarch, Dionysius, Diodorus, and Dio give accounts of the Catos and the Scipios.

4. = Book 8.26.

5. Those who were left opposed one another.

6. Devoting himself to the mean life of a common soldier.

7. Men who had been carefully sought out by the king for their size and height, their keen daring, and their lordly manner.

8. Next in the procession came eight hundred frames on which costly panoplies were mounted. 

9. The Romans built waterproof shelters and spent the winter there.

10. He constrained them to be soldiers by setting himself before them as a model.

11. Promising that they too would contribute to this undertaking.

12. Since in the face of these words the king was losing his grip and weakening, he allowed him to do what he pleased.

I3. The barbarian, on being flogged, did not change expression or colour, but like a dumb beast suffered in silence.

14. The wise man is superior to the strong. 

15. Upon the renewal of civil strife the Roman senate proposed that Sulla be granted dictatorial powers. 
 For all the knights had banded together, wishing to rule rather than be ruled, and since they repeatedly attempted to oppose the senate the situation was intolerable to the government. Accordingly Sulla, having again attained this office, made a secret agreement with men throughout Italy, unbeknown to anyone at Rome, and ordered them to arm themselves with daggers and enter the city at the time when the Roman people would be starting to celebrate the festival of Rhea (this normally occurs about the first of January), 
 so that with their help he might destroy the urban knights. Since the Italian rabble was hostile to the soldiers they duly appeared on the appointed day, began to riot, and by enlisting the help of the populace did away with a large number of knights. While these events were taking place in the city, reports from the subject peoples everywhere reached Rome, announcing incursions of barbarians and suggesting that the Roman consuls and praetors should occupy their territories with all speed. I give this on the authority of Plutarch. Diodorus, however, says that no such reports existed, and that Sulla concocted them as a means of distracting the people and ending the disorders. For he promptly enrolled all the armies and assigned them commanders, and thus rid the city of the whole multitude.
�	This summary of the career of Viriathus appears in Photius among the fragments of book 32. For its position here (following Dindorf) see the final note to Book 32. On the character of Viriathus see also Dio Cassius, 22, 73, and Appian, Hisp. 75.


�	C. Vetilius, praetor in 147 b. c., was ambushed and defeated near Tribula (Appian, Hisp. 61-63). In the text his name appears as Vitellius.


�	The reference here is probably to Q. Fabius Maximus Aemilianus, consul in 145 b. c. (cp. Appian, Hisp. 65, but the Fabius mentioned just below is certainly Q. Fabius Maximus Servilianus, consul in 142 b. c. (Appian, Hisp. 67-69).


�	Q. Servilius Caepio, consul in 140 b. c. See below, chap. 21, and Appian, Hisp. 70, 71-75


�	C. Plautius, praetor in 146 b. c., was disastrously defeated by Viriathus (Appian, Hisp. 64; cp. Livy, Per. 52). Minula (or imminuta) maiestas might embrace any crime committed against the Roman people und its security.


�	This fragment, with the two immediately preceding it (1.5 and 2), could and perhaps should be placed in the preceding book, between chap. 27.3 and chap. 9c. But if, as seems likely, the narrative of Viriathus was entirely reserved for Book 33, all three fragments are correctly placed, and the present passage (chap. 8) will refer to the situation in Syria after the battle of the Oenoparas and the death of Alexander Balas, the reference to Alexander being merely explanatory. For Diodotus (Tryphon) see below, chap. 4a, and cp. Book 32. 9c.


�	Alone, that is, of the three claimants to part or all of Syria: Demetrius II Nicator, Alexander Balas, and Ptolemy VI Philometor. Ptolemy had died of injuries received in the battle of the Oenoparas, leaving the kingdom in dispute between his widow and son, on the one hand, and his brother Physcon on the other, and with his death Egyptian pretensions to Coelê Syria had collapsed.


�	Probably Lasthenes, a Cretan, who is called the King's "Kinsman" and "Father" in 1 Macc. 11. 31-32, and Joscphus. Ant. Iud. 13. 126-127. According to E. R. Revan, The House of Seleucus, 2.302 (App. R), Demetrius was probably a mere youth of fifteen at the time of his accession.


�	Cp. the account in 1 Macc;. II. 44-48, and Josephus, Ant. Iud. 13. 135-142.


�	Macc. 11.39 gives his name as Imalkue; Josephus, Ant. Iud. 13.131 as Malchus.


�	The first coins of Antiochus VI Epiphanes, son of Alexander Balas, are dated in the year 167 of the Seleucid era, before autumn, 145 b. c.


�	If this Ammonius is the minister of Alexander Balas (so Niese, Ouch, griech. u. mak. Staaten, 3. 279, note 3), the present narrative must concern an earlier incident, told perhaps as background for the destruction of Marathus during the strife between Demetrius and Tryphon.


�	The rings were used to seal the forged letter.


�	The name appears below as Moceltes, but Feder was perhaps right in emending to Moagetes, whether or not the man is identical with or related to Moagetes the tyrant of Cibyra mentioned in Polybius, 21. 34 (189 b. c.). The name Moagetes was common in Anatolia. At some undefined date Cibyra, Boubo, Balboura, and Oenoanda made up a tetrapolis (Strabo·, 13.4.17, p. 631). For an inscription concerning a certain Moagetes of Boubo see G. E. Bean in J. H. S. 68 (1948), 46 ff.. and J. A. O. Larsen in C. P. 51 (1956), 151 ff.


�	Ptolemy VIII Euergetes II, nicknamed Physcon ("Potbelly"). The "fifteen years" mentioned below covers the period till his exile in 131 b. c., but his troubled reign actually extended to 116 b. c.


�	Cleopatra II, previously the wife of Ptolemy VI.


�	Or perhaps "nothing that was his own", in the sense that Viriathus really owned it anyway. Hut the entire sentence is difficult and probably corrupt.


�	The implication seems to be that he did not wait to be served.


�	Probably the same as Itucca of Appian, Hisp. 66.


�	For the fable see Perry, Aesopica, I. 333, no. 31.


�	For the various stories connecting Cretan Pergamus with Agamemnon or with Troy cp. Servius on Aen..3.133 and Velleius Paterculus, I. I. 2. —The precise occasion for the references to Crete at this point in the nurrative is not known.


�	The Greek text refers us for the sequel to the Constantinian collection of historical excerpts On Marriages, which is not preserved. —The mother of Memphites was Cleopatra II. A few years later Physcon also married her daughter (by Philometor), Cleopatra III. Irenê is mentioned also in Josephus, Agaimt Apion, 2.55. —For the cruelty of Physcon see, e. g., Justin, 38.8.


�	Diêgylis was a chieftain of the Thracian Caeni, and son- in–law to Prusias of Bithynia. The date of his "accession" la uncertain, but his conflict with Attalus II can be dated to 145 b. c. (cp. E. V. Hansen, The Attalids of Pergamon, 131-132).


�	For Phalaris see Book 9.18-19, for Apollodorus, Book 22.5.


�	Attalus II, king of Pergamum 160/59-139/8 b. c.


�	This is probably not the "pacem infirmatam" of Livy, Per. 54 (cp. Appian, Hisp. 70), made by Pompeius in 141, as the terms do not seem to agree. Termessus is perhaps identical with the Termantia of Appian, Hisp. 76.


�	Q. Pompeius, the consul of 141 b. c.


�	Mithridates I Arsaces VI, the creator of the Parthian empire, who died in 138/7 b. c. The present fragment is no doubt prefatory to the account of the expedition led against him in 140 b. c. by the youthful Demetrius II Nicator. After some early successes Demetrius was taken captive, and remained in Parthian hands until 199 b. c.


�	Μ. Popillius Laenas, consul in 139 b. c. With this fragment we may perhaps associate Dio, 22. 75.


�	i. e. Physcon. Galaestes is perhaps identical with the Γαλέτης, the favourite of one of the Ptolemies, of whom a pleasant anecdote is recorded in Aelian, Var. Hist. I. 30. The position of the present fragment is not secure, but it falls in the period 145-139) b. c·., and chap. 23 suggests that a late date is likely. For the episode see Otto–Hengtson, Abh. München, N. F. 17 (1938), 36 ff.


�	Appian, whose account of the assassination (Hisp. 74) differs in some other details also, gives the names as Audax, Ditalco, and Minurus (cp. also Livy, Per. Oxy. 54).


�	See above, note on chap. 1. 4.


�	i. e. the army und his loyal attendants. Appian, Hisp. 75, adds some details.


�	Possibly the same Hierax who had been in the service of Alexander Balas. above chap. 3 and Book 32.9c. According to Poseidonius (Jacoby, FGН, no. 87, fr. 4) a Hierax of Antioch was the favourite first of Philometor, then of Euergetes, by whom he was eventually put to death; this may be the same man, but the identification is uncertain.


�	See above, chap. 20.


�	The date can lie determined only by the position of the fragment in the collection De Sententiis.


�	Iunius Brutus, consul in 138 b. c. He commanded the armies in Farther Spain.


�	Cp. Virgil, Aen. 6. 853: "parcere subiectis et debellare superbos."


�	M. Aemilius Lepidus Porcina, consul in 137 b. c. He replaced his colleague Mancinus in Hither Spain.


�	Tryphon had at first ruled jointly with Antiochus VI Kpiphunes, but dethroned the boy–king perhaps as early as 148 b. c.


�	Literally "of the (king) of royal lineage," i. e. Demetrius II, whose queen (mentioned below) was Cleopatra Thea, mother of the murdered Antiochus VI by her previous marriage with Alexander Balas. Tryphon, the usurper, could make no claim to royal descent. For Sarpedon see Poseidonius (Jacohy, FGH, no. 87), fr. 29.


�	Cornelius Scipio Africanus Aemiliunus. The exact date of this famous embassy is a matter of dispute (cp. Broughton, Magistrates of the Roman Republic, 1. 481, note. 2; A. E. Astin, C. P. 54 (1959), 221-227). Otto–Bengtson, Abh. München, N. F. 17 (1938), 38, would place the visit to Egypt in 140 or early 139 b. c., associating it with the Galaestes episode. The position of the fragment seems to indicate a date in or after 138 b. c., which would still be appropriate if the account is retrospective, following the embassy's return to Rome.


�	Or, perhaps, "having received the treatment that befitted their policies."


�	Antiochus VII Euergetes (Sidctes), brother of Demetrius II. He assumed the throne in 139/8 b. c. after the capture of his brother by the Parthians. For the siege of Jerusalem see Josephus, Ant. Iud. 13. 236 ff., and with this account of Jewish origins, probably derived from Poseidonius (Jacoby, FGH, II C, pp. 196-199), cp. Tacitus, Hist. 5. 3-5. The explanation of the Exodus as a purge of lepers goes back to Manetho (Josephus,. Against Apion, 1.229.


�	In 169 b. c.


�	Josephus, Against Apion, 2.79 ff., apparently attributes to Poseidonius or Apollonius Molon (or both) the authorship of a similar story related by Apion, in which, however, the figure was simply a golden ass's head.


�	The date of the uprising is uncertain, and the "sixty years" of Photius is at best a round number. For an earlier dating see Broughton, Magistrates, 1. 483, note 1. I follow Carcopino in Glotz, Histoire generate (Hist. rom. 2. 185, note 35), and Last in Cam. Anc. Hut. 9. 12. —The rapid summary of the war given by Photius does scant justice to Diodorus, as may be seen by comparison with the parallel passages preserved in the Constantinian Excerpta (below, chap. 2.25-48, including 24b, now restored to its proper position after chap. 2.37). For an arrangement of the fragments in parallel columns see Jacoby, FGH, no. 87 (Poseidonius), fr. 108.


�	Actually, equestrian control of the courts could not have existed before the Gracchan Lex iudiciaria of 122 b. c. The anachronism may derive from the bias of Poseidonius but perhaps goes back to his Roman sources.


�	Atargatis, whose chief sanctuary was at Hierapolis (modern Membidj) in north–eastern Syria: cp. Lucian, On the Syrian Goddtes.


�	As a common adjective his name means "well–disposed", "friendly".


�	L. Plautius Hypsaeus. The date of his service as praetor cannot be determined with certainty (cp. Broughton, cited above, note on §1).


�	P. Rupilius, consul in 132 b. c.


�	Plutarch, Sulla, 36, includes Eunus in a list of famous or notorious people who died of the morbus pedicularis. Λ similar affliction smote Herod (Acts 12.23), who was "eaten of worms"; cp. also Herodotus, 4.205, and Lucian, Pseudo–manlis, 59.


�	For the identification of Morgantina with the extensive remains at Serra Orlando see K. Erim, A. J. A. 62 (1958), 79-90; reports of the excavations at the site (since 1955) have appeared in the same journal, vols. 61 ff.


�	The rest of chap. 2 from this point on consists of the Constantinian Excerpta, which (in part) parallel the continuous but abbreviated narrative given by Photius. The present paragraph is clearly from the introduction to the account of the Servile War.


�	After the death of Attains III in 133 b. e., Aristonicus appeared as a pretender to the throne of Pergamum, claiming to be a son of Eumenes II; his utopian project, the "City of the Sun", won him wide popular support, and it was not until 130 B. C. that he was defeated by Roman arms and taken captive (Strabo. 14. I.38, p. 646).


�	The point of the comparison is not made clear. This section (M 97-32) corresponds to jig 1-3, above.


�	Perhaps "inconspicuous": see critical note.


�	See note on §3, above.


�	With §§ 34-36, 38 cp. § 10 init., above.


�	This sentence is patterned closely on a passage from the 8th book of Poseidonius' History (Jacoby. FGH, no. 87, fr. 7). Poseidonius was probably the chief source for Diodorus' account of the Servile War.


�	Her name appears more correctly in Photius (above, chap. 2. 10) as Megallis.


�	At this point, as is evident from the parallel passage in Photius (§§10-11, above), the narrative breaks off in the collection De virtutibus et vitiis (§37) and is taken up at once (only the subject [oi δοữλοι] being repeated) in the collection Dt insidiis (§24b), which has therefore been transferred to its present position.


�	i. e. when her family was seized by the revolutionaries, §§39-40 correspond to the latter part of §13. For Hermeias see above, §14.


�	i. e. all the slave–owners. With this excerpt cp. §8. above.


�	Antiochus was the royal name assumed by Eunus (see above, §24). The identification of Achaeus as a counsellor before he is raised to that rank is no doubt the work of the excerptor. On Achaeus see above, §16.


�	Cp. §17, above.


�	In §16, above, the haphazard arming of the slaves was mentioned. Possibly, therefore, the present excerpt properly belongs after §41 or 42.


�	Despite the arguments of Jacoby (FGH, II C, pp. 206-207), it appears that Diodorus' account of the Servile War was annalistic, not, as in the paraphrase of Photius, a continuous narrative. This is shown by chaps. 8-11, which are separated in the Constantinian collections from the earlier fragments by material that can be dated to 133 b. c. Hence the present fragment (chap. 2. 45) cannot, as Jacoby's arrangement would suggest, he referred to the siege of Tauromenium (§§20-21), which occurred in 132 b. c.


�	Attalus III came to the throne in 139/8 b. c., but since the present account follows the outbreak of the Servile War, it was probably reserved for the occasion of his death in 133 b. c.


�	This chapter probably relates to the fall of Numantia (cp. Appian, Hisp. 96-98).


�	Ti. Sempronius Gracchus, the famous tribune of 133 b. c. His father, of the same name, was consul in 177 and 163 b. c.; his mother was Cornelia, hardly less famous than her ill–starred sons, Tiberius and Gains.


�	The reference is clearly to some opponent of Gracchus, perhaps Octavius, since I'lutarch (Ti. Gracch. 10) speaks of their almost daily debates before the people.


�	M. Octavius, Tiberius' colleague in the tribunate, who opposed his agrarian legislation and was deposed from office.


�	According to Plutarch, Ti. Gracch. II. 3-4, Tiberius felt that one or the other (not both) must go, and offered Octavius the privilege of introducing a prior motion to depose Tiberius.


�	Tiberius Gracchus.


�	P. Scipio Nasica Serapio, at this time pontifex maximus, who led the senatorial band of assassins (cp. below, chap. 33.6-7, and Plutarch, Ti. Gracch. 19).


�	P. Cornelius Scipio Africanus Aemilianus, who was now at Nuinantia. His words are a quotation from Homer, Od. 1.47. Cp. Plutarch, op. cil. 21.


�	i. e. the followers of Eunus: cp. above, chap. 2.24.


�	The sacred fish were undoubtedly those of the fountain of Arethusa at Syracuse, sacred to Artemis (see Book 5.3), and the offenders the rebellious "Syrian" slaves. The punishment was particularly apt as sacred fish were a regular feature of the cult of the Syrian goddess, and were taboo to her worshippers: see Oxf. Class. Dict. s. v. "Fish, Sacred."


�	Cicero, Verr. 4. 108, mentions this embassy, which was prompted by portents following the assassination of Gracchus, but states that it was sent to the temple of Ceres at Enna.


�	The date of chapters 11-13 is determined only by the position of the fragments.


�	On Diêgylis see Book 33.14. The son's name appears below as Ziselmius, and in Valerius Maximus, 9.2, Ext 4, as Zisemis.


�	For the oracle see Suidns, s. v. "Ατταλος, and cp. Pausanias, 10.15.3. The title "bull–horned" refers to the Attalid claim of descent from Dionysus. The oracle was perhaps mentioned here in connection with the will of Attains III leaving his kingdom to Rome, or with the career of Aristonicus.


�	In 133/1 b. c. the long–standing dissension between Ptolemy VIII Euergetes II (Physcon) and his sister, Cleopatra II, came to a head and he was forced out of Alexandria, finding refuge in Cyprus. The murder of Memphites, related also by Justin, 38. 8. 13-15, probably occurred late in 131 b. c.


�	Arsaces VII Phraates II. In 130 b. c. Antiochus VII Euergetes (Sidetes), the brother of Demetrius II, defeated the Parthians in three battles and recovered Babylonia and Media. The following spring, while his army was still scattered in winter quarters, Antiochus was killed in a surprise attack.


�	In 129 or 128 b. c. Praates was to fall in battle against the invading Sacas.


�	i. e. Seleuceia on the Tigris, which Phraates had recovered by his defeat of Sidetes.


�	Otto–Bengtson, Abh. München, N. F. 17 (1938), 100, 169-170, argue that the designation ό πρεσβύτερος was never applied to Euergetes, and accordingly refer the present passage to Ptolemy IX Philometor Soter ll and date it to 110 or 108 b. c. But this date seems impossible to reconcile with the position of the fragment in the Constantinian collection, and since the offending phrase occurs in the introductory clause it seems preferable to ascribe the blunder to the carelessness of the excerptor. See F. R. Walton, A. J. P. 77 (Ι956), 409-412.


�	Poseidonius (Jacoby, FGH, no. 87, fr. 13) calls him the "tyrant" of Babylonia and Seleuceia, and Justin (42. I. 3) says that Phraates appointed him governor before setting off on his last campaign. Both authors give the name in the form Himerus. lie seems to have "reigned" for at least several years.


�	Alexander II, a pretended son of the earlier usurper, Alexander Balas. Originally a protégé of Ptolemy Physcon, Alexander was widely accepted and by 128 b. c. was established as a rival king to Demetrius II. His reign lasted till 123/2 b. c. The nickname Zabinas is Aramaic for "the Bought One".


�	C. Sextius Calvinus, consul in 124 b. c. He returned home in 122 b. c. to celebrate a triumph over the Gauls. He was the founder of Aquae Sextiae (Aix–en–Provence).


�	C. Sempronius Gracchus, tribunus plebis in 123 b. c. The preceding year he had served as proquaestor in Sardinia.


�	As it stands the statement is too sweeping, but the original context may have made it clear that "all classes" did not include the Senate. The emphatic "these men" (τούτους) also suggests a more limited group of supporters.


�	This paragraph presents a partial summary of the Gracchan reform programme. The strong bias of Diodorus against Gaius Graechus is evident here and ill the rest of his account.


�	Gaius had sponsored a bill (aimed at Octavius, the old enemy of his brother) debarring a deposed magistrate from other offices: see above, chap. 7, and Plutarch, C. Gracch. 4. 1-2.


�	P. Popillius Laenas, consul in 132 b. e., who had been in charge of the senatorial court set up to punish the followers of Tiberius Gracchus.


�	Mai, followed by Dindorf, took this passage as referring to the contest between Tiberius Gracchus and Octavius (Plutarch, Ti. Gracch. 12, and Appian, B. C. 1.12), despite its position here. But granted the similarity of the situation, the whole ethos of the story is completely different. More plausibly it is a doublet of the earlier story, invented to contrast the characters of Gaius and Tiberius. Carcopino, in Glotz, Histoire générale (Hist. rom. 2. 249-250), refers the episode to the passage of the Lex de Provocatione.


�	Alexander II Zabinas.


�	According to Justin (39. 2. 5-6) this incident took place in Antioch. whither Zabinas had retreated after his defeat by Antiochus VIII Philometor (Grypus), the younger son of Demetrius II.


�	M. Fulvius Flaccus. Consul in 125 B. C., he became a tribune in 122 and was Gracchus' chief supporter. In 121 he was perhaps a member with Gracchus of the commission concerned with the colony at Carthage.


�	L. Opimius, consul in 121 b. c., elected as an opponent of the Gracchan programme.


�	Quintus Antyll(i)us. For the incident cp. Plutarch, C. Gracch. 13, and Appian, B. C. 1. 25, who both present the story in a light more favourable to Gracchus.


�	The text refers for the sequel to the collectior "On the Outbreak of Hostilities", which is not extant.


�	Plutarch (C. Gracch. 17) gives the story told here but identifies the perpetrator of the fraud as α certain Septimuleius, a friend of Opimius.


�	Beginning at this point a page of the Vatican palimpsest (V) is nearly illegible, and the page following is totally obliterated. Both text and translation of chapters 30, 30a, 30b, 30c, 32, and 32a are therefore quite conjectural. For the death of Flaccus, with which chap. 30 was evidently concerned, see Appian, B. C. 1. 26; for that of his son see, e. g., Velleius Paterculus, 2.7.2.


�	The name is so spelled both here and in the marginal lemma, but appears in the next fragment in the more usual form. The Scordisci were a Celtic tribe of the upper Balkans, with whom the Romans were periodically at war from 119 b. c., when Sex. Pompeius was killed in battle with them, to 105 b. c.. the last possible date for this passage.


�	A possible emendation (see critical note) would refer this fragment to the defeat of C. Porcius Cato, the consul of 114 b. c. (cp. Livy, Per. 63, Dio Cassius, 26. 88).


�	On the death of King Micipsa in 118 b. c. the kingdom of Numidia had been divided between his two young sons, Adherbal and Hiempsal, and their older cousin Jugurtha, whom Micipsa had recently adopted. Hiempsal was shortly assassinated by henchmen of Jugurtha, leaving the two survivors as rival kings. How long Adherbal was besieged in Cirta is uncertain, but events reached their climax in 112 b. c.


�	This second legation was headed by M. Aemilius Scaurus: cp. Sallust, Iug. 85.4-11.


�	These were Italians resident in Cirta.


�	The exact position and date of this and the following fragment cannot be ascertained.


�	P. Cornelius Scipio Nasica Serapio, who died during his consulship in 111 b. c. Beginning with his great–grandfather, the line of descent is as follows (omitting the first three names, identical for all): Nasica (I), consul in 191; Nasica Corculum (II), consul in 162 and 155; Nasica Serapio (III), consul in 138; Nasica Serapio (IV), the consul of 111 b. c. Diodorus (or the exceptor) has combined the histories of (I) and (II).


�	Only the grandfather (II) held this honorary position, awarded each quinquennium by the censors. He was designated princeps senutus in 147 and 142 b. c. When a question had been referred to the senate, the presiding magistrate called upon the senators, in order of rank, to express their opinions.


�	Actually, his great–grandfather (I), who at the time (204 B. C.) was a very young man. For the story see l. ivy, 29. 10-11 and 14. Valeria was probably the daughter of M. Valerius Laevinus, who headed the embassy sent to Pergamuin to fetch the goddess.


�	The opponent of Cato was not Nasica (I), but Nasica Corculum (II).


�	The belief that the decline of Rome was brought on by the removal of all external threats became a commonplace in late Republican and Imperial writing and is especially apparent in the work of Sallust.


�	Nasica Serapio (III) was at the time (133 b. c.) pontifex maximus, but was never princeps senatus. Possibly Diodorus was confused by finding in Ills sources that Nasica "led the senate" in the outburst that resulted in the assassination (cp. Plutarch, Ti. Gracch. 19. 3-4).


�	After a long digression Diodorus here returns to his narrative, the death of the consul Scipio in III b. c. See above, p. 127, note 3.


�	Antiochus IX Philopator (Cyzicenus) was a son of Antiochus VII Sidetes and a half–brother of Antiochus VIII Philometor (Grypus), his lifelong rival. Cyzicenus, after defeating Grypus, secured the throne in about 118 b. c., but Grypus returned in force a year or so later (probably the occasion for the present narrative), and thereafter the uneasy country was divided between them.


�	i. e. Hiempsal. So far as is known, Micipsa had only the two sons, Adherhal and Hiempsal. Since Micipsa died in 118 b. c., it is difficult to see why this account of him was introduced here. Perhaps for this reason the excerptor invented the third son Micipsa, to whom he thought the following description must refer. Note that Adherbal is called the "elder". not "eldest".


�	Elsewhere his name is given as Massiva.


�	Possibly identical with Congonnetiacus, son of Butuitus, the king of the Arverni. who was brought to Rome after his father had been defeated in 121 b. c. and imprisoned at Alba.


�	C. Marius had accompanied Q. Caecilius Metellus, the consul of 109 b. c., to Africa.


�	He was tribunus plebis in 119 b. c., but failed of election to the aedileship and ran last of the successful candidates for the praetorship in 115 b. c.


�	Bocchus was the king of Mauretania, and father–in–law to Juirurtha.


�	Ptolemy IX Philometor Soter, nicknamed Lathyrus ("Chickpea"). After his escape in 108/7 b. c. from his mother Cleopatra III, who favoured a younger son, Ptolemy X Alexander, he found refuge in 106 b. c. in Seleuceia in Pieria, where he remained for several years. As so often, it is hard to tell whether φίλοι has here the technical sense of a court title.


�	Cn. Papirius Carbo, as consul in 113 b. c., suffered a disastrous defeat by the Cimbri near Noreia; M. lunius Silanus, consul of 100 b. c., was defeated in Gaul by the Cimbri in 109 or 108 b. c. Evidently the present occasion is compared with these earlier defeats, and must therefore be dated in 105 b. c. when the consul Cn. Mallius Maximus and proconsul Q. Servilius Caepio were both disastrously defeated in Gaul, at Arausio (Orange), and emergency measures were called for at home. This date and placing of the fragment is completely consistent with its position in the collection De Sententiis.


�	In this monstrous sentence Photius has condensed the events of several years. The decisive battle with the Libyan kings, described by Suliust, Iug. 101, occurred near Cirta in the winter of 106/5 B. C., and sometime in 105 Jugurtha was taken prisoner (cp. Books 34/5.39). For the defeat inflicted by the Cimbri at Arausio late in 105 b. c. see Books 34/5.37.


�	Polybius, 6.26.6, uses έπίλετοι = Lat. socii extraordinarii. The word λογάδες, below, in the sense of "legionaries", appears to be post–classical, and its use here is probably due to Photius, not to Diodorus.


�	The text of Photius gives the name here as Titus Minucius, but below as Vettius in agreement with the parallel fragment in the Constantinian excerpts (chap. 2a). The corruption could have proceeded in either direction. To judge by the sequel this revolt too occurred near Capua.


�	L. Licinius Lucullus, praetor urbanus or peregrinus in 104 b. c.


�	See above, note on chap. 2.9.


�	C. Marius, after returning to Rome to celebrate his triumph over Jugurtha on January I, 104 b. c., and to enter upon his second consulship, was promptly given the command in Gaul. — The king of Bithynia at this time was Nicomedes II Epiphanes (149–c. 94 b. c.).


�	P. Licinius Nerva was governor of Sicily in 104 b. c., either as praetor or as propraetor. Dio Cassius, 27.93, gives a somewhat different version of the present story.


�	For an account of this sanctuary and its traditional use as an asylum for slaves see Book 11. 89. It is identified with the present Laghetto di Naftia, near Mineo (anc. Menae).


�	Presumably, the members of his consilium.


�	Probably identical with the Allava of the Itinerarium Anton. 88.


�	Chap. 11 has been transferred here to its proper position beside the parallel account from Photius.


�	Presumably a toga praetexta or laticlaria captured from the Romans.


�	Perhaps in imitation of the Syrian usurper Diodotus, known as Tryphon. So in the First Servile War Eunus had assumed the royal name of Antiochus (Books 34/5.2.24).


�	Triocala is perhaps identical with Camicus, a fortress near Acragas (cp. Book 4.78) and the modern Caltabellota.


�	He presumably held this appointment as propraetor in succession to Licinius Nerva.


�	The figures given add up only to 16,000 (see critical note).


�	The praetor is perhaps identical with the augur Servilius who successfully prosecuted Lucullus, and was in turn prosecuted by Lucullus' sons (Plutarch, Lucullus, 1.1).


�	Marius' fifth consulship was in 101 b. c. His colleague, who continued in Sicily as proconsul in 100 b. c., was Manius (not Gaius) Aquillius.


�	L. Appuleius Saturninus was quaestor in 104 b. c. and tribunus plebis in 103 and again in 100 b. c. — While the present chapter could, with chap. 11, have been transferred to its proper chronological position earlier in the book, it seemed better to retain Dindorf's arrangement of this and the few remaining chapters, rather than to interrupt the continuous narrative of the Servile War.


�	Actually, to M. Aemilius Scaurus, the princeps senatus.


�	Pessinus was the chief sanctuary of Cybelê, the Magna Mater. Another version of the story is given in Plutarch, Marius, 17.5-6. Battaces is appnrently a priestly title, like Attis, not a proper name: cp. Polybius, 21.37.5.


�	Or possibly "sacred object", perhaps with reference to the cult stone representing the goddess, which had been brought from Pessinus in 204 b. c.


�	According to Valerius Maximus (2.8.1), there was a law stipulating that no one could obtain a triumph unless 5,000 of the enemy had been slain in a single action; Orosius (5.4.7) cites the law as in effect in 143 b. c. Cp. also Dio Cassius, 37.40. — Since the arrangement of the fragments in Photius is not a reliable index of their order, it is possible that the present passage refers to M'. Aquillius, who for his victory over the Sicilian slaves in 100 b. c. was acclaimed imperator. —The final clause of the passage is certainly Byzantine, and not part of the text of Diodorus.


�	Mithridates VI Eupator Dionysus, king of Pontus 121/0-63 b. c. and the archfoe of Rome.


�	Q. Caecilius Metellus Numidicus, who as censor in 102 b. c. incurred the enmity of Saturninus and was interdicted from fire and water by Marius in 100 b. c. The son, Metellus Pius, became consul in 80 b. c.


�	The war is generally known today as the "Social War", a designation that first appears in the second century a. d. The Marsic and Samnite peoples formed the hard core of the rebellion.


�	Plutarch, Marius, ll.2, gives the figure as 300,000.


�	Specifically, this may refer to the abortive proposals of the tribune Drusus, in 91 b. c., to extend the citizenship.


�	L. Marcius Philippus and Sex. Iulius Caesar were the consuls of 91 b. c. The unemended text of Photius gives the date as the 170th Olympiad.


�	Corfinium was the chief city of the Paeligni: cp. Strabo, 5.4.8, p.241.


�	This may refer to an inner council or simply to the consuls and generals (praetors). On the debated question of the League's organization see T. Frank, C. J. 14 (1918/19), 547 ff.. and R. Gardner in Cam. Anc. Hist. 9.186 ff.


�	From other sources it would appear that his name was properly C. Papius Mutilus.


�	The name Cercola (or Cercoli) is unknown but must refer to some natural boundary between the Marsic and Samnite territories.


�	Other sources give the name as Italica.


�	The consuls for 89 b. c. were Cn. Pompeius Strabo, father of Pompey the Great, and L. Porcius Cato. L. Cornelius Sulla, the future dictator, won election as consul fur the following year on the strength of his victories. He had been legate in 90 b. c. as well.


�	Appian, B. C. 1.52, calls C. Cosconius στρατηγοίς, but Broughton lists him as α legate rather than praetor in 89 b. c. (Magistrates, 2. 36).


�	Main. Aemilius Lepidus. Livy, Per. 76, credits him with the defeat and death of Pompaedius Silo, which Appian, B. C. I.53, ascribes to Metellus, under whom Mamercus may have served as legate.


�	Q. Caecilius Metellus Pius, possibly praetor in 88 b. c. (Broughton, Magistrates, Suppl., p.11).


�	This appeal for help to Mithridates is mentioned also by Poseidonius up. Athenaeus, 5.213c=Jacoby, FGH, no. 87, fr. 36, p. 246.9 ff.


�	If the proper form of the name is Cleplius (so one MS. below, chap. 2.13), he may be identical with the Cleptius whose Lucanian troops served under Lucullus in the second Servile War (Book 36.8.1).


�	Photius has here apparently condensed and obscured the story. C. Iulius Caesar Strabo, though he had not yet held the office of praetor, attempted to stand for the consulship (possibly, as suggested here, with an eye to the eastern command), and was prevented by the tribune of 88 b. c., P. Sulpicius Rufus, the political ally of Marius.


�	L. Cornelius Sulla, consul in 88 b. c.


�	Possibly a mistake for Lamponius (above, chap. 2. 11).


�	Wesseling suggests that the name Pompcius may be corrupt and that the man intended is Pontius Telesinus, a Samnite chieftain who reappears with Lamponius in 82 b. c. as the leader of an unsubdued remnant of the Italian rebels (Appian, H. C. 1. 90, Velleius Paterculus, 2.27).


�	Probably Tisia, in Bruttium, is meant.


�	Norbanus (the MSS. give the name as Orbanus) was governor of Sicily in 88 and 87 b. c. Cp. Cicero, Verr. 5.8, who is, however, hostile to Norbanus.


�	In this hasty condensation Photius may here be referring to C. Marius the Younger, consul of 83 b. c. Cp. below. Books 88/9.15.


�	From this point on the Constantinian fragments provide, in a fuller and more authentic form, some parts of the narrative briefly condensed by Photius in chap. 2. Thus chap. 8 corresponds to the final sentence of chap. 2.1. Chapters 4-8 form a digression on the theme of old–fashioned virtue in high places, and the narrative proper resumes with chap. 10.


�	The verbal similarities (cp. Book 31.26.7) show that Diodorus is here referring specifically to the period following the Third Macedonian War.


�	For a similar list of costly luxuries and for Cato's remark, given below, see Book 31.24, and Polybius, 31.25 (c. 161 b. c.).


�	Q. Mucins Scucvnla, as proconsul in Asia in 97 b. c., earned the reputation of a model governor, and was honoured by the province with a penteteric festival. His legate was P. (not Q.) Rutilius Rufus, later condemned for extortion by the knights in a flagrant miscarriage of justice. Rutilius was the author of a Latin autobiography, and of a Roman History written in Greek and cited by Poseidonius (Jacoby, FGH, no. 87, fr. 27) and by later historians: cp. G. L. Hendrickson, C. P. 28 (1933), 153-175.


�	As emended by Dindorf the text would read: "For the previous tax collectors in Asia, being in partnership with the men who sat, etc."


�	Since this is a separate fragment, introduced by Ότι, it is not certain that it too refers to Scaevola.


�	Since chap. 6 seems clearly to refer to Scaevola (us recognized by Dindorf himself), it belongs here rather than after chap. 5a. For the honours accorded him, the Μουκίεια, see Orientis Graeci Insc. Sel. 437-439.


�	C. Sentius was propraetor in Macedonia tor a number of years, apparently 93-87 e. c. Since his old–fashioned virtues won the praise of Cicero ( Verr. 3.217) and Varro (ap. Pliny. N. H. 14.96), Dindorf is probably right in assigning this puzzling fragment to the section on model governors. The name Cotys is of frequent occurrence among the Thracian chieftains, but Execestus and his son Euphenes (?) are otherwise unknown.


�	He is called Syllius below. On the strength of the association with C. Sempronius Longus he is probably to be identified as L. Sempronius Asellio, whose governorship may be assigned to e. 96 b. c. (cp. Broughton, Magistrates 2.10, note 3).


�	Literally, "from the flank of the senatorials." This interesting passage seems unfortunately to be hopelessly corrupt, and the statement of C. Gracchus cannot be exactly recovered. Probably a present participle is missing after διαλείψω. Somewhat similar remarks are attributed to him in Books 34/5.97, and in Appian, B. C. 1.22; cp. also Cicero, De Leg. 3.20. Appian's statement, "Gracchus remarked that he had broken the power of the senate once for all," is perhaps closest in general purport. The passage is relevant here as a parallel to the attempted reforms of Drusus.


�	Possibly, to provide an "oracular" significance for his words, ξίφος was given the sense of ius gladii, as in Philostratus. Vita Apoll. 4.42. Gaius' death did not, in fact, come by the "sword of Justice."


�	The tribune of 91 b. c. His father, tribune in 122 b. c., was the famous rival of C. Gracchus.


�	Cp. Cicero, Pro Milone, 16: "nobilissimus vir, senatus propugnator atque… paene patronus."


�	Presumably the leaders of the senatorial opposition.


�	This law would have wrested the courts from complete equestrian control, and contained a special clause making the knights liable to prosecution for judicial bribery.


�	This oath of the Italians to Drusus, long considered of dubious historical value and authenticity, has latterly been defended: for recent discussions see L. H. Taylor, Party Politics in the Age of Caesar (1949), 46 and, contra, H. J. Rose, Harv. Theol. Rev. 30 (1937), 165-181. The marginal note in the manuscript identifying this as the "Oath of Philippus" is clearly in error.


�	i. e. Sol Indiges.


�	Or, perhaps, "the demigods and heroes who founded Rome and increased her power", intended to represent Deos Indigites, auctores imperii condiloretque: cp. H. Wagenvoort, Roman Dynamism (1947), 90 ff.


�	Probably the Romans in the audience (so Krebs); as so often the opening sentence shows the clumsy hand of the excerptor: we must assume that the Romans present, though numerous, were a minority in the audience. Of the setting we can say only that the story is laid in Picenum and reflects the hostility of the Italian allies to Rome on the eve of the Social War. It is tempting, however, to go further and localize the scene at Asculum, on the assumption that the festival is that at which the Roman praetor Servilius and his legate Fonteius were assassinated and the Romans in the city massacred (Appian, B. C. I.38, and below, end of chap. 13).


�	The name appears in the MS. as Pompaeus.


�	As the praenomen Gains seems not to have been in use in the family of the Domitii, we should probably correct to Gnaeus. The man named here may be Cn. Domitius Ahenobarbus, the consul of 96 a. c.


�	Pompaedius Silo was on friendly terms with Drusus, and on one occasion had visited at his house (Plutarch, Coto Minor, 2).


�	Q. Servilius, sent as praetor to Asculum in 91 i. e. See the note on chap. 12, above.


�	C. Marius served in 90 b. c. as a legate under Rutilius Lupus the consul until the letter's death, and was then given command of part and later of the whole of the consular army. The present story does not appear elsewhere, and in fact Plutarch, Marius, 33 reports a hostile exchange of taunts between Marius and Pompaedius (there culled Publius Silo, probably a mistake for Quintus Silo). R. Gardner in Cam. Anc. Hist. 9.192, note 2, comments on the geographical error in our text, as Marius fought in Marsic, not Samnite territory (but the error, being in the opening sentence, is probably to be ascribed to the excerptor, not to Diodorus).


�	Dindorf emends to read "commanders".


�	Valesius and others have interpreted συμμάχων φόνους as referring to the crimes of Agamemnon: murders of (Roman?) allies."Orosius, 5.18.10, identifies Agamemnon as a pirate. Cilicia was a notorious base for piracy.


�	It is uncertain to whom this refers, or even if the man is Roman or an Italian.


�	From the order of the fragments this must be L. Iulius Caesar, consul of 90 B. C., rather than Sex. Iulius Caesar, consul in the preceding year.


�	Aesernia, a Latin colony of 263 b. c., was an important road junction and was promptly attacked by the insurgents. Caesar and Sulla both attempted to relieve it, without success.


�	Pinna, a city of the Vestini, was racked by party strife but remained loyal to Rome. Probably the "Italians" of the two succeeding paragraphs were therefore, in part at least, natives of Pinna, a fact that would help to explain their possession of the city's children.


�	P. Licinius Crassus served as legate under the consul L. Caesar in 90 b. c. and was defeated in Lucania.


�	On Sulla's achievements see above, chap. 2.8.


�	Appian, Mith. 18-19, also reports, on three separate occasions, this politic conduct on the part of Mithridates. The prisoners were, of course, for the most part natives or inhabitants of the Greek cities in the province.


�	M'. Aquillius had been sent to Asia in 89 b. c. at the head of an embassy to restore the kings of Bithynia and Cappadocia to their thrones, whom he then incited to attack Mithridates. After his capture, Mithridates had him killed at Pergamum by pouring molten gold down his throat, as a rebuke to Roman greed (Appian, Mith. 21).


�	The Greek text, continuing here without a break, would seem to refer this to Aquillius. who was, however, now in middle age (consul 101 b. c.). Possibly the young man was his son, but this suggestion, put forth by T. Reinach, is no more than a surmise.


�	See Appian, Mith. 24-26, for the naval engagements in Mithridates' assault on Rhodes.


�	Cp. Plutarch, Marius, 34.8, who relates this in connection with Marius' ambitions for the eastern command.


�	In general, with the present narrative (to the death of Marius), cp. Plutarch, Marius, 34-46, and Appian, B. C. 1.55-75.


�	i. e. proconsular Africa: cp. Plutarch, Marius, 40, and Appian, B. C. 1.62.


�	This refers to his support of Cinna after the latter's expulsion from the consulate and from Rome.


�	At Praenestê, in 82 b. c., the year of his consulship.


�	Q. Μucius Scaevola (see above, on chap. 5) was killed in 82 b. c. by order of the consul, the younger Marius: see Books 38/9.17. Scaevola was at this time pontiffex maximaus.


�	Probably P. Licinius Crassus (consul in 97 B. C.), who perished, together with his son, during the reign of terror in 87 b. c.


�	The beginning of a much–quoted passage from the Danaê of Euripides (fr. 321 Nauck).


�	Nauck. T. G. F.² fr. adesp. 181.


�	Id., fr. adesp. 129.


�	Id., fr. adesp. 130.


�	John of Antioch and Plutarch both assign the portent recorded in this passage to the first consulship of Sulla (88 b. c.), and the passage therefore belongs either here or near the end of Book 37. The error in dating, 662 a. u. c. for 666, derives from Eutropius (5.4), John of Antioch's chief source for this period. Julius Obsequens, 57, records a somewhat similar portent in 88 b. c. (cp. also Appian, B. C., 1. 83).


�	Despite the express citation, it is clear that John of Antioch's immediate source was Plutarch. Cp. Historia, 14 (1965), 240-244.


�	The Etruscan doctrine, as set forth by Censorinus, De die natali, 17.5-6, held that each people was assigned a given number of saecula, ten in the case of the Etruscans themselves. The length of each successive saeculum was determined by the life span of the longest–lived inhabitant. The new age that began in 88 b. c. was either the eighth or, less probably, the ninth: cp. K. Latte, Philologus, 87 (1932), 269. It is difficult to say how faithful our passage is to the authentic Etruscan doctrine and to what extent, if at all, it is coloured by reminiscences of the Hesiodic Five Ages. The fact that our text, in contrast to that of Plutarch, implies an inevitable deterioration in each succeeding age is probably not significant.


�	L. Cornelius Cinna, consul from 87 to 84 b. c., was originally elected as a creature of Sulla, but once in office attempted to recall Marius and the exiles and was expelled from Rome by his colleague Octavius. He joined forces with Marius and soon put the city in jeopardy. For the conference reported here see Appian, B. C. 1.69.


�	Q. Caecilius Metellus Pius. He had returned to Rome, probably from Samnium, to oppose the Marians. A rather different account of this second conference (if the same one) is given in Appian, B. C. 1.70, and Plutarch, Marius, 43.1.


�	The word used here is στρατηγός, not ὕπατος, but this may be the fault of the excerptor.


�	Cn. Octavius, the other consul of 87 b. c., who was killed in office after the return of Cinna and Marius.


�	L. Cornelius Merula, the flamen Dialis, who as consul suffectus in place of Cinna held office for part of 87 b. c. When brought to trial by the Marians he committed suicide.


�	If this is the embassy described in chap. 2, the order of the two fragments should be reversed.


�	Catulus had been the colleague of Marius in the consulate of 102 b. c. For his death see also Appian, B. C. 1.74.


�	As a sequel to his account of the Marian reign of terror, Diodorus in this fragment gives a summary of the future course of the civil war. Mithridates accepted Sulla's terms at Dardanus, 85 b. c., but Sulla did not return home to Italy until 83 b. c. By then both Marius and Cinna were dead: Marius died early in his seventh consulship, on January 13, 86 b. c. (cp. Book 37.29.4), Cinna was murdered in 84 b. c.


�	See also Plutarch, Sulla, 12, who adds many details. The seizures occurred during Sulla's siege of Athens, in 87 (or 87/6) b. c.


�	The land so consecrated was half the territory of Thebes (Plutarch. Sulla. 19. 6; Pausanias. 9.7.6).


�	L. Valerius Flaccus, elected as consul suffectus in 86 b. c. after the death of Marius. Assigned to the command against Mithridates, he was killed in a mutiny of his troops by his legate C. Flavins Fimbria, who instigated the mutiny. The present incident occurred during the march through Thrace to Byzantium, in the winter of 86/5 b. c.


�	It was at Nicomedeia that Flaccus was killed (Appian, Mith. 52). After his death Fimbria assumed command of the army.


�	More literally, "by dying but once he defaulted on the many deaths for which he owed a debt (of retribution)." His suicide took place in the Asclepieum at Pergamum, or at Thyateira, after his army had been wrested from him by Sulla. Fimbria's most notorious act was the destruction of Ilium (Appian, Mith. 53; Dio Cassius, 30/5.104.7).


�	In contrast to the usual procedure of reclining at dinner.


�	This was in Picenum, where Pompey had ancestral estates (cp. Plutarch, Pomp. 6; Velleius Paterculus, 2.29). He was at this time only 23 years old.


�	L. Iunius Brutus Damasippus, a legate in command of a force of Marians. For the engagement see Plutarch, Pomp. 7.1-2.


�	On their first encounter Sulla saluted Pompey as Imperator (Plutarch, Pomp. 8).


�	It is not certain just what victory is here referred to: possibly the fragment should be assigned to 83 b. c.


�	L. Cornelius Scipio Asiatikus, consul in 83 b. c. Since Appian, B. C. 1.85-86, clearly dates this event, which occurred at Teanum. in 83 b. c. (cp. also Plutarch, Sulla, 28.1-3), the fragment belongs here, or possibly before chap. 10, rather than in the place assigned to it by Dindorf.


�	His re–entry into the war (cp. Appian, B. C. 1.95) seems to have been brief and inglorious. It was possibly on this occasion that he lost an army to Pompey (Plutarch, Pomp. 7.3).


�	C. Fabius Hadrianus, governor of Africa since 84 b. c.


�	C. Marius the younger was at this time only 26 years of age. The men who rallied to his support were his father's veterans.


�	Presumably this means in regard to the two opposing leaders, Sulla and the voting Marius.


�	Perpenna's avowals came to naught, and when he was driven from Sicily by Pompey (Plutarch, Pomp. 10.1) he fled to Sertorius in Spain.


�	i. e. "favourite of Aphrodite": in the Roman West the name assumed by Sulla was "Felix" (cp. Plutarch, Sulla, 34.2, and Appian. B. C. 1.97). For a discussion of both names see the article "Sulla Felix" by J. P. V. D. Balsdon in J. R. S. 41 (1951), 1-10. The choice of the Greek name may have been influenced by the status of Aphrodite, both as divine progenitor of the Romans, and as patron of gamblers, a "Lady Luck."


�	When Marius, blockaded in Praenestê, realized that the situation was hopeless, he sent word to Iunius Brutus Damasippus, praetor urbanus, to do away with the alleged leaders of the opposition at Rome (Appian, B. C. 1.88; Velleius Paterculus, 2.26). On Scacvola cp. Book 37.5 and:17.29.5.


�	i. e. the temple of Vesta.


�	On Sulla's proscriptions see, among others, Appian, B. C. 1.95-96; Dio Cassius, 30/5.100; Plutarch. Sulla. 31.


�	On Pompey in Sicily cp. Plutarch, Pomp. 10, and Cicero, Leg. Man. 61. The age given here is wrong, as he was horn in 106 b. c.


�	Spartacus was a Thracian, who headed a revolt of gladiators in Capua in 73 b. c. The revolt involved all of southern Italy and was not put down until 71 b. c. Cp. Appian, B. C. 1. 116-120.


�	See the following fragment (Book 37.22a) on Sertorius, ad init.


�	Q. Seitorius, praetor in 83 b. c., retired at the end of the year to his province of Spain, where he found popular support and, with one interruption, maintained a sort of "government in exile" until his death in 72 b. c. For the story of his decline and fall see Plutarch, Sert. 25-27; Appian, B. C. 1.112-114; Sallust, Hist. 3, frs. 81-89 (Maurenbrecher).


�	On Perpenna see above, note on chap. 14; C. Tarquitius Priscus was one of Sertorius' legates. The (Marcus) Antonius mentioned below is not known apart from his role in the conspiracy.


�	Sallust gives a different account of the seating, Hist. 3, fr. 83 (M.).


�	Mithridates' siege of Cyzicus is variously dated to the winter of 74/3 b. c. (so Broughton, Magistrates, 2.106-108) or to the winter of 73/2 b. c. (so Magie, Roman Rule in Asia Minor, 1204-1205, note 5). For what it may be worth the order of the fragments of Diodorus would support the later date. The story told here amplifies the brief mention of the king's near–capture recorded in Strabo, 12.8.11, p. 576; Appian, Mith. 75-76 also mentions the mining operations.


�	Μ. Antonius Creticus (father of the triumvir) as praetor in 74 b. c. was given an imperium infinitum to combat piracy throughout the Mediterranean. In 72 or 71 b. c. he was severely defeated by the Cretan pirates and forced to conclude a humiliating peace. — The exact date of the Cretan embassy is not certain, but on the basis of Cicero, Verr. 2.2.76, it appears to be February, 69 b. c. (rather than 70), with the ultimatum following later in the same year.


�	Or, if άν is inserted (see critical note). "attempted to pass a decree whereby, absolving the Cretans… they would proclaim them, etc."


�	The exact identity of this Lentulus Spinther is not certain but probably he should be listed as a tribunus plebis of 70 or 69 b. c. The tribunician powers were restored in 70 b. c.


�	The rejection of this ultimatum resulted in a declaration of war in 69 b. c., though apparently the consul, Metellus Creticus, did not take the field until the following year. Though Dio Cassius, 3O/5.111, seems to combine the ultimatum with the embassy of the Cretans to Rome, and Appian, Sic. 6, sets the embassy after the declaration of war, the account of Diodorus seems intrinsically more probable.


�	Antiochus XIII, known as Asiaticus, the son of Antiochus X. Between 69 and 64 b. c. he held the throne for two brief periods. See A. R. Bellinger. "The End of the Seleucids". Tram. Connecticut Acad. 38 (1949). 82-81; G. Downey, A History of Antioch in. Syria (Princeton, 1961), 136-178.


�	Philip II, known as the Heavy–footed (Barypous), who reigned briefly in 67/6 and again in 66/5 b. c.


�	The subject of the sentence is evidently Antiochus. Sampsiceramus was a sheikh of Emesa.


�	On the death of Queen Salomê Alexandra in 67 b. c. Hyrcanus, though the elder son, was forced after a short struggle to recognise Aristobulus as king and high priest. The Struggle was soon resumed, Antipater and the Nabataeans supporting Hyrcanus, but was interrupted by the appearance on the scene of Pompey's lieutenant, Scaurus, in 65 b. c.


�	i. e. Demetrius I, in 161 b. c. This was the occasion for the first Jewish embassy to Rome (cp. 1 Macc. 8, and Josephus, Ant. Iud. 12.417 ff., who purport to give the text of the senatorial decree). The unemended Greek text says: "having revolted from the temple"; Herwerden, though with an eye rather to the revolt against Antiochus IV in 166 b. c., emends to read "from the Syrian (king)." See my discussion, A. J. P. 77 (1956), 413-414.


�	Herwerden would emend to read: "lawless behaviour against the Jews."


�	The rest of this passage (=Jacoby, FGH, no. 264, fr. 6) is based on the work of Hecataeus of Abdera, whose Aegyptiaca, written at the court of Ptolemy I, included what is perhaps the earliest Greek account of Jewish history and practices: cp. W. Jaeger, Journal of Religion, 18 (1938). 127-143, J. Gutman, The Beginninqs of Jewish–Hellenistic Literature (Jerusalem, 1958), 39-73 (in Hebrew), who argues that Hecataeus' Judaica was a separate work, and F. R. Walton, Harv. Theol. Rev. 48 (195.5). 255-857. Despite a number of errors, it is notably more sympathetic than the source followed in Books 34/5.1.


�	Cp. "The Plagues of Egypt" enumerated in Exodus 7-12.


�	In Books 34/5.1, the persons expelled are not aliens, but lepers. See note ad loc.


�	For the prohibition on "graven images," see Exod. 20.4. In extant Greek literature the word άνθρωπόμορφος apparently occurs first in this passage of Hecataeus and in Epicurus, fr. 353, though the concept goes back at least to Xenophanes.


�	Hecataeus, perhaps misled by the occasional use of "Heaven" as a surrogate for the ineffable name of God (cp. oύpavόs in 1 Macc. 3. 18-19, 50, 60, Dan. 4.23) has interpreted this in terms familiar to Greek thought.


�	C. p. Deut. 29.1.


�	Hecatacus makes a similar comment about the Egyptians (cp. above, Book 1.80.3); in both passages there is an implicit contrast with the common Greek practice of exposing unwanted infants. Josephus, Against Apion, 2.202, speaks of this as an express injunction of the Law, though it does not, in fact, occur in the Mosaic codes. Cp., however, the recurrent "lie fruitful and multiply" throughout Genesis, and the condemnation of Onan, Gen. 38. 8-10.


�	Undoubtedly the false ascription to Hecataeus of Miletus (see critical note) comes from Photius rather than Diodorus.


�	This inscription may be compared both with the Columna rostata of C. Duilius and with the Res Gestae of Augustus.


�	Ariobarianes I, king of Cappadocia.


�	i. e. the Scythian Achaia: see Appian, Mith. 102; Strabo. 11.2.12, p. 495.


�	Or Artoces (Dio Cassius, 37.2; Appian, Mith. 103).


�	Cyrenê had been organized as a province in 75/4 b. c.


�	i. e. the Black Sea and the Persian Gulf.


�	Pliny (Ν.Η. 7.97-98) says that the dedication was made to Minerva. Apparently Diodorus completed the story of Pompey's eastern campaign and his subsequent triumph before taking up the Catilinarian conspiracy.


�	L. Sergius Catilina and P. Cornelius Lentulus Sura.


�	The Saturnalia (Plutarch, Cicero, 18.9; cp. Sallust, Cat. 43).


�	Q. Curius. The woman was a certain Fulvia. Our sources differ somewhat on the exact occasion of her informing on the conspirators, but Sallust at least suggests that she was employed by Cicero as a spy: Sallust, Cat. 26 and cp. 23; Appian, B. C. 2.3. Plutarch, Cicero, 16.2, apparently refers to an earlier plan.


�	Q. Lutatius Catulus, consul in 78 and censor in 65 b. c., one of the most highly respected members of the senate. T. Reinach, Rev. Et. Gr. 17 (1904), 5-11, comparing the fragment with Cicero's First Catilinarian. 20-91, argues that it presents a more authentic account of what occurred than the edited speech, which was not published till three years after the event (Cicero. Ad Att. 2.1.3). The credit for establishing an intelligible text of this important passage belongs to Herwerden, who recovered the name of Catulus, where Mai had misread Catiline (see critical note).


�	The promised discussion may have come in connection with the great earthquake at Rhodes, mentioned in Book 26.8.


�	The account of Palicê probably appeared in the narrative of the Second Servile War: cp. Book 36.3.3 and 36.7.1.


�	Zoïlus of Amphipolis a 4th–century Cynic philosopher. A number of works are ascribed to him. His denunciations of Homer von him the nickname Homeromastix.


�	Cp. Book 31.8.10, and note ad loc.


�	Dindorf gives this as no. 1 of his Fragmenta Dubia. His two other doubtful fragments are here omitted, as they seem certainly to belong to other authors named Diodorus. Also omitted are a number of unidentified passages in Suidas that have been tentatively ascribed to Diodorus by some scholars.


�	A slightly abbreviated version of this passage has long been known from the Constantinian Excerpta de Virtutibus et Vitiis. It lacks, however, the reference to Plutarch and Diodorus, and since it seemed to rest on no authority earlier than the seventh–century chronicler, it was all but ignored. The full text was published by S. P. Lambros in 1904, as part of an extensive fragment of John of Antioch, in its original form, preserved in Codex Athous 4932, but the publication attracted little attention.�Our passage is immediately preceded by familiar material on Sulla's dictatorship drawn chiefly from Plutarch (Sulla, 31-32, 34), who is at one point cited by name. The present story, however, despite the express citation of Plutarch and Diodorus, has no known parallels. It is not clear whether these authors are cited for the whole episode or only for the detail of the barbarian raids. At best it is a garbled version of the facts, but it possibly reflects, however unfaithfully, Diodorus' account, of which so few fragments survive. The "second" dictatorship attributed to Sulla may be the result of a clumsy attempt to combine material from different sources; in general the elements of the story seem to fit better the context of Sulla's first consulship, 88 b.c., than any time after his return to power late in 82 b.c. If the earlier date is correct, the passage should follow Books 38/9. 5, otherwise it belongs with Books 38/9. 17-19.


�	No festival of Rhea (=Cybelê, or Mâ–Bellona?) was celebrated at Rome on January 1. For a discussion of this and other problems of interpretation see my article, "A Neglected Historical Text", Historia, 14 (1965), 236-251, esp. pp. 244 ff.





