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The Vita Basilii, compiled in honor of Byzantine Emperor Basil I (867-886)
at the request of his grandson Constantine VII Porphyrogenitus (913-959),
claims a prominent place in the history of Byzantine literature as the first
basilikos logos (faoidikds Aoyog), defined as a laudatory biography
extolling an emperor’s life and achievements. In earlier research it has been
emphasized that, in compiling the work, Porphyrogenitus looked for
inspiration in two models of ancient Greek biography: Isocrates’ encomium
Euagoras and Plutarch’s Parallel Lives. The research focus of this paper is
aimed at a comparison of the content and structure of Plutarch’s Alexander,
depicting the life and works of Alexander the Great, Isocrates’ Euagoras,
dedicated to the Cypriot ruler of Salamis, and Porphyrogenitus’ Vita Bas.,
according to topoi typical for basilikos logos: prologue, homeland, origin,
birth, physical appearance, upbringing and education, character traits,
achievements in war and peace, fortune, comparison to the previous reign,
epilogue and concluding prayer. All of these are examined with the aim of
determining how Plutarch’s and Isocrates’ models of biography influenced
the account of Basil's life, the goal being to discover the extent to which
Porphyrogenitus inherited ancient models, and in which parts of the account
his own innovations were implemented.
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1. Introduction

1.1. The corpus and aim of the research’

The text of the Vita Bas., composed in honour of Byzantine emperor
Basil I (867-886) at the behest of his grandson Constantine VII Porphyro-
genitus (913-959), has claimed a prominent place in Byzantine literature,
as it represents the first panegyrical biography in which the emperor’s life
and work are extolled, i.e. Bacthikog Adyog (Alexander, 1940: 198).2 In
scholarly literature Isocrates’ encomium Euagoras and Plutarch’s Parallel
Lives are cited as templates used by Porphyrogenitus in composing the
text.® The authors of this paper have chosen to research this topic due to
the curious fact that, from the end of antiquity all the way to the 10* cen-
tury, there are no works of Greek literature belonging to the type of
biography flourishing in antiquity. After several centuries in which hagiog-
raphy reigned, it wasn’t until the 10™ century that the Vita Bas. arrived as a
sort of continuation of the ancient type of biography in which the life of a
secular individual was the work’s focus (Alexander, 1940: 194-195).

In this paper, the ways in which Isocrates and Plutarch, the former as
the first to write a detailed account of a person’s life in a form still recogniz-
able today as biographical, the latter as one of the main representatives of

1 This paper is based on a reworked and supplemented thesis titled Uzori iz anticke bio-
grafije za Zivotopis cara Bazilija I. (867.-886.), written by Tihana Jurisi¢ in partial fulfilment
of a master’s degree under the supervision of doc. dr. sc. Teuta Serreqi Juri¢ and defended at
the University of Zadar in 2020.

2 The Vita Basilii forms Book V of the historical collection known as Theophanes Continuatus
(since Immanuel Bekker’s Bonn edition), dated at the beginning of 11 century. On the dating
and the authorship of the chronicle Theoph. Cont. see, for example: Bury 1908: 138-140;
Moravesik 1983: 1/540-542; Markopoulos 1985: 171-182; Signes Codotier 1989: 17-28;
Sevéenko 1998: 77-93; on its language and style see Signes Codofier 1995; Conca 2000:
249-264. On questions of dating and authorship of the Vita Bas. see, e.g.: Bury 1908: 121,
138-140; Sevéenko 1978: 91-127; Signes Codofier 1989: 17-28; Sevéenko 1992: 167-195;
Anagnostakis 1999: 97-139; Varona 2010: 739-775; Sev¢enko 2011: 7*-9*, On linguistic, syn-
tactic, and stylistic characteristics see: Tartaglia 1982: 197-206; Index graecitatis in Sevéenko
2011: 367-383; Serreqi Juri¢ 2016: 116-145, 156-174, 189-277; Serreqi Juri¢ 2017: 157-178.

3 Cf. Jenkins, 1954: 11-30; Van Hoof, 2002: 163-183.
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ancient Greek biography, influenced the structure and contents of Por-
phyrogenitus’ text are examined.* The influence of ancient biography is
contemplated through topoi specific to basilikos logos, as defined in the
third century by Menander from Laodicea, also known as Menander Rhetor
(prologue, homeland, origin, birth, physical appearance, upbringing, char-
acter traits, achievements in war and peace, fortune, comparison to the
previous reign, epilogue and concluding prayer).” In analysing and compar-
ing Porphyrogenitus’ representation of Basil with Isocrates’ representation
of King Euagoras and Plutarch’s depiction of Alexander the Great (chosen
from among Plutarch’ Parallel Lives for the purposes of this investigation),
the authors of this paper have attempted to note similarities and differen-
ces between them, with special attention given to not only the emphasis of
those segments in which Porphyrogenitus clearly followed his ancient mod-
els, but also to innovations in certain portions of his work.

1.2. Genre determinants of the Vita Basilii

In Porphyrogenitus’ literary opus the Vita Bas. stands out as his most
valuable work from a literary point of view.® It is the most stylistically re-
fined of Porphyrogenitus’ works, one whose strongly persuasive character,
along with the fact that it was intended for a wider audience, determined
the author’s motivation regarding the stylization of the work. Porphyro-
genitus’ grandfather, Basil I, is praised in the form of encomium for two
reasons. First, Basil needed to be cleared of the blame for two murders
which preceded his rise to power, that of Emperor Michael III (842-867)
and his uncle, Caesar Bardas. Furthermore, Porphyrogenitus wished to
confirm his belonging to the Macedonian dynasty, inaugurated by Basil I,

% On Euagoras and the origins of Greek biography see: Stuart 1928; Osley 1946: 7-20;
Momigliano 1993; Usher 1999: 312-313; Hiagg 2012: 30-41.

> On Menander Rhetor see Russell, Wilson, 2004: xi-xiii; Heath, 2004: xii-xvii.

6 The structure of the Vita Bas. is divided thus: prologue (Chap. 1), origin (2-4), child-
hood and youth (5-8), career ascent (9-19), the rulership and death of Michael III (20-27),
financial politics (28-30), judiciary reform (31), questions of church (32), law reform (33),
the rebellions of Symbatios and Geogios (34), Basil’s children (35), army reform (36), mil-
itary campaigns to the East (37-51), military campaigns to the West (52-71), private life
and interests (72), a digression on Basil’s benefactors (73-77), civil undertakings (78-94),
the spreading of Christianity (95-97), the death of Basil’s eldest son, Constantine (98), the
advancement of rural populations (99), conflict between Basil and his son Leo (100-101),
Basil’s death and successor (102).
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seeing as there was doubt as to the legitimacy of the origin of Porphyro-
genitus’ father, Leo VI (886-912), since Basil’s wife, Eudocia Ingerina, was
also Michael’s mistress.”

As it describes the life of an emperor and contains elements of praise,
the Vita Bas. is classified as a basilikos logos (Alexander, 1940: 198; Jenkins,
1954: 21), as defined by Menander from Laodicaea, according to which, in
this literary genre, everything good in a subject’s life ought to be extolled,
while anything suspicious or negative should be imperceptibly ignored.? In
addition, the following topoi should be present: prologue (mpooiuiov),
homeland (ratpic), origin (yévoc), birth (yéveoic), physical appearence
(pVo1g), upbringing (dvotpoen)), character traits (€mtndedpora), achieve-
ments (npaeig) — actions of war (nmpd&elg kotd mOAepov) and actions of
peace (npa&eis kat’ gipivny),® fortune (toyn), comparison to the previous
reign (10 davte&etalew v avtod Pactheiov mpog tag Tpd avtod Pacireiog),
epilogue (¢énihoyoc) and concluding prayer (e0yn).*°

The Vita Bas., however, does not completely follow the structure of the
basilikos logos as defined by Menander. Basil’s achievements are not narrat-
ed in order of wartime activities and peacetime activities, but rather
chronologically; not according to the four virtues, but according to various
domains (e.g., state administration, judiciary, laws, private life, etc.). Be-
sides this, the topos of the comparison of the reign of the current emperor
with that of his predecessor, normally placed near the end of the book, was
inserted in the form of an account of the reign and death of Emperor
Michael III (Chap. 20-27) before the description of Basil’'s deeds. The au-
thor himself calls it a digression to let readers know what type of life
Emperor Michael led, and that he deserved death due to his foolish behav-
iour and deeds.! Also, the digression on Michael contains a strict
judgement on his reign, even though Menander deems it unbecoming to
reprehend and undervalue a previous ruler; rather, he should be admired,

7 Cf. Toynbee, 1973: 582-587, 593-594; Van Hoof, 2002: 181-183.
8 Cf. Men. Rhet. 368.3-7. The edition written by Russell, Wilson (2004) has been used in
the writing of this paper.
9 The deeds should be divided according to four virtues (apetai): courage (dvdpein), jus-
tice (Swcaroovvn), temperance (co@pocvn) and wisdom (PpoOVNGLC).
10" Cf. Men. Rhet. 368-377.

11 Cf. Const. Porph, Vita Bas., 20.4-14. The edition by Seveenko (2011) has been used in
the writing of this paper.
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and the current emperor emphasized as perfect (Alexander, 1940: 197; Van
Hoof, 2002: 167).%?

Besides the elements of an encomium, the Vita Bas. has points in com-
mon with historiography and biography.'® Plutarch and Isocrates are noted
as the most important ancient models regarding the examination of the
Vita Bas. in the context of biographies.* Taking into consideration the fact
that the work contains characteristics pertaining to encomia, historio-
graphic works, and biographies, and that it cannot be narrowed down to a
single literary genre, in recent research encomiastic biography is considered
the most appropriate term for such a work (Van Hoof, 2002: 179).

2. An analysis and comparison of the structure and contents of
the works in question

2.1. Prologue

It may be concluded that the prologue of the Vita Bas. has more in
common with that of Isocrates than with that of Plutarch. In both, the in-
tent of the author that the representation of the chosen character and his
virtues might serve as an example to others, especially youths, is evident.
Both authors give the impression that they will focus more on the famous
works and achievements of their subjects. Plutarch, however, highlights
the description of Alexander’s character and does not mention the reason
for which he was chosen by him anywhere in the prologue.

In Porphyrogenitus’ text (Chap. 1), the subject of praise is his grandfa-
ther, Basil I, the emperor who exalted the power of the Byzantine Empire.’
The writer wishes that Basil’s life as described in his work serve as a good
example for his successors to imitate:

... ®C Qv Kol Toig petémetto un dyvontat Pactieiov oteAéyovg Emi
TOAD 10D YPOVOL TTopeKTaOEVTOG 1| TPDT TNYN Kol pila, Koi Toig
Ekyovolg ékeivov oikoBev €in AveoTnKMC O TPOG APETIV KAVDV TE
Kol avopiag kai to dpyétomov tiig pupfoewg. (Const. Porph., Vita
Bas., 1.15-18, ed. Sevéenko)

12 Cf. Men. Rhet. 376.31-377.2.

13 For more details see Van Hoof, 2002: 170-179.

14 For more details see Jenkins, 1954: 20-23; Van Hoof, 2002: 173-179.
15 Cf. Const. Porph, Vita Bas., 1.11-14.
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... So that to posterity the first source and root of the imperial
stem, which has been growing for such a long time, not be
unknown, and so that to his heirs a standard of virtue, a statue
and a model for imitation be set from within their own house.®

Inspired by Nicocles’ magnificent tribute to his father Euagoras, Isoc-
rates mentions in his prologue that he is the first to write an encomium in
prose. While it is more difficult to extol someone’s praises in prose than in
poetry, in which it is possible to use linguistic embellishment to a greater
degree, as well as exotic words, neologisms and stylistic figures, Isocrates
states that one must not renounce the task to try to praise the works of
Euagoras using a rhetorical method, no worse than others do using metre.'’

0 8¢ AdYyog €l kah®dg 01EMB0L Tag Ekelvov Tpdsels, deipvnotov av
mv apetmyv v Edaydépov mopd micw avOpdmolg mooEley.
(Isoc. 9.4.6-8, ed. Van Hook)

If speech were to adequately describe his deeds, Euagoras’
virtues would be made to never to be forgotten among all
mankind.

Plutarch already notes in the prologue (Chap. 1) that he is writing a bi-
ography, not a history. Due to the wealth of material available, he will direct
his narrative to the most significant achievements of the famous personage
and attempt to reveal the character of the person through minutiae:

ovte yap iotopiog ypdpopev, GALY Biovg, ovTe TOlG EMUPOVESTATALS
paéect mAvimg Eveott MAMOIS ApeTic 1| Kokiog, GAAG mpdyuo
Bpoyd moArdkic kol pipe kol woudid Tig Epgacty fBovg énoinoce
POAAOV | pHéyol HUPLOVEKPOL KOl TopaTa&els oi HEYIoTOL Kod
nohMopkiot morewv. (Plut., Alex., 1.2.1-3.1, ed. Perrin)*®

For I do not write histories, but biographies, and in the most
illustrious deeds there is not always manifestation of virtue or
vice; rather, often slight things, a word or a joke, better show
one’s character than battles with thousands dead, the greatest
armaments and the besieging of cities.

16 All Greek citations in this paper have been translated by its authors.
17 Cf. Isoc. 9.8-11. In this paper, the edition by Van Hook (1945) has been used.
18 The edition by Perrin (1958) has been used in this paper.
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2.2. Homeland, origin and birth

The second and third chapters of Plutarch’s Alexander correspond to
narration on origin and birth. Alexander’s origin from both the paternal
and maternal side is stated in one sentence at the beginning of the second
chapter:

ANEEaVSpoOg ETL T® Yével Tpodg motpdc pev v Hpoaxieidng dmo
Kapavov, mpog 8¢ untpog Alakiong amd Neomtolépov, tdv mavoy
nemotevuévoy goti. (Plut., Alex., 2.1.1-4, ed. Perrin)

It is confidently believed that Alexander was Hercules’
descendant through Caranus on his father’s side, and the
descendant of Aeacus through Neoptolemus on his mother’s
side.

The rest of the second and third chapter are, for the most part, dedi-
cated to stories on Alexander’s conception, including miraculous signs
(o0pupora) heralding that Olympias would give birth to a son with an in-
tense and wild character.” Miraculous events also occur on the day of
Alexander’s birth. He was born on the 6% day of the month Hekatombaion,
and on the same day the Temple of Ephesian Artemis was burned down:

eikOTOC yop Een KoTopAexOfvar TOV vedv, TG APTEMSOG
doyolovpévng mepi v Are€dvopov paimow. (Plut., Alex., 3.3.6-8,
ed. Perrin)

He (sc. Hegesias of Magnesia) said that the Temple was burned
down for a reason, for Artemis was occupied with the birth of
Alexander.

Isocrates states that facts concerning the birth of Euagoras were
known to many, but he feels the need to narrate them so that all could
know that Euagoras was no less notable than other members of his blood-
line. In seven chapters (Chap. 12-18) he focuses on Euagoras’ paternal
parentage, beginning with Zeus’ son Aeacus,? through Aeacus’ sons Telamon

19 E.g., Olympias’ and Philip’s dreams, an unfurled snake once found next to the sleeping
Olympias, etc. Cf. Plut. Alex. 2.2.1-4.8.

20 Aeacus, along with Rhadamanthus and Minos, was one of the three judges in Hades. He
judged the Europeans (Greeks).
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and Peleus, through to Telamon’s son Teucer, the founder of Euagoras’
bloodline.*

Afog 0¢ pet’ ékeivov mpiotevoev, Tedkpog 8¢ Tiic € TOVTOV
ovyyeveiog &g kol TAV dAL®V 0DOEVOG YEIPOV YEVOLEVOG,
énedn Tpolav ocvveEeidev, apikopevog gic Kompov Zarapiva te
KOTMKNOEV, OUDVOHOV TOMGOS THG TPOTEPOV VTR TOTPIdOC
otong, kai 10 yévog 0 Vv Pactiedov katéhmey. (Isoc. 9.18.3-9,
ed. Van Hook)

Ajax was second to him (sc. Achilles) in valour, and Teucer,
worthy of their kinship and no worse than the rest, after he
destroyed Troy, arrived at Cyprus and founded Salamis, giving
to it the name of his former homeland, and left behind him
the bloodline which now rules there.

Isocrates, unlike Plutarch’s stories of miraculous portents, abruptly in-
terrupts his narration, explaining that he will not deal with issues that
could be interpreted as portents of Euagoras’ superhuman birth:

mePl 00 TOC UEV P0G KoL TOC pavTeiog Kod TaG dyelg Tog &V Toig
Bmvolg yevopévag, 8& @v peldvmg av eavein yeyovog § kot
avOpomnov, aipoduor moapoiwmelv (...) dpEopor O’ €K TOV
oporoyovpévav Aéyey mept avtod. (Isoc. 9.21.3-6, 11-12, ed.
Van Hook)

I prefer to leave aside stories of him, prophecies and visions in
dreams, from which it could be thought that he was born as
better than man or superhuman. (...) I shall begin to speak of
him from that which is generally accepted.

In the work of Porphyrogenitus, the topoi of homeland, origin and
birth are given in Chapters 2-5. Basil’s paternal ancestors came from the
Arsacid dynasty, whose members, exiled from their homeland due to rebel-
lion, came to Macedonia from Armenia, settling Hadrianopolis during the
reign of Emperor Heraclius (homeland - matpic).”? On his mother’s side

2L Cf. Isoc. 9.12-18.
22 Cf. Const. Porph, Vita Bas., 2-4.
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Basil is the descendant of Constantine the Great and Alexander the Great
(origin — yévog).” Finally, the author concludes:

€K TOLOVTOV YEVWNTOP®WV Tpoelbmv 0 Bacilelog e0OVC ToAAd THG
Botepov 86Eng cvuPora eiyev Vmogawvopevae. (Const. Porph.,
Vita Bas., 3.27-29, ed. Sevéenko)

Having been born from such parents, Basil displayed many
signs of his future fame right away.

The topos of birth (yéveoig) is not accompanied by miraculous signs
(cvpPora) around the time of birth, as proposed by the Menander Rhetor.?*
The author mentions them later, when describing an episode from Basil’s
childhood in Chapter 5, believing that such events should not be kept secret:

gyéveto O0¢ TL mepl avtoOv eVBLC Kot TNV mAPpOTV MHAKiov
Oavpdoiov, ™y eilg Hotepov TOYMV Topadnrodyv, 6mep ov BEIC
olpar owyfj moperdeiv. (Const. Porph., Vita Bas., 5.1-3, ed.
Sevéenko)

A miracle had already happened to him in early childhood,
which would herald his later fame; I believe it should not be
passed by in silence.

While Basil’s parents were working in the fields, an eagle flew over to the
sleeping child, shielding him from the sun. Though his frightened mother
shooed him away, the eagle returned and did the same thing twice that same
day. Later, during Basil’s childhood, an eagle would often shade him with his
wings while he was sleeping. The eagle was interpreted as a sign from God of
the important events which would await Basil in the future:

obvt® TAV peydlmv mpoyudtov dei  woppwbey 0 Bedg

npokatafdireral tiva cOpPolo kol TeEKUNPLo TAV €ig VoTEPOV.
(Const. Porph., Vita Bas., 5.29-31, ed. Sevéenko)

Thus God always, well beforehand, sends signs and portents of
the great events that are to come.

23 Cf. Const. Porph, Vita Bas., 3.23-27.
24 Cf. Men. Rhet. 371.3-14.
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As far as the accounts of birth and origin are concerned, we may con-
clude that Plutarch focuses the most on miraculous portents foretelling
Alexander’s great fame, while Isocrates and Porphyrogenitus are more con-
cerned with the renowned and noble origin of their subjects. Isocrates does
not mention any miraculous events coinciding with the birth of Euagoras,
while Porphyrogenitus takes the opposite approach, believing that miracu-
lous signs accompanying the childhood of his grandfather Basil should not
be kept secret.”® We also note similarities between Isocrates and Porphyro-
genitus in the fact that both begin with the founder of the bloodline. Both
authors also concentrated more on the descendants of the male line, while
Plutarch seemed to focus more on Alexander’s mother Olympias and the
secret of Alexander’s divine origin through stories of Alexander’s concep-
tion.

2.3. Physical appearance, character traits and upbringing

In Chapter 4, Plutarch describes Alexander’s external aspect (¢pVo10),
and in Chapters 5-8 character traits and virtues (émtndedporta), in which
we find out who participated in his upbringing (dvatpoen). Alexander was
light skinned, with a pleasant scent and a fiery temperament, due to which
he was partial to alcohol and had a choleric temper. He was restrained in
his physical pleasures even during childhood, and serious and noble of
mind. He sought neither riches nor pleasure; rather, he sought success, re-
nown, and ambitious deeds. Among Alexander’s numerous teachers and
educators two stand out: Leonidas, his mother’s cousin, and Aristotle; the
latter gave him not only a sympathy for philosophy, but also a love of medi-
cine. Alexander was also by his nature fond of learning and literature.?

% 1t is interesting to note contradictory information concerning Basil’s origin in the Vita
Bas. In Chapter 3 it is noted that he is a descendant of Arsaces, Constantine the Great, and
Alexander the Great, while in Chapter 5 author states that Basil was born of an ordinary and
simple family. Basil was, in fact, a newcomer to Constantinople and of inconspicuous ances-
try. As a renowned origin was of great importance for an emperor, as stated by Menander
himself in his instructions for writing basilikos logos (cf. Men. Rhet. 370.9-28), the problem
of Basil’s genealogy was solved with a fictive descent from the Parthian ruler Arsaces. Ac-
cording to Pseudo-Symeon (Ps.-Sym., 689.7-8, ed. Bonn), a fictive genealogy was invented
by Photius. This was allowed for the writer of basilikos logos, who should not hesitate to
make something up, with the caveat that it be believable (cf. Men. Rhet. 371.10-14).

26 Cf. Plut. Alex. 4-8.



Teuta Serreqi Juri¢, Tihana Jurisi¢, The Reflection of Ancient Greek Biography in Constantine VILI...
FLUMINENSIA, god. 35 (2023), br. 1, str. 265-292 275

In Alexander’s biography many examples can be found in which Plutarch
attempts to describe Alexander’s character through the description of some
sort of event. One of the most prominent of these is the story in which young
Alexander managed to rein the untameable Bucephalus (Chap. 6). Noting
that the horse was afraid of the shade, he managed to calm him down and
mount him, showing ingenuity and resourcefulness in comparison to older
and more experienced people. His father allegedly said at the time:

. 0 8¢ motp kol dokpdooi Tt AéyeTon TPOG TNV Yopdv, Kol
KataBavtoc antod TV KEQAANV Qoo “® mai,” edval, “(itet
oeowt® Paoctheiav ionv: Moakedovia yap oe o0 ywpel.” (Plut.,

Alex., 6.5.4-7, ed. Perrin)

It is said that his father cried in delight and, kissing him in the
forehead when he mounted the horse, said: “Son, seek out a
kingdom equal to yourself, for Macedonia is not large enough
for you.”

Isocrates states that Euagoras, as a boy, had beauty (kéAloc), bodily
strength (pdun) and temperance (co@pocdvn), joined in manhood by cour-
age (avdpeio), wisdom (cogio) and righteousness (dwcoatocvvn) in such
quantity that he surpassed all others. It is due to the excellence of his body
and mind that kings of the time feared for their thrones.?’

Euagoras, however, did not strive to have power over others, but rath-
er for that which was unjustly taken from his ancestors. The deity had
greater plans in mind for him, the outcast:

... GAAG TOcOOTNY O daipmv Eoyxev avTod Tpdvolay, OTMG KUADG
Myetar Vv Poocihelav, GcO’ oo pdv  dvaykoiov v
napackevacdijvar 8t doePeiag, tadta pev Etepog Enpatev, &€ ov
8> olov T v Ocimg kai dikaiog AaPeiv v apynv, Edaydpq
depvragev. (Isoc. 9.25.4-26.3, ed. Van Hook)

But the deity took such thought for him that he honourably
assume the throne, such that what ought to have been done
involving impiety was done by another, while he saved for
Euagoras those means whereby it was possible for him to gain
the rule through piety and justice.

27 Cf. Isoc. 9.22-24.
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All the virtues mentioned, as well as divine intent, were shown in
Euagoras’ undertaking in which, with the help of about fifty others, he took
back the right to reign in Salamis.

Unlike Alexander who had many teachers and educators at his dispos-
al, Basil was instructed in all things honourable and valuable by his father:
piety and reverence for God (0010t Kai gvcéPela), awe and obedience to-
ward his parents (0idmdg koi evmeifewr), compliance toward his elders
(bmer&ic), and honest good will toward his peers (Gdokog ebvowr). Toward
those in power he showed subordination, and to the poor he showed com-
passion (8\eog): %8

... v mhoog Talg apeToic EMONMAMG EEEAQUTEY, COPP®V €K VEOL
Kol GvOpPElOg AVOPOIVOLEVOG, TV TE 1GOTNTO UETA (PPOVIGEMG
YoV Kol S10pepdVTOC TIUMY, Kol £V UNdEVE TAV TOTEWVOTEP®V
KOTETOUPOLEVOC, €€ OV £DVOL0 TOpd TAVIOV oOTd Kol TO TaGLY
givon pocIf kol épdopov. (Const. Porph., Vita Bas., 6.10-
13, ed. Sevéenko)

Thus, brightly he (sc. Basil) shone in all virtues, appearing
both moderate and courageous from a young age; he loved and
greatly honoured righteousness coupled with prudence, never
showing arrogance towards anyone of humbler station. All this
brought to him the goodwill of all, and he was beloved by all
and dear to everyone.

Porphyrogenitus concludes that Basil did not need teachers like Chi-
ron, who taught Achilles; rather, he only needed his father’s nurturing,
alluding thus to his grandfather’s exceptional intelligence.? Porphyrogeni-
tus’ grandfather often spent his free time in education and training, and
sought to offer his children an adequate education.®

If we examine all three descriptions of physical appearance and character
traits, we may conclude that Plutarch transcends the other authors in his de-
scription of Alexander. He was the only one to offer a more detailed
description of Alexander’s physical appearance, while Isocrates and Por-
phyrogenitus were more restrained in this respect, mentioning only that

28 Cf. Const. Porph, Vita Bas., 6.
29 Cf. Const. Porph, Vita Bas., 6.1-5.
30 Cf. Const. Porph, Vita Bas., 72.6-18.
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Euagoras and Basil were bestowed with beauty and physical strength. While
many individuals were responsible for Alexander’s upbringing and education,
one gets the impression that Euagoras and Basil grew up to become great and
wise individuals with little help from others. In the descriptions of character
traits, it can be said that each subject possesses the highest virtues and that
each of them was fated to become a renowned sovereign. Plutarch, however,
is the only to mention his subject’s negative traits along with the good.

2.4. Achievements in war and peace and a comparison to the
previous reign

Plutarch spends almost all the rest of the biography (Chap. 11-74) de-
scribing in detail Alexander’s many martial feats. Due to the many details in
these chapters, we will concentrate here on the most prominent of Alexan-
der’s martial conquests, as well as few examples that illustrate his character.

Alexander came to power at the age of twenty. Soon afterward, he is
chosen as the leader of a military campaign against Persia at the Hellenic
Assembly at Isthmus. This campaign was characterized by divine omens
and was the source of his fame, as confirmed in the following citation:

...Apiotavdopog ékédeve Bappelv, d¢ Godipovg kol TePPoNToNg
Katepyooopevoy Tpaéelg, ol moldv 10pdTH Kol TOVOV DUVODGL
nomtoic kol povoikoic mapééovot. (Plut., Alex., 14.5.6-9, ed.
Perrin)

Aristander bade him (sc. Alexander) to be brave, because he
was to perform famous and illustrious deeds, which would
cost poets and musicians a lot of sweat and effort to celebrate.

After the descriptions of the first two key battles in the military cam-
paign against the Persian Empire (Chap. 14-30), the Battle of the Granicus
(Ch. 16), and the battle at the river Pinarus (Chap. 20), in the next few
chapters (20-23), which take place before the decisive third battle against
Darius, Plutarch gives examples from which Alexander’s many virtues are
evident. Despite the great wealth acquired in his battles, Alexander never
showed a desire for wealth, spending his winnings on his army and sending
them back to his homeland. He exhibited restraint in food and wine, in
physical pleasures, and toward captives, especially Darius’ wife and daugh-
ters. He tried to be just to both his soldiers and his enemies. In times of
peace, he was busy with various tasks, and he often spent his free time ex-
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ercising and reading.** Plutarch notes, along with his virtues, one not-so
pleasant characteristic exhibited by Alexander, which came to light during
long feasts under the influence of alcohol, keeping in mind that what he
most desired was fame:

Kol TOAAa Tavtov fidiotog AV Paciiémv cuveival kol yapttog
0VOEUIAG LoDV, TOTE TOIG PEYaAaLYioG ANoNG £yiveto Kol Alav
oTPOTIOTIKOG... (Plut., Alex., 23.4.1-4, ed. Perrin)

And although in other ways he was the most delectable of all
kings in his dealings with people, and endowed with every
grace, at this time he would become unpleasant in his
boastfulness and very like a common soldier.

After the victory in the great Battle of Gaugamela in Mesopotamia
(Chap. 33-34), the Persian army was defeated, and Alexander was crowned
the king of Persian Empire. He made sacrifices to the gods, awarding his
friends and his own and allied armies honours and booty. Plutarch states:

ot T1g EDpEVIIC TV TPOC Bmacay ApeThV Kai KAAGY Epymv OAAE
Koi oikeloc. (Plut., Alex., 34.2.7-9, ed. Perrin)

So considerate was he (sc. Alexander) towards every form of
virtue, and such a friend and guardian of noble deeds.

In the following chapters (Chap. 37-42) various scenes are described
in which one of Alexander’s most salient features is shown, his great gener-
osity. When individuals surrounding him began to exhibit an ever-greater
desire for wealth and an opulent way of life, something he was often
warned about by his mother,* Alexander only gently reprimanded them
and held a “philosophical” speech on the harmfulness of excessive opu-
lence. The long and tiring military campaigns, however, began to create
dissatisfaction, so Alexander often heard unfavourable comments about
himself. Plutarch notes that, after ignoring unseemly stories circulating
about him, he later became cruel and pitiless, for he was more interested in
having a good reputation than in having a kingdom.*®

31 1t is noted as an interesting fact in Chapter 26 that Alexander carried Homer’s Iliad on
his campaigns.

%2 Cf. Plut. Alex. 39.4.7-5.4.

%% Cf. Plut. Alex. 37-42.
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Alexander’s virtue, in the shape of respect for his enemies, is especially
evident when he finally managed to capture Darius, already on his death-
bed as a captive of the Bactrian Satrap Bessus. He sent Darius’ body to his
mother dressed as befitting a king, and accepted Darius’ brother into his
service (Chap. 42-43). Plutarch highlights the fact that he took much care
in bringing together Macedonian and Persian culture and, accordingly,
chose 30,000 boys to learn the Hellenic tongue and to train with the strict
Macedonian army, while he chose the Bactrian Roxana for his wife (Chap.
47), and later Darius’ daughter Statira as well (Chap. 70).

In the final quarter of the work, the following events are mentioned:
Alexander’s military campaign to India; the victory against King Porus;
Alexander’s heavy wounds taken among the Malli; the return from India;
unfavourable portents and the foreboding of Alexander’s death.

Isocrates, before transitioning to the description of Euagoras’ works,
uses a rhetorical digression to praise Euagoras (tqv 1’ apetnv v Edaydpov
Kol 10 péyeog v mempaypévov),® elevating him to the status of the most
honourable ruler to ever merit his throne. Of the many illustrious men
and rulers praised by poets, Isocrates decided to compare Euagoras to the
Persian king Cyrus, the most admired of men.*® While Cyrus and his army
completed deeds that any Greek or Persian would easily be able to do,
Euagoras achieved the same through only his strength of body and mind.
Euagoras’ works are in line with piety and justice, while Cyrus did impi-
ous deeds to achieve his goals, killing his own grandfather, Astyages.* It
is concluded that Euagoras deserves more praise than Cyrus for this rea-
son:

. 0Vdgig ovte Bvntog o0’ Muibeog 0BT’ dbdvatog svpedfoeTal
KAAMOV 000 Aapmpdtepov 008’ edcePEctepov AafmV Ekelvov TV
Baotkeiav. (...) eoavioopor yap ovK €K TovTOg TPOTOL peydAa
Aéyewv mpoBvpovpevog, GAAQ O TV ToD Tpaypatog GAnOsiav
oVt mept avtod Bpacéwng sipnkoc. (Isoc. 9.39.3-6, 9-11, ed.
Van Hook)

34 Cf. Isoc. 9.33.3-4.

% This is referring to Cyrus the Great or Cyrus III, who conquered the Medians and found-
ed the Persian (Achaemenid) Empire.

36 Cf. Isoc. 9.33-38.
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No mortal, nor demigod, nor immortal will be found to have
obtained his throne more nobly, more splendidly, or more
piously. (...) For it will be manifest that I have spoken thus
boldly about Euagoras through no desire for grandiloquence,
but because of the truth of the matter.

Euagoras is successful in all fields. Keeping with the principle that the
kingdom will only thrive if the mind of its ruler also thrives, he spent his
time researching, thinking, and counseling. He ruled the city piously, was
just toward everyone, and meted out punishment in keeping with the law.
Keeping with his principles and staying true to his word, he gained the re-
spect of both citizens and visitors to the island:*’

... KOl OMUOTIKOG HeV dV 11} Tod TAn0ovg Oepomeig, ToMTIKOG 08 TH
g mOAE®S OANG Ol0IKNOEL, OTPUINYIKOG O TR TPOG TOVG
Kvdhvoug €0PoLALQ, HEYOAOQPOV O& T® TAGL TOVTOLG SLUPEPELY.
Kol Tod0’ 611 Tpooiv Edaydpa, kol TAgio tovTmv, £§ a0Ttdv TV
Epyov padiov katopadeiv. (Isoc. 9.46.4-9, ed. Van Hook)

He was democratic in his service to the people, statesmanlike
in the administration of the city, an able general in his good
counsel in the face of dangers, and noble in his superiority in
all these qualities. That Euagoras had these attributes, and
even more than these, it is easy to learn from his achievements
themselves.

After the characteristics of Euagoras’ rule, an overview of his most sig-
nificant works follows. Taking back his rule, Euagoras made Salamis
influential and respectable in the Greek world, expanding its territories,
building walls and a seaport, bringing art to the city, and soothing its for-
merly hostile citizens. The greatest proof of his success in this venture is
the fact that many respected Greeks moved to the island, believing Euago-
ras’ rule to be more just than that of the previous ruler.®®

Euagoras also showed himself to be an experienced strategist. Isocrates
states that he and Conon, a famous Athenian general, created a successful

37 Cf.Isoc. 9.41-46.
38 Cf.Isoc. 9.47-51.
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strategy in the Battle of Cnidus in 394 BC.** Furthermore, he managed to de-
feat Persian king Artaxerxes II. Isocrates concludes that the most unbelievable
of all was that the great Persian king had not managed to subjugate Euagoras’
city in ten years with such a large force, a city that Euagoras had previously
managed to conquer with only fifty men.*® Thus, Euagoras surpassed even
the greatest Greek heroes in fame:

ol pév yap ped’ amdong tic EAradoc Tpoiov novnv eirov, 6 68
piov oMy Eywv mpog Smocav v Aciov émoiéuncev: (Isoc.
9.65.6-8, ed. Van Hook)

They,*" in company with all of Hellas, captured only Troy, but
he (sc. Euagoras), although he possessed one city, waged war
against all of Asia.

At the end of the speech (Chap. 65-81) Isocrates summarizes Euago-
ras’ accomplishments and virtues in a complimentary tone.

Porphyrogenitus, before describing Basil’s acts in war and peace, nar-
rates Basil’'s career advancement from his arrival at Constantinople, his
becoming close with Michael III and Caesar Bardas, his entering into the of-
fice of protostrator i parakoimomenos,* all of which occurred before he
became joint ruler (Chap. 9-19), after which there is an excursus on the
reign and death of Michael III (Chap. 20-27). It is important to note in the
chapters in which Basil’s career has a meteoric rise that Porphyrogenitus’
grandfather got to a high position due to his extraordinary skills, but also
led by the providence of God. An example of this used by the author to
highlight the acumen and strength of his grandfather is found in the epi-
sode concerning Basil and the horse (Chap. 13), which clearly uses
Plutarch’s description of Alexander taming Bucephalus as a model. Basil
was successful in taming Michael’s outstanding, wild horse, who once ran

39 Cf. Isoc. 9.52-56. Isocrates mentions the fate of Conon in his fifth speech (cf. Isoc.
5.62-64).

%0 Cf. Isoc. 9.64.

41 This is referring to the famous war in Troy, to which Agamemnon went with all his
Greek allies.

42" Protostrator is a term used to indicate a Byzantine court official, referring to the pri-
mary (imperial) groom (Ostrogorski 2006: 563). Parakoimomenos, also a Byzantine court
official, refers to an individual who slept outside the emperor’s bedchamber and was most
often a person in whom the emperor had the greatest trust (Ostrogorski 2006: 556).
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from the emperor, and as no-one had managed to tame him prior to this an
amazed Michael admitted him to his service right away.*

In the context of the divine providence which led Basil to power, the
dreams of his mother ought to be mentioned, as described in Chapters 8
and 10, which point to Basil’s future fame. In the first dream, she dreamt
that a large plant grew from her, much like the mother of Cyrus, the Per-
sian king. That plant was full of fruit, with a trunk, branches and leaves of
gold, announcing Basil’s brilliant future.** The account of a mother’s dream
is in keeping with Menander’s instructions advising that supernatural signs
appearing when an emperor is born should be mentioned and compared
with either Romulus’ or Cyrus’ case, citing as an example the dream of
Cyrus’ mother.*® In Basil’ biography, maternal dreams, as an indication of
his future renown, played a key role in inspiring him to go to Constantino-
ple.*

While Basil truly did have distinguishing qualities and abilities, his rise
to power was hastened by the murder of Michael III and his uncle, Caesar
Bardas.?” As he could not keep such events a secret, the author decided to
expound upon the circumstances of these murders, directing the responsi-
bility for them away from his grandfather. The digression on Michael’s reign
and death (Chap. 20-27), representing the topos of comparison to the pre-
vious reign, is deliberately placed before the description of Basil’s works,
even though that topos should be placed near the end of the basilikos logos:

paAAov 8¢, €mel évrodba Tod Adyov €yevouny, olopat SETV TV HEV
kato Tov Paciién Baocileov iotopiav oyoldoot €mi pikpov,
dvodey 88 dvolafovia Snidcar S Bpoyiwv, Mg oldv T, olog [V
0 Ploc t® Pacthel MiyamA. .. v’ éviedbev gidévarl Aoylopevog Exot
g 6 BovAdpevog &t kai Tov Bacilelov Oeia yijpog capde v 1
€mi 10 Apyewv koAéoaca... koi OtL petd TadTo avTog 6 Miyami
ka0’ govtod ta Eipn Nrdvnoev kol Tag TOV AVELOVTOV 0OTOV
gtdvooev 6g10¢ kal gig TNV oikeiav oeayny dpébioev. (Const.
Porph., Vita Bas., 20.1-11, ed. Sevéenko)

43 Cf. Const. Porph, Vita Bas., 13.

44 Cf Const. Porph, Vita Bas., 8.7-14.
45 Cf. Men. Rhet. 371.3-10.

46 Cf. Const. Porph, Vita Bas., 8.16-19.
47 Cf. Toynbee 1973: 582-598.
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In fact, since my account has gotten to this point, [ think that I
should let the history of Emperor Basil have a respite, and,
going back to the very beginning, reveal in as succinct a
manner as possible what kind of life Emperor Michael led ... so
that anyone who wishes should be able to reflect on this and
realize that it was clear that Divine Decree had summoned
Basil to power... and that after this it was Michael himself who
sharpened the swords against himself, who braced the right
hands of his slayers, and who inflamed them to slaughter him.

According to Porphyrogenitus, Michael spent his life and public money
on a wanton lifestyle, in which he broke divine, civil and natural laws, acted
madly, would get drunk and indulge in vice, and killed innocents; in short,
it was his own fault that he incurred rage, and condemned himself to
death.*® After the detailed descriptions of Michael’s reign as emperor, his
murder is summarized in one sentence.*

The reasoning for Porphyrogenitus’ relocation of the topos of compari-
son of the reign of emperors is that the author wished to bypass a
chronological narrative of the events. Michael’s murder occurred not long
after Basil became co-ruler in 866, a fact which would have aroused suspi-
cion about Basil’s involvement in the murder. Instead, the negative aspects
of Michael’s reign are described, so his death is viewed as a deserving con-
sequence of his impious and perverse lifestyle, while Basil was foreordained
by God to become emperor. Porphyrogenitus found the inspiration for his
approach in Isocrates’ Euagoras,in which the comparison between Euagoras
and the Persian king Cyrus the Great, also in the form of a digression, is
placed before the description of Euagoras’ works.*® We must highlight that,
according to Menander, it is inappropriate to criticize the previous reign; it
should be admired, and the current emperor emphasized as perfect. It
should also be noted that Porphyrogenitus did not conform with the direc-
tions for writers of basilikos logos, criticizing Emperor Michael more harshly
than would be allowed in such a work.

48 Cf. Const. Porph, Vita Bas., 20-26.
49 Cf. Const. Porph, Vita Bas., 27.38-43.

50 Such a device, common in prose enkomia, is called psogos. Jenkins (1954: 23) defines it as
“an invective designed to show how bad things were before the hero came to power, so as to
contrast them with the petafoirn npog 10 kpeittov which immediately followed his elevation”.
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Following this digression is a description of Basil’s work. The writer of
basilikos logos should first state his subject’s achievements in war (mpd&eig
Kot tov morepov), followed by those in peace (mpa&elg katd v €ipivny),
described according to four virtues (avdpeio, Sikatochvr, GOEPOGHVY,
@povnog).*t Porphyrogenitus first describes Basil’s achievements in peace
(Chap. 28-35) by topic (financial politics, judicial reforms, questions of
church, law reforms, civil undertakings and portrayals of his children), then
achievements in war (Chap. 36-71), only to return to peacetime in Chap-
ters 72-97 (Basil’s private life and interests, a digression on good deeds,
civil undertakings, missionary work and the spread of Christianity). The
section on achievements in war (Chap. 36-71) begins with a digression on
military reform (Chap. 36) and is divided geographically into military cam-
paigns to the East (Chap. 37-51) and West (Chap. 52-71), and into tactics
in ground warfare (Chap. 37-58) and naval battles (Chap. 59-71). The
deeds in times of peace and war are described chronologically, through
which the link with Plutarch’s description of Alexander’s military conquests
is evident.

As soon as he began his rule, as with Alexander and Euagoras, Basil
found the Empire to be in a poor and disorganized state. He first put into
order that which had been neglected during the reign of Michael; that is,
the state of finances, laws, the judicial system, and questions of church. *?
For matters of state he chose the best and most honest people, and strove
for justice and equality, the protection of the poor, and to offer help to all:

... Kai ioovopio oo Kol dikalocvvn Gomep Amd Tvog LITEPOPiov
QUYTc €d0kel Kotiéval 7mpog TOV Plov kol Tolg AvOpomoIC
gumohtevectat. (Const. Porph., Vita Bas., 30.42-44, ed.
Sevéenko)

Thus equality and justice seemed to be returning to life as if from
some banishment, and were resuming their place among men.

Porphyrogenitus sought to depict Basil as a good Christian emperor,
adorned with mercy (€leoc), justice (dwkooovvn) and philanthropy
(pihavOpomia).>® These are highlighted even in the way Basil handles his en-

51 Cf. Men. Rhet. 372.25-373.14.
52 Cf. Const. Porph, Vita Bas., 28-33.
53 Cf. Const. Porph, Vita Bas., 29.15-18; 72.34-41.
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emies and those who conspired against him.> Similar characteristics, such
as generosity or justice toward his enemies, were also exhibited by Alexan-
der, even though his character became ever more severe with time.

Chapters 78-94 are dedicated to Basil’s numerous civil undertakings.
Many sacral buildings in Constantinople were beautified and renovated
during his reign, and imperial palaces, porticos, gardens, water repositories
and imperial baths, intended for the use of the imperial family, are men-
tioned. The spread of Christianity, one of the most important duties of
every Byzantine emperor, was described in Chapters 95-97. One of Basil’s
most important successes in that realm was the Christianisation of tribes
on the eastern coast of the Adriatic Sea (Chap. 52-55).

Besides his peacetime success, Basil also distinguished himself in nu-
merous military campaigns through bravery and warcraft. As a true ruler,
he took up arm and exposed himself to danger:

... ®G Gv T0ig oikelolg TOVOLG Kal T avToD Avopeig Kol YevvaldTnTL
TAaTOVOL PEV TO Opla TG GpyfG, TOPPOTEP® O cuvdon Kol
aneldon 10 dvopevés... (Const. Porph., Vita Bas., 36.3-6, ed.
Sevéenko)

...50 that by his own labours, bravery and nobility he might
extend the borders of the Empire, repel and suppress even
further his enemy.

Basil had three great exploits: the conquering of Abara and Spatha
(Chap. 37), the conquering of Zapetra, Samosata and other forts (Chap. 40)
and the campaign in Syria with his eldest son, Constantine (Chap. 46-49).*°
Besides the victories achieved under the leadership of Basil, those achieved
under the leadership of his generals are also depicted.>®

Much like Plutarch highlights Alexander’s physical strength and his
prominence in battle or sieges, similar examples can be found in the depic-
tion of Basil as far as his incredible strength, e.g., in building a bridge
during the campaign against Melitene in 837:

>4 Cf. Const. Porph, Vita Bas., 19, 34, 45.
55 All the forts mentioned were situated on the territory of what is today central Turkey.
56 Cf. Const. Porph, Vita Bas., 41-43, 59-66, 71.
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gldev Gv Tig 10Te icouéyedeg Papoc ovmep O Pacideds padiog
éPactalev Tpeic TV OTPOTIOTOV OUoD UOMG Srakopilovtag.
(Const. Porph., Vita Bas., 40.13-15, ed. Sevéenko)

At that time one could see that three soldiers together would
be barely able to carry a load equal to that which the emperor
alone would lift with ease.

Another similarity to the work of Plutarch is found in the omnipresent
divine confirmation of the validity and success of military campaigns and
conquest. This is confirmed for Alexander through miraculous signs and fa-
vourable sacrifices, and for Basil through the providence of God which
followed him throughout his life. Besides this, Alexander and Basil often
showed themselves to be benevolent and compassionate toward their sub-
ordinates, characterized also by their temperance in wealth and physical
needs.

Along with these similarities to the work of Plutarch, it is necessary to
cite one difference which manifests in the rationale for their conquests. Al-
exander exhibited a desire for ambition and the aim of reaching the end of
the world, as noted by Plutarch.”” For Basil, the waging of war was an impe-
rial duty with the aim of fortifying the borders of the empire and offering
security to its citizens. Also, there are no examples concerning Basil in
which any faults are evident, and it is evident that Porphyrogenitus artfully
finds excuses for his military failures or wrong moves.*®

2.5. Fortune, epilogue and concluding prayer

The final chapters of Alexander (Chap. 73-76) are dedicated by Plutarch
to the topic of prophetic omens and the foretelling of Alexander’s death.
While he was advised to stay away from Babylon, he still goes there, where
he will await his death, dying at 33 years of age after an eleven-day fever.
Plutarch states that Olympias later began to suspect that poison was in-
volved, but that most writers believe that to be contrived.

57 Cf. ... kol 10 Bupostdeg dypt TV mpoypdtov dmeEipepe THY @rAovikiav dfTtToV, 0O
povov molepiovg, GAAd kol ToOmovg kai Kapovg katafralopévny (Plut., Alex., 26.7.5-7),
translated as: The high spirit in his (sc. Alexander’s) undertakings surpassed his unconquer-
able ambition, such that it subdued not only his enemies, but also space and time.

58 E.g., the failure of the Siege of Tephrike is interpreted as not having been fated for Basil,
but rather for his descendant named Constantine (cf. Const. Porph., Vita Bas., 48.24-36).
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Isocrates, at the end of the work in Chapters 65-72, in a praising sum-
mary of Euagoras’ achievements during his reign, speaks of him as of a
mortal man who managed to distinguish himself almost as a demi-god
through his virtues, strength and prudence. In the final chapters (Chap.
76-81) he reviews the successful completion of the assignment of writing
an encomium in prose. He addresses other writers and youths with the ad-
vice that they choose dignified and honourable subjects, such as Euagoras,
to praise in their works.

The topos of brilliant fortune (toyn), which follows the emperor
throughout his life, *° is not treated separately in the Vita Bas., being inter-
woven throughout. Signs from God and providence constantly followed
Basil throughout his life. Instead of an epilogue (éniloyog) in which pros-
perity achieved by the emperor during his reign should be depicted, in the
Vita Bas. we find a meritorious summary for Basil, like the one found in
Isocrates’ Euagoras.®® The closing prayer (ebyn®') for the empire is replaced
with the expression of Porphyrogenitus’ credit for the creation of Basil’s bi-
ography, much like Isocrates showed off his own literary contribution with
a written encomium.®

3. Conclusion

After an analysis and comparison of the structure and content of the
works examined, certain similarities and differences between the depictions
of the subjects of praise can be noted. In addition, some parts in Porphyro-
genitus’ description of the life of Basil can be isolated as evidently influenced
by ancient Greek biographical templates. As would be expected, the lives of
each of the three subjects are depicted chronologically, from birth to death.

The prologue of the Vita Bas. is more like Isocrates’ work than Plutar-
ch’s due to the elements of praise involved and the naming of its objective.
Plutarch’s objective was to describe Alexander’s character, while Isocrates
and Porphyrogenitus sought to depict the life and works of their subjects
so that they might serve as a paragon for future generations.

59 Cf. Men. Rhet. 376.24-27.

60" Cf. Const. Porph., Vita Bas., 102.4-16.
61 Cf. Men. Rhet. 377.28-30.

62 Cf. Const. Porph., Vita Bas., 102.20-26.
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The topoi which refer to the origin and birth of their subjects contain
the common element of an ancient and renowned genealogy. As for inter-
esting and miraculous signs which could have appeared during the birth of
these renowned characters, Plutarch emphasizes Olympias’ dreams before
the birth of Alexander, while in the Vita Bas. the eagle which appears dur-
ing Basil’s childhood is present; Isocrates does not include this element.

Plutarch is the most detailed in his depiction of physical and character
traits and more detailed in his description of Alexander’s physical appear-
ance. In the writings of Isocrates and Porphyrogenitus the description of
appearance comes down to mentions of beauty and extraordinary physical
strength. It is evident that all three subjects had numerous and sublime
qualities by which they distinguished themselves and incited the admira-
tion of others and earned the right to rule. A significant difference between
the descriptions is evident, however, in the fact that Plutarch describes not
only Alexander’s virtues, but also his faults, while Euagoras and Basil are
depicted as not having any faults.

The subject’s deeds are depicted chronologically. In Plutarch’s work we
follow Alexander’s military achievements, while Isocrates begins the depic-
tion of Euagoras’ deeds during peacetime, later moving on to military
engagements. In the Vita Bas., as a basilikos logos, the emperor’s wartime
deeds should be described first, then his peacetime deeds. The arrangement
of the material is different here, as Porphyrogenitus sought to also describe
Basil’s works chronologically, beginning with achievements made during
peacetime, then moving on to military campaigns, and ending the narra-
tion with Basil’s achievements during peacetime.

The topos of the comparison of an emperor’s reign with that of his pred-
ecessor, which ought to be found near the end of a basilikos logos, is placed in
the Vita Bas. before the description of Basil’s achievements, in the form of a
digression on the reign and death of Emperor Michael III. While respect and
admiration should be shown toward the former emperor in the comparison
of their reigns, and the current emperor exalted, Porphyrogenitus depicted
Michael in a negative tone. In maligning Michael, the author wished to create
a contrast between Michael, as an example of a faulty emperor, and Basil, an
exemplary ruler. Thus, Michael deserved death due to his poor actions, while
Basil sat on the throne led by the providence of God. We find a similar exam-
ple in the writings of Isocrates, in which there is a comparison between
Euagoras and the Persian king Cyrus placed before the description of Euago-
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ras’ works, again in the form of a digression, which served as a model for
Porphyrogenitus, who used a similar treatment in his own work.

The end of Plutarch’s Alexander contains a description of Alexander’s
final days. Isocrates, in his final chapters, once again summarizes all of
Euagoras’ achievements in a praising tone. The topos of brilliant fortune
following the ruler throughout his life is visible in all three works. At the
end of the Vita Bas. there is a praising summary of Basil instead of an epi-
logue, like what is found in the writings of Isocrates. Instead of a closing
prayer the author’s credit for the creation of the work is highlighted, in
which a connection to Isocrates is again evident, who also ends his encomi-
um to Euagoras with a review of his successful completion of the task of
writing an encomium in prose.

Finally, it may be concluded that both Isocrates and Plutarch, as the rep-
resentatives of two types of ancient Greek biography, undoubtedly had a
strong influence on the Vita Bas. The main difference regarding Plutarch’s bi-
ography lies in the fact that Plutarch’s aim is to depict Alexander’s character,
i.e,, both his good characteristics and faults. Porphyrogenitus’ aim is to de-
pict Basil as the perfect Byzantine emperor, one without any faults, who will
serve as a paragon to his descendants due to his virtue. There are several links
that tie the Vita Bas. to Isocrates’ type of biography. Isocrates’ aim is also to
depict Euagoras as an ideal ruler without fault, who will serve as an example
for future generations. Besides this, the comparison between the reign of
Michael IIT and Basil I is situated in the same place (i.e., before the depiction
of Basil’s deeds) in which Isocrates compares Euagoras and the Persian king
Cyrus; the conclusions of both texts are also similar in that they contain a
praising summary of the ruler in which the authors’ merit for the creation of
the work is highlighted. The Vita Bas., however, differs in that it does not con-
tain the excessively panegyrical elements found in Isocrates’ encomium.
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SAZETAK

Teuta Serreqi Juri¢, Tihana Jurisi¢

REFLEKSIJA STAROGRCKE BIOGRAFIJE U SPISU
VITA BASILII KONSTANTINA VII. PORFIROGENETA

Spis Vita Basilii, sastavljen u ¢ast bizantskog cara Bazilija I. (867. — 886.) na nalog
njegova unuka Konstantina VII. Porfirogeneta (913. — 959.), u povijesti bizantske
knjizevnosti zauzima istaknuto mjesto kao prvi basilikos logos (Baciikog AdY0g), $to se
definira kao pohvalna biografija koja glorificira carev Zivot i djela. U dosadasnjoj se
povijesti istraZzivanja isticalo kako je pri njegovu sastavljanju Porfirogenet nadahnuce
potrazio u dvama modelima anticke gr¢ke biografije, Izokratovu i Plutarhovu. U radu
se na temelju analize i medusobne usporedbe strukture i sadrzaja Izokratova pohval-
nog govora Euagora, Plutarhove biografije Aleksandar i Porfirogenetova spisa Vita Bas.
prema toposima karakteristicnima za basilikos logos (prolog, domovina, podrijetlo,
rodenje, fizicki izgled, skolovanje i odgoj, karakterne osobine, postignuéa u ratu i miru,
sudbina, usporedba careve vladavine s prethodnom, epilog i zavr$na molitva) istrazuje
na koji su nacin Izokratov i Plutarhov tip biografije nasli odraz u Bazilijevu Zivotopisu.
Cilj je rasvijetliti u kojim je segmentima spisa i u kolikom postotku Porfirogenet
nasljedovao anti¢ke uzore, odnosno implementirao vlastite inovacije.

Istrazivanje je pokazalo da su Izokrat i Plutarh ostavili podjednako snazan utjecaj na
Vita Bas. Glavna razlika u odnosu na Plutarhovu biografiju sastoji se u tome $to Plu-
tarh prikazuje Aleksandrov karakter, $to ukljucuje i dobre osobine i mane, dok je
Porfirogenetova namjera prikazati Bazilija savrSenim bizantskim carem bez ikakvih
mana, koji ¢e upravo zbog svojih vrlina biti uzor nasljednicima. S Izokratovim pohval-
nim govorom, osim $to je Euagora takoder prikazan idealnim vladarom bez
nedostataka, nalazimo i slicnost u tome $to se u Vita Bas. usporedba vladavine careva
Mihaela III. i Bazilija I. nalazi ispred opisa Bazilijevih postignuca, isto kao §to se i u
Izokratovu enkomiju usporedba Euagore i perzijskog kralja Kira nalazi prije prikaza
Euagorinih djela, te $to oba djela zavr$avaju s pohvalnim sazetkom vladara te isti-
canjem autorove zasluge za nastanak spisa. Ipak, u Vita Bas. se ne uocavaju pretjerano
pohvalni elementi koje nalazimo u Izokratovu Euagori, pa bi to bila i glavna razlika u
odnosu na Izokratov tip biografije.

Kljuéne rijeci: Konstantin VII. Porfirogenet; Vita Basilii; Bazilije I.; basilikos
logos; bizantska knjizevnost; anticka grcka biografija



