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KEITH RUTTER 

The M y t h of the <Damareteion>::" 

This article examines the evidence of Diodorus Siculus and others for a coin said to 
have been named a <Damareteion> after Damarete, consort of Gelon who was tyrant 
of Syracuse between 485 and 478 B . C . I n i t I hope to advance the discussion not 
only of a complex and controversial problem of Sicilian numismatics and art-histo­
ry, but also of the historical methods and attitudes of Diodorus himself, who gives 
us the most detailed and, as i t seems, the most circumstantial account of the <Dama-
reteion>. 

The ancient texts on the Damareteion are as follows: 

1. Diodorus Siculus, 11,26,3: ο ι δέ Καρχηδόνιοι της σωτηρίας παραδόξως τετευχό-
τες ταύτα τε δώσειν προσεδέξαντο, κ α ι στέφανον χρυσούν τη γυναικί του Γέ-
λωνος Δαμαρέτη προσωμολόγησαν. αΰτη γαρ υπ' αυτών άξιωθεΐσα συνήργησε 
πλείστον εις την σύνθεσιν της ειρήνης, κ α ι στεφανωθεϊσα υπ' αυτών εκατόν 
ταλάντοις χρυσίου νόμισμα έξέκοψε τό κληθέν απ' εκείνης Δαμαρέτειον τούτο 
δ'είχεν Άττικάς δραχμάς δέκα, εκλήθη δέ παρά τοις Σικελιώταις από του σταθμού 
πεντηκοντάλιτρον. Because they had unexpectedly gained their deliverance the 
Carthaginians agreed to give this and offered in addition a gold crown to Gelon's 
wife Damarete. The reason was that at their request she contributed a great deal 
to the making of the peace; she was crowned by them w i t h 100 talents of gold, 
and struck the coin that was called after her a Damareteion. This coin was w o r t h 
10 At t ic drachmae, and because of its weight was called among the Sicilian 
Greeks a f i f ty- l i t ra piece. 

2. Pollux, Onomasticon 9,84-5: ϊσως δέ των ονομάτων καταλόγω προσήκουσιν οί 
Κροίσειοι στατηρες κ α ι Φιλίππειοι κ α ι Δαρεικοί, κ α ι τό Βερενίκειον νόμισμα 
κ α ι Άλεξάνδρειον κ α ι Πτολεμάίκόν κ α ι Δημαρέτειον, ών τους επωνύμους 
γνωριζόντων απάντων, ή Δημαρέτη Γέλωνος ούσα γυνή κατά τον προς τους 

'"' I began work on this paper during a sojourn at the Kommission für Alte Geschichte und 
Epigraphik in Munich, and thank the Kommission for the opportunity and Dr. H . M Ü L L E R 
for epigraphic references. A version of the paper was given to seminars in Dunedin and Auck­
land, and I am grateful for the stimulus of the discussions on both occassions, in particular to 
ELIZABETH DUKE, CHRIS EHRHARDT, DOUGLAS LITTLE, VIVIENNE GRAY and T O M STEVEN­

SON. I thank, too, KATHERINE ADSHEAD (Canterbury), CHRISTOF BOEHRINGER (Göttingen), 
M A R T I N PRICE (London) and CHRIS HOWGEGO (Oxford) for comment and discussion. 
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Λίβυας πόλεμον άποροϋντος αύτοΰ τον κόσμον οάτησαμένη παρά των γυναικών 
συγχωνεύσασα νόμισμα έκόψατο. Perhaps the Croeseid staters belong to the list 
of names, and the Philippeioi and the Darics, and the coin of Berenice, and that 
of Alexander, and of Ptolemy, and of Damarete. Everyone knows the eponyms of 
these, but Damarete, who was Gelon's wife, when he was in financial difficulties 
i n the war against the Libyans, had a coin struck f rom the jewelry she had re­
quested f rom the women (of Syracuse) and melted down. 

3. Hesychius, s.v. Δημαρέτιον: Δημαρέτιον, νόμισμα εν Σικελία υπό Γέλωνος κοπέν 
έπιδοΰσης αύτω Δημαρέτης της γυναικός είς αυτό τον κόσμον. Demareteion, a 
coin struck in Sicily by Gelon, for which his wife Demarete had given h im her 
jewelry. 

4. Schol. Pindar, 01.2,29d = F G H 566. Timaios F 93: ό δέ Δίδυμος το άκριβέστερον 
της ιστορίας εκτίθεται, μάρτυρα Τίμαιον τον ξυντάξαντα τα περί της Σικελίας 
προφερόμενος, ή δέ Ιστορία οΰτως έχει· Θήρων ό των Άκραγαντίνων βασιλεύς 
Γέλωνι τω 'Ιέρωνος άδελφω επικηδεύσας γάμω συνάπτει την έαυτοΰ θυγατέρα 
Δημαρέτην αφ' ης κ α ι τό Δημαρέτειον νόμισμα εν Σικελία. Didymus sets for th 
the more accurate part of the story, citing as witness Timaeus the historian of 
Sicily, and the story goes like this: Theron king of Akragas was related by mar­
riage to Gelon the brother of Hie ron by giving h im his daughter's hand in mar­
riage, Demarete; after w h o m also the Demareteion, a Sicilian coin, (is named). 

5. Eustathius, ad Od. , p. 1567, 63: (Δημαρέτη), άφ' ης τό Δημαρέτειον νόμισμα. (De­
marete), f rom w h o m the coin Demareteion (is named). 

Before I embark on a detailed analysis of these texts, I want to comment first of 
all on what they appear to be telling us, and then, briefly, on the numismatic aspects 
of the problem. 

I n Diodorus, who wrote his Bibliotheke in the m i d - to later-first century B.C. , 
we are in the year 480/479, when Calliades was archon in Athens. I n Sicily Gelon, 
tyrant of Syracuse, has beaten the Carthaginians at the battle of Himera, and the 
Carthaginians have sued for peace. They have agreed to provide 2,000 talents of sil­
ver and two temples as reparations. These are obviously the most important finan­
cial terms of the agreement, but then in a separate gesture, where our passage begins, 
the Carthaginians, surprised by their lenient treatment, offered in addition a gold 
crown to Damarete in gratitude for her good offices i n the securing of peace. When 
she had received the crown of 100 talents of gold from them she struck a coin which 
was named after her a Damareteion. The inference is that the coin was of gold, like 
the crown, but the careful description of i t that follows, i n particular the reference 
to its weight being 10 At t ic drachmae or 50 Sicilian litrae, is clearly of a silver coin. 

There are four other references to a coin called a Damareteion, all later than D i o ­
dorus. Nos . 4 and 5 (Schol. Pindar and Eustathius respectively) summarise the basic 
information. I n the case of no. 4, where the Didymus referred to was compil ing his 
material at approximately the same time as Diodorus was wr i t i ng his, i t is tacked on 
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to a notice about Damarete's family background and marriage (not, notice, about 
her involvement i n coining); the family information goes back to Timaeus, but the 
additional information about the Damareteion need not do so.1 Nos. 2 and 3 (Pollux 
and Hesychius) do refer to coining, and the general context of i t is Gelon's war 
against the Carthaginians (Libyans), but the circumstances are different f rom those 
described by Diodorus. Gelon is i n financial difficulties (άποροϋντος αύτοΰ), and so 
we must assume a chronological context before, or maybe during, the Himera cam­
paign, rather than after i t . I n both Pollux and Hesychius the metal for coining de­
rives from jewelry (κόσμος) provided either by the women of Syracuse at Damare­
te's request (P), or by Damarete alone (H) . 2 The metal of the coin is not expressly 
stated, a point to which I shall return later. 

These are the literary references to a coin called a Damareteion.3 N o w a w o r d or 
two about the numismatic side of things. Is there a surviving Syracusan coin that 
we can identify as a Damareteion? From early in the nineteenth century un t i l the 
late 1960s i t was universally thought that there was. We saw above that one pre­
cisely described element i n Diodorus ' account was a reference to a silver deca-
drachm, and among the various f i f th and four th century issues of such coins 
k n o w n at Syracuse, there is only one possible candidate i n the period we are deal­
ing w i t h (first quarter of the fif th century).4 I t was therefore duly dated in 480/479 

1 FGH Timaios F 93 includes it in the Timaean material, but the relative clause might con­
tain (and I think does contain - see further below), material brought in from another source 
(as the explanatory phrase εν Σικελία also suggests). There is a parallel later in F 93, where a 
reference, in a relative clause, to the river Gelas, is attributed to Callimachus: παρά Γέλα τω 
Σικελιωτικφ ποταμω, οΰ Καλλίμαχος μέμνηται. On Didymus, see L. C O H N , RE 5,1, 1903, 
445ff., s.v. Didymos(8). 

2 The variant stories might be brought closer together if έπιδούσης in Hesychius could 
signify <give in addition» (to other women), but έπιδίδωμι often signifies simply a voluntary 
contribution, as opposed to εισφέρειν, an enforced one: cf. LSJ, έπιδίδωμι, 2b; Pollux' Ono-
masticon dates from the later second century A . D . , Hesychius' Lexicon probably from the 
fifth century A . D . 

3 An inscription in elegiac couplets, preserved in Schol. Pindar, Pyth. 1, 152, and attributed 
to Simonides (frag. 106 D I E H L , 170 EDMONDS), marking the dedication of a gold tripod at Del­
phi by Gelon and his brothers, is not relevant to the discussion. A supposed reference in line 4 
to Δαμαρετίου χρυσού is an emendation by BENTLEY: cf. G. MANGANARO, La caduta dei Dino-
menidi e i l <politikon nomisma> in Sicilia nella prima metà del V sec. a. C , A I I N 21-22, 1974-5 
(1977), 9-40, at 28, n. 4. 

4 Obv. Quadriga right, one horse crowned by Nike flying above; in exergue, lion. Rev. 
Head of Arethusa right, in linear circle; around, four dolphins and ethnic. For illustrations, see 
C . M . K R A A Y - M . H I R M E R , Greek Coins, London 1966, Pis.26-7; C . M . K R A A Y , Archaic and 
Classical Greek Coins, London 1976, PI. 47.801; G. K.JENKINS, Ancient Greek Coins, 2nd ed., 
London 1990, 85, PL232. The first scholars to associate Diodorus' account with an issue of 
silver decadrachms were K . O . M Ü L L E R , Die Etrusker, 1828, 327, and H.Duc DE LUYNES, An­
nali dell' Inst, di corr. arch. 2,1830, 81-7. The latter took the further step of proposing that the 
earlier decadrachm - our Damareteion - was the relevant issue. 
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and was used as a fixed point for the dating of vase-painting and sculpture, and 
also for the chronology of f if th century Syracusan coinage that was published in 
the standard w o r k on the subject i n 1929.5 Some of the consequences of such a 
dating were criticised quite soon after BOEHRINGER'S book was published,6 but it 
was not un t i l the later 1960s that a concerted attack was mounted from the numis­
matic standpoint.7 The fact is that there are problems both "with numismatic and 
w i t h historical aspects of a reconstruction i n which the decadrachm is fixed in 
480/479. I t comes at the end of a period of intense and massive coining. The rela­
tive arrangement of the coins seems secure, and so the traditional reconstruction 
puts the massive issues in the years before 480, w i t h the decadrachm in 480 fo l ­
lowed by a gap in coining for five or six years before coining started again in 474.8 

This requires us to imagine that Gelon's preparations for a campaign against the 
Carthaginians gave rise to the minting of large amounts of coined money, but 
where did he acquire the bul l ion before 480? Would i t not make more sense his­
torically for the massive issues to come after 480, when we know that thousands 
of talents of silver were available f rom the Carthaginian indemnity? That i n turn 
w o u l d rule out the idea that there was a gap in coinage between 480 and 474. 
There are i n addition numismatic arguments based for example on hoard evidence 
and on comparisons -with the coins of other mints for a down-dating of the mas­
sive issues and of the Damareteion w i t h them.91 do not want to go into those here, 
except to say that i n addition to 480 the variety of dates proposed for the Damare­
teion now goes d o w n into the 470s, and even well into the 460s.10 

What repercussions w o u l d such a down-dating on numismatic and historical 
grounds have on the interpretation of the literary evidence introduced above? For 
some, the idea that Diodorus provides a fixed point for Syracusan numismatic chro-

Vase-painting etc.: E. LANGLOTZ, Zur Zeitbestimmung der streng rotfigurigen Vasenma­
lerei und der gleichzeitigen Plastik, 1920, 100 ff., Taf. 2,10; coinage: E. BOEHRINGER, Die Mün­
zen von Syrakus, Berlin/Leipzig 1929. 

6 Cf. K . R E G L I N G , Gnomon 6, 1930, 632; E.S.G.ROBINSON, N C 1931,242-3. 
7 C H . BOEHRINGER, Hieron's Aitna und das Hieroneion, JNG 18, 1968, 67-98, and 

C . M . K R A A Y , Greek Coins and History, London 1969, Ch.2, 19-42. In C . M . K R A A Y -
M . H I R M E R , Greek Coins, New York 1966, 288, KRAAY had drawn attention to difficulties 
caused by the traditional dating, and had suggested that a date near 466 B.C. would remove 
them, but the illustrations on Pis. I , 26 and 27 were dated 480-479. 

8 That is with Group IV, issues bearing in the obv. exergue a ketos, thought to symbolise 
the naval victory off Cumae in that year. 

9 For a recent appraisal of the evidence, especially that of hoards, see C. ARNOLD-BIUCCHI , 
The Randazzo Hoard 1980 and Sicilian Chronology in the Early Fifth Century, ANS Numis­
matic Studies 18, New York 1989. 

Reference to some of these views wil l be made in the next paragraph and in notes 11-14. 
Here it should be pointed out that it is not true to say, with C A H IV2 , 775, n. 55, that <The ex­
tant decadrachms are now connected by most numismatists with the liberation of Syracuse 
from tyranny in 461 Β. C> 
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nology, and in particular for the silver decadrachm, naturally dies hard." Another 
view takes his account of a gold crown literally : a gold crown was given and a gold 
coin w o u l d have been made from i t ; we cannot point to a specimen because none 
has survived.12 Another interpretation, while ready to abandon Diodorus ' precise 
chronological indication, is reluctant to abandon also the association of the special 
coining w i t h Damarete herself. That might not take us too far d o w n from 480, since 
after Gelon's death in 478 Damarete was married to his brother Polyzalos and 
moved away from Syracuse to Gela.13 Stretching the association of coin w i t h dy­
nasty stil l further, i t could be argued that the evidence of Diodorus provides an as­
sociation at least w i t h the Deinomenid tyrants, but not w i t h the democracy that fo l ­
lowed their expulsion i n 466.14 The view I want to propose here is that further 
progress towards solving the problem of the <Damareteion> and its historical con­
text w i l l have to depend on greater accuracy i n the numismatic dating. Recon­
structions that either fo l low Diodorus ' evidence literally, or attempt to overcome 
the supposed discrepancy between what he (apparently) says about Damarete and 
the evidence that is accumulating f rom the coins themselves in ways such as those 
outlined above, are beside the point, since Diodorus ' account has led us astray in 
ways which have not hitherto been fully analysed. Furthermore the other ancient 
evidence connecting Damarete w i t h coining is highly suspect. I now therefore begin 
the enquiry into these sources by examining Diodorus ' treatment of Damarete in 
more detail, starting from its context in his presentation of the Gelonian tyranny as 
a whole. 

A well-trodden approach to the interpretation of Diodorus is to t ry to identify his 
source for a particular narrative or piece of information. This is a difficult area, where 
arguments can be circular and one despairs of f i rm results,15 but as far as Diodorus ' 
account of the battle of Himera and its aftermath is concerned, Timaeus seems the 

11 Cf. R . T . W I L L I A M S , N C 1972, 1-11; M.R. A L F Ö L D I , Dekadrachmon. Ein forschungsge­
schichtliches Phänomen, Wiesbaden 1976, 103-117, esp. at 112; H . A. C A H N , Antikenmuseum 
Basel und Sammlung Ludwig: Griechische Münzen aus Großgriechenland und Sizilien, Basel 
1988, 125, no. 433. 

12 So KRAAY, op. cit. (η. 7) 40-41. 
13 WILLIAMS, op. cit. (π. 11) 11, mentions the possibility of releasing the Damareteion issue 

from its close connection with Himera and of allowing it to float a little further into the 470s>. 
On Damarete and Polyzalos, see Schol. Pindar, Ol.2, 29d = Timaios, FGH 566, F 93. 

14 CH.BOEHRINGER, op. cit. (n. 7) argued for dating the <Damareteion> in the last years of 
Hieron's reign, c.470^t68, thus making it a <Hieroneion>; compare now D.KNOEPFLER, Rev. 
Suisse de Num. 71,1992,1 ff., dating it a year or two earlier, in 472. The problems of dating the 
coin were mentioned but not resolved by G. K.JENKINS, Ancient Greek Coins, London 1972, 
146; in the second edition (London 1990, 85) a date around 465 is suggested, and this date or 
something like it (466/5) is supported by H . B. MATTINGLY in a recent study (Chiron 22, 1992, 
1-12). KRAAY, op. cit. (η. 7) Ch.2, and MANGANARO, op. cit. (η. 3), argued for a post-tyranny 
date (461). 

15 L.PEARSON, The Greek Historians and the West, Atlanta 1987, x. 
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l ikely source.161 am not concerned to discuss this view in detail here, except to warn, 
i f warning is needed, that even the f i r m identification of a specific source w i l l not 
necessarily tell us much about the content of that source. This poin t w i l l be amply 
demonstrated later in this article; for the moment some brief biographical indications 
are necessary. Timaeus was perhaps a small boy in 345, when Timoleon was 
welcomed to Tauromenium by his father Andromachus. Forced to leave Sicily by 
Agathocles, he spent f i f ty years in Athens and wrote most of his His to ry there; i t 
went d o w n to 264, though Timaeus himself may have lived un t i l c. 250.17 

I t is one thing to imagine that one has identified Diodorus ' source, quite another to 
assess the extent to which that source was responsible for what Diodorus actually 
wrote. For example, i t has been remarked that Diodorus ' presentation of Damarete 
owes much to Hellenistic ideas of monarchy, rather than to early fif th century Sicilian 
tyranny.'8 More specifically, Gelon and his dynasty seem to be described by Diodo­
rus in terms appropriate to the Ptolemies of Egypt : the phrasing at 11,26,6, where D i ­
odorus writes that Gelon was acclaimed by the Syracusans as Euergetes, Soter and 
K i n g is a sign of Ptolemaic colouring, and the presentation of Damarete at 11,26,6 
draws on the picture of a Ptolemaic consort involved in politics, the recipient of 
homage, a queen on whose authority coins could be struck. Does Diodorus ' language 
and in particular his Hellenistic colouring reflect the treatment of the Geloan tyranny 
by Timaeus ? Referring to the terms of the acclamation of Gelon at 11,26,6, PEARSON 
wrote:19 <This must be Timaeus giving h im Ptolemaic titles.> But, assuming for the 
moment the literal accuracy of the term <Ptolemaic titles>, on grounds of chronology 
they could not be Timaean in origin. Ptolemy I was the first <Soter>, and Timaeus 
wou ld have k n o w n that, but the first Euergetes was Ptolemy I I I , who did not even 
accede to the throne un t i l 246, some years after Timaeus' death. However there are 
firmer grounds, based on Diodorus ' general linguistic usage, for doubting the Timae­
an origin of these titles. Al though i t is true that the terms ευεργέτης and σωτήρ recur 
together at 16,20,6 i n the context of the honours paid by the Syracusans to D i o n (τον 
εύεργέτην σωτήρα), that is not necessarily because 11,26,6 and 16,20,6 derive f rom a 
common source.20 Diodorus uses both words separately, and once together, to praise 
individuals i n contexts that could not possibly derive from Timaeus.21 The usage can 
be described as formulaic; i t is typical of Diodorus ' method of wr i t ing and seems to 

16 K. MEISTER, Die sizilische Geschichte bei Diodor von den Anfängen bis zum Tod des 
Agathokles, diss. München 1967, 42-3; L.PEARSON, op. cit. (n.l5) 134. 

17 PEARSON, op. cit. 37-9. 
18 MANGANARO, op. cit. (n.3) 29 ff. 
19 Op. cit. (n. 15) 139. 
20 MEISTER, op. cit. (n. 16) 116, thinks that Timaeus is behind 16,20,6; PEARSON, op. cit. 

(n. 15) 21 n. 13, states that in Book 16 Diodorus is no longer following Timaeus. 
21 Ευεργέτης alone: 1,29,1; 11,46,2; 37,11,1; with κοινός: 4,15,2; 27,18,2; 38/39,8,2; with 

σωτήρ: 11,26,6; 16,20,6; 33,1,5.1 acknowledge here and elsewhere in this paper the help of the 
IBYCUS program to carry out word-searches. 
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be his o w n contr ibut ion to the presentation of his material.22 The point need not be 
laboured here, but is amply illustrated below. 

I referrred above to PEARSON'S assumption that Ευεργέτης, Σωτήρ and Βασιλεύς at 
11,26,6 are <Ptolemaic titles>, w i t h capital letters, as i t were. But i t is not i n fact 
necessary to believe that the words are used so exclusively by Diodorus. O n the 
contrary I w o u l d argue that they can refer more generally to the Hellenistic w o r l d as 
a whole, and that far f rom undermining the tentative conclusion just reached about 
Diodorus ' responsibility for the presentation of Gelon's tyranny i n Hellenistic guise, 
further evidence of his linguistic usage confirms i t and strengthens it . Casting the net 
more widely over Gelon's appearances in Book 11, i t is apparent that Diodorus con­
sistently portrays h i m i n terms of the stereotype of the <good king>, as i t was develop­
ed in the Hellenistic period. The elements of the stereotype have been discussed by 
several recent authors and are conveniently summarised by F.J. C A I R N S . 2 3 I list them 
as they apply to Gelon i n C A I R N S ' order and w i t h references to Diodorus ' eleventh 
book: Gelon is pre-eminent i n virtue ( K . l ; 67.2) and specifically i n mil i tary ability 
(K.4.iv; 21,3.22,5. 67,2); he demonstrates his piety (K.5.i) by building temples and by 
reverence for Apo l lo (26.7); he acts w i t h fairness (επιείκεια, K.5.Ü; 26,1. 26,4. 38,1. 
67,2), mildness (πραότης, K.5.Ü; 67,3), generosity (φιλανθρωπία, K.5 . i i i ; 67,2) and 
kindness (εύνοια, ευεργεσία, K.5 . i i i ; 26,4. 26,6. 67,4); he works hard for his people 
(σπεύ δων, Κ.5 .iv; 26,4), and observes the law i n the matter of the arrangements for his 
o w n burial (K.5.vi i ; 38,3); he is the saviour of his people (K.6 . i i i ; 26,6) and is beloved 
by them (K.6.v; 38,4. 67,3), since he provides εύνομίαν and πάντων των επιτηδείων 
εύπορίαν; finally he ensures his people's zeal i n all matters ( K . l 1; 38,2). 

There is no reason to ascribe this material to Timaeus, or indeed to any specific 
source. Various elements of the <good king> stereotype recur elsewhere i n Diodorus, 
for example in Book 1 relating to Osiris, Sabaco and other ancient kings of Egypt,24 

and in Books 17-20 relating to Ptolemy I . 2 5 Such treatment of Egyptian gods and 
rulers is natural enough, given the particular interest of Diodorus i n Egypt, the only 
foreign country he had personally visited.26 I t is not however necessary to suppose 
a specific source, for example Hecataeus of Abdera, for the k ingly qualities high-

22 Cf. J. PALM, Über Sprache und Stil des Diodoros von Sizilien, Lund 1955, who shows at 
length Diodorus' independence, linguistically, from the sources which he uses, and J. H O R N -
BLOWER, Hieronymus of Cardia, Oxford 1981, Appendix I I , 263-81. As wil l be seen, my ap­
proach to these problems of Diodoran language and content is similar to that of K. S. SACKS, 
Diodorus Siculus and the First Century, Princeton 1990.1 agree with many of his conclusions, 
but I am perhaps less optimistic than he is about the quality of some of Diodorus' own con­
tributions. 

23 F.J. CAIRNS, Virgil's Augustan Epic, Cambridge 1989,17-21. 
24 Cf. 1,20,5 (Osiris); 1,65 (Sabaco). 
25 17,103,7; 18,28,5-6. 33,3-1; 19,55,6. 56,1. 86,3-4. 

1,44,1. 83,8-9 (personal witness of the lynching of a Roman for killing a cat); cf. 1,22,2. 
61,4. 
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lighted in Book l . 2 7 I n all these different contexts Diodorus is employing, w i t h re­
markable fulness i n the case of Gelon, the same stereotype, the same terminology. A 
Sicilian himself, Diodorus thus emphasizes the greatness of a Sicilian Iulius Caesar 
(compare 11,38,6 w i t h 32,27,3). 

There is a further element of Hellenistic colouring in Diodorus ' account of Gelon 
i n 11,26,5-6. The terms in which the soldiers of Syracuse acclaimed Gelon have al­
ready been discussed, but i n fact the whole scene in 'which Gelon appears unarmed 
before an assembly of his soldiers and is acclaimed king after rendering an account 
to them of his career and of his actions on behalf of Syracuse, draws on the practice 
of the acclamation of a k ing by Hellenistic armies. The Hellenistic parallels have 
been collected and discussed in modern work,2 8 and I select the most obvious. Such 
acclamations would naturally fol low a victory where the successful leader's quali­
ties had been demonstrated,29 and w o u l d be made by the army assembled for the 
purpose. A key term used to describe the assembled soldiers is δχλοι (cf. 11,26,6: 
έτη σημαινόμενων των όχλων).30 I n certain circumstances a speaker might catalogue 
his achievements as Gelon does.31 To describe the act of acclamation Diodorus does 
not use the usual term αναγορεύω, but prefers a variant of his own, άποκαλέω. 

So much for the Diodoran conception of Gelon. I n a similar way, Diodorus ' 
conception of Damarete as a Hellenistic queen honoured by a c rown has been 
thought to derive f rom Timaeus.32 But whatever may lie behind Diodorus here (a 
difficult problem to which I can offer no solution), his o w n treatment of his mate­
rial contains a high degree of invention. Certainly as far as the crown is concerned, 

27 In this I agree with the remarks of J. HORNBLOWER, op. cit. (n.22) 55, and of SACKS, op. 
cit. (n. 22) 43-4 n. 86 (criticism of O. MURRAY, JE A 56, 1970, 161 n. 7). On the sources of Dio­
dorus Book 1, see A . B U R T O N , Diodorus Siculus Book 1, A Commentary, Leiden 1972, 1-34. 

" Cf. F. GRANIER, Die makedonische Heeresversammlung. Ein Beitrag zum antiken 
Staatsrecht, Munich 1931; H.-W. RITTER, Diadem und Königsherrschaft, Munich 1965. For a 
selection of acclamations, see Plutarch, Demetrius 18,1; 37,2; Pyrrhus 7,1; 11,6; Appian, 
Syr. 54. 

29 For a classic case of kingly potential demonstrated by victory in battle, see Diodorus 
20,22,6. 

30 On όχλοι referring to <soldiers>, not <townsfolk>, see F. W. WALBANK, Commentary on 
Polybius I , Oxford 1957, 502 (on Polybius 4,48,10). 

31 Cf. Diodorus 18,36,6, where Ptolemy, in an assembly of soldiers, περί των καθ'αυτόν 
άπελογήσατο, and Appian, Syr. 61, where Seleucus τήν στρατιάν συναγαγών . .. κατελογίζετο 
μέν αύτοΐς τα έργα τα εαυτού και τήν αρχήν. For a picture of Agathocles achieving a restora­
tion of kingly powers, see Diodorus 20,34,3-5, a passage comparable in details with 11,26,5-6: 
the references to the type of clothing worn, the reminder to the audience (όχλοι) of past deeds, 
the unanimity of feeling (πανταχόθεν έγίνοντο φωναί / μιφ φωνή). Such writing cannot be 
taken at face value for the purposes of historical reconstruction, for example, regarding the 
constitutional arrangements at Syracuse under either Gelon or Agathocles (or, for that matter, 
under the democracy in 451: cf. ό δέ δήμος ώσπερ τινί μια φωνή .. . έβόα at 11,92,4). 

32 MANGANARO, op. cit. (n.3) 29. 
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linguistic arguments again point to his responsibility not only for the words used 
but also for the conception. His account of the Carthaginian dealings w i t h Dama-
rete begins w i t h a generality, παραδόξως της σωτηρίας τετευχότες, common 
enough in his wr i t ing , (σωτηρίας w i t h a part of τυγχάνω: 1,57,84; 4,33,9 [παρα­
δόξου σωτηρίας]; 4,48,7; 11,4,4; 11,9,1; 11,26,3; 11,77,5; 20,5,4; 20,7,3).33 Moving 
on to the offer of the golden crown (offer rather than gift: the verb προσομολογέω 
is used only twice elsewhere by Diodorus, i n the sense of <agree> [1,27,2] or <admit> 
[17,79,6]), there are formulaic elements i n the wr i t ing that repay investigation. 
This is the first of many references to honorific crowns in the extant portions of 
Diodorus. The motivation for its bestowal - the relief of the donors after unex­
pectedly gracious treatment - is paralleled at 14,105,4: Dionysius I , another peace­
maker, είρήνην συνθεμένος, let the prisoners go and gave cities their autonomy, 
for which επαίνου τυχών υπό των εύ παθόντων χρυσοΐς στεφάνοις έτιμήθη; and at 
24,10,2: Hanno (243 B.C.) , who preferred ευεργεσία to τιμωρία, έτυχε στεφάνων 
κ α ι τιμών μεγάλων παρά των εύ παθόντων. The <formulaic> nature of these ac­
counts is obvious, but i t is on a more extended scale than individual words. We 
have here examples of <patterns> of wr i t ing ; this is <history being wri t ten to a pro-
gramme>, Diodorus ' programme.34 

To explore the issues raised here we need to start w i t h a brief account of the origin 
and development of the real-life practice of bestowing honorary crowns, then see 
how Diodorus handles the theme i n his work . The results of the investigation w i l l 
th row light not only on 11,26,3, but on Diodorus ' methods of wr i t ing in general. 
Once again, literary criticism and linguistic analysis have a vital role to play in the 
assessment of the nature and w o r t h of Diodorus ' material. 

Originally, crowns composed of the shoots of some sacred plant were given as a 
reward for prowess, for example, i n athletic contests,35 the value of the crown ly ing 
in the honour i t conferred. By the fif th century such a reward might be supplement­
ed by a gift of money, and in a further development the wreath itself was given an 
intrinsic value, being made of gold to a stated amount. The eastern origin of such a 
practice has been conjectured on the basis of Herodotus 8,118, where Xerxes 
presents the pi lo t whose conduct saved h im w i t h a gold crown.3 6 A t Athens the 

33 Cf. also the remark of SACKS, op. cit. (n.22) 19: <The theme of παράδοξον . . . pervades 
the Bibliotheke and may be Diodorus' own sentiment.) 

34 For the phrase, see V.J. GRAY, The value of Diodorus Siculus for the years 411-386 B.C., 
Hermes 115, 1987, 72-89, at 79, part of an article showing how Diodorus embroiders simple 
accounts of battles to give greater vividness to his narrative. On the role of individual bene­
factions in Diodorus, cf. SACKS, op. cit. (n.22) 106: <The notion of an individual performing 
benefactions for die common good is central to Diodoran philosophy.» 

35 Cf. Diodorus 16,79,4 for crowns of celery awarded at the Isthmian games. 
36 M.BLECH, Studien zum Kranz bei den Griechen, Berlin/New York 1982, 153. Xerxes' 

reward, the gift of a superior to an inferior, is not comparable with the Hellenistic practice of 
awarding crowns to be discussed shortly. 
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honorific decrees express the value of the crown i n drachmae, usually by άπο w i t h 
the genitive, or occasionally, possibly, by the genitive alone.37 The honorands' v i r ­
tues are simply expressed by such abstractions as αρετή, εύνοια, άνδραγαθία and 
φιλοτιμία; f rom the mid- th i rd century on these might be qualified by a short 
relative clause, e. g., αρετής ένεκα κ α ι εύνοιας ην έχων διατελεί περί.38 I n Athens 
there is not much evidence for the public bestowal of gold crowns unt i l almost the 
middle of the fourth century; virtually the only example in the fifth century is dated 
to 410/409.39 Wider Hellenistic usage developed the Athenian formulae a little.4 0 

The basic formula remained στεφανώσαι χρυσω στεφάνφ. The value of the c rown 
can be expressed not only in silver drachmae but also in gold coins such as darics, 
w i t h εκ supplementing the Athenian άπο or plain genitive. The citation of the hono­
rands' virtues is comparable w i t h the style adopted at Athens, but w i t h a tendency 
to cite not simply virtues, but acts, e. g. χάριν των πεπραγμένων; επί τοις πεπραγ-
ματευμένοις. 

The custom so amply recorded in inscriptions is reflected i n historical writers 
recording or reflecting the contemporary scene. O f twenty-nine mentions of 
<crowns> and <crowning> in Xenophon, the vast majority refer to the various occa­
sions in Greek life when crowns or garlands could be w o r n or won : after vic tory 
in the games or i n war, or i n religious contexts such as sacrifice. There are two ref­
erences to the personal gift of a gold c rown (Anab. 1,7,7; Cyrop . 8,5,18-19), and 
t w o more to the public bestowal of crowns i n which we are particularly interested: 
Hellen. 2,3,8, where Lysander took home booty that included <crowns>, and Hiero 
7,9,6, a general reference to honorific crowning κοινής αρετής κ α ι ευεργεσίας 
ένεκα. The practice referred to fairly tentatively by Xenophon wr i t i ng i n the early 
four th century is much more prominent i n Polybius wr i t i ng i n the second century, 
especially i n the later books, f rom 13 onwards. F rom Book 21 inclusive there are 
in addition eight references to honorific crowns of the k ind recorded in decrees, i n 
each case specifying the value of the crown w i t h άπο or (once) the genitive alone, 
either i n talents (150: 21,30,10; 15: 21,34,4; 50: 21,36,4 [genitive]), or gold pieces 
(15,000: 23,1,7; 10,000: 30,5,4; 31,32,2; 32,1,1; 32,2,1). Earlier, i n one instance only 
(13,9,5), the verb is followed by the accusative case of the honorand and the dative 
of the value of the c rown - <they crowned king Antiochus ( I I I , i n 205 B.C.) w i t h 
500 talents of silver>. That id iom can be compared w i t h Diodorus 11,26,3, <having 

7 The evidence is collected by A. S. HENRY, Honours and Privileges in Athenian Decrees, 
Hildesheim 1983, 22 ff.; the formula specifying the cost of the crown was abandoned in 304 
B.C. in favour of the general statement that the crown was to be awarded κατά τον νόμον: 
HENRY, op. cit. 25-8. 

38 HENRY, op. cit. 42-4. 
39 HENRY, op. cit.22. 
40 C.BRADFORD WELLES, Royal Correspondence in the Hellenistic Period, Yale 1934; 

W.LARFELD, Griechische Epigraphik, Munich 1914, 382-90, paragraphs 228-30. 
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been crowned w i t h 100 talents of gold>, and to his usage we now tu rn i n more de­
tail.41 

I n fact Diodorus ' w o r k combines i n exactly the same way as Polybius' refer­
ences both to the variety of occasions in Greek and Roman life when crowns or 
garlands were part of the ceremonial, and to the bestowal of honorific crowns. I n 
the case of the latter, though, Diodorus introduces more variety of expression into 
the basic formula. He can refer to honorific crowns wi thout qualification, as for 
example when Alexander was met by ambassadors from Cyrene, στέφανον 
κομίζοντες κ α ι μεγαλοπρεπή δώρα (17,49,2; cf. 17,113,1; 18,18,8; 19,48,8). O n other 
occasions the crowns are specified as of gold (14,105,4; 16,92,1; 17,24,3. 48,6; 
22,8,3). The value of a crown might be given w i t h άπο (20,46,2: άπό ταλάντων 
διακοσίων; 31,28,1. 29,1: από χρυσών μυρίων), or by a plain dative (11,26,3; 
31,32,1, a passage referring to Orophernes, who in 158 B .C . πεντήκοντα μέν τ α λ -
άντοις έστεφάνωσε Τιμόθεον, έβδομήκοντα δε ταλάντοις Δημήτριον τον βασιλέα). 
( In all cases the crowns are clearly valued in terms of silver weight.) I n some 
expressions the verb στεφανόω has lost its literal meaning, for example at 20,84,3: 
τους δ' υιούς . . . εν τω θεάτρω στεφανώσαι . . . πανοπλία. Finally, Diodorus can 
elaborate the basic formula on his o w n account: 11,76,2, the Syracusans 
έστεφάνωσαν τους επίλεκτους αριστεία δόντες αργυρίου μναν έκάστω; 20,94,4: 
τον δ' Άθηναγόραν έστεφάνωσαν χρυσω στεφάνω κ α ι δωρεάν έδωκαν αργυρίου 
τάλαντα πέντε.42 

Diodorus therefore repeatedly uses the mot i f of the public bestowal of a valuable 
crown as a mark of honour or of gratitude. There are literary reasons for this - i t is 
part of his desire to praise good characters and thus supports the moral purpose of 
his w o r k - but historically he is reflecting Hellenistic, not fifth-century, practice. A t 
11,26,3 he applies the mot i f anachronistically to Damarete. 

I finish this survey of Diodorus 11,26,3 w i t h a point about the final part of the 
material presented there, the naming of a coin after the person regarded as respon­
sible for striking i t . For this there is one parallel i n Diodorus5 work , and the w o r d ­
ing recalls what is said about the Damareteion: at 16,8,7, under the year 358/7, after 
referring to the increase i n output and revenue f rom the gold mines of Crenides, 
Diodorus remarks that Philip struck a gold coin that was called after h im a Phil ip­
peion, to pay mercenaries and bribe supporters.431 mentioned earlier that i n Pollux 

In the Roman Antiquities of Dionysius of Halicarnassus bestowals of crowns, like the 
political ideas, arise from Roman circumstances (for example bravery in battle, the triumphal 
procession), and so do not reflect the diplomatic crown-giving of the Hellenistic period in 
which we are interested. 

42 For 20,94,4 as an example of Diodorus' improving on his source, see J.HORNBLOWER, 
op. cit. (n. 22) 276. 

43 Νόμισμα γαρ χρυσοϋν κόψας το προσαγορευθέν άπ' εκείνου Φιλίππειον .. . There is a 
further reference to the coining of money at 16,56,5-6, where the depredations of Phayllus at 
Delphi are described. Golden bricks, statues etc. are said to have been coined into money. Not 



182 Keith Kutter 

the account of the Damareteion rounds off a list of seven coins named after ind i ­
viduals. Diodorus gives us two of these. Is he deriving this information about coin 
names from the same source, a source, that is .different f rom his <main> source for 
Sicily and for Philip respectively? For an indication of a parallel procedure I refer to 
chapter 103 of Book 17, where Diodorus tells how Ptolemy son of Lagus was 
wounded by a poisoned arrow, and how divine providence saved him, through the 
mediation of Alexander. The main source for this incident as presented by Diodorus 
appears to be Cleitarchus, but G O U K O W S K Y has picked out t w o elements i n D iodo­
rus' account - his description of the symptoms of poisoning, and of how the poison 
•was obtained from dead snakes - and argued that they may have derived not f rom 
Cleitarchus but f rom technical treatises, perhaps a περί θηρίων or a περί δακέτων.44 

The question of Diodorus ' willingness or ability to depend on more than one 
source is sometimes disputed, but seems to me to be a distinct possibility here, in 
connection w i t h the specialism of coinage.45 

Let us now summarise our conclusions about Diodorus ' treatment of Damarete 
in 11,26,3. D o w n to ταλάντοις χρυσίου we found generalised phrasing, wr i t i ng to a 
<pattern>, mechanical cliché, anachronistic content. Some years ago Ross H O L L O -
WAY speculated that <these tales (the collection of jewelry as related by Pollux and 
Hesychius) and Diodorus ' story of the gold crown all smack of the uninformed 
conjectures of the man in the street>.46 For the story of the crown at least, H O L L O -
WAY'S <man in the street> turns out to be Diodorus himself. What we have d o w n to 
this point i n 11,26,3 are Diodorus ' o w n contributions to <history>, samples of <dio-
dorisches i m Diodoros>, and i t is useless to press such wr i t ing for nuance and signif­
icance. We can take i t as certain that the offer of a gold crown to Damarete by the 
Carthaginians in 480 B . C . is who l ly unhistorical. A n d since we are dealing here 
•with a literary form of presentation, by Diodorus and not by his source, speculation 
about the nature of the talents referred to is beside the point. They are no more <Sici-
lian> than are any of those cited above.47 

The above analysis of Diodorus ' presentation of Damarete and of her husband 
Gelon has produced useful insights into his methods of composing <history>, and 
has carried forward the discussion of his evidence for the <Damareteion>. But of 
course Diodorus is only a part of the literary side of the Damareteion problem. I t 
may be agreed that he <wrote up> and rehashed his source(s) i n accordance w i t h fan­
tasies and formulae of his own, but we have not yet disposed of the two fundamen-

one gold piece has survived, though there is an abundance of silver belonging to this period. 
Has Diodorus tinkered with the facts? 

44 P. GOUKOWSKY, Clitarque seul?, REA 71, 1969, 320-37, esp. 332-7. 
For Diodorus' ability to use <second-line> sources to improve the didactic value of his 

writing, see R.DREWS, Diodorus and his Sources, AJP 83,1962, 383-92. 
46 ANSMN2, 1964,2. 
47 For discussion of the talents of 11,26,3, see (CH.BOEHRINGER, op. cit. (n. 7) 89ff. 
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tal elements of his account, Damarete herself, and a decadrachm of silver accurately 
designated in Sicilian terms. Damarete the wife of Gelon is a historical, though not 
in the record a prominent, figure, and silver decadrachms survive f rom approxi­
mately the period of her lifetime. Furthermore there is the evidence set out i n texts 2 
and 3 above that a coin called a Damareteion was so named either because Damarete 
gave her jewelry to Gelon for h im to strike into coin (Hesychius), or because she 
herself arranged for the striking, f rom jewelry contributed by the women of Sy­
racuse (Pollux); this took place at a time when Gelon lacked funds, and so presuma­
bly either preceding or during the war w i t h Carthage. These two variants of the Da­
mareteion story thus differ str ikingly from Diodorus w i t h regard to the historical 
circumstances of the coining and the source of the bul l ion used; they also differ 
f rom each other i n that Hesychius makes Gelon responsible for the actual coining, 
while Pollux gives the responsibility to Damarete herself. Let us look at these ac­
counts more closely, beginning w i t h Pollux. 

The reference to the Damareteion i n Pollux 9,84-85 comes at the end of a list of 
seven coins named after individual rulers. This list was analysed by M . C A L T A B I A N O 
and P. C O L A C E , who distinguished the first three items, Kroiseioi, Philippeioi and 
Dareikoi, which are staters and of gold, f rom the other four, each designated as a νό­
μισμα.48 They went on to point out that although Pollux elsewhere (9,59) includes 
the Alexandreioi among gold coins, i n the context of 9,84-5 he includes coinage 
named after Alexander not w i t h the staters of gold, but as a nomisma which could 
be struck from metal other than gold. This marks a change in the fashion of the 
naming of eponymous coins, f rom gold coins to coins i n other metals, and the re­
maining three coins i n the list, the Ptolemaikon, the Berenikeion and the Damare­
teion, are i n fact of silver. I n that case the missing <gold Damareteia> are no longer a 
problem.49 The Damareteion in Pollux is a silver coin and wi thout more ado 
C A L T A B I A N O and C O L A C E identify i t w i t h silver decadrachms struck after the battle 
of Himera and in the period of preparations before the battle of Cumae (474). This 
identification of the Damareteion as a silver coin certainly fits the interpretation of 
Diodorus I presented above (no gold crown; silver decadrachm), but on the origin 
of the Damareteion story as presented by Pollux, C A L T A B I A N O and C O L A C E do not 
convince. They themselves draw attention to the anomalies of its inclusion in Pol­
lux ' l is t : i t was evidently less wel l k n o w n than the other six, and is the only one to 
be provided w i t h a note of historical explanation; i t comes at the end of a group of 
Hellenistic coins, all of course originating in the eastern Mediterranean; and its sub­

ivi. CALTABIANO - P. COLACE, L'eponimia monetale: dall' esperienza orientale a quella di 
età ellenistica, N A C 16, 1987, 29^6. 

On <gold Damareteia>, see KRAAY, op. cit. (η. 7) 40-41. The argument of A L F Ö L D I , op. cit. 
(η. 11) 110, that Pollux' use of νόμισμα reflects the usage of the word in his own time to refer 
to a gold coin is invalid: cf. Pollux 3,86, το δ' άργύριον καλείται και χρήματα και νόμισμα, 
ωσπερ και το χρυσίον, and 7,105, νόμισμα σιδηρούν. 
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ject is a <queen>, which ought to be another sign of a Hellenistic ambience. They 
raise, but reject, the suggestion that Pollux on the Damareteion derives from an a 
posteriori Hellenistic reconstruction: both the idea of an eponymous coin and also 
of one relating to a queen, they say, w o u l d have reached Deinomenid Syracuse from 
the east. But no detailed evidence is presented to support this view. Again, C A L T A -
B I A N O and C O L A C E draw attention (p. 42) to the intensification in the Hellenistic 
period of the habit of naming coins, including coins of base metal, after an individu­
al, but regard this as inimical to the creation a posteriori of a coin named after Da-
marete. I think, though, that the Hellenistic period in general, and Hellenistic Sy­
racuse in particular, provide an eminently suitable ambience for the creation of a 
(pseudo-)Damareteion. I w i l l develop arguments i n support of that view shortly, 
but before I do so, I want to discuss one or two points i n the language and content 
of the accounts of Pollux and Hesychius. 

These two accounts share w i t h Diodorus the person of Damarete and, now, a silver 
coin, but they are at variance w i t h h im on the background to the striking (pre- or 
post-Himera?) and on the bul l ion from which the coin was struck (jewelry or gold 
crown?). But even these differences are more apparent than real, i f indeed, as I have 
shown, Diodorus is i n debt to his o w n inventions. Given that circumstance i t is not 
methodologically helpful to t ry to construct a hypothesis as to how two different 
versions of the story came to be transmitted.50 The crucial question is, how did Da­
marete come into the picture, and linked w i t h a silver decadrachm? I t is impossible, 
given the lacunose state of the surviving record, to demonstrate step-by-step how this 
came about. Furthermore ancient authorities on coinage are rarely rational, and there 
are awful -warnings about the confusions they can introduce into accounts of the na­
ture and development of their o w n monetary history. Consider ps.-Aristotle on a So-
lonian coinage, or Pliny on the early coinage of Rome. Nevertheless there are points 
to be made both on the details of the tradit ion preserved by Pollux and Hesychius, 
and on how this tradit ion might have originated and been shaped. 

The contribution, either forced or voluntary, of women's jewelry for a war effort, 
or simply to satisfy a tyrant's caprice, is a commonplace in ancient literature. D i o ­
genes Laertius for example quotes Ephorus on Periander, who vowed to dedicate a 
gold statue i f he w o n the four-horse chariot-race at Olympia , and lacking the means 
to do so (άπορων χρυσίου) took away the women's jewelry (κόσμον).51 Diodorus 
reports a story about the women of Rome which introduces the same motif: <because 
they contributed their gold jewelry (τον χρυσοΰν κόσμον) for the common safety 
they received. . . the right to ride in chariots through the city>.52 The mot i f is common 

50 Cf. MANGANARO, op. cit. (η. 3) 28-31, on a common core of material going back to Phi-
listus, differently elaborated by Ephorus, whose version is reflected in Pollux/Hesychius, and 
by Timaeus, who was carefully summarised by Diodorus. 

51 Diog. Laert. 1,96 = FGH 70 Ephoros F 178. 
52 14,116,9. 
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in accounts of Sicilian tyrants. We have seen i t already in connection w i t h Gelon: 
note the κόσμον in Pollux and Hesychius. Agathocles according to Diodorus 
included among his depredations the removal of women's jewelry (again, κόσ­
μον).53 A more elaborate anecdote survives about Dionysius I , wh ich i t is w o r t h 
quoting i n ful l : Διονύσιος Συρακούσιος βουλόμενος χρήματα συναγαγείν, έκκλη-
σίαν ποιήσας εφησεν έωρακέναι την Δήμητραν, κ α ι κελεύειν τον των γυναικών κόσ­
μον εις το Ιερόν άποκομίζειν αυτός μέν ούν των παρ1 αύτω γυναικών τον κόσμον 
τούτο πεπονηκέναι, ήξίου δέ κ α ι τους αλλους, μή τι μήνιμα παρά της θεού γένηταν 
τον δέ μή τούτο ποιήσαντα ενοχον εφησεν ιεροσυλίας έσεσθαι. Άνενεγκάντων δέ 
πάντων α είχον διά τε τήν θεόν κ α ι δι ' εκείνον, θύσας τη θεώ τον κόσμον άπηνέγκατο 
ως παρά της θεού δεδανεισμένος. Προελθόντος δέ χρόνου κ α ι τών γυναικών πάλιν 
φορουσών, έκέλευσε την βουλομένην χρυσοφορεΐν τάγμα τ ι άνατιθέναι εν τω ίερώ.54 

I n general, then, the practice of turning jewelry into money is frequently attested 
in the ancient wor ld , and we have unfortunately experienced the same phenomenon 
i n more recent times. We must suppose that the frequency of the occurrence was 
real, and not always just a matter of literary convention. The Sicilian tyrants were 
not exceptional. However, i t can also be said that the financial needs and arrange­
ments of one of these tyrants, Dionysius I , were of a particular sophistication. We 
can assess this f rom the mul t ip l ic i ty of coins that were issued in his reign (in gold, 
silver and bronze, the silver including a large number of decadrachms),55 and the l i t ­
erary record reflects i t . Li t t le detailed information survives about the financial ar­
rangements of any of the Sicilian tyrants, but what there is centres on Dionysius I . 
We have notes on his introduction of t i n money, an anecdote about the expulsion 
from Syracuse of a man whose financial manipulations interfered w i t h his own , and 
a report that his tax-impositions drained the resources of Syracusans over a period 
of five years.56 A n d there is the account quoted above of his method of acquiring 

53 20,4,5. 
54 Ps.-Aristotle, Oeconomica 1349 a: <Dionysius of Syracuse wanted to collect money, so 

he summoned an assembly and declared that he had seen Demeter telling him to bring the 
women's jewelry into her temple; he himself had done this with the jewelry of the women of 
his household, and he asked everyone else to do the same, to avoid the goddess> anger; anyone 
who did not, he said, would be guilty of sacrilege. When everyone had brought what they had, 
to satisfy both the goddess and Dionysius, he sacrificed to her and carried off the jewelry, 
making out that he had borrowed it from her. After some time had passed and the women 
were again wearing jewelry, he told any who wanted to wear gold ornaments to make a fixed 
offering in the temple. 

A. CUTRONI TUSA, La monetazione di Siracusa sotto Dionisio I , in: Φιλίας Χάριν: 
Miscellanea in onore di Eugenio Manni, Rome 1979, 631-47; CH.BOEHRINGER, Z U Finanzpo­
litik und Münzprägung des Dionysios von Syrakus, in: Greek Numismatics and Archaeology, 
Essays in Honor of Margaret Thompson, Wetteren 1979, 9-32. 

Tin money: ps.-Aristotle, Oeconomica 1349a, 32-6; Pollux, Onomasticon 9,79; financial 
manipulations: Aristotle, Pol. 1259a; taxes: id., 1313b. 
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bull ion, the same method as that ascribed to Gelon/Damarete by Hesychius/Pol-
lux. We might begin to look here for the origin of the Damarete story. 

The reference to jewelry, κόσμος, w i t h reference both to Gelon and Dionysius, is a 
relatively superficial matter. What is perhaps more significant is the division into two 
groups of the women who are to provide the jewelry. I n ps.-Aristotle's account a dis­
t inct ion is clearly made between the women of the tyrant's household (των παρ'αύτω 
γυναικών), w h o had already done their duty, and others, who are urged to fo l low their 
example. Pollux and Hesychius are of course each presenting very abbreviated sum­
maries of what they supposed happened i n Gelon's time, but they do between them 
reflect a similar distinction: i n Hesychius the tyrants's consort gives her own κόσμος 
to be struck by him; in Pollux she collects i t f rom others (and subsequently has i t 
struck). Another element i n ps.-Aristotle's account w o r t h a comment is the p romi ­
nence in it of Demeter. Dionysius justified his actions by reference to her, and it was in 
her temple that the collected κόσμος was stored. There is however no reference to an 
actual coining of the κόσμος, and though we might imagine that as the natural ending 
of this story, I do not th ink we should be tempted even further into supposing the 
events described by ps.-Aristotle as a suitable occasion for the striking of a <Da-
matreion> along the lines suggested by R. Τ W I L L I A M S for a different historical con­
text.57 There is no parallel in the Greek w o r l d for such a naming of a coin after a d iv in­
ity, and the Roman moneta, derived f rom Juno Moneta whose temple for some time 
served as the mint of Rome, is a much more generalised nomenclature. Furthermore I 
th ink that we can in fact point to a period and a set of circumstances in Syracuse when 
the idea of naming a coin <Damareteion> wou ld have been both possible and appro­
priate. For such a development the reign of Hie ron I I provides the perfect setting. 

Hie ron himself was of a not particularly distinguished family on his father's side, 
and he was illegitimate, his mother being a slave.58 To bolster his position he claimed 
descent f rom Gelon I , 5 9 and underlined his claim by naming his only son Gelon,60 

and one of his two daughters Damarete (the other 'was named Heraclea).61 There are 

57 Op. cit. (n. 11) 10-11. WILLIAMS to his credit found it hard to believe both Diodorus' 
story of Damarete and the crown and Pollux' picture of her <going round with a hat>. He pro­
posed to explain the name <Damareteion> as a corruption of <Damatreion>. In support of his 
case he pointed out the special relationship of Gelon with Damater, and conjectured that what 
he supposed to be Gelon's <Damatreion> was struck in the precinct of the goddess; after the 
name was corrupted, later writers had to think of reasons why the coin was apparently called 
after Damarete. 

58 Hieron's family: Polybius 7,8,1; Zonaras 8,6; his mother: Justin 23,4,1. 
59 Justin, ibid., reports as a fact what must have been a later claim by Hieron. 

On Gelon, who died before his father, see Livy 23,30,11 ff.; 24,5,3 (note in this reference 
the harking back to an earlier tyrant- Hieronymus was said to be acting <more Dionysi>); Po­
lybius 5,88,5; 7,7-8; Pausanias 6,12,3 (where it is said that Hieron met his end at the hands of 
one Deinomenes, but Hieron is confused with his grandson Hieronymus [Livy 24,4-7; Poly­
bius 6,7,2-6]); Justin 28,3,4. 

61 On Damarete, see Livy 24,22,8-11. 24,2. 25,6-11; again, note how, in order to strengthen 
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i n fact only two women named Damarete known to history, and we have rather 
more information about the second than about the first - she was clearly a woman 
of spirit. Furthermore Hie ron fostered links w i t h the Hellenistic w o r l d of the east­
ern Mediterranean, those w i t h Rhodes and Egypt being of particular significance 
for this investigation. 

W i t h regard to the former, Polybius provides interesting details of Hieron's ben­
eficence to the Rhodians after the disastrous earthquake of 224: <He and Gelon gave 
seventy-five talents . . . to supply o i l in the gymnasium, dedicated silver cauldrons 
w i t h their bases and a certain number of water-pitchers, and in addition granted ten 
talents for sacrifices and ten more to qualify new men for citizenship, so as to bring 
the whole gift up to one hundred talents . . . Finally, after bestowing so many gifts, 
they erected, just as i f they were still under an obligation, . . . a group representing 
the people of Rhodes being crowned by the people of Syracuse.>62 Here, a crowning 
i n its proper historical and artistic context. W i t h regard to Hieron's relations w i t h 
Egypt the record is fuller and more varied. Athenaeus tells us of the large and luxu­
rious vessel, the Syrakosia, constructed by Hieron for Ptolemy I I I , 6 3 but i t is the 
coinage that provides the most fascinating links.64 The denominational system of 
Hieron's coinage was strongly influenced by that of Ptolemaic Egypt. The portrait 
of Hieron's queen Philistis which appears on many Syracusan issues is the first such 
portrait i n Sicilian coinage, and is strongly influenced by that of Arsinoe I I , the wife 
of Ptolemy I I Philadelphus. I t is Philistis i n fact, along w i t h her son Gelon, who is 
the most prominent member of the royal family on the coinage of Hieron's reign -
her name is k n o w n only from the coins - and she was thus very much the repre­
sentative of the splendour of that family to the outside w o r l d . This feature of the 
coinage is again exemplified in Ptolemaic Egypt, and i t is no surprise at all that a 
coin called a Philistideion should parallel a Berenikeion.65 Among the list of k n o w n 
eponymous coins the Philistideion and the Damareteion are the only two western 
examples, and both emanate f rom Syracuse.66 A n invented <Damareteion> w o u l d 
support Hieronian propaganda and in particular provide an exemplar for Philistis' 
prominent role. Finally, the l ink w i t h Demeter again: there is a substantial group of 
Philistis coins portraying her w i t h a wreath of barley, in other words as Demeter. 

the resolve of her husband Adranodorus, she evokes the example of Dionysius: Damareta. . . 
filia Hieronis . . . admonet saepe usurpatae Dionysi tyranni vocis (24,22,8). 

62 5,88,5-8. 
63 5,206d-209e. 

In what follows on coinage in this paragraph I am indebted to P.R.FRANKE, Historisch­
numismatische Probleme der Zeit Hierons IL von Syrakus, JNG 9, 1958, 57-85. On Hieron's 
<Deinomenid> propaganda, and the prominence in it of Demeter, see D. W H I T E , Demeter's 
Sicilian Cult as a Political Instrument, GRBS 5,1964, 261-79, at 268-9. 

65 Hesychius, s.v. 
66 For a list of eponyms (adjectival), see P.RADICI COLACE - M . C A C C A M O CALTABIANO 

(eds.), At t i del I Seminario di Studi sui Lessici Tecnici Greci e Latini, Messina 1991, 161. 



188 Keith Rutter 

The cult of the goddess was of course an important part of Hieron's claim of legiti­
macy: to be not only descended from the Deinomenids, but also to have inherited 
that family's we l l -known tenure of the priesthood of Demeter. 

I remarked above how ancient authors often succeed in hopelessly confusing 
matters to do w i t h monetary history. A m o n g the reasons for this can be literary or 
more broadly cultural ones, such as the desire to f ind a πρώτος εύρετής for an i m ­
portant human insti tution such as coinage. I n the case before us I have discussed 
three sources of confusion i n the record. First, the efforts of an individual, and pa­
triotic, author to embellish his account: Diodorus ' presentation of Gelon I and his 
consort Damarete as Hellenistic monarchs owes little i f anything to early fifth-cen­
tury Sicilian realities, or indeed to his source, but very much to his o w n invention. 
I do not th ink Timaeus w o u l d recognize much i n Diodorus ' account, and in addi­
t ion i t is l ikely that there is non-Timaean material here as wel l ( in particular, the 
description of a decadrachm). A second source of confusion, about the historical 
activities of the Deinomenids and of the Syracusan tyrants i n general, is the marked 
tendency for contamination of the record to take place. I n m y discussion of this 
phenomenon I concentrated on the mot i f of converting women's jewelry into coin, 
but other examples could easily be found.67 Finally, an extension of the second 
point, I showed how in one case a deliberate attempt was made by a Syracusan t y ­
rant (or, <royal>) family to emphasize and to publicize its claimed dynastic links w i t h 
the Deinomenids, i n various ways including the naming of a second Damarete. The 
propaganda can be traced particularly wel l on coins of the regime, as can the i n ­
fluences that shaped its form, and these influences emanated from the eastern Medi ­
terranean, f rom Egypt i n particular. A l l this is fertile ground for the creation of a 
m y t h - for that is what I believe the <Damareteion> was for the th i rd century Helle­
nistic wor ld , and has been for us i n the form in which we received i t f rom the D u e 
D E L U Y N E S . 

Department of Classics 
The University of Edinburgh 
David Hume Tower 
George Square 
Edinburgh EH8 9JX 

For some comparisons between Gelon I and Dionysius I , cf. Diod. Sic. 14,66,1; Plutarch, 
Dion 5,4—5; Plato, Ep. 7,333a. Or compare ps.-Aristotle, Oeconomica 1349b,14-17 and Diod. 
Sic. 20,4,5, regarding Dionysius I and Agathocles respectively: each commandeered for his 
own use all the money belonging to orphans until they came of age. V A N GRONINGEN suggests 
that both these traditions are true; Agathocles was inspired by the example of his predecessor: 
Aristote, Le second livre de l'économique, Leyden 1933, 134-5. 


