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CHAPTER LIV

TRUCE FOR ONE YEAR—RENEWAL OF WAR AND BATTLE OF
AMPHIPOLIS—PEACE OF NIKIAS

THE eighth year of the war, described in the last chapter,
had opened with sanguine hopes for Athens, and with dark
promise for Sparta, chiefly in consequence of the memorable
capture of Sphakteria towards the end of the preceding summer.
It included, not to mention other events, two considerable and
important enterprises on the part of Athens—against Megara
and against Beeotia ; the former plan, partially saccessful—the
latter, not merely unsuccessful, but attended with a ruinous
defeat. Lastly, the losses in Thrace following close upon the
defeat at Delium, together with the unbounded expectations
everywhere entertained from the future career of Brasidas, had
again seriously lowered the impression entertained of Athenian
power. The year thus closed amidst humiliations the more
painful to Athens, as contrasted with the glowing hopes with
which it had begun.

It was now that Athens felt the full value of those prisoners
whom she had taken at Sphakteria. With those prisoners, as
Kleon and his supporters had said truly, she might be sure
of making peace whenever she desired it.! Having such a
certainty to fall back upon, she had played a bold game, and
aimed at larger acquisitions during the past year. This specula-
tion, though not in itself unreasonable, had failed : moreover a
new phenomenon, alike unexpected by all, had occurred, when
Brasidas broke open and cut up her empire in Thrace. Still,

1 Thucyd. iv. 2I.
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so great was the anxiety of the Spartans to regain their captives,
who had powerful friends and relatives at home, that they
considered the victories of Brasidas chiefly as a stepping-stone
towards that object, and as a means of prevailing upon Athens
to make peace. To his animated representations sent home
from Amphipolis, setting forth the prospects of still further
success and entreating reinforcements—they had returned a
discouraging reply, dictated in no small degree by the miserable
jealousy of some of their chief men ;1 who, feeling themselves
cast into the shade, and looking upon his splendid career asan
eccentric movement breaking loose from Spartan routine, were
thus on personal as well as political grounds disposed to labour
for peace. Such collateral motives, working upon the caution
usual with Sparta, determined her to make use of the present
fortune and realised conquests of Brasidas, as a basis for negoti-
ation and recovery of the prisoners ; without opening the chance
of ulterior enterprises, which, though they might perhaps end in
results yet more triumphant, would unavoidably put in risk that
which was now secure.? The history of the Athenians during

1 Thucyd. iv. 108. ‘O 8¢ é&s Thr Aaxedaluova épiéuevos oTparidv Te
wpocarooTéANew dxéAeve. . . . O 8¢ Aaxedaiudvior T& uev kal PpOdve drd
T&v mpdrwy &vdpav od) dmnpérnoay adrd, &c.

2 Thucyd. iv. 117. Tobs ydp 5% &vBpas wepl wAefovos éwotobvro Kouloasba,
&s & Bpacilas ebtixes* ral ¥ueAdov, &l peifov xwpfigavros adroi xal
dvrimada karaoThcavros, Tav uév orépeabai, Tois 8 éx Tob loov &uvvdpevor
xwvduvedew kal kparfoew.

This is a perplexing passage and the sense put upon it by the best com-
mentators apj)ears to me unsatisfactory.

Dr. Arnold observes, *‘ the sense required must be something of this sort.
If Brasidas were still more successful, the consequence would be that the
would lose their men taken at Sphakteria, and after all would run the ris
of not being finally victorious.” To the same purpose, substantially,
Haack, Poppo, Goller, &c. But surely this is a meaning which cannot
have been present to the mind of Thucydidés. TFor how could the fact, of
Brasidas being more successful, cause the Lacedemonians to lose the chance
of regaining their prisoners? The larger the acquisitions of Brasidas, the

reater chance did the Lacedcemonians stand of getting back their prisoners,
geca.use they would have more to give up in exchange for them. And the
meaning proposed by the commentators is still more excluded by the very
words immediately preceding in Thucydidés : ¢ The Lacedemonians were
above all things anxious to get back their prisoners, because Brasidas was
'still in full success.” It is impossible, immediately after this, that he can

o on to say, ‘‘ Yet if Brasidas became s/2// more successful, they would Jose
the chance of getting the prisoners back.” Bauer and Poppo, who notice
this contradiction, profess to solve it by saying ‘¢ that if Brasidas pushed
his successes further, the Athenians would be scized with such violence of
hatred and indignation, that they would put the prisoners to death.”
Poppo supports this by appealing to iv. 41, which passage, however, will
be found to carry no proof in the case.
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the past year might indeed serve as a warning to deter the
Spartans from playing an adventurous game.

Next, as to the words &vrimaia xaf;u'f'hcrawos (émd peifov xwpfigavros
abrod kal é&vrimaAe karacThoavros)—Goller translates these, ‘¢ Post-
quam Brasidas in majus profecisset, et sua arma cum polestate Athenien-
sium @quasset.” To the same purpose also Haack and Poppo. But if
this were the meaning, it would seem to imply, that Brasidas had as yet
done nothing and gained nothing ; that his gains were all to be made
during the future. Whereas the fact is distinctly the reverse, as Thucy-
didéﬁimself had told us in the line preceding ; Brasidas had already made
immense acquisitions—so great and serious, that the principal anxiety of
the Lacedmonians was to make use of what he had already gained as a
means of getting back their prisoners, before the tide of fortune could turn
against him.

Again, the last part of the sentence is considered by Dr. Arnold and
other commentators as corrupt. It is not agreed to what previous subject
Tois 3¢ is intended to refer.

So unsatisfactory, in my judgement, is the meaning assigned by the com-
mentators to the general passage, that if no other meaning could be found
in the words, I should regard the whole sentence as corrupt in some way
or other. But I think another meaning may be found.

I admit that the words éml ueifov xwphoavros abrot might signify
“¢if he should arrive at greater success ”—upon the analogy of i. 17 and 1.
118—¢x) wAeiorov ¢xdpnoay Suvduews—er) uéya exdpnoav Suvduews. But
they do not necessarily, nor even naturally, bear this signification. Xwpetv
éx{ (with accus. case) means to marck upon, (o aim at, to go at, or go for
(adopting an English colloquial equivalent)—éxdpovy éxl Thy Evrixpus
éxevbeplay (Thucyd. viii. 64). The phrase might be used, whether the
person, of whom it was affirmed, succeeded in his object or not. I conceive
that in this place the words mean—*‘if Brasidas should go at something
greater ”—if he should aim at, ‘‘or march upon, greater objects ;” with-
out affirming the point, one way or the other, whether he would attain or
miss what he aimed at.

Next, the words évrimaia raragrhoavros do not refer, in my judge-
ment, to the future ga.ins of Brasidas, or to their magnitude and compara-
tive avail in negotiation. The words rather mean—**if he should stake ir,
open contest and hostility that which he had already acquired ”—(thus
exposing it to the chance of being lost)—¢*if he should put himself and his
already acquired gains in battle-front against the enemy.” The meaning
would be then substantially the same as karacThigavros éavrdv dvrlraiov.
The two words here discussed are essentially obscure and elliptical, and
cvery interpretation must proceed by bringing into light those ideas which
they imperfectly indicate. Now the interpretation which I suggest keeps
%mte as closely to the meaning of the two words as that of Haack and

oller ; while it brings out a general sense, making the whole sentence (of
which these two words form a part) distinct and instructive. The sub-
stantive, which would be understood along with &wrfrara, would be
7d& mpdyuara—or perhaps & ebruxfuara, borrowed from the verb ebrixes,
which immediately precedes.

In the latter part of the sentence, I think that rois 3¢ refers to the
same subject as dvrimada : in fact, &wd 0% Yoov &uvvdueva: is only a fuller
expression of the same general idea as &vr{raAa.

e whole sentence would then be construed thus :—* For they were
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Ever since the capture of Sphakteria, the Lacedemonians
had been attempting, directly or indirectly, negotiations for
peace and the recovery of the prisoners. Their pacific dis-
positions were especially instigated by King Pleistoanax, whose
peculiar circumstances gave him a strong motive to bring the
war to a close. He had been banished from Sparta, fourteen
years before the commencement of the war, and a little before
the Thirty years’ truce, under the charge of having taken bribes
from the Athenians on occasion of invading Attica. For more
than eighteen years, he lived in banishment close to the temple
of Zeus Lykzus in Arcadia; in such constant fear of the
Lacedemonians, that his dwelling-house was half within the
consecrated ground.! But he never lost the hope of procuring

most anxious to recover their captives, because Brasidas was still in good
fortune ; while they werc likely, if he should go at more and put himself as
he now stood into hostile contention, to remain deprived of their captives ;
and even in regard to their successes, to take the chance of danger or
victory in equal conflict.”

The sense here brought out is distinct and rational ; and I think it lies
fairly in the words. Thucydidés does not intend to represent the Lacedze-
monians as feeling, that if Brasidas should rea/ly gainz more than he had
gained already, such further acquisition would be a disadvantage to them
and prevent them from recovering their captives. He represents them as
preferring zhe certainty of those acquisitions which Brasidas had already
made, to the chance and hazard of his aiming at greater ; which could not
be done without endangering that which was now secure—and not only
secure, but sufficient, if properly managed, to procure the restoration of
the captives.

Poppo refers rofs 8¢ to the Athenians ; Goller refers it to the remaining

n military force, apart from the captives who were detained at
Athens. The latter reference seems to me improper, for 7ois 3¢ must
signify some persons or things which have been before specified or indi-
cated ; and that which Goller suﬁposes it to mean has not been before
indicated. To refer it to the Athenians, with Poppo and Haack in his
second edition, we should have to look a great way back for the subject,
and there is moreover a difficulty in construing é&uvvéuevor with the dative
case. Otherwise this reference would be admissible : though I think it
better to refer 7ois 8¢ to the same subject as &vriraa. In the phrase
xivSuvebew (or kwduvelaew, for there seems no sufficient reason why this old
reading should be altered) xal xparfigey, the particle xaf has a disjunctive
sense, of which there are analogous examples—see Kihner, Griechische
Grammatik, sect. 726, signifying substantially the same as 4 : and examples
even in Thucydidés, in such phrases as rotabra Kal rafa':rkﬁma (i. 22, 143)—
rowabry xal 871 éyybrara TobTwy, v. 74—see Poppo’s note on i. 22.  Also
i. 118, Kal apararotpevos ral ExAnros—where kaf must be used disjunc-
tivhely, or equivalent to % ; since the two epithets expressly exclude each
other.

1 Thucyd. v. 117. Hpiov 7iis olklas Tob lepod rére 7ob Aids olkoivra PpéBy
v Aaxedaipoviwy.

¢ The reason was, that he might be in sanctuary at an instant’s notice,
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restoration, through the medium of the Pythian priestess at
Delphi, whom he and his brother Aristoklés kept in their pay.
To every sacred legation which yent from Sparta to Deiphi,
she repeated the same imperative injunction—*They must
bring back the seed of (Heéraklés) the demi-god son of Zeus
from foreign land to their own; if they did not, it would be
their fate to plough with a silver ploughshare.” The command
of the god, thus incessantly repeated and backed by the
influence of those friends who supported Pleistoanax at home,
at length produced an entire change of sentiment at Sparta. In
the fourth or fifth year of the Peloponnesian war, the exile was
recalled ; and not merely recalled, but welcomed with un-
bounded honours—received with the same sacrifices and choric
shows as those which were said to have been offered to the
primitive kings, on the first settlement of Sparta.

As in the case of Kleomenés and Demaratus, however, it was
not long before the previous intrigue came to be detected, or
at least generally suspected and believed ; to the great discredit
of Pleistoanax, though he could not be again banished. Every
successive public calamity which befell the state—the mis-
carriages of Alkidas, the defeat of Eurylochus in Amphilochia,
and above all, the unprecedented humiliation in Sphakteria—
were imputed to the displeasure of the gods in consequence of
the impious treachery of Pleistoanax. Suffering under such an
imputation, this king was most eager to exchange the hazards
of war for the secure march of peace, so that he was thus
personally interested in opening every door for negotiation with
Athens, and in restoring himself to credit by regaining the
prisoners.!

After the battle of Delium,? the pacific dispositions of Nikias,
Lachés, and the philo-Laconian party, began to find increasing
favour at Athens;3 while the unforeseen losses in Thrace,
coming thick upon each other—each successive triumph of
Brasidas apparently increasing his means of achieving more—
tended to convert the discouragement of the Athenians into
positive alarm. Negotiations appear to have been in progress
throughout great part of the winter. The continual hope that
and yet might be able to perform some of the common offices of life with-
out profanation, which could not have been the case had the whole dwelling

been within the sacred precinct.” (Dr. Arnold’s note.)
Thucyd. v. 17, 18.

2 ThU?'d. V. 15, opakévrav 8 adrav dml r§ Analy wapaxpipa of

AaxeSaiuovior, yydvres viv wariov by dvbefauévous, moobyrar Thy dviadeioy
dkexeplay, &c.

¥ Thueyd. iv. 118; v. 43.
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these might be brought to a close, combined with the impolitic
aversion of Nikias and his friends to energetic military action,
help to explain the unwonjed apathy of Athens, under the
pressure of such disgraccs. But so much did her courage flag,
towards the close of the winter, that she came to look upon a
truce as her only means?! of preservation against the victorious
progress of Brasidas. What the tone of Kleon now was, we
are not directly informed. He would probably still continue
opposed to the propositions of peace, at lcast indirectly, by insist-
ing on terms more favourable than could be obtained. On this
point, his political counsels would be wrong ; but on another
point, they would be much sounder and more judicious than
those of his rival Nikias: for he would recommend a strenuous
prosecution of hostilities by Athenian force against Brasidas in
Thrace. At the present moment this was the most urgent
political necessity of Athens, whether she entertained or
rejected the views of peace. And the policy of Nikias, who
cradled up the existing depression of the citizens by encourag-
ing them to rely on the pacific inclinations of Sparta, was ill-
judged and disastrous in its results, as the future will hereafter
show.

Attempts were made by the peace-party both at Athens and
Sparta to negotiate at first for a definitive peace. But the
conditions of such a peace were not easy to dctermine, so as to
satisfy both parties—and became more and more difficult, with
every success of Brasidas. At length the Athenians, eager
above all things to arrest his progress, sent to Sparta to propose
a truce for one year—desiring the Spartans to send to Athens
envoys with full powers to settle the terms: the truce would
allow time and tranquillity for settling the conditions of a
definitive treaty. The proposition of the truce for one year,?
together with the first two articles ready prepared, came from
Athens, as indeed we might have presumed even without proof;
since the interest of Sparta was rather against it, as allowing to
the Athenians the fullest leisure for making preparations against
further losses in Thrace. But her main desire was, not so much
to put herself in condition to make the best possible peace, as
to ensure some peace which would liberate her captives. She
calculated that when once the Athenians had tasted the sweets

! Thucyd. iv. 117. vouloavres *Abnvaior utv obx &v ¥ri 7dv BpaciBay oy
wpogawogriigal obdev wplv wapacrevdoatvro kad’ fovxlay, &c.

3 This appears from the form of the truce in Thucyd. iv. 118; it is pre-
pared at Sparla, in consequence of a previous proposition from Athens ; in
sect. 7, of 8t ibvres, TéNos Uxovres ibyTwy, fimep Kal Suels fuds KeAedere,
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of peace for one year, they would not again voluntarily impose
upon themselves the rigorous obligations of war.l

In the month of March 423 B¢, on the fourteenth day of
the month Elaphebolion at Athens, and on the twelfth day of the
month Gerastius at Sparta, a truce for one year was concluded
and sworn, between Athens on one side, and Sparta, Corinth,
Sikyon, Epidaurus, and Megara, on the other.2 The Spartans,
instead of mercly despatching plenipotentiaries to Athens, as the
Athenians had desired, went a step further. In concurrence
with the Athenian envoys, they drew up a form of truce,
approved by themselves and their allies, in such manner that it
only required to be adopted and ratified by the Athenians. The
general principle of the truce was u# possidetis,and the conditions
were in substance as follows:—

1. Respecting the temple at Delphi, every Greek shall have
the right to make use of it honestly and without fear, pursuant
to the customs of his particular city.—The main purpose of
this stipulation, prepared and sent verbatim from Athens, was
to allow Athenian visitors to go thither, which had been im-
possible during the war, in consequence of the hostility of the
Beeotians 8 and Phokians. The Delphian authorities also were
in the interests of Sparta, and doubtless the Athenians received
no formal invitation to the Pythian games. But the Boeotians
and Phokians werc no parties to the truce : accordingly the
Lacedzemonians, while accepting the article and proclaiming the
general liberty in principle, do not pledge themselves to enforce
it by arms as far as the Beeotians and Phokians are concerned,
but only to try and persuade them by amicable representations.
The liberty of sacrificing at Delphi was at this moment the
more welcome to the Athenians, as they seem to have fancied
themselves under the displeasure of Apollo.t

! Thucyd. iv. I17. kal ~yevouérns &voxwxiis kax@v kal raAaiwwplas
glﬁmv émibuphaery (Tods *Abyvalovs) alrods weipagapévous Euvarrayivar,
c

® Thucyd. iv. 119. The fourteenth of Elaphebolion, and the twelfth of
Gerastius, designate the same day. The truce went ready-prepared from
Sparta to Athens, together with envoys Spartan, Corinthian, Megarian,
Sikyonian, and Epidaurian. The truce was accepted by the Athenian
assembly, and sworn to at once by all the envoys as well as by three
Athenian Stratégi (oweloactat 8¢ adrixa pdAa TaswpesBelaséy 7@ Shug
Tds :rapoﬁus, iv. 118, 119); that day being fixed on as the commence-
ment,

The lunar months in different cities were never in precise agreement.

3 See Aristophan. Aves, 188

¢ Thucyd. v. 1-32. They might perhaps believe that the occupation of
Delium had given offence to Apollo.
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2. All the contracting parties will inquire out and punish,
each according to its own laws, such persons as may violate the
property of the Delphian god,—This article also is prepared at
Athens, for the purpose seemingly of conciliating the favour of
Apollo and the Delphians. The Lacedzmonians accept the
article literally, of cqurse.

3. The Athenian garrisons at Pylus, Kythéra, Nisea and
Minoa, and Methana in the neighbourhood of Treezen, are
to remain as at present. No communication to take place
between Kythéra and any portion of the mainland belonging
to the Lacedeemonian alliance. The soldiers occupying Pylus
shall confine themselves within the space between Buphras and
Tomeus ; those in Nisea and Minoa, within the road which
leads from the chapel of the hero Nisus to the temple of
Poseidon—without any communication with the population
beyond that limit. In like manner the Athenians in the penin-
sula of Methana near Treezen, and the inhabitants of the latter
city, shall observe the special convention concluded between
them respecting boundaries.!

4. The Lacedemonians and their allies shall make use of
the sea for trading purposes, on their own coasts, but shall not
have liberty to sail in any ship of war, nor in any rowed
merchant-vessel of tonnage equal to 5oo talents. [All war-
ships were generally impelled by oar : they sometimes used
sails, but never when wanted for fighting. Merchant-vessels
seem gencrally to have sailed, but were sometimes rowed : the
limitation of size is added, to ensure that the Lacedemonians
shall not, under colour of merchantmen, get up a warlike navy.]

5. There shall be free communication by sea as well as by
land, between Peloponnesus and Athens for herald or embassy,
with suitable attendants, to treat for a definitive peace or for
the adjustment of differences.

6. Neither side shall receive descrters from the other,
whether free or slave. [This article was alike important to both
parties. Athens had to fear the revolt of her subject-allies—
Sparta the desertion of Helots.]

7. Disputes shall be amicably settled, by both parties,
according to their established laws and customs.

Such was the substance of the treaty prepared at Sparta—
seemingly in concert with Athenian envoys—and sent by the
Spartans to Athens for approval, with the following addition—
“If there be any provision which occurs to you, more honour-
able or just than these, come to Lacedemon and tell us: for

1 Thucyd. iv. 118 : see Poppo’s note.
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‘
neither the Spartans nor their allies will resist any just sugges-
tions. But let those who come bring with them full powers to
conclude—in the same manner as,you desire of us. ‘The truce
shall be for one year.”

By the resolution which Lachés proposed in the Athenian
public assembly, ratifying the truce, the people further decreed
that negotiations should be opened for a definitive treaty, and
directed the Stratégi to propose to the next ensuing assembly,
a scheme and principles for conducting the negotiations. But
at the very moment when the envoys between Sparta and
Athens were bringing the truce to final adoption, events hap-
pened in Thrace which threatened to cancel it altogether. Two
days! after the important fourteenth of Elaphebolion, but before
the truce could be made known in Thrace, Skiéné revolted
from Athens to Brasidas.

Skioné was a town calling itself Achzean, one of the numerous
colonies which, in the want of an acknowledged mother-city,
traced its origin to warriors returning from Troy. It was
situated in the peninsula of Palléné¢ (the westernmost of those
three narrow tongues of land into which Chalkidiké branches
out) ; conterminous with the Eretrian colony Mendé. The
Skibnzeans, not without considerable dissent among themselves,
proclaimed their revolt from Athens, under concert with
Brasidas. He immediately crossed the Gulf into Palléné,
himself in a little boat, but with a trireme close at his side;
calculating that she would protect him against any small
Athenian vessel—while any Athenian trireme which he might
encounter, would attack his trireme, paying no attention to the
little boat in which he himself was. The revolt of Skiéné was,
from the position of the town, a more striking defiance of
Athens than any of the preceding events. For the isthmus
connecting Palléné with the mainland was occupied by the town
of Potidza—a town assigned at the period of its capture, seven
years before, to Athenian settlers, though probably containing
some other residents besides. Moreover the isthmus was so
narrow, that the wall of Potidea barred it across completely
from sea to sea. Palléné was therefore a quasi-island, not open
to the aid of land-force from the continent, like the towns pre-
viously acquired by Brasidas. The Ski6nzans thus put them-
selves, without any foreign aid, into conflict against the whole
force of Athens, bringing into question her empire not merely
over continental towns, but over islands.

Even to Brasidas himself, their revolt appeared a step of

1 Thucyd. iv. 122.
Bez
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astonishing boldness. On being received into the city, he con-
vened a public assembly, and addressed to them the same
language which he had employed at Akanthus and Toréné ;
disavowing all party preferences as well as all interference with
the internal politics of the town, and exhorting them only to
unanimous efforts against the common enemy. IHe bestowed
upon them at the same time the warmest praise for their
courage. ‘“They, though exposed to all the hazards of
islanders, had stood forward of their own accord to procure
freedom,! without waiting like cowards to be driven on by a
foreign force towards what was clearly their own good. He
considered them capable of any measure of future heroism, if
the danger now impending from Athens should be averted—
and he should assign to them the very first post of honour
among the faithful allies of Lacedzemon.”

This generous, straightforward, and animating tone of ex-
hortation—appealing to the strongest political instinct of the
Greek mind, the love of complete city-autonomy, and coming
from the lips of one whose whole conduct had hitherto been
conformable to it—had proved highly efficacious in all the
previous towns. But in Skidné it roused the population to the
highest pitch of enthusiasm.2 It worked even upon the feelings
of the dissentient minority, bringing them round to partake
heartily in the movement. It produced a unanimous and
exalted confidence which made them look forward cheerfully
to all the desperate chances in which they had engaged them-
selves ; and it produced at the same time, in still more un-
bounded manifestation, the same personal attachment and
admiration as Brasidas mspired elsewhere. The Skidnzans
not only voted to him publicly a golden crown, as the liberator
of Greece, but when it was placed on his head, the burst of
individual sentiment and sympathy was the strongest of which
the Grecian bosom was capable. “They crowded round him
individually, and encircled his head with fillets, like a victorious
athlete,” 3 says the historian. This remarkable incident illus-
trates what I observed before—that the achievements, the self-

1 Thucyd. iv. 120. Jvres obBév Ao A ymaidTar, &c.

2 Thucyd. iv. 121. Kal ol ptv Zxiwvaior érnpdnody Te Tois Adyos, xal
Qapahaavres wdvres dpolws, ral ols wpbrepov uy) fipeare T& wpacadpeva, &c.

3 Thucyd. iv. 121. Kal dnpocla uév xpuo§ orepdvy dvédnoay bs dnevle-
povwvra Thy ‘EAAdSa, idla 3t drawlovy Te kal wpoohpxovro Bowep &OANTH.

Compare Plutarch, Periklés, c. 28: compare also Krause (Olympia),
sect, 17, p. 162 (Wien, 1838). It was customary to place a fillet of cloth
or lin;n on the head of the victors at Olympia, before putting on the olive
wreath,
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relying march, the straightforward politics, and probity of this
illustrious man—who in character was more Athenian than
Spartan, yet with the good qualifies of Athens predominant—
inspired a personal emotion towards him such as rarely found
its way into Grecian political life. The sympathy and admira-
tion felt in Greece towards a victorious athlete was not merely
an intense sentiment in the Grecian mind, but was perhaps,
of all others, the most widespread and Pan-Hellenic. It was
connected with the religion, the taste, and the love of recrea-
tion, common to the whole nation—while politics tended rather
to disunite the separate cities: it was further a sentiment at
once familiar and exclusively personal. Of its exaggerated
intensity throughout Greece the philosophers often complained,
not without good reason. But Thucydidés cannot convey a
more lively idea of the enthusiasm and unanimity with which
Brasidas was welcomed at Ski6né, just after the desperate
resolution taken by the citizens, than by using this simile.

The Laccdemonian commander knew well how much the
utmost resolution of the Skidbneans was needed, and how
speedily their insular position would draw upon them the
vigorous invasion of Athens. He accordingly brought across
to Palléné a considerable portion of his army, not merely with
a view to the defence of Skitné, but also with the intention of
surptising both Mendé and Potidza, in both which places there
werc small parties of conspirators prepared to open the gates.

It was in this position that he was found by the com-
missioners who came to announce formally the conclusion of
the truce for one year, and to enforce its provisions : Athenzus
from Sparta—one of the three Spartans who had sworn to the
treaty ; Aristonymus, from Athens. The face of affairs was,
materially altered by this communication ; much to the satis-
faction of the newly-acquired allies of Sparta in Thrace,
who accepted the truce forthwith—but to the great chagrin
of Brasidas, whose career was thus suddenly arrested. Vet
he could not openly refuse obedience, and his army was
accordingly transferred from the peninsula of Palléné to
Toréné.

The case of Skidné however immediately raised an obstruc-
tion, doubtless very agreeable to him. The commissioners,
who had come in an Athenian trireme, had heard nothing of
the revolt of that place, and Aristonymus was astonished to find
the enemy in Palléné. But on inquiring into the case, he
discovered that the Skidnzans had not revolted until two
days after the day fixed for the commencement of the truce,
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Accordingly, while sanctioning the truce for all the other cities
in Thrace, he refused to comprehend Ski6né in it, sending
immediate news home to Athens. Brasidas, protesting loudly
against this proceeding, refused on his part to abandon Ski6né,
which was peculiarly endeared to him by the recent scenes ;
and even obtained the.countenance of the Laced:emonian com-
missioners, by falsely asseverating that the city had revolted
before the day named in the truce.

Violent was the burst of indignation when the news sent
home by Aristonymus reached Athens. It was nowise softened,
when the Lacedemonians, acting upon the version of the case
sent to them by Brasidas and Athenzus, despatched an
embassy thither to claim protection for Skibné—or at any rate
to procure the adjustment of the dispute by arbitration or
pacific decision. Having the terms of the treaty on their side,
the Athenians were lcast of all disposed to relax from their
rights in favour of the first revolting islanders. They resolved.
at once to undertake an expedition for the reconquest of
Ski6bné ; and further, on the proposition of Kleon, to put to
death all the adult male inhabitants of that place as soon as it
should have been reconquered. At the same time, they showed
no disposition to throw up the truce generally. The state of
feeling on both sides tended to this result—that while the war
continued in Thrace, it was suspended everywhere else.!

Fresh intelligence soon arrived—carrying exasperation at
Athens yet further—of the revolt of Mendé, the adjoining town
to Ski6bné. Those Mend=ans, who had laid their measures for
secretly introducing Brasidas, were at first baffled by the arrival
of the truce-commissioners. But they saw that he retained his
hold on Skibné, in spite of the provisions of the truce ; and
they ascertained that he was willing still to protect them if they
revolted, though he could not be an accomplice, as originally
projected, in the surprise of the town. Being moreover only
a small party, with the sentiment of the population against
them—they were afraid, if they now relinquished their scheme,
of being detected and punished for the partial steps already
taken, when the Athenians should come against Skidn&. They
therefore thought it on the whole the least dangerous course to
persevere. They proclaimed their revolt from Athens, con-
straining the reluctant citizens to obey them.2 The government

1 Thucyd. iv. 122, 123.

2 Thucyd. iv. 123. 5d xal ol Merdalor pdAAoy érdAuncar, THy Te TOD
Bpaofdov yvduny dpivres &roluny, kal 8ua Tdv wpacodvrev oplow
dAlywy Te Byrwy, kal &s Tére duéAAnoay oixért dvévrav, &AAY
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seems before to have been democratical, but they now found
means to bring about an oligaschical revolution along with
the revolt. Brasidas immediatgly accepted their adhesion,
and willingly undertook to protect them ; professing to think
that he had a right to do so, because they had revolted openly
after the truce had been proclaimed. But the truce upon this
point was clear—which he himself virtually admitted, by setting
up as justification certain alleged matters in which the Athenians
had themselves violated it. He immediately made preparation
for the defence both of Mendé and Skiéné against the attack
which was now rendcred more certain than before ; conveying
the women and children of those two towns across to the
Chalkidic Olynthus, and sending thither as garrison 500
Peloponnesian hoplites, with 300 Chalkidic peltasts ; the com-
mander of which force, Polydamidas, took possession of the
acropolis with his own troops separately.l

Brasidas then withdrew himself with the greater part of his
army, to accompany Perdikkas on an expedition into the
interior against Arrhibeus and the Lynkéste. On what ground,
after having before entered into terms with Arrhibaeus, he now
became his active enemy, we arc left to conjecture. Probably
his relations with Perdikkas, whose alliance was of essential
importance, were such that this step was forced upon him
against his will ; or he may really have thought that the force
under Polydamidas was adequate to the defence of Mendé and
Skidbné—an idea which the unaccountable backwardness of
Athens for the last six or eight months might well foster. Had
he even remained, indeed, he could hardly have saved them,
considering the situation of Palléné and the superiority of
Athens at sea : but his absence made their ruin certain.?

While Brasidas was thus engaged far in the interior, the
Athenian armament under Nikias and Nikostratus reached
Potidea : fifty triremes, ten of them Chian—r1o00 hoplites and
60o bowmen from Athens—r1000 mercenary Thracians—with
some peltasts from Meth6né and other towns in the neighbour-
hood. From Potidea they proceeded by sea to Cape
Poseidonium, near which they landed for the purpose of
kataBiacapévuy wapd yvduny Tobs woAAobs—iv. 130, & Biuos
€00bs dvaraBiy Td ¥mwha wepiopyhs exdpet &rl Te Teomovwnolovs kal
Tobs 73 dvavria oplot per’ abrav wpdiavras, &c.

The Athenians, after the conquest of the place, desire the Mendzans
woAirebewy Samep elwdéoar.

Mendé is another case in which the bulk of the citizens were averse
to revolt from Athens, in spite of neighbouring example.

1 Thucyd. iv. 130. 2 Thucyd. 1iv. 123, 124.
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attacking Mendé.  Polydamidas, the Peloponnesian com-
mander in the town, took post with his force of 700 hoplites,
including 300 Skibnzans, upon an eminence near the city,
strong and difficult of approach: upon which the Athenian
generals divided their forces; Nikias, with sixty Athenian
chosen hoplites, 120 Methonean peltasts, and all the bowmen,
tried to march up the hill by a side path and thus turn the
position—while Nikostratus with the main army attacked it in
front. But such were the extreme difficulties of the ground
that both were repulsed: Nikias was himself wounded, and the
division of Nikostratus was thrown into great disorder, narrowly
escaping a destructive defeat. The Mend®ans however
evacuated the position in the night and retired into the city;
while the Athenians, sailing round on the morrow to the suburb
on the side of Skioné, ravaged the neighbouring lands; and
Nikias on the ensuing day carried his devastations still farther,
even to the border of the Skidnaan territory. -

But dissensions so serious had already commenced within
the walls, that the Skidnzan auxiliaries, becoming mistrustful
of their situation, took advantage of the night to return home.
The revolt of Mendé had been brought about against the will
of the citizens, by the intrigues and for the benefit of an
oligarchical faction. Moreover, it does not appear that Brasidas
personally visited the town, as he had visited Skiéné and the
other revolted towns. Had he come, his personal influence
might have done much to soothe the offended citizens, and
create some disposition to adopt the revolt as a fact accom-
plished, after they had once bcen compromised with Athens.
But his animating words had not been heard, and the Pelopon-
nesian troops, whom he had sent to Mend&, were mere instru-
‘ments to sustain the newly-erected oligarchy and keep out the
Athenians. The feelings of the citizens generally towards them
were soon unequivocally displayed. Nikostratus with half of
the Athenian force was planted before the gate of Mendé which
opened towards Potidea. In the neighbourhood of that gate,
within the city, was the place of arms and the chief station
both of the Peloponnesians and of the citizens. Polydamidas,
intending to make a sally forth, was marshalling both of them
in battle order, when one of the Mendzan Demos, manifesting
with angry vehemence a sentiment common to most of them,
told him “that he would not sally forth, and did not choose to
take part in the contest.” Polydamidas seized hold of the man
to punish him, when the mass of the armed Demos, taking part
with their comrade, made a sudden rush upon the Pelopon-
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nesians. The latter, unprepared for such an onset, sustained
at first some loss, and were soen forced to retreat into the
acropolis—the rather as they samsome of the Mendzans open
the gates to the besiegers without, which induced them to
suspect a preconcerted betrayal. No such concert however
existed; though the besieging generals, when they saw the
gates thus suddenly opened, soon comprehended the real
position of affairs. But they found it impossible to restrain
their soldicrs, who pushed in forthwith, from plundering the
town: and they had even some difficulty in saving the lives of
the citizens.!

Mendé being thus taken, the Athenian generals desired the
body of the citizens to resume their former government, leaving
it to them to single out and punish the authors of the late
revolt. What use was made of this permission, we are not
told: but probably most of the authors had already escaped
into the acropolis along with Polydamidas. Having crected a wall
of circumvallation, round the acropolis, joining the sea at both
ends—and left a force to guard it—the Athenians moved away
to begin the siege at Ski6éné, where they found both the citizens
and the Peloponnesian garrison posted on a strong hill, not far
from the walls. As it was impossible to surround the town
without being masters of this hill, the Athenians attacked it at
once and were more fortunate than they had been before
Mendé; for they carried it by assault, compelling the defenders
to take refuge in the town. After erecting their trophy, they
commenced the wall of circumvallation. Before it was finished,
the garrison who had been shut up in the acropolis of Mendé
got into Skiéné at night, having broken out by a sudden sally
where the blockading wall around them joined the sea. But
this did not hinder Nikias from prosecuting his operations, so
that Ski6né was in no long time completely enclosed, and a
division placed to guard the wall of circumvallation.?

Such was the state of affairs which Brasidas found on return-
ing from the inland Macedonia. Unable either to recover
Mendé or to relicve Skiéné, he was forced to confine himself to
the protection of Tor6né. Nikias, however, without attacking
Toréné, returned soon afterwards with his armament to Athens,
leaving Ski6né under blockade.

The march of Brasidas into Macedonia had been unfortunate
inevery way. Nothing but his extraordinary gallantry rescued
him from utter ruin. The joint force of himself and Perdikkas
consisted of 3000 Grecian hoplites,—Peloponnesian, Akanthian,

1 Thucyd. iv. 130; Diodor. xii. 72. % Thucyd. iv. 131.
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and Chalkidian—with 1000 Macedonian and Chalkidian horse
—and a considerable number of non-Hellenic auxiliaries. As
soon as they had got beygnd the mountain-pass into the
territory of the Lynkést, they were met by Arrhibzus, and a
battle ensued, in which that prince was completely worsted.
They halted here for & few days, awaiting—Dbefore they pushed
forward to attack the villages in the territory of Arrhibeus—
the arrival of a body of Illyrian mercenaries, with whom
Perdikkas had concluded a bargain.! At length Perdikkas
became impatient to advance without them, while Brasidas,
on the contrary, apprehensive of the fate of Mendé during
his absence, was bent on returning back. The dissension be-
tween them becoming aggravated, they parted company and
occupied separate encampments at some distance from each
other—when both received unexpected intelligence which
made Perdikkas as anxious to retreat as Brasidas. The
Illyrians, having broken their compact, had joined Arrhibzus,
and were now in full march to attack the invaders. ‘I'he untold
number of these barbarians was reported as overwhelming,
while such was their reputation for ferocity as well as for valour,
that the Macedonian army of Perdikkas, seized with a sudden
panic, broke up in the night and fled without orders ; hurrying
Perdikkas himself along with them, and not even sendmg notice
to Brasidas, with whom nothing had been concerted about the
retreat. In the morning, the latter found Arrhibzus and the
Illyrians close upon him; the Macedonians being already far
advanced in their journcy homeward.

The contrast between the men of Hellas and of Macedonia—
general as well as soldiers—was never more strikingly exhibited
than on this critical occasion. The soldiers of Brasidas, though
surprised as well as deserted, lost neither their courage nor
their discipline: the commander preserved not only his
presence of mind, but his full authority. His hoplites were
directed to form in a hollow square or oblong, with the light-
armed and attendants in the centre, for the retreating march.
Youthful soldiers were posted either in the outer ranks, or in
convenient stations, to run out swiftly and repel the assailing
enemy ; while Brasidas himself, with 300 chosen men, formed
the rear-guard.?

The short harangue which (according to a custom universal
with Grecian generals) he addressed to his troops immediately
before the enemy approached, is in many respects remarkable.
Though some were Akanthians, some Chalkidians, some Helots,

1 Thucyd. iv. 124. 2 Thucyd. iv. 125.
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he designates all by the honourable title of * Peloponnesians.”
Reassuring them against the desertion of their allies, as well as
against the superior numbers of the advancing enemy—he
invokes their native, homebred courage! ‘Yz do not require
the presence of allies to inspire you with bravery,—nor do ye
fear superior numbers of an enemy ; for ye belong not to those
political communities in which the larger number governs the
smaller, but to those in which a few men rule subjects more
numerous than themselves—having acquired their power by no
other means than by superiority in battle.” Next, Brasidas
tried to dissipate the prestige of the Illyrian name. His army
had already vanquished the Lynkéstz, and these other bar-
barians were noway better. A nearer acquaintance would soon
show that they were only formidable from the noise, the
gestures, the clashing of arms and the accompaniments of their
onsct ; and that they were incapable of sustaining the reality of
close combat, hand to hand. “'T’hey have no regular order
(said he) such as to impress them with shame for deserting
their post. Flight and attack are with them in equally honour-
able estecm, so that there is nothing to test the really
courageous man: their battle, wherein every man fights as he
chooses, is just the thing to furnish each with a decent pretence
for running away.”—* Repel ye their onset whenever it comes,
and so soon as opportunity offers, resume your retreat in rank
and order. Ye will soon arrive in a place of safety: and ye
will be convinced that such crowds, when their enemy has stood
to defy the first onset, keep aloof with empty menace and a
parade of courage which never strikes—while if their enemy
gives way, they show themselves smart and bold in running
after him where there is no danger.” 2

1 Thucyd. iv. 126. ‘Avyafois y2p elvar duiv wpoohixer T& woAéuia, od Bid
tvppdxwv wapovafay ékdoTore, &AAG 8¢ oikefay &perfy, xal undiv wAfifos
wepoPijolas Erépwy, of ye (undt) &wd woAreidv Towlrwy fixere, &v als ob
woAAol dAlywy Epxovay, &AA& TAeidvwy paAAov éAdagovs® ok EAAg Tivl
krnoduevor Thy Suvactelay § 7P paxduevor xpateiv.

2 Thucyd. iv. 126. Ofire yap 7diw ¥xovres aloxuvleiey &v Aiweiv Twa
Xdpav Bialbuevor: % Te puyh abrdv xal 4 ¥podos Tony Exovoa 3dtay Tob karod
aveléreyxrov xal Td &vdpetov ¥xer afrron:d'mp 3¢ pdxn pdhior &v kal
wpbpaow Tod adealafl (se sauver) T wperdvrws woploese.

Sapds Te wav Td mpoindpxov Sewdy &’ abrav dpare, Epyp ptv Bpaxd Yy,
Uyer Bt Kal &wofi kataowépxov. *O Swouelvavres emipepbuevov kal, Srav
xaipds f, xdopp xal rdies albis dmayaydvres, Is e Td dogaris Gacoov
M&wﬂe, kal yvdoegle Td Aorwdy 871 ol Towobror YxAot Tois ptv THY wpdTny
{podoy delauévois &wo Oev &meirals Td &vdpeioy peArfioes éxikou-
woiauy, of 8 ¥y elfwow abrols, katd wdlas Td ebyuxov &v 1§ dopaler dfels
exSelcvurrar,
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The superiority of disciplined and regimented force over dis-
orderly numbers, even with equal individual courage, is now a
truth so familiar, that we reqyire an effort of imagination to put
ourselves back into the fifth century before the Christian ®ra,
when this truth was recogniscd only among the Hellenic
communities ; when the practice of all their neighbours,
Illyrians, Thracians, Asiatics, Epirots, and even Macedonians—
implied ignorance or contradiction of it. In respect to the
Epirots, the difference between their military habits and those
of the Greeks has been already noticed—having been pointedly
manifested in the memorable joint attack on the Akarnanian
town of Stratus, in the second year of the war.l Both Epirots
and Macedonians however are a step nearer to the Greeks than
either Thracians, or these Illyrian barbarians against whom
Brasidas was now about to contend, and in whose case the
contrast comes out yet more forcibly. It is not merely the
contrast between two modes of fighting which the Lace-
demonian commander impresses upon his soldiers. He gives
what may be called a moral theory of the principles on which
that contrast is founded ; a theory of large range, and going to
the basis of Grecian social life, in peace as well as in war. The
sentiment, in each individual man’s bosom, of a certain place
which he has to fill and duties which he has to perform—
combined with fear of the displeasure of his ncighbours as well
as of his own self-reproach if he shrinks back—but at the same
time essentially bound up with the feeling, that his neighbours
are under corresponding obligations towards him—this senti-
ment, which Brasidas invokes as the settled military creed of
his soldiers in their ranks, was not less the regulating principle
of their intercourse in peace as citizens of the same community.
Simple as the principle may seem, it would have found no
response in the army of Xerxes, or of the Thracian Sitalkés, or
of the Gaul Brennus. The Persian soldier rushes to death by
order of the Great King, perhaps under terror of a whip which

The word péAAnets, which occurs twice in this chapter in regard to the
Illyrians, is very expressive and at the same time difficult to translate into
any other language—*‘ what they seem on the point of doing, but never
realise.” See also i. 69.

The speech of the Roman consul Manlius, in describing the Gauls,
deserves to be compared—*¢ Procera corpora, promisse et rutilatee coms,
vasta scuta, preelongi gladii : ad hoc cantus ineuntium praelium, et ululatus
et tripudia, et quatientium scuta in patrium quendam morem horrendus
armorum crepitus : omnia de industrid composita ad terrorem” (Livy,
xxxviii. 17).

1 Thucyd. ii. 81. See vol. vi. chap. xlviii. of this History.
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the Great King commands to be administered to him. The
Illyrian or the Gaul scorns such # stimulus, and obeys only the
instigation of his own pugnacity, ar vengeance, or love of blood,
or love of booty—but recedes as soon as that individual senti-
ment is either satisfied, or overcome by fear. It is the Greek
soldier alone who feels himself bound to his comrades by ties
reciprocal and indissoluble 1 —who obeys neither the will of a
king, nor his own individual impulse, but 2 common and im-
perative sentiment of obligation—whose honour or shame is
attached to his own place in the ranks, never to be abandoned
nor overstepped. Such conceptions of military duty, estab-
lished in the minds of these soldiers whom Brasidas addressed,
will come to be further illustrated when we describe the memor-
able Retreat of the Ten Thousand. At present I merely
indicate them as forming a part of that general scheme of
morality, social and political as well as military, wherein the
Greeks stood exalted above the nations who surrounded them.

But there is another point in the speech of Brasidas which
deserves notice : he tells his soldiers—* Courage is your home-
bred property: for ye belong to communities wherein the small
number governs the larger, simply by reason of superior prowess
in themselves and conquest by their ancestors.” First, it is
remarkable that a large proportion of the Peloponnesian
soldiers, whom Brasidas thus addresses, consisted of Helots—
the conquered race, not the conquerors : yet so easily does the
military or regimental pride supplant the sympathies of race,
that these men would feel flattered by being addressed as if
they were themselves sprung from the race which had enslaved
their ancestors. Next, we here see the right of the strongest
invoked as the legitimate source of power, and as an honour-
able and ennobling recollection, by an officer of Dorian race,
oligarchical politics, unperverted intellect, and estimable char-
acter. We shall accordingly be prepared, when we find a
similar principle hereafter laid down by the Athenian envoys at
Melos, to disallow the explanation of those who treat it merely
as a theory invented by demagogues and sophists—upon one or
other of whom it is common to throw the blame of all that is
objectionable in Grecian politics or morality.

1 See the memorable remarks of Hi pokratés and Aristotle on the differ-
ence in respect of courage between Europeans and Asiatics, as well as
between Hellens and non-Hellens (Hippokratés, De Aére, Locis, et Aquis,
c. 24, ed. Littré, sect. 116 szg. ed. Petersen ; Aristotel. Politic. vii. 6, 1-5),
and the)conversation between Xerxes and Demaratus (Herodot. vii.
103, 104).
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Having finished his harangue, Brasidas gave orders for
retreat. As soon as his march began, the Illyrians rushed
upon him with all the copfidence and shouts of pursuers
against a flying encmy, believing that they should completely
destroy his army. But wherever they approached near, the
young soldiers specially stationed for the purpose turned upon
and beat them back with scvere loss ; while Brasidas himself
with his rear-guard of 300 was present everywhere rendering
vigorous aid. When the Lynkéste and Illyrians attacked, the
army halted and repelled them, after which it resumed its
retreating march. The barbarians found themselves so rudely
handled, and with such unwonted vigour—for they probably
had had no previous experience of Grecian troops—that after a
few trials they desisted from meddling with the army in its
retreat along the plain. They ran forward rapidly, partly in
order to overtake thc Macedonians under Perdikkas, who had
fled before—partly to occupy the narrow pass, with high hills
on each side, which formed the entrance into Lynkéstis, and
which lay in the road of Brasidas. When the latter approached
this narrow pass, he saw the barbarians masters of it. Several
of them were already on the summits, and more were ascending
to reinforce them ; while a portion of them were moving down
upon his rear. Brasidas immediately gave orders to his chosen
300, to charge up the most assailable of the two hills, with their
best speed, before it became more numerously occupied—not
staying to preserve compact ranks. This unexpected and
vigorous movement disconcerted the barbarians, who fled,
abandoning the eminence to the Greeks, and leaving their own
men in the pass exposed on one of their flanks.! The retreat-
ing army, thus master of one of the side hills, was enabled to
force its way through the middle pass, and to drive away the
Lynkéstian and Illyrian occupants. Having got through this
narrow outlet, Brasidas found himself on the higher ground.
His enemies did not dare to attack him further : so that he was

1 Thucyd. iv. 128. It is not possible clearly to understand this passage
without some knowledge of the ground to which it refers. I presume, that
the regular road through the dcfile, along which the main army of Brasidas

, was long and winding, making the ascent to the top very gradual,
Eut at the same time exposed on both sides from the heights above. The
detachment of 300 scaled the steep heights on one side and drove away the
enemy, thus making it impossible for him to remain any longer even in the
main road. But I do not suppose, with Dr. Arnold, that the main army of
Brasidas followed the 300, and ¢‘ broke out of the valley by scaling one
?t' it; sides:” they pursued the main road, as soon as it was cleared
or them.
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enabled to reach, even in that day’s march, the first town or
village in the kingdom of Perdikkas, called Arnissa. So
incensed were his soldiers with ythe Macedonian subjects of
Perdikkas, who had fled on the first news of danger without
giving them any notice—that they seized and appropriated all
the articles of baggage, not inconsideratle in number, which
happened to have been dropped in the disorder of a nocturnal
flight. They even unharnessed and slew the oxen out of the
baggage carts.!

Perdikkas keenly resented this behaviour of the troops of
Brasidas, following as it did immediately upon his own quarrel
with that genecral, and upon the mortification of his repulse
from Lynkéstis. From this moment he broke off his alliance
with the Peloponnesians, and opened negotiations with Nikias,
then engaged in constructing the wall of blockade round
Skibné. Such was the general faithlessness of this prince,
however, that Nikias required as a condition of the alliance,
some manifest proof of the sincerity of his intentions ; and
Perdikkas was soon enabled to afford a proof of considerable
importance.?

The relations between Athens and Peloponnesus, since the
conclusion of the truce in the preceding March, had settled
into a curious combination. In Thrace, war was prosecuted
by mutual understanding, and with unabated vigour; but every-
where else the truce was observed. The main purpose of the
truce, however, that of giving time for discussions preliminary
to a definitive peace, was completely frustrated. The decree
of the Athenian people (which stands included in their vote
sanctioning the truce), for sending and receiving envoys to
negotiate such a peace, seems never to have been executed.

Instead of this, the Lacedemonians despatched a consider-
able reinforcement by land to join Brasidas; probably at his
own request, and also instigated by hearing of the Athenian
armament now under Nikias in Palléné. But Ischagoras, the
commander of the reinforcement, on reaching the borders of
Thessaly, found all further progress impracticable, and was
compelled to send back his troops. For Perdikkas, by whose
powerful influence alone Brasidas had been enabled to pass

1 Thucyd. iv. 127, 128.

% Thucyd. iv. 128-132. Some lines of the comic poet Hermippus are
preserved (in the ®oppogdpos, Meineke, Fragm. p. 407) respecting gitalkés
and Perdikkas. Among the presents brought home by Dionysius in his
voyage, there is numbered ‘¢ the itch from Sitalkés, intended for the Lace.

deemonians—and many shiploads of lies from Perdikkas.” Kal wap Mep3ix.
Kxov Yeldn vavoly wdvy ToAAals.
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through Thessaly, now directed his Thessalian guests to keep
the new-comers off; which yas far more easily executed, and
was gratifying to the feclings of Perdikkas himself, as well as
an essential service to the Athenians.!

Ischagoras however—with a few companions but without his
army—made his way to Brasidas, having been particularly
directed by the Lacedemonians to inspect and report upon the
state of affairs. He numbered among his companions a few
select Spartans of the military age, intended to be placed as
harmosts or governors in the citics reduced by Brasidas. This
was among the first violations, apparently often repeated after-
wards, of the ancient Spartan custom—that none except elderly
men, above the military age, should be named to such posts.
Indeed Brasidas himself was an illustrious departure from the
ancient rule. The mission of these officers was intended to
guard against the appointment of any but Spartans to such
posts—for there were no Spartans in the army of Brasidas.
One of the new-comers, Klearidas, was made governor of
Amphipolis—another, Pasitelidas, of Tor6né.? It is probable
that these inspecting commissioners may have contributed to
fetter the activity of Brasidas. Moreover the newly-declared
hostility of Perdikkas, together with disappointment in the non-

1 Thucyd. iv. 132.

2 Thucyd. iv. 132. Kal 7av §BdrTwv abrdy mapavbuws Evdpas &ijyov
& Indprys, Bore Tov mbAewy Bpxovras kadiordval kal ui Tois évTuxoiaiy
emrpéme.

Most of the commentators translate §8&vrwy,  young men,” which is
not the usual meaning of the word : it signifies *“ men of military age,”
which includes both young and middle-aged. If we compare iv. 132 with
iii. 36, v. 32, and v. 116, we shall sce that #8&vres really has this larger
meaning : compare also uéxpt #Bns (il. 46), which means “ until the age of
military service commenced.”

It is not therefore necessary to su&pose that the men taken out by Ischa-
goras were very young, for example that they were below the age of thirty—
as Manso, O. Miiller, and Goller would have us believe. It is enough that
they were within the limits of the military age, both ways.

‘onsidering the extraordinary reverence paid to old age at Sparta, it is
by no means wonderful that 013' men should have been thought exclusively
fitted for such commands, in the ancient customs and constitution. This
seems to be implied in Xenoph. Repub. Laced. iv. 7.

The extensive operations, however, in which Sparta became involved
thiough the Peloponnesian war, would render it impossible to maintain such
a maxim in practice : but at this moment, the step was still recognised asa
departure from a received maxim, and is characterised as such by Thucy-
didés under the term wapavduws,

I explain rois dvruxobow to refer to the case of men nof Spartans being
named to these posts: see in reference to this point, the stress which
Brasidas lays on the fact that Klearidas was a Spartan, Thucyd. v. 9.
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arrival of the fresh troops intended to join him, much abridged
his means. We hear of only ong exploit performed by him at
this time—and that too, more th;n six months after the retreat
from Macedonia—about January or February 422 B.c. Having
established intelligence with some parties in the town of
Potideza, in the view of surprising it, he contrived to bring up
his army in the night to the foot of the walls, and even to plant
his scaling-ladders, without being discovered. The sentinel
carrying and ringing the bell had just passed by on the wall,
leaving for a short interval an unguarded space (the practice
apparently being, to pass this bell round along the walls from
one sentinel to another throughout the night)—when some of
the soldiers of Brasidas took advantage of the moment to try
and mount. But before they could reach the top of the wall,
the sentinel came back, alarm was given, and the assailants
were compelled to retreat.!

In the absence of actual war between the ascendent powers
in and near Peloponnesus, during the course of this summer,
Thucydidés mentions to us some incidents which perhaps he
would have omitted had there been great warlike operations to
describe. The great temple of Héré, between Mykenze and
Argos (nearer to the former, and in early times more intimately
connected with it, but now an appendage of the latter ; Mykenae
itself having been subjected and almost depopulated by the
Argeians)—enjoyed an ancient Pan-Hellenic reputation. The
catalogue of its priestesses, seemingly with a statue or bust of
each, was preserved or imagined through centuries of past
time, real and mythical, beginning with the goddess herself or
her immediate nominees. Chrysis, an old woman who had
been priestess there for fifty-six years, happened to fall asleep in
the temple with a burning lamp near to her head: the fillet
encircling her head took fire, and though she herself escaped
unhurt, the temple itself, very ancient and perhaps built of
wood, was consumed. From fear of the wrath of the Argeians,
Chrysis fled to Phlius, and subsequently thought it necessary
to seek protection as a suppliant in the temple of Athéné Alea
at Tegea : Phaeinis was appointed priestessin her place.2 The

! Thucyd. iv. 135.

8 Thucyd. ii. 2; iv. 133 ; Pausan. ii. 17, 7; iii. 5, 6. Hellanikus (a
contemporary of Thucydidés, but somewhat older—coming in point of age
between him and Herodotus) had framed a chronological series of these
priestesses of Héré, with a history of past events belonging to the supposed
times of each. And such was the Pan-Hellenic importance of the temple at

this time, that Thucydidés, when he describes accurately the beginning of
the Peloponnesian war, tells us as one of his indications of time, that Chrysis
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temple was rebuilt on an adjoining spot by Eupolemus of
Argos, continuing as much as possible the antiquities and
traditions of the former, but with greater splendour and magni-
tude. Pausanias the traveller, who describes this second edifice
as a visitor near 6oo years afterwards, saw near it the remnant
of the old temple which had been burnt.

We hear further of a war in Arcadia, between the two im-
portant cities of Mantineia and Tegea—each attended by its
Arcadian allies, partly free, partly subject. In a battle fought
between them at Laodikion, the victory was disputed. Each
party erected a trophy—each sent spoils to the temple of
Delphi. We shall have occasion soon to speak further of these
Arcadian dissensions.

The Beeotians had been no parties to the truce sworn
between Sparta and Athens in the preceding month of March.
But they seem to have followed the example of Sparta in
abstaining from hostilities e facfo - and we may conclude that
they acceded to the request of Sparta so far as to allow the
transit of Athenian visitors and sacred envoys through Beeotia
to the Delphian temple. The only actual incident which we
hear of in Boeotia during this interval, is one which illustrates
forcibly the harsh and ungenerous ascendency of the Thebans
over some of the inferior Beeotian cities.! The Thebans de-
stroyed the walls of Thespie, and condemned the city to
remain unfortified, on the charge of at#icising tendencies. How
far this suspicion was well founded, we have no means of
judging. But the Thespians, far from being dangerous at this
moment, were altogether helpless—having lost the flower of
their military force at the battle of Delium, where their station
was on the defeated wing. It was this very helplessness,
brought upon them by their services to Thebes against Athens,
which now both impelled and enabled the Thebans to enforce
the rigorous sentence above-mentioned.2

But the month of March (or the Attic Elaphebolion) 422 B.c.
—the time prescribed for expiration of the One year’s truce—
had nowarrived. Ithasalready been mentioned that this truce
bad never been more than partially observed. Brasidas in

had then becn forty-cight years priestess at the Hereeum. To employ the
series of Olympic prize-runners and Olympiads as a continuous distribution
of time, was a practice which had not yet got footing.

The catalogue of these priestesses of Héré, beginning with mythical and
descending to historical names, is illustrated by the inscription belonging
to the temple of Halikarnassus in Boeckh, Corpus Inscr. No. 2655 : see
Boeckh’s Commentary, and Preller, Ilellanici Fragmenta, pp. 34, 46.

1 Xenoph. Memorabil. iii. 5, 6. 2 Thucyd. iv. 133.
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Thrace had disregarded it from the beginning. Both the con-
tracting powers had tacitly acquigsced in the anomalous con-
dition of war in Thrace coupled v&l’ﬁth peace elsewhere.  Either
of them had thus an excellent pretext for breaking the truce
altogether ; and as neither acted upon this pretext, we plainly
see that the paramount feeling and ascendent parties, among
both, tended to peace of their own accord, at that time. There
was nothing except the interest of Brasidas, and of those re-
volted subjects of Athens to whom he had bound himself,
which kept alive the war in Thrace. Under such a state of
feeling, the oath taken to maintain the truce still seemed
imperative on both parties—always excepting Thracian affairs.
Moreover the Athenians were to a certain degree soothed by
their success at Mendé and Ski6né, and by their acquisition
of Perdikkas as an ally, during the summer and autumn of
423 B.C. But the state of sentiment between the contracting
parties was not such as to make it possible to treat for any
longer peace, or to conclude any new agreement; though
neither were disposed to depart from that which had been
already concluded.

The mere occurrence of the last day of the truce made no
practical difference at first in this condition of things. The
truce had expired: either party might renew hostilities ; but
neither actually did renew them. To the Athenians there was
this additional motive for abstaining from hostilities for a few
months longer : the great Pythian festival would be celebrated
at Delphi in July or the beginning of August, and as they had
been excluded from that holy spot during all the interval
between the beginning of the war and the conclusion of the
One year’s truce, their pious feelings seem now to have taken
a peculiar longing towards the visits, pilgrimages, and festivals
connected with it. Though the truce therefore had really ceased,
no actual warfare took place until the Pythian games were over.?

1 This seems to me the most reasonable sense to put upon the much-
debated passage of Thucyd. v. 1. Tob & dmeyryvouévov Oépovs al piv
&aboios awovBal SieAévvro uéxpi Tav Mublwy: xal &y 7§ dxexetple *Abyvaio
AnAfovs dvéotnoav &k Afdov—again v. 2. KAéwv ;g *Afnvalovs wefoas s
78 éxl Bpdrns xwpla déxAevoe perd Thy dxexeiplay, &c.

Thucydidés says here, that ‘“the truce was dissolved:” the bond im-
posed upon both parties was untied, and both resumed their natural liberty.
But he does not say that ¢ kostilities recommenced” before the Pythia, as
Géller and other critics affirm that he says. The interval between the 14th
of the month Elaphebolion and the Pythian festival was one in which there
was no binding truce any longer in force, and yet no actual hostilities : it
was an bonal:g #arovdos, to use the words of Thucydidés when he describes
the relations between Corinth and Athens in the ensuing year (v. 32).
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But though the actions of Athens remained unaltered, the
talk at Athens became very djfferent. Kleon and his supporters
renewed their instances to oljtain a vigorous prosecution of the
war, and renewed them with great additional strength of argu-
ment ; the question being now open to considerations of
political prudence, without any binding obligation.

“ At this time (Observes Thucydidés!) the great enemies of
peace were, Brasidas on one side, and Kleon on the other:
the former, because he was in full success and rendered illus-
trious by the war—the latter because he thought that, if peace
were concluded, he should be detected in his dishonest politics,
and be less easily credited in his criminations of others.” As

The word érexeipla here means, in my judgement, the truce proclaimed
at the season of the Pythian festival—quite distinct from the truce for one
year which had expired a little while before. The change of the word in
the course of one line from owovdal to éxexeipla marks this distinction.

I agree with Dr. Arnold (dissenting both from M. Boeckh and from Mr.
Clinton) in his conception of the events of this year. Kleon sailed on’his
expedition to Thrace after the Pythian holy truce, in the beginning of
August : between that date and the end of September, happened the cap-
ture of Tor6né and the battle of Amphipolis. But the way in which Dr.
Amold defends his opinion is not at all satisfactory. In the dissertation
appended to his second volume of Thucydidés (p. 458), he says, *‘The
words in Thucydidés, af éviaboiot omwovdal SieAéAavrro uéxpe Mvblwy, mean, as
I understand them,—* that the truce for a year had /aszed on till the Pythian
games, and then ended :’ that is, instead of expiring on the 14th of Illaphe-
bolion, it had been facitly cont:nued nearly four months longer, till after
Midsummer : and it was not till the middle of Hecatombaon that Kleon
was sent out to recover Amphipolis.”

Such a construction of the word ieAéAvwro appears to me not satisfac-
tory—nor is Dr. Arnold’s defence of it, p. 454, of much value : owovdas dia-
Adew is an expression well known to Thucydidés (iv. 23; v. 36)—*“to
dissolve the truce.” I go along with Boeckh and Mr. Clinton in constru-
ing the words—-exce;;lt that I strike out what they introduce from their
'own imagination. They say—*‘ The truce was ended, and ke war again
renewed, up to the time of the Pythian games.” Thucydidés only says,
¢That the truce was dissolved ”—he does not say *‘#Zar the war was
renewed.” It is not at all necessary to Dr. Arnold’s conception of the facts
that the words should be translated as he proposes. His remarks also
(p. 460) qun the relation of the Athenians to the Pythian games, appear to
me just : but he does not advert to the fact (which would have strengthened
materially what he there says) that the Athenians had been excluded from
Delphi and from the Pythian festival between the commencement of the
war and the One year's truce. I conceive that the Pythian games were
celebrated about July or August. In an earlier part of this History (ch.
xxviii. vol. iv. 1st edit.) I say that they were celebrated in awtumsn; it
ought rather to be *“towards the end of summer.”

Thucyd. v. 16. KAéwy 7e ral Bpacidas, olwep duporépwbey udriora
hvavriotvro Tjf elphvp, 6 utv 8i1d Td ebruxeiv T€ kal Tindo0ar dx Tob woOAeusiy,
6 b& ]evay(vn: novxlas xerapavéorepos vouf(wy by elvai xaxovpyav, ral
4miorérepos SiaBdArwy, &c.
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to Brasidas, the remark of the historian is indisputable. It
would be wonderful indeed, if he, in whom so many splendid
qualities were brought out by thg war, and who had moreover
contracted obligations with the Thracian towns which gave him
hopes and fears of his own, entirely apart from Lacedemon—
it would be wonderful if the war and its continuance were not
in his view the paramount object. In truth %is position in
Thrace constituted an insurmountable obstacle to any solid or
steady peace, independently of the dispositions of Kicon,

But the colouring which Thucydidés gives to Kleon’s support
of the war is open to much greater comment. First, we may
well raise the question, whether Kleon had any real interest in
war—whether his personal or party consequence in the city
was at all enhanced by it. He had himself no talent or com-
petence for warlike operations—which tended infallibly to place
ascendency in the hands of others, and to throw him into the
shade. As to his power of carrying on dishonest intrigues
with success, that must depend on the extent of his political
ascendency. Matter of crimination against others (assuming
him to be careless of truth or falsehood) could hardly be want-
ing either in war or peace. And if the war brought forward
unsuccessful generals open to his accusations, it would also
throw up successful generals, who would certainly outshine him
and would probably put him down. Inthe life which Plutarch
has given us of Phokion, a plain and straightforward military
man—we read that one of the frequent and criminative
speakers of Athens (of character analogous to that which is
ascribed to Kleon) expressed his surprise on hearing Phokion
dissuade the Athenians from embarking in a new war: “Yes
(said Phokion), I think it right to dissuade them ; though I
know well, that if there be war, I shall have command over
you—if there be peace, you will have command over me.”?
This is surely a more rational estimate of the way in which war
affects the comparative importance of the orator and the mili-
tary officer, than that which Thucydidés pronounces in refer-
ence to the interests of Kleon. Moreover, when we come to
follow the political history of Syracuse, we shall find the
demagogue Athenagoras ultra-pacific, and the aristocrat Her-
mokratés far more warlike.2 The former is afraid, not without
reason, that war will raise into consequence energetic military
leaders dangerous to the popular constitution. We may add,

! Plutarch, Phokion, ¢. 16. Compare also the conversation of Mene-

kleides and Epaminondas—Commel. Nepos, Epamin. c. 5.
¥ See the speeches of Athenagoras and I-’Iermokratés, 5I‘hucyd. vi. 33-36.



28 History of Greece

that Kleon himself had not been always warlike. He com-
menced his political career as an opponent of Periklés, when
the latter was strenuously maintaining the necessity and
prudence of beginning the Pcloponnesian war.}

But further—if we should even grant that Kleon had a
separate party-interest in promoting the war—it will still
remain to be considered, whether at this particular crisis, the
employment of encrgetic warlike measures in Thrace was not
really the sound and prudent policy for Athens. Taking
Periklés as the best judge of that policy, we shall find him
at the outset of the war inculcating emphatically two important
points—r1. To stand vigorously upon the defensive, maintain-
ing unimpaired their maritime empire, *keeping their subject-
allies well in hand,” submitting paticntly even to see Attica
ravaged—2z. To abstain from trying to enlarge their empire or
to make new conquests during the war.>—Consistently with
this well-defined plan of action, Periklés, had he lived, would
have taken care to interfere vigorously and betimes to prevent
Brasidas from making his conquests. Had such interference
been either impossible or accidentally frustrated, he would have
thought no efforts too great to recover them. To maintain
undiminished the integrity of the empire, as well as that im-
pression of Athenian force upon which the empire rested, was
his cardinal principle. Now it is impossible to deny that in
reference to Thrace, Kleon adhered more closely than his rival
Nikias to the policy of Periklés. It was to Nikias, more than
to Kleon, that the fatal mistake made by Athens in not inter-
fering speedily after Brasidas first broke into Thrace is to be
imputed. It was Nikias and his partisans, desirous of peace at
almost any price, and knowing that the Lacedamonians also
desired it—who encouraged the Athenians, at a moment of
great public depression of spirit, to leave Brasidas unopposed
in Thrace, and rely on the chance of negotiation with Sparta
for arresting his progress. The peace-party at Athens carried
their point of the truce for a year, with the promise, and for
the express purpose, of checking the further conquests of
Brasidas ; also with the further promise of maturing that truce
into a permanent peace, and obtaining under the peace even
the restoration of Amphipolis.

Such was the policy of Nikias and his party, the friends of

1 Plutarch, Periklés, c. 33-35.

2 Thucyd. i. 142, 143, 144 ; ii. 13. xal 7 vavrikdv, fixep loxbovaw, &ap-
Tleclai, Td Te Tav Evpudxwy 8id xeipds Exeiv—Aéywy THY la-;:fv
abrois axd Tobrwy elvas Tav xpnudrav Tiis wpooddov, &c.
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peace, and opponents of Kleon. And the promises which they
thus held out might perhaps appegr plausible in March B.c. 423,
at the moment when the truce jor one year was concluded.
But subsequent events had frustrated them in the most glaring
manner, and had even shown the best reason for believing that
no such expectations could possibly be realised, while Brasidas
was in unbroken and unopposed action. For the Lace-
demonians, though seemingly sincere in concluding the truce
on the basis of u#7 possidets, and desiring to extend it to Thrace
as well as elsewhere, had been unable to enforce the observance
of it upon Brasidas, or to restrain him even from making new
acquisitions—so that Athens never obtained the benefit of the
truce, exactly in that region where she most stood in nced of
it. Only by the despatch of her armament to Skiéné and
Mendé had she maintained herself in possession even of
Palléné.

Now what was the lesson to be derived from this experience,
when the Athenians came to discuss their future policy, after
the truce was at an end? The great object of all parties at
Athens was, to recover the lost possessions in Thrace—especi-
ally Amphipolis. Nikias, still urging negotiations for peace,
continued to hold out hopes that the Lacedemonians would
be willing to restore that place, as the price of their captives
now at Athens. His connexion with Sparta would enable him
to announce her professions even upon authority. But to this
Kleon might make, and doubtless did make, a complete reply,
grounded upon the most recent experience :—“If the Lace-
demonians consent to the restitution of Amphipolis (he would
say), it will probably be only with the view of finding some
means to escape performance, and yet to get back their pris-
oners. But granting that they are perfectly sincere, they will
never be able to control Brasidas, and those parties in Thrace
who are bound up with him by community of feeling and
interest ; so that after all, you will give them back their pris-
oners, on the faith of an equivalent beyond their power to
realise. Look at what has happened during the truce! So
different are the views and obligations of Brasidas in Thrace
from those of the Lacedemonians, that he would not even
obey their order when they directed him to stand as he was,
and to desist from further conquest. Much less will he obey
them when they direct him to surrender what he has already
got: least of all, if they enjoin the surrender of Amphipolis, his
grand acquisition and his central point for all future effort.
Depend upon it, if you desire to regain Amphipolis, you will
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only regain it by energetic employment of force, as has
happened with Skiéné and Mendé. And you ought to put
forth your strength for this'purpose immediately, while the
Lacedzemonian prisoners are yet in your hands—instead of
waiting until after you shall have been deluded into giving
them up, thereby lbsing all your hold upon Lacedemon.”

Such anticipations were fully verified by the result: for
subscquent history will show that the Lacedemonians, when
they had bound themselves by treaty to give up Amphipolis,
either would not, or could not, enforce performance of their
stipulation, cven after the death of Brasidas. Much less could
they have done so during his life, when there was his great
personal influence, strenuous will, and hopes of future con-
quest, to serve as increased obstruction to them. Such antici-
pations were also plainly suggested by the recent past: so
that in putting them into the mouth of Kleon, we are only
supposing him to read the lesson open before his eyes. -

Now since the war-policy of Kleon, taken at this moment
after the expiration of the One year’s truce, may be thus shown
to be not only more conformable to the genius of Periklés, but
also founded on a juster estimate of events both past and
future, than the peace-policy of Nikias—what are we to say to
the historian, who, without refuting such presumptions, every
one of which is deduced from his own narrative—nay, without
even indicating their existence—mecrely tells us that * Kleon
opposed the peace in order that he might cloke dishonest
intrigues and find matter for plausible crimination”? We can-
not but say of this criticism, with profound regret that such
words must be pronounced respecting any judgement of Thucy-
didés, that it is harsh and unfair towards Kleon, and careless in
regard to truth and the instruction of his readers. It breathes
not that same spirit of honourable impartiality which pervades
his general history. It is an interpolation by the officer whose
improvidence had occasioned to his countrymen the fatal loss
of Amphipolis, retaliating upon the citizen who justly accused
him. It is conceived in the same tone as his unaccountable
judgement in the matter of Sphakteria.

Rejecting on this occasion the judgement of Thucydidés, we
may confidently affirm that Kleon had rational public grounds
for urging his countrymen to undertake with energy the recon-
quest of Amphipolis. Demagogue and lcather-seller though
he was, he stands here honourably distinguished, as well from
the tameness and inaction of Nikias, who grasped at peace
with hasty credulity, through sickness of the efforts of war—as
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from the restless movement, and novelties, not merely unprofit-
able, but ruinous, which we shall, presently find springing up
under the auspices of Alkibiadés. Periklés had said to his
countrymen, at a time when they were enduring all the
miseries of pestilence, and were in a state of despondency
even greater than that which prevailed in B.c. 422—% You
hold your empire and your proud position, by the condition of
being willing to encounter cost, fatigue, and danger: abstain
from all views of enlarging the empire, but think no effort too
great to maintain it unimpaired.—To lose what we have once
got is more disgraceful than to fail in attempts at acquisition,” !
The very same language was probably held by Kleon when
exhorting his countrymen to an expedition for the reconquest
of Amphipolis. But when uttered by him, it would have a
very different effect from that which it had formerly produced
when held by Periklés—and different also from that which it
would now have produced if held by Nikias. The entire peace-
party would repudiate it when it came from Kleon,—partly out
of dislike to the spcaker, partly from a conviction, doubtless
felt by every one, that an expedition against Brasidas would be
a hazardous and painful scrvice to all concerned in it, general
as well as soldiers—partly also from a persuasion, sincerely
entertained at the time though afterwards proved to be illusory
by the result, that Amphipolis might really be got back through
peace with the Lacedzinonians.

If Kleon, in proposing the expedition, originally proposed
himself as the commander, a new ground of objection, and a
very forcible ground, would thus be furnished.” Since every-
thing which Kleon does is understood to be a manifestation of
some vicious or silly attribute, we are told that this was an
instance of his absurd presumption, arising out of the success
of Pylus, and persuading him that he was the only general who
could put down Brasidas. But if the success at Pylus had
really filled him with such overweening military conceit, it is
most unaccountable that he should not have procured for
himself some command during the year which immediately
succeeded the affair at Sphakteria—the eighth year of the war:
a season of most active warlike enterprise, when his presumption
and influence arising out of the Sphakterian victory must have

! Thucyd. ii. 63. Tiis 8¢ wéAews duas eluds 7§ Tipwpévy dxd Tob
gmep &rav)',ru &14}?}«0'02 Bonbeiy, kal ::'), pebyew ﬁot‘:s“:fyozﬂ I:rl;: :&&sp'ﬁ:&v;
dubrew, &c. c. 62. aloxiov 8¢ ¥xovras dpatpedivas § crwuévous druxiicar.
Contrast the tenor of the two speeches of Periklés (Thuci;d. i. 140-144; ii.

60-64) with the description which Thucydidés gives of the simple *“avoid.
ance of risk ” (73 &xfvduvor) which characterised Nikias (v. 16).
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been fresh and glowing. As he obtained no command during
this immediately succeeding period, we may fairly doubt
whether he ever really concewed such excessive personal pre-
sumption of his own talents for war, and whether he did not
retain after the affair of Sphakteria the same character which
he had manifested in that affair—reluctance to engage in mili-
tary expeditions himself, and a disposition to sce them com-
manded as well as carried on by others. It is by no means
certain that Kleon, in proposing the expedition against Amphi-
polis, originally proposed to take the command of it himself : I
think it at least equally probable, that his original wish was to
induce Nikias or the Stratégi to take the command of it, as in
the case of Sphakteria. Nikias doubtless opposed the expedi-
tion as much as he could. When it was determined by the
people, in spitc of his opposition, he would peremptorily
decline the command for himself, and would do all he could
to force it upon Kleon, or at least would be better pleased to
see it under his command than under that of any one clse.
He would be not less glad to exonerate himself from a danger-
ous service, than to see his rival entangled in it. And he
would have before him the same alternative which he and his
friends had contemplated with so much satisfaction in the
affair of Sphakteria ; either the expedition would succeed, in
which case Amphipolis would be taken—or it would fail, and
the consequence would be the ruin of Kleon. The last of the
two was really the more probable at Amphipolis—as Nikias
had erroneously imagined it to be at Sphakteria.

It is easy to see however that an expedition proposed under
these circumstances by Kleon, though it might command a
majority in the public assembly, would have a large proportion
of the citizens unfavourable to it, and even wishing that it
might fail. Moreover, Kleon had ncither talents nor experi-
ence for commanding an army; so that the being engaged
under his command in fighting against the ablest officer of the
time, could inspire no confidence to any man in putting on
his armour. From all these circumstances united, political as
well as military, we are not surprised to hear that the hoplites
whom he took out with him went with much reluctance.l An
ignorant general with unwilling soldiers, many of them politic-
ally disliking him, stood little chance of wresting Amphipolis
from Brasidas. But had Nikias or the Stratégi done their duty
and carried the entire force of the city under competent com-
mand to the same object, the issue would probably have been

1 Thucyd. v. 7. kal ofxofev &s Exovres adr@ EvvijAfov.
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different as to gain and loss—certainly very different as to
dishonour. .

Kleon started from Peireus, apparently towards the begin-
ning of August, with 1200 Athenian, Lemnian, and Imbrian
hoplites, and 300 horsemen—troops of excellent quality and
condition ; besides an aux liary force of allies (number not
exactly known) and thirty triremes. This armament was not
of magnitude at all equal to the taking of Amphipolis; for
Brasidas had equal numbers, besides all the advantages of the
position. But it was a part of the scheme of Kleon, on arriv-
ing at Eion, to procure Macedonian and Thracian reinforce-
ments before he commenced his attack. He first halted in his
voyage near Skidné, from which place he took away such of
the hoplites as could be spared from the blockade. He next
sailed across the Gulf from Palléné to the Sithonian peninsula,
to a place called the Harbour of the Kolophonians near
Tor6né.! Having here learnt that neither Brasidas himself
nor any considerable Peloponnesian garrison were present in
Tordné, he landed his forces, and marched to attack the town
—sending ten triremes at the same time round a promontory
which separated the harbour of the Kolophonians from Toréné,
to assail the latter place from seaward.

It happened that Brasidas, desiring to enlarge the fortified
circle of Toréné, had broken down a portion of the old wall,
and employed the materials in building a new and larger wall
enclosing the proasteion or suburb. This new wall appears to
have been still incomplete and in an imperfect state of defence.
Pasitelidas, the Peloponnesian commander, resisted the attack
of the Athenians as long as he could ; but when already begin-
ning to give way, he saw the ten Athenian triremes sailing into
the harbour, which was hardly guarded at all. Abandoning
the defence of the suburb, he hastened to repel these new
assailants, but came too late, so that the town was entered
from both sides at once. Brasidas, who was not far off
rendered aid with the utmost celerity, but was yet at five
miles’ distance from the city, when he learnt the capture and

! The town of Tor6né was situated near the extremity of the Sithonian

ninsula, on the side looking towards Palléné. But the territory belong-
ing to the town comprehended all the extremity of the peninsula on both
sides, including the terminating point Cape Ampelos— "AuweAov Ty Top-
wvalqy dxpnv (Herodot. vii. 122). Herodotus calls the Singitic Gulf, 6dAas-
aav Thy &vrloy Topdyys (vii. 122).

The ruins of Tordné, bearing the ancient name, and Kufo, a land-locked
harbour near it, are still to be scen (Leake, Travels in Northern Greece,
vol. iii. ch. xxiv. p. 119).

VOL. VII. Fol
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was obliged to retire unsuccessfully. Pasitelidas the com-
mander, with the Peloponnrian garrison and the Toronzan
male population, were despatched as prisoners to Athens;
while the Toronzan women and children, by a fate but too
common in those days, were sold as slaves.}

After this not unithportant success, Kleon sailed round the
promontory of Athos to Eion at the mouth of the Strymon,
within three miles of Amphipolis. From hence, in execution
of his original scheme, he sent envoys to Perdikkas, urging
him to lend effective aid as the ally of Athens in the attack of
Amphipolis, with his whole forces; and to Pollés the king of
the Thracian Odomantes, inviting him also to come with as
many Thracian mercenaries as could be levied. The Edonians,
the Thracian tribe nearest to Amphipolis, took part with
Brasidas. The local influence of the banished Thucydidés
would no longer be at the service of Athens—much less at the
service of Kleon. Awaiting the expected reinforcements, Kleon
employed himself, first in an attack upon Stageirus in the
Strymonic Gulf, which was repulsed—next upon Galépsus, on
the coast opposite the island of Thasos, which was successful.
But the reinforcements did not at once arrive, and being too
weak to attack Amphipolis without them, he was obliged to
remain inactive at Eion; while Brasidas on his side made
no movement out of Amphipolis, but contented himself with
keeping constant watch over the forces of Kleon, the view of
which he commanded from his station on the hill of Kerdy-
lium, on the western bank of the river, communicating with
Amphipolis by the bridge. Some days elapsed in such in-
action on both sides. But the Athenian hoplites, becoming
impatient of doing nothing, soon began to give vent to those
feelings of dislike which they had brought out from Athens
against their general, “whose ignorance and cowardice (says
the historian) they contrasted with the skill and bravery of his
opponent.”?  Athenian hoplites, if they felt such a sentiment,
were not likely to refrain from manifesting it. And Kleon was
presently made aware of the fact in a manner sufficiently
painful to force him against his will into some movement;
which however he did not intend to be anything else than a

1 Thucyd. v. 3.

2 Thucyd. v. 7. ‘O 3¢ KAéwy 7éws ptv fobxaler, &rara hvaykdoln
woiioas §xep 6 Bpaaidas xpocedéxero. Tav ydp orpatiwrdy dxopévwr ptv Tj
€pa varoyifoubvar B¢ Thy xelvov Hyepoviav, mpds ofav dumeiploy kal TIA-
pav ued® olas dvexiornuoctvys xal uakaxlas yevhaoiro, kal olkobev &s Hrovres
abrd LuviAfoy, alo@buevos Tdv Opoty, Kal ob BovAduevos avrods 3id 7O & T¢
abrg lcaOf’plvovs Bapiveaas, dvaraBiy Hye.



Renewal of War 35

march for the purpose of surveying the ground all round the
city, and a demonstration to escape the appearance of doing
nothing—being aware that it was.impossible to attack the place
with any effect before his reinforcements arrived.

To comprehend the important incidents which followed, it
is necessary to say a few words on the topography of Amphi-
polis, as far as we can understand it on the imperfect evidence
before us. That city was placed on the left bank of the
Strymon, on a conspicuous hill around which the river makes
a bend, first in a south-westerly direction, then, after a short
course to the southward, back in a south-easterly direction.
Amphipolis had for its only artificial fortification one long wall ;
which began near the point north-cast of the town, where the
river narrows again into a channel, after passing through the
lake Kcrkinitis—ascended along the eastern side of the hill,
crossing the ridge which connects it with Mount Pangzeus,—
and then descended so as to touch the river again at another
point south of the town —thus being as it were a string to the
highly-bent bow formed by the river. On three sides, north,
west, and south, the city was defended only by the Strymon.
It was thus visible without any intervening wall to spectators
from the side of the sea (south), as well as from the side of the
continent (or west and north1). At some little distance below

1 Thueyd. iv. 102. ’Axd Tiis viv wéAews, hv "Auplxorw "Ayvay dvéuacey,
871 &’ dudbrepa mepigpéovros Tod Zrpupdvos, Bid T wepiéxew adrhy, Telxe
pakp@ &xoAaBhyv &k morapod d&s woraudy wepipavij &s 8dAacody Te xal THy
fiweipov Griaey.

‘0 kaAAiyépupos morauds Zrpvudy, Euripid. Rhesus, 346.

At the end of this volume is a plan which will convey some idea of the
hill of Amphipolis and the circumjacent territory : compare the plan in
Colonel Leake, Travels in Northern Greece, vol. iii. ch. xxv. p. 191, and
that (from Mr. Hawkins) which is annexed to the third volume of Dr.
Amold’s Thucydidés, combined with a Dissertation which appears in the
second volume of the same work, p. 450. See also the remarks in Kutzen,
De Atheniensium imperio circa Strymonem, ch. ii. p. 18-21 ; Weissenborn,
Beitriige zur genaueren Erforschung der alt-griechischen Geschichte, p. 152~
156 : Cousinéry, Voyage dans la Macédoine, vol. i. ch. iv. p. 124 seg.

Colonel Leake supposes the ancient bridge to have been at the same point
of the river as the modern bridge ; that is north of Amphipolis, and a little
westward of the corner of the lake. On this point I differ from him, and
have placed it (with Dr. Amold) near the south-eastern end of the reach of
the Strymon, which flows round Amphipolis. But there is another circum.
stance, in which Colonel Leake’s narrative corrects a material error in Dr.
Arnold’s Dissertation. Colonel Leake particularly notices the high ridge
which connects the hill of Amphipolis with Mount Pangzeus to the eastward
(pp- 182, 183, 191-194), whereas Dr. Arnold represents them as separated
b¥ a deeP ravine (p. 451): upon which latter supposition the whole account
of Kleon’s march and survey appears to me unintelligible.
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the point where the wall touched the river south of the city,
was the bridge,! a communicgtion of great importance for the
whole country, which connekted the territory of Amphipolis
with that of Argilus. On the western or right bank of the
river, bordering it and forming an outer bend corresponding to
the bend of the rivery was situated Mount Kerdylium. In fact,
the course of the Strymon is here determined by these two
steep eminences, Kerdylium on the west and the hill of
Amphipolis on the east, between which it flows. At the time
when Brasidas first took the place, the bridge was totally
unconnected with the long city wall. But during the interven-
ing eighteen months, he had erected a palisade work (probably
an earthen bank topped with a palisade) connecting the two.
By means of this palisade, the bridge was thus at the time of
Kleon’s expedition comprehended within the fortifications of
the city; so that Brasidas, while keeping watch on Mount
Kerdylium, could pass over whencver he chose into the city,
without impediment.?

The epithet which Thucydidés gives to Amphipolis, ¢ conspicuous both
towards the sea and towards the land,” which occasions some perplexity to
the commentators, appears to me once of obvious propniety. Amphipolis
was indeed situated on a hill ; so were many other towns: but its peculi-
arity was, that on three sides it had no wall to interrupt the eye of the
spectator : one of those sides was towards the sea.

Kutzen and Cousinéry make the Long Wall to be a segment of a curve
highly bent, touching the river at both ends. But I agree with Weissen.
born that this is inadmissible; and that the words ‘‘long wall” imply
something near a straight direction.

1 2Awéxe: 8¢ > wéAiopa wAéov Tiis BiaPdoews: see a note a few pages ago
upon these words. This does not nccessarily imply that the bridge was at
any considerable distance from the extreme point where the Long Wall
touched the river to the south: but this latter point was a good way off
from the town properly so called—which occupied the higher slope of the
hill. We are not to supposc that the wkole space between the Long Wall
and the river was covered by buildings.

2 Thucyd. v. 10. Kal é utv (Brasidas) karé 7as émi 70 orabpwpua wiAas,
xal Tas wpdras Tov paxpod Telyovs Tére Tyros dEeAfiv E0er Spbup THy 3dv
TabTyy edleiav, fmwep viv, &c.

The explanation which I have here given to the word eradpwua is not
given by any one else: but it appcars to me the only one calculated to
impart clearness and consistency to the whole narrative.

S;hen Brasidas surprised Amphipolis first, the bridge was completely un-
connected with the Long Wall, and at a certain distance from it. But when
Thucydidés wrote his history, there were a pair of connecting walls between
the bridge and the fortifications of the city as they then stood—ot xafeiro
relxn &omwep viv (iv. 103): the whole fortifications of the city had been
altered during the intermediate period,

Now the question is—was the Long Wall of Amphipolis connected, or un-
connected, with the bridge, at the time of the conflict between Brasidas and
Kleon? Whoever reads the narrative of Thucydidés attentively will see, I
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In the march which Kleon now undertook, he went up to the
top of the ridge (which runs nearly in an easterly direction from
Amphipolis to Mount Pangzus) in order to survey the city and
its adjoining ground on the northern and north-eastern side,
which he had not yet seen ; that is, the side towards the lake,
and towards Thrace l—which was not visible from the lower
ground near Eion. The road which he was to take from Eion
lay at a small distance eastward of the city Long Wall, and from
the palisade which connccted that wall with the bridge. But
he had no expectation of being attacked in his march—the

think, that they must have been connected, though Thucydidés does not in
express terms specify the fact. For if the bridge had Leen detached from the
wall, as it was when Brasidas surprised the place first—the hill of Kerdy-
lium on the oppusite side of the river would have been an unsafe position for
him to occupy. He might have been cut off from Amphipolis by an enemy
attacking the bridge. “But we shall find him remaining quietly on the hill
of Kerdylium with the perfect security of entering Amphipolis at any
moment that he chose. If it be urged, that the bridge, though unconnected
with the Long Wall, might still be under a strong separate guard, I reply,
that on that supposition an enemy from Eion would naturally attack the
bridge first. To have to defend a bridge completely detached from the city,
simply by means of a large constant guard, would materially aggravate the
difficulties of Brasidas. If it had been possible to attack the bridge
separately from the city, something must have been said about it in describ-
ing the operations of Kleon, who is represented as finding nothing to meddle
with except the fortifications of the town.

Assuming then that there was such a line of connexion between the bridge
and the Long Wall, added by Brasidas since his first capture of the place—
I know no meaning so natural to give to the word oradpwpa. No other
distinct meaning is proposed by any one. There was of course a gate (or
more than one) in the Long Wall, leading into the space enclosed by the

lisade ; through this gate Brasidas would enter the town when he crossed
rom Kerdylium. This gate is called by Thucydidés ai éxl 7d oradpaua
w0Aat. There must have been also a gate (or more than one) in the palisade
itself, leading into the space without : so that passengers or cattle traversing
the bridge from the westward and going to Myrkinus (. g.) would not
Zec&;gril y be obliged to turn out of their way and into the town of

mphipolis.

On the plan at the end of this volume, the line running nearly from north
to south represents the Long Wall of Agnon, touching the river at both
ends, and bounding as well as fortifying the town of Amphipolis on its
eastern side.

The shorter line, which cuts off the southern extremity of this Long Wall,
and joins the river immediately below the bridge, represents the oratpwua
or palisade : probably it was an earthen mound and ditch, with a strong
palisade at the top.

By means of this palisade, the bridge was included in the fortifications of
Amphipolis, and Brasidas could pass over from Mount Kerdylium into the
c:t{ whenever he pleased.

Thucyd. v. 7—compare Colonel Leake, Z ¢. p. 182—alrdsTddedro 15
Auv@des Tod Zrpuudvos, xal Thy 0éaw Tijs méhews &xl Tii Opdrp, bs Exor.
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rather as Brasidas with the larger portion of his force was visible
on Mount Kerdylium. Morgover the gates of Amphipolis were
all shut—not a man was on %he wall—nor were any symptoms
of movement to be detected. As there was no evidence before
him of intention to attack, he took no precautions, and marched
in careless and disorderly array.! Having rcached the top of
the ridge, and posted his army on the strong eminence fronting
the highest portion of the Long Wall, he surveyed at leisure
the lake before him, and the side of the city which lay towards
Thrace—or towards Myrkinus, Drabéskus, &c.—thus viewing
all the descending portion of the Long Wall northward towards
the Strymon. The perfect quiescence of the city imposed upon
and even astonished him. It seemed altogether undefended,
and he almost fancied, that if he had brought battering engines,
he could have taken it forthwith.2 Impressed with the belief
that there was no enemy prepared to fight, he took his time to
survey the ground ; while his soldiers became more and more
relaxed and carcless in their trim—some even advancing close
up to the walls and gates.

1 Thucyd. v. 7. Kard 8éav 5¢ paAdov ¥pn dvaBafvewy Tob xwplov, xal Thy
pelw wapacrevhy wepiépewey, obx bs T dopaled, hv bvaykd(nrar, Tepioxfhowy,
AN’ bs kbkAg mepiaTas Bla aiphowy Thy wdAw.

The words odx &s 7§ &opalei, &c., do not refer to pel(w mapackevhy, as
the Scholiast (with whom Dr. Armold agrees) considers them, but to the
general purpose and dispositions of Kleon. * He marched up, not like one
who will have more than sufficient means of safety, in case of being put on
his d’e’fence ; but like one who is going to surround the city and take it at
once.

Nor do these last words represent any real design conceived in the mind
of Kleon (for Amphipolis from its locality coteld not be really surrounded),
but are merely given as illustrating the careless confidence of his march
from Eion up to the ridge : in the same manner as Herodotus describes the
forward rush of the Persians before the battle of Plataa, to overtake the
Greeks whom they supposed to be running away—Kal obros utv Bofi Te xal
Suihg drhicay, &s dvapracduevos Tobs*EAAyas (ix. 59): compare viii. 28,

2 Thucyd. v. 7. &ore kal unxavas dri od xariAbey Exwv, Guaprely ke
A€y yap by Thy wéAw Bie Td &pijpov.

I apprehend that the verb xarfjAGev refers to the coming of the armament
to Eion, analogous to what is said v. 2, rarérAevaey ¢s rdv Topwralowy
Mpéva: compare i. §1, iii. 4, & The march from Eion up to the ric:]gle
could not well be expressed by the word karfiA@er: but the arrival of the
expedition at the Strymon, the place of its destination, might be so described.
Battering-engines would be brought from nowhere else but from Athens.

Dr. Arnold interprets the word xarfjiAdey to mean that Kleon had first
marched up to a higher point, and then descended from this point upon
Amphipolis. But I contest the correctness of this assumption, as a matter
of topography. It does not appear to me that Kleon ever reached any
point hlﬁher than the summit of the hill and wall of Amphipolis. Besides,
even if he had reached a higher point of the mountain, he could not well
talk of * bringing down battering-machines from that point.”
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But this state of affairs was soon materially changed.
Brasidas, knowing that the Athenian hoplites would not long
endure the tedium of absolute -inaction, calculated that by
affecting extreme backwardness and apparent fear, he should
seduce Kleon into some incautious movement, of which
advantage might he taken. His station on Mount Kerdylium
enabled him to watch the march of the Athenian army from
Eion, and when he saw them pass up along the road outside
of the Long Wall of Amphipolis,! he immediately crossed the
river with his forces and entered the town. But it was not his
intention to march out and offer them open battle. For his
army, though equal in number to theirs, was extremely inferior
in arms and equipment ;2 in which points the Athenian force
now present was so admirably provided, that his own men
would not think themselves a match for it, if the two armies
faced each other in open field. He relied altogether on the
effect of sudden sally and welltimed surprise, when the Athe-
nians should have been thrown into a feeling of contemptuous
security by an exaggerated show of impotence in their enemy.

Having offered the battle sacrifice at the temple of Athéné,
Brasidas called his men together to address to them the usual
encouragements prior to an engagement. After appealing to
the Dorian pride of his Peloponnesians, accustomed to triumph
over Ionians, he explained to them his design of relying
upon a bold and sudden movement with comparatively small
numbers, against the Athenian army when not prepared for it3
—when their courage was not wound up to battle pitch—and

1 Thucyd. v. 6. BpaciSas S¢—a&vrexdonro xal abrds éxl 7§ KepSuAly: o
3¢ b xwpiov TobTo TaY 'ApyiMwy, wépay Tob morauod, ob woAd améxor Tis
'Augpirdrews, xal xaTepalvero rdvra adTé0ey, Gore odr &y EAalber
abrdlev Spudpevos 6 KAéwy v orpard, &c.

2 Thucyd. v. 8.

8 Thucyd. v. 9. Tobs yap dvavriovs elxd(w xarappovhice: Te Hudy xal odr
b éwloavras &s by dretéAbor Tis abrois & udymy, &vaBival Te wpds Td
xwplov, kal viv &rdkrws kard Oéav Terpapuévovs SArywpeiv . . . . “Ews ody
I drapdorevot Oapooiiai, xal Tob Swamiévar wAdov ) Tob uévovros, &
Gv duol ¢alvovra, Ty Sidvoiay ¥xovew, & 1§ dveindvy abTdv Tis
yvdpuns, kal wplv vvrax0ivar udAAov THv Sbkavy, éyd uéy, &c.

The words b dveipévoy 7iis yvdpuns are full of significance in re(gard to
ancient military affairs. The Grecian hoplites, even the best of them,
required to be peculiarly wwound up for a battle: hence the necessity of the
harangue from the general which always preceded. Compare Xenophon’s
eulogy of the manceuvres of Epaminondas before the battle of Mantineia,
whereby he made the enemy fancy that he was not going to fight, and took
down the preparation in the minds of their soldiers for battle—¥Avoe uiv
Tdv wAeloTwy moheplwv Thy &v Tals Yuxais wpds pdxny wapackevhy, &c.
(Xenoph. Hellen. vii. 5, 22.)
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when, after carelessly mounting the hill to survey the ground,
they were thinking only of quietly returning to quarters. He
himself at the proper moment would rush out from one gate,
and be foremost in conflict with the enemy. Klearidas, with
that bravery which became him as a Spartan, would follow the
example by sallying out from another gate; and the enemy,
taken thus unawares, would probably make little resistance.
For the Amphipolitans, this day and their own behaviour
would determine whether they were to be allies of Lacedzmon,
or slaves of Athens—pcrhaps sold into captivity, or even put to
death, as a punishment for their recent revolt.

These preparations, however, could not be completed in
secrecy. Drasidas and his army were perfectly visible while
descending the hill of Kerdylium, crossing the bridge and
entering Amphipolis, to the Athenian scouts without. More-
over, so conspicuous was the interior of the city to spectators
without, that the temple of Athéné, and Brasidas with its
ministers around him performing the ceremony of sacrifice, was
distinctly recognised. The fact was made known to Kleon as
he stood on the high ridge taking his survey, while at the same
time those who had gone near to the gates reported that the
feet of many horses and men were beginning to be seen under
them, as if preparing for a sally.! He himself went close to
the gate, and satisfied himself of this circumstance: we must
recollect that there was no defender on the walls, nor any
danger from missiles. Anxious to avoid coming to any real
engagement before his reinforcements should arrive, he at once
gave orders for retreat, which he thought might be accomplished
before the attack from within could be fully organised. For
he imagined that a considerable number of troops would be
marched out, and ranged in battle order, before the attack was
actually begun,—not dreaming that the sally would be instanta-
neous, made with a mere handful of men. Orders having
been proclaimed to wheel to the left, and retreat in column on
the left flank towards Eion—Kleon, who was himself on the
top of the hill with the right wing, waited only to see his left

1 Thucyd. v. 10. T§ 3¢ KAéww, ¢avepod yevouévov abrob &wd Tod
Kepdulov karaBdyros kal &v 7§ wére: émpavel ooy Etwbev wepl Tob lepoii
Tiis *Afnvas Buopévov xal rabra mpdocovros, &yyéAAerar (wpobkexwphxe ydp
rére xard Thy 0av) Y71 § Te oTparid &waca pavepd Twv moheulwy &v Tj
wénel, &c.

Kileon did not himself see Brasidas sacrificing, or see the enemy’s army
within the city: others on the lower ground were better situated, for
seeing what was going on in Amphipolis, than he was while on the high
ridee. Others saw it, and gave intimation to him,
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and centre actually in march on the road to Eion, and then
directed his right also to wheel to the left and follow them.
The whole Athenian army wer: thus in full retreat, marching
in a direction nearly parallel to the Long Wall of Amphipolis,
with their right or unshielded side exposed to the enemy—
when Brasidas, looking over the southernmost gates of the
Long Wall with his small detachment ready marshalled near
him, burst out into contemptuous exclamations on the disorder
of their array.! “These men will not stand us: I see it by the
quivering of their spears and of thcir heads. Men who reel
about in that way never stand an assailing enemy. Open the
gates for me instantly, and let us sally out with confidence.”
With that, both the gate of the Long Wall ncarest to
the palisade, and the adjoining gate of the palisade itself,
were suddenly thrown open, and Brasidas with his 150
chosen soldiers issued out through them to attack the
retreating Athenians. Running rapidly down the straight
road which joined laterally the road towards Eion along
which the Athenians were marching, he charged their central
division on the right flank.? Their left wing had already

! Thucyd. v. 10. Ol &vdpes Hpas ob pévovar (q. pevodar?) SiiAo: 3¢ Tav
Te Sopdrwy Tf kwhoe xkal Ty xepaAdv ols ydp &v Tobro Ylynras, odx
eldlag: pévew Tobs émibvras.

This is a remarkable illustration of the regular movement of heads and
spear-, which characterised a well-ordered body of Grecian hoplites.

% Thucyd. v. 10. Kald uiv katd 7ds éxl vd oralpwpa xdAas, kal Tds Tpéras
700 paxpov Telxovs Tére Svros dfeAOiw ¥0et Bpdup THy 83dy TabTyy edleiav,
fixep viv xatd Td Kaprepdrarov Tob xwplov idvri T Tpowaiow Exryre.

Brasidas and his men sallied forth by two different gates at the same
time. One was the first gate in the Long Wall—that is, the gate marked
No. 3 in the plan at the end of this volume, which would be the first gate
in order, to a person coming from the southward. The other was, the gate
%on the palisade (al éml Td oradpwpa wiAa)—that is, the gate in the Long

all which ogened Jrom the town upon the palisade: as marked No. 4 in
the plan. The persons who sallied out by this gate would get out to
attack the enemy by the gate in the palisade itself, marked No. 5.

The gate No. 4 would be that by which Brasidas himself with his army
entered Amphipolis from Mount Kerdylium. It probably stood open at
this moment when he directed the sally forth : that which had to be opened
at the moment was, the gate in the palisade, together with the gate (3) first
in the Long Wall.

The last words cited from Thucydidés—pnep viv xard 7d xaprepdraroy
70b xwplov 1dvre 75 Tpomaiov Errnke—are not intelligible without better
knowledge of the topography than we possess. What Thucydidés means
by ‘“the strongest point in the place” we cannot tell. We only under-
stand that the trophy was erected in the road by which a person went up to
that point. We must recollect that the expressions of Thucydidés here refer
to the il;)und as it stood sometime afterwards—not as it stood in the time
of the battle between Kleon and Brasidas.

cC2
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got beyond him on the road towards Eion. Taken completely
unprepared, conscious of their own disorderly array, and
astounded at the boldness of their enemy—the Athenians of
the centre were seized with panic, made not the least resist-
ance, and presently fled. Even the Athenian left, though not
attacked at all, instead of halting to lend assistance, shared the
panic and fled in disorder. Having thus disorganised this part
of the army, Brasidas passed along the line to press his attack
on the Athenian right: but in this movement he was mortally
wounded and carried off the field unobserved by his enemies.
Meanwhile Klearidas, sallying forth from the Thracian gate,
had attacked the Athenian right on the ridge opposite to him,
immediately after it began its retreat. But the soldiers on the
Athenian right had probably seen the previous movement of
Brasidas against the other division, and though astonished
at the sudden danger, had thus a moment’s warning, before
they were themselves assailed, to halt and form on the hill.
Klearidas here found a considerable resistance, in spite of the
desertion of Kleon; who, more astounded than any man in his
army by a catastrophe so unlooked for, lost his presence of
mind and fled at once; but was overtaken by a Thracian
peltast from Myrkinus, and slain. His soldiers on the right
wing, however, repelled two or three attacks in front from
Klearidas, and maintained their ground, until at length the
Chalkidian cavalry and the peltasts from Myrkinus, having
come forth out of the gates, assailed them with missiles in
flank and rear so as to throw them into disorder. The whole
Athenian army was thus put to flight; the left hurrying to
Eion, the men of the right dispersing and seeking safety among
the hilly grounds of Pangeus in their rear. Their sufferings
and loss in the retreat, from the hands of the pursuing peltasts
and cavalry, were most severe. When they at last again
mustered at Eion, not only the commander Kleon, but 6o0o
Athenian hoplites, half of the force sent out, were found
missing,!

So admirably had the attack been concerted, and so entire
was its success, that only seven men perished on the side of
the victors. But of those seven, one was the gallant Brasidas

1 It is almost painful to read the account given by Diodorus (xii. 73, 74)
of the battle of Amphipolis, when one’s mind is full of the distinct and
admirable narrative of Thucydidés—only defective by being too brief. It
is difficult to believe that Diodorus is describing the same event ; so totally
different are all the circumstances, except that the Laccdemonians at last
gain the victory. To say, with Wesseling in his note—*‘ Hzc non
usquequague conveniunt Thucydideis” is prodigiously below the truth.
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himself, who being carried into Amphipolis, lived just long
enough to learn the complete victory of his troops and then
expired. Great and bitter was the sorrow which his death
occasioned_throughout Thrace, especially among the Amphi-
politans. He received, by special decree, the distinguished
honour of interment within their city—the universal habit being
to inter even the most eminent deceased persons in a suburb
without the walls. All the allies attended his funeral, in
arms, and with military honours. His tomb was encircled by
a railing, and the space immediately fronting it was consecrated
as the great agora of the city, which was remodelled accordingly.
He was also proclaimed (Ekist or Founder of Amphipolis,
and as such, received heroic worship with annual games and
sacrifices to his honour! The Athenian Agnon, the real
founder and originally recognised (Ekist of the city, was
stripped of all his commemorative honours and expunged from
the remembrance of the people; the buildings, which served
as visible memento of his name, being destroyed. Full of
hatred as the Amphipolitans now were towards Athens—and
not merely of hatred, but of fear, since the loss which they
had just sustained of their saviour and protector—they felt
repugnance to the idea of rendering further worship to an
Athenian (Ekist. It was inconvenient to keep up such a
religious link with Athens, now that they were forced to
look anxiously to Lacedemon for assistance. Klearidas, as
governor of Amphipolis, superintended those numerous alter-
ations in the city which this 1mportant change required, together
with the erection of the trophy, just at the spot where Brasidas
had first charged the Athenians; while the remaining armament
of Athens, having obtained the usual truce and buried their
dead, returned home without further operations.

There are few battles recorded in history wherein the dispa:ity
and contrast of the two generals opposed has been so manifest—
consummate skill and courage on the one side against ignorance
and panic on the other. On the singularability and courage of
Brasidas there can be but one verdict of unqualified admiration.

! Thucyd. v. 11. Aristotle (a native of Stageirus near to Amphipolis)
cites the sacrifices rendered to Brasidas as an instance of institutions
established by special and local enactment (Ethic. Nikomach. v. 7).

In reference to the aversion now entertained by the Amphipolitans to the
continued worship of Agnon as their CEkist, compare the discourse addressed
l? the Platzeans to the Lacedaemonians, lea.dmg for mercy. The Thebans,

they became possessors of the Plateid, would not contmue the sacrifices
to the gods who had granted victory at the great battle of Platea—nor
funereal mementoes to the slain (Thucyd. iii. 58).



44 History of Greece

But the criticism passed by Thucydidés on Kleon, here as else-
where, cannot be adopted without reserves. He tells us that
Kleon undertook his march, from Eion up to the hill in front
of Amphipolis, in the same rash and confident spirit with which
he had embarked on the enterprise against Pylus—in the blind
confidence that no one would resist him.! Now I have already,
in a former chapter,'shown grounds for concluding that the
anticipations of Kleon respecting the capture of Sphakteria,
far from being marked by any spirit of unmeasured presumption,
were sober and judicious—realised to the letter without any
unlooked-for aid from fortune. The remarks, here made by
Thucydidés on that affair, are not more reasonable than the
judgement on it in his former chapter ; for it is not true (as he
here implies) that Kleon expected no resistance in Sphakteria—
he calculated on resistance, but knew that he had force sufficient
to overcome it. His fault even at Amphipolis, great as that
fault was, did not consist in rashness and presumption. This
charge at least is rebutted by the circumstance, that he himself
wished to make no aggressive movement until his reinforce-
ments should arrive—and that he was only constrained, against
his own will, to abandon his intended temporary inactivity
during that interval, by the angry murmurs of his soldiers, who
reproached him with ignorance and backwardness—the latter
quality being the reverse of that with which he is branded by
Thucydidés.

When Kleon was thus driven to do something, his march up
to the top of the hill, for the purpose of reconnoitring the
ground, was not in itself illjudged. It might have been
accomplished in perfect safety, if he had kept his army in
orderly array, prepared for contingencies. But he suffered
himself to be out-generalled and over-reached by that simulated
consciousness of impotence and unwillingness to fight, which
Brasidas took care to present to him. Among all military
stratagems, this has perhaps been the most frequently practised
with success against inexperienced generals; who are thrown
off their guard and induced to neglect precaution, not because
they are naturally more rash or presumptuous than ordinary men,
but because nothing except either a high order of intcllect, or
special practice and training, will enable a man to keep steadily
present to his mind liabilities even real and serious, when there

1 Thucyd. v. 7. Kal éxphoaro 7§ Tpbxy $mep xal &s Thv MdAov ebruxhoas
inlorevaé Ti ppoveiv- ds udyny ptv ydp obde fAmiaéy of exeliévas obSéva, Kard
8éay B¢ pdrrov ¥pn &vaBalvew Tov xwplov, k@l Thv pel{w wapagkeviy
nepiéuevey, &c. )
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is no discernible evidence to suggest their approach—much
more when there 7s positive evidence, artfully laid out by a
superior enemy, to create belief in their absence. A fault
substantially the same had been committed by Thucydidés
himself and his colleague Euklés a year and a half before, when
they suffered Brasidas to surprise the Strymonian bridge and
Amphipolis ; not even taking common precautions, nor thinking
it necessary to keep the fleet at Eion. They were not men
peculiarly rash and presumptuous, but ignorant and unpractised,
in a military sense ; incapable of keeping before them dangerous
contingencies which they perfectly knew, simply because there
was no present evidence of approaching explosion.

This military incompetence, which made Kleon fall into the
trap laid for him by Brasidas, also made him take wrong measures
against the danger, when he unexpectedly discovered at last
that the enemy within were preparing to attack him. His fatal
error consisted in giving instant order for retreat, under the vain
hope that he could get away before the enemy’s attack could
be brought to bear.! An abler officer, before he commenced
the retreating march so close to the hostile walls, would have
taken care to marshal his men in proper array, to warn and
address them with the usual harangue, and to wind up their
courage to the fighting-point. Up to that moment they had no
idea of being called upon to fight; and the courage of Grecian
hoplites—taken thus unawares while hurrying to get away in
disorder visible both to themselves and their enemies, with-
out any of the usual preliminaries of battle—was but too apt
to prove deficient. To turn the right or unshielded flank to
the enemy, was unavoidable, from the direction of the retreat-
ing movement ; nor is it reasonable to blame Kleon for this,
as some historians have done—or for causing his right wing to
move too soon in following the lead of the left, as Dr. Arnold
seems to think. The grand fault seems to have consisted in
not waiting to marshal his men and prepare them for standing
fight during their retreat. Let us add however—and the remark,
if it serves to explain Kleon'’s idea of being able to get away
before he was actually assailed, counts as a double compliment
to the judgement as well as boldness of Brasidas—that no other
Lacedzmonian general of that day (perhaps not even Demo-
sthenés, the most enterprising general of Athens) would have
ventured upon an attack with so very small a band, relying
altogether upon the panic produced by his sudden movement.

But the absence of military knowledge and precaution is not

1 Thucyd. v. 10. Oldpevos pbficesfa: &xerddy, &c.
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the worst of Kleon’s faults on this occasion. His want of
courage at the moment of conflict is yet more lamentable, and
divests his end of that personal sympathy which would otherwise
have accompanied it. A commander who has been out-gener-
alled is under a double force of obligation to exert and expose
himself to the uttermost, in order to retrieve the consequences
of his own mistakes. He will thus at least preserve his own
personal honour, whatever censure he may deserve on the score
of deficient knowledge and judgement.!

What is said about the disgraceful flight of Kleon himself
must be applied, with hardly less severity of criticism, to the
Athenian hoplites under him. They bebaved in a manner
altogether unworthy of the reputation of their city ; especially
the left wing, which seems to have broken and run away without
waiting to be attacked. And when we read in Thucydidés,
that the men who thus disgraced themselves were among the
best and the best-armed hoplites in Athens—that they came
out unwillingly under Kleon—that they began their scornful mur-
murs against him before he had committed any error, despising
him for backwardness when he was yet not strong enough to
attempt anything serious, and was only manifesting a reasonable
prudence in awaiting the arrival of expected reinforcements—
when we read this, we shall be led to compare the expedition
against Amphipolis with former artifices respecting the attack of
Sphakteria, and to discern other causes for its failure besides
the military incompetence of the commander. These hoplites
brought out with them from Athens the feelings prevalent
among the political adversaries of Kleon. The expedition was
proposed and carried by him, contrary to the wishes of these
adversaries. They could not prevent it, but their opposition
enfeebled it from the beginning, kept within too narrow limits
the force assigned, and was one main reason which frustrated
its success.

Had Periklés been alive, Amphipolis might perhaps still have
been lost, since its capture was the fault of the officers employed
to defend it. But if lost, it would probably have been attacked
and recovered with the same energy as the revolted Samos had
been ; with the full force, and the best generals, that Athens
could furnish. With such an armament under good officers,
there was nothing at all impracticable in the reconquest of the
place ; especially as at that time it had no defence on three

1 Contrast the brave death of the Lacedemonian tie:neral Anaxibius, when
he found himself out-generalled and surprised by the Athenian Iphikratés
(Xenophon, Hellen. iv. 8, 38).
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sides except the Strymon, and might thus be approached by
Athenian ships on that navigable river. The armament of
Kleon,! even if his reinforcements had arrived, was hardly
sufficient for the purpose. But Periklés would have been able
to concentrate upon it the whole strength of the city, without
being paralysed by the contentions of political party. He
would have seen as clearly as Kleon, that the place could
only be recovered by force, and that its recovery was the
most important object to which Athens could devote her
energies.

It was thus that the Athenians, partly from political intrigue,
partly from the incompetence of Kleon, underwent a disastrous
defeat instead of carrying Amphipolis. But the death of
Brasidas converted their defeat into a substantial victory.
There remained no Spartan, like or second to that eminent
man, either as a soldier or a conciliating politician ; none who
could replace him in the confidence and affection of the allies
of Athens in Thrace ; none who could prosecute those enter-
prising plans against Athens on her unshielded side, which he
had first shown to be practicable. With him the fears of
Athens, and the hopes of Sparta, in respect to the future, alike
disappeared. The Athenian generals Phormio and Demo-
sthenés had both of them acquired among the Akarnanians an
influence personal to themselves, apart from their post and
from their country. But the career of Brasidas exhibited an
extent of personal ascendency and admiration, obtained as well
as deserved, such as had never before been paralleled by any
military chieftain in Greece: and Plato might well select him
as the most suitable historical counterpart to the heroic
Achilles.2 All the achievements of Brasidas were his own
individually, with nothing more than bare encouragement,
sometimes even without encouragement, from his country.
And when we recollect the strict and narrow routine in which
as a Spartan he had been educated, so fatal to the development

1 Amphipolis was actually thus attacked by the Athenians, though without
success, eight years afterwards, by ships, on the Strymon—Thucyd. vii. 9.
Eberfwy arparnyds "Abnvafwy, perd Tepdikrxov orpareicas éx’ *Auplworww
©pafl woAdois, Thv utv méAw obx elAev, & B¢ 7dv Zrpupbva wepixoplaas
Tpifipers &k Tob worapod éworbpres, Spuduevos & ‘Tuepalov. (In the eighteenth
year of the war.) But the fortifications of the place seem to have been
materially altered during the interval. Instead of one long wall, with three
sides open to the river, it seems to have acquired a curved wall, only open to
the river on a comparatively narrow space near to the lake; while this
curved wall joined the bridge southerly by means of a parallel pair of long
walls with road between.

% Plato, Symposion, c. 36, p. 22I. .



48 History of Greece

of everything like original thought or impulse, and so com-
pletely estranged from all experience of party or political
discussion—we are amazed at his resource and flexibility of
character, his power of adapting himself to new circumstances
and new persons, and his felicitous dexterity in making himself
the rallying-point of opposite political parties in each of the
various cities which he acquired. The combination “of every
sort of practical excellence ”—valour, intelligence, probity, and
gentleness of dealing—which his character presented, was never
forgotten among the subject-allies of Athens; and procured for
other Spartan officers in subsequent years favourable pre-
sumptions, which their conduct was seldom found to realise.!
At the time when Brasidas perished, in the flower of his age,
he was unquestionably the first man in Greece. And though
it is not given to us to predict what he would have become had
he lived, we may be sure that the future course of the war would
have been sensibly modified ; perhaps even to the advantage of
Athens, since she might have had sufficient occupation at home
to keep her from undertaking her disastrous enterprise in Sicily.

Thucydidés seems to take pleasure in setting forth the gallant
exploits of Brasidas, from the first at Meth6né to the last at
Amphipolis—not less than the dark side of Kleon; both,
though in different senses, the causes of his banishment. He
never mentions the latter except in connexion with some pro-
ceeding represented as unwise or discreditable. The barbarities
which the offended majesty of empire thought itself entitled to
practise in ancient times against depens ncies revolted and re-
conquered, reached their maximum leothe propositions against
Mityléné and Ski6né : both of them :rre ascribed to Kleon by
name as their author. But when we tome to the slaughter of
the Melians—equally barbarous, and worse in respect to grounds
of excuse, inasmuch as the Melians had never been subjects of
Athens—we find Thucydidés mentioning the deed without
naming the proposer.?

Respecting the foreign policy of Kleon, the facts already
narrated will enable the reader to form an idea of it as compared
with that of his opponents. I have shown grounds for believing
that Thucydidés has forgotten his usual impartiality in criticising
this personal enemy ; that in 3¢7ard to Sphakteria, Kleon was
really one main and indispe$” ‘e cause of procuring for his
country the greatest advantage hich she obtained through-
out the whole war; and that in regard to his judgement, as

1 Thucyd. iv. 81. 36fas elvai kard xdvra &yabds, &c.
2 Thucyd. v. 116. '
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advocating the prosecution of war, three different times must
be distinguished—1. After the first blockade of the hoplites in
Sphakteria—z. After the capture of the island—3. After the
expiration of the One-year truce. On the earliest of those
three occasions, he was wrong, for he seems to have shut the
door on all possibilities of negotiation, by his manner of dealing
with the Lacedeemonian envoys. On the second occasion, he
had fair and plausible grounds to offer on bchalf of his opinion,
though it turned out unfortunate: moreover, at that time, all
Athens was warlike, and Kleon is not to be treated as the
peculiar adviscr of that policy. On the third and last occasion,
after the expiration of the truce, the political counsel of Kleon
was right, judicious, and truly Perikléan—much surpassing in
wisdom that of his opponents. We shall sce in the coming
chapters how those opponents managed the affairs of the state
after his death—how Nikias threw away the interests of Athens
in the enforcement of the conditions of peace—how Nikias and
Alkibiadés together shipwrecked the power of their country on
the shores of Syracuse. And when we judge the demagogue
Kleon in this comparison, we shall find ground for remarking
that Thucydidés is reserved and even indulgent towards the
errors and vices of other statesmen—harsh only towards those
of his accuser.

As to the internal policy of Kleon, and his conduct as a
politician in Athenian constitutional life, we have but little
trustworthy evidence. There exists indeed a portrait of him
drawn in colours broad and glaring—most impressive to the
1magmatlon, and hardly effaceable from the memory; the
portrait in the “ Knights ” of Aristophanés. It is through this
representation that Kleon has been transmitted to posterity,
crucified by a poet who admits himself to have a personal
grudge against him, just as he has been commemorated in the
prose of an historian whose banishment he had proposed. Of
all the productions of Aristophanés, so replete with comic
genius throughout, the * Knights” is the most consummate
and iiresistible—the most distinct in its character, sym metry,
and purpose. Looked at with a view to the object of its
author, both in reference to the audience and to Kleon, it
deserves the greatest possible admiration, and we are not
surprised to learn that it obtained the first prize. It dis-
plays the maximum of that which wit combined with malice
can achieve, in covering an enemy with ridicule, contempt,
and odium. Dean Swift could have desired nothing worse,
even for Ditton and Whiston, The 0ld man Demos of Pnyx,
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introduced on the stage as personifying the Athenian people—
Kleon, brought on as his newly-bought Paphlagonian slave,
who by coaxing, lying, impudent and false denunciation of
others, has gained his master’s ear, and heaps ill-usage upon
every one else, while he enriches himself—the Knights or
chief members of what we may call the Athenian aristocracy,
forming the Chorus df the piece as Kleon’s pronounced enemies
—the Sausage-seller from the market-place, who instigated by
Nikias and Demosthenés along with these Knights, overdoes
Kleonin all his own lowarts, and supplants him in the favour of
Demos—all this, exhibited with inimitable vivacity of expression,
forms the masterpiece and glory of libellous comedy. The
effect produced upon the Athenian audience when this piece
was represented at the Lenzan festival (January B.c. 424, about
six months after the capture of Sphakteria), with Kleon himself
and most of the real Knights present, must have been intense
beyond what we can now easily imagine. That Kleon could
maintain himself after this humiliating exposure, is no small
proof of his mental vigour and ability. It does not seem to
have impaired his influence—at least not permanently. For
not only do we see him the most effective opponent of peace
during the next two years, but there is ground for believing that
the poet himself found it convenient to soften his tone towards
this powerful enemy.

So ready are most writers to find Kleon guilty, that they are
satisfied with Aristophanés as a witness against him ; though
'no other public man, of any age or nation, has ever been con-
demned upon such evidence. No man thinks of judging Sir
Robert Walpole, or Mr. Fox, or Mirabeau, from the numerous
lampoons put in circulation against them. No man will take
measure of a political Englishman from “ Punch,” or of a French-
man from the * Charivari.” The unrivalled comic merit of the
“Knights” of Aristophanés is only one reason the more for
distrusting the resemblance of its picture to the real Kleon.
We have means too of testing the candour and accuracy of
Aristophanés by his delineation of Sokratés, whom he introduced
in the comedy of “Clouds” in the year after that of the
“Knights.” As a comedy, the “Clouds” stands second only
to the “Knights”: as a picture of Sokratés, it is little better
than pure fancy: it is not even a caricature, but a totally
different person. We may indeed perceive single features of
resemblance ; the bare feet, and the argumentative subtlety,
belong to both : but the entire portrait is such, that if it bore
a different name, no one would think of comparing it with
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Sokratés, whom we know well from other sources. With such
an analogy before us, not to mention what we know generally
of the portraits of Periklés by these authors, we are not
warranted in treating the portrait of Kleon as a likeness, except
on points where there is corroborative evidence. And we may
add, that some of the hits against him, where we can acci-
dentally test their pertinence, are decidedly not founded in fact
—as for example where the poet accuses Kleon of having
deliberately and cunningly robbed Demosthenés of his laurels
in the enterprise against Sphakteria.l

In the prose of Thucydidés, we find Kleon described as a
dishonest politician—a wrongful accuser of others—the most
violent of all the citizens.2 Throughout the verse of Aristo-
phanés, these same charges are set forth with his characteristic
emphasis, but others are also superadded—XKleon practises the
basest artifices and deceptions to gain favour with the people,
steals the public money, receives bribes and extorts com-
positions from private persons by wholesale, and thus enriches
himself under pretence of zeal for the public treasury. In the
comedy of the “ Acharnians,” represented one year earlier than
the “Knights,” the poet alludes with great delight to a sum of
five talents, which Kleon had been compelled *to disgorge” :
a present tendered to him by the insular subjects of Athens
(if we may believe Theopompus) for the purpose of procuring
a remission of their tribute, and which the Knights, whose
evasions of military service he had exposed, compelled him to
relinquish.8

But when we put together the different heads of indictment
accumulated by Aristophanés, it will be found that they
are not easily reconcileable one with the other. For an
Athenian, whose temper led him to violent crimination of
others, at the inevitable price of multiplying and exasperating
personal enemies, would find it peculiarly dangerous, if not
impossible, to carry on peculation for his own account. If, on
the other hand, he took the latter turn, he would be inclined

L1 Aristoghan. Equit. 55, 391, 740, &c. In one passage of the play, Kleon
is reproached with pretending to be engaged at Argos in measures for
winning the alliance of that city, but in reality, under cover of this pro-
ceeding, carrying on clandestine negotiations with the Lacedzmonians
(464). In two other passages, he is denounced as being the person who
obstructs the conclusion of peace with the Lacedzmonians (790, 1390).

® Thucyd. v. 17; iii. 45. xarapavéorepos uiv elvar kaxovpydv,
&migrérepos SiaBdAAwv—Biaibraros TOY wOAITEW.

3 Aristophan. Acham. 8, with the Scholiast, who quotes from Theopom-
pus. Theopompus, Fragment. 99, 100, 101, ed. Didot.
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to purchase connivance from others even by winking at real
guilt on their part, far from making himself conspicuous
as a calumniator of innocence. We must therefore discuss
the side of the indictment which is indicated in Thucydidés;
not Kleon as truckling to the people and cheating for his own
pecuniary profit (which is certainly not the character implied
in his spcech abolt the Mitylenzans as given to us by the
historian!), but Kleon as a man of violent temper and fierce
political antipathies—a bitter speaker—and sometimes dishonest
in his calumnies against adversaries. These are the qualities
which, in all countries of free debate, go to form what is called
a great opposition speaker. It was thus that the elder Cato—
“the universal biter, whom Persephoné was afraid even to
admit into Hades after his death ”—was characterised at Rome,
even by the admission of his admirers to some extent,and in a
still stronger manner by those who were unfriendly to him, as
Thucydidés was to Kleon.2 In Cato such a temper was not

1 The public speaking of Kleon was characterised by Aristotle and Theo-
pompus (see Schol. ad Lucian. Timon, c. 30), not as wheedling, but as full
of arrogance: in this latter point too like that of the elder Cato at Rome
(Plutarch, Cato, c. 14). The derisory tone of Cato in his public speaking,
too, is said to have been impertinent and disgusting (Plutarch, Reipub.
Gerend. Prxcept., p. 803, c. 7).

2 An epigram which Plutarch (Cato, c. 1) gives us, from a poet con-
temporary of Cato the Censor, describes him—

vppév, wav8ardérnv, yAavkduparov, ovst Gavévra

1épriov eis 'Aldyw Ilepoepdrn Séxerar.

Livy says, in an eloquent encomium on Cato (xxxix. 40)—*‘Simultates
nimio plures et exercuerunt eum, et ipse exercuit eas: nec facile dixeris
utrum magis presserit eum nobilitas, an ille agitaverit nobilitatem. Asperi
proculdubio animi, et lingua: acerbee et immodice liberz fuit : sed invicti a
cupiditatibus animi et rigidee innocentiz: contemptor gratiz, divitiarum. . . .
Huncsicutomni vit4, tum censuram petentem premebat nobilitas ; coierantque
candidati omnes ad dejiciendum honore eum ; non solum ut ipsi potius adi-
piscerentur, nec quia indignabantur novum hominem censorem videre ; sed
etiam quod tristem censuram, periculosamque multorum famz, et ab /eso @
plerisque et ledendi cupido, expectabant.”

See also Plutarch (Cato, c. 15, 16—his comparison between Aristeidés
and Cato, c. 2) about the prodigious number of accusations in which Cato
was engaged, either as ?rosccutor or as party prosecuted. His bitter feud
with the nobzlitas is analogous to that of Kleon against the Hippeis.

I need hardly say that the comparison of Cato with Kleon applies only to
domestic politics ; in the military courage and energy for whici Cato is dis-
tinguished, Kleon is utterly wanting. We are not entitled to ascribe to him
anything like the superionty of knowledge and gencral intelligence which
we find recorded of Cato.

The expression of Cicero respecting Kleon—* turbulentum quidem civem,
sed tamen eloquentem ” (Cicero, Brutus, 7) appears to be a translation of the
epithets of Thucydidés—B:aibraros—r§ Sfuyp mbavdraros (iii. 45).
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inconsistent with a high sense of public duty. And Plutarch
recounts an anecdote respecting Kleon, that on first beginning
his political career, he called his friends together, and dissolved
his intimacy with them, conceiving that private friendships
would distract him from his paramount duty to the common-
wealth.!

Moreover, the reputation of Kleon, as a frequent and un-
measured accuser of others, may be explained partly by a
passage of his enemy Aristophanés: a passage the more deserv-
ing of confidence as a just representation of fact, since it
appears in a comedy (the “Frogs”) represented (405 B.C.)
fifteen years after the death of Kleon, and five years after that
of Hyperbolus, when the poet had less motive for misrepre-
sentations against either. In the “Frogs,” the scene is laid in
Hades, whither the god Dionysus goes, in the attire of Héraklés
and along with his slave Xanthias, for the purpose of bringing
up again to earth the deceased poet Euripidés. Among the
incidents, Xanthias in the attire which his master had worn,
is represented as acting with violence and insult towards two
hostesses of eating-houses ; consuming their substance, robbing
them, refusing to pay when called upon, and even threatening
their lives with a drawn sword. Upon which, the women,
having no other redress left, announce their resolution of calling,
the one upon her protector Kleon, the other on Hyperbolus,
for the purpose of bringing the offender to justice before the
dikastery.2 This passage shows us (if inferences on comic
evidence are to be held as admissible) that Kleon and Hyper-
bolus became involved in accusations partly by helping poor
persons, who had been wronged, to obtain justice before the
dikastery. A rich man who had suffered injury might purchase
of Antipho or some other rhetor, advice and aid as to the
conduct of his complaint. But a poor man or woman would
think themselves happy to obtain the gratuitous suggestion,
and sometimes the auxiliary speech, of Kleon or Hyperbolus ;

The remarks made too by Latin critics on the style and temper of Cato’s
sﬁeches, might almost seem to be a translation of the words of Thucydidés
about Kleon. Fronto said about Cato—*¢ Concionatur Cato snfeste, Gracchus
turbulente, Tullius copiose. ’Iam in judiciis szvi¢ idem Cato, triumphat
Cicero, tumultuatur Gracchus.” See Dubner’s edition of Meyer’s Oratorum
Romanorum Fragmenta, p. 117 (Paris, 1837).

. ! Plutarch, Reip. Ger. Prazcep., p. 806. Compare two other passages
in the same treatise, p. SOi, where Plutarch speaks of the &xdvoia xal Sewérns
of Kleon ; and p. 812, where he says, with truth, that Kleon was not at al)
qualified to act as general in a campaign.
2 Aristophan. Ran. 566-576.
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who would thus extend their own popularity, by means very
similar to those practised by the leading men in Rome.!

But besides lending aid to others, doubtless Kleon was often
also a prosecutor, in his own name, of official delinquents, real
or alleged. That some one should undertake this duty, was
indispensable for the protection of the city; otherwise the
responsibility to whioch official persons were subjected after
their term of office would have been merely nominal : and we
have proof enough that the general public morality of these
official persons, acting individually, was by no means high.
But the duty was at the same time one which most persons
would and did shun. The prosecutor, while obnoxious to
general dislike, gained nothing even by the most complete
success ; and if he failed so much as not to procure a minority
of votes among the dikasts, equal to one-filth of the numbers
present, he was condemned to pay a fine of rooo drachms.
What was still more serious, he drew upon himself a formidable
mass of private hatred, from the friends, partisans, and the
political club, of the accused party—extremely menacing to his
own future security and comfort, in a community like Athens.
There was therefore little motive to accept, and great motive to
decline, the task of prosecuting on public grounds. A prudent
politician at Athens would undertake it occasionally, and against
special rivals ; but he would carefully guard himself against the
reputation of doing it frequently or by inclination—and the
orators constantly do so guard themselves, in those speeches
which yet remain.

It is this reputation which Thucydidés fastens upon Kleon,
and which, like Cato the censor at Rome, he probably merited ;
from native acrimony of temper, from a powerful talent for
invective, and from his position both inferior and hostile to the
Athenian knights or aristocracy, who overshadowed him by
their family importance. But in what proportion of cases his
accusations were just or calumnious—the real question upon
which a candid judgement turns—we have no means of deciding
either in his case or in that of Cato. “To lash the wicked
(observes Aristophanés himself2) is not only no blame, but is

1 Here again we find Cato the elder regresented as constantly in the
forum at Rome, lending aid of this kind and espousing the cause of others
who had srounds of complaint (Plutarch, Cato, c. 3), mpot utv els &yopdy
Badi(e: xal maploraras Tois Seouévois—rods utv Gavpacrds ral plaovs exraTo
32 Tav fuwnyopiav, &c.
2 Aristophan. Equit. 1271—
Aowdopijgac wovnpis, otdéy éor’ Eml{dlovol
-Am'"lm;, f‘l’:‘;’:‘. mrf:fc. Saris M-y?{“amv.
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even a matter of honour to the good.” It has not been common
to allow to Kleon the benefit of this observation, though he is
much more entitled to it than Aristophanés. For the attacks
of a poetical libeller admit neither of defence nor retaliation ;
whereas a prosecutor before the dikastery found his opponent
prepared to reply or even to retort—and was obliged to specify
his charge, as well as to furnish proof of it—so that there was
a fair chance for the innocent man not to be confounded with
the guilty.

The quarrel of Kleon with Aristophanés is said to have arisen
out of an accusation which he brought against that poet! in the
senate of Five Hundred, on the subject of his second comedy,
the “ Babylonians,” exhibited B.C. 426, at the festival of the
urban Dionysia in the month of March. At that season many
strangers were present at Athens; especially many visitors and
deputies from the subject-allics, who were bringing their annual
tribute. And as the “ Babylonians” (now lost), like so many
other productions of Aristophanés, was full of slashing ridicule
not only against individual citizens, but against the functionaries
and institutions of the city?>—Kleon instituted a complaint
against it in the senate, as an exposure dangerous to the public
security before strangers and allies. We have to recollect that
Athens was then in the midst of an embarrassing war—that the
fidelity of her subject-allies was much doubted—that Lesbos,
the greatest of her allies, had been reconquered only in the
preceding year, after a revolt both troublesome and perilous te
the Athenians. Under such circumstances, Kleon might see
plausible reason for thinking that a political comedy of the
Aristophanic vein and talent tended to degrade the city in the
eyes of strangers, even granting that it was innocuous when
confined to the citizens themselves. The poet complains? that
Kleon summoned him before the senate, with terrible threats
and calumny: but it does not appear that any penalty was
inflicted. Nor indeed had the senate competence to find him
guilty or punish him, except to the extent of a small fine.

1 It appears that the complaint was made ostensibly a.gainst Kallistratus,
in whose name the poet brought out the *¢ Babylonians® (Schol. ad Arist.
Vesp. 1284), and who was of course the responsible —though the real
author was doubtless perfectly well known. The * Knights” was the first
pla}' brought out by the poet in his own name.

See Acharn. 377, with the Scholia, and the anonymous biography of
Aotk Motk h. Fragm. Comicg. G d Rank
eineke (Aristoph. F; . Comicqg. Gr. vol. ii. p. 966) and Ranke
(Commentat. de Aristoph. Viti, p. cccxi?t) try to divige the plot of the
¢ Babylonians ;” but there is no sufficient information to assist them.,
3 Aristoph. Acharn. 355-475. *
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They could only bring him to trial before the dikastery, which
in this case plainly was not done. He himself however seems
to have felt the justice of the warning: for we find that three out
of his four next following plays, before the peace of Nikias (the
“ Acharnians,” the “Knights,” and the “Wasps”), were repre-
sented at the Lenzan festival,! in the month of January, a season
when no strangers nor allies were present. Kleon was doubtless
much incensed with the play of the “Knights,” and seems to have
annoyed the poet either by bringing an indictment against him
for exercising freeman’s rights without being duly qualified
(since none but citizens were allowed to appear and act in the
dramatic exhibitions), or by some other means which are not
clearly explained. We cannot make out in what way the poet
met him, though it appears that finding less public sympathy
than he thought himself entitled to, he made an apology without
intending to be bound by it.2 Certain it is, that his remaining
plays subsequent to the “Knights,” though containing some few
bitter jests against Kleon, manifest no second deliberate plan
of attack against him.

1 See8 8the arguments prefixed to these threc plays ; and Acharn. 475;

uit. 881.

t is not known whether the first comedy entitled the ¢ Clouds” (repre-
sented in the earlier part of B.C. 423, a year after the ‘‘Knights,” and a year
before the ¢ Wasps ') appeared at the Lenaan festival of January, or at the
urban Dionysia in March. It was unsuccessful, and the poet partially
altered it with a view to a second representation. If it be true that this
second representation took place during the year immediately following
(B.C. 422 : see Mr. Clinton’s Fasti Hellenici ad ann. 422), it must have
been at the urban Dionysia in March, just at the time when the truce for
one year was coming to a close ; for the * Wasps ” was represented in that

ear at the Lensxan festival, and the same poet would hardly be likely to
ring out two plays. The inference which Ranke draws from Nubes 310,
that it was represented at the Dionysia, is not however very conclusive
{Ranke, Commentat. de Aristoph. Vit, p. dexxi, prefixed to his edition of
™5 See the obs possage, V 8 Aristoph. Vitd
ce the obscure e, Vespe 1285 seg. ; Aristoph. Vitd Anonymi,
p. xiii. ed. Bekker ; Demosthen. c%:t. Meid.qp. 532. P Y
It appears that Aristophanés was of Aiginetan parentage (Acharn. 629) ;
so that the ypagh tevlas gndictment for undue assumption of the rights of an
Athenian citizen) was founded upon a real fact. Between the time of the
conquest of Zgina by Athens, and the expulsion of the native inhabitants
in the first year of the Pelo(fonnesian war (an interval of about twenty
years), probably no inconsiderable number of JEginetans became inter-
mingled or intermarried with Athenian citizens, Especially men of poeti-
cal talent in the subject-cities would find it their interest to repair to
Athens: Ion came from Chios, and Achzus from Eretria; both tragic
composers.
The comic author Eupolis seems also to have directed some taunts
against the foreign origin of Aristophanés—if Meineke is correct in his
interpretation of a passage (Fistoria Comicor. Grec. i. p. 111).
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The battle of Amphipolis removed at once the two most pro-
nounced individual opponents of peace, Kleon and Brasidas.
Athens too was more than ever discouraged and averse to
prolonged fighting ; for the number of hoplites slain at Amphi-
polis doubtless filled the city with mourning, besides the
unparalleled disgrace now tarnishing Athenian soldiership.
The peace-party under the auspices of Nikias and Lachés,
relieved at once from the internal opposition of Kleon, as
well as from the foreign enterprise of Brasidas, were enabled to
resume their negotiations with Sparta in a spirit promising
success. King Pleistoanax, and the Spartan ephors of the year,
were on their side equally bent on terminating the war, and the
deputies of all the allies were convoked at Sparta for discussion
with the envoys of Athens. Such discussion was continued
during the whole autumn and winter after the battle of Amphi-
polis, without any actual hostilities on cither side. At first the
pretensions advanced were found very conflicting ; but at length,
after several debates, it was agreed to treat upon the basis of
each party surrendering what had becn acquired by war. The
Athenians insisted at first on the restoration of Platxea ; but the
Thebans replied that Platca was theirs neither by force nor by
treason—but by voluntary capitulation and surrender of the
inhabitants. This distinction seems to our ideas somewhat
remarkable, since the capitulation of a besieged town is not less
the result of force than capture by storm. But it was adopted
in the present treaty ; and under it the Athenians, while fore-

ing their demand of Platxa, were enabled to retain Nisza,
whiich they had acquired from the Megarians, and Anaktorium
ancl Sollium?! which they had taken from Corinth. To ensure
accdiramodating temper on the part of Athens, the Spartans
held Qut the threat of invading Attica in the spring, and of
establishing a permanent fortification in the territory : and they
even sent® round proclamation to their allies, enjoining all the
details reqsite for this step. Since Attica had now been
exempt from ; Invasion for three years, the Athenians were
probably not ’psensible to this threat of renewal under a
permanent form. .

At the beginning of sprmg-_—-abo_ut the end of March, 421
B.c.—shortly after the urban Dionysia at Athens—the important

1 —30. The statement in cap. 30 seems to show that this
Wm’ gg“:d ;,71 3gich the Athenians were all’lo%ved to retain Sollium and
Anaktorium. For if their retention of these two places had been distinctly
and in terms at variance witl the treaty, the Corinthians would doubtless
have chosen this fact as the os gnsible ground of their complaint : whereas
they preferred to have recourse t0 & mpoox7ud or sham-plea.
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treaty was concluded for the term of fifty years. The following
were its principal conditions :—

1. All shall have full liberty to visit all the public temples of
Greece—for purposes of private sacrifice, consultation of oracle,
or visit to the festivals. Every man shall be undisturbed both
in going and coming.—[The value of this article will be felt
when we recollect that the Athenians and their allies had been
unable to visit either the Olympic or the Pythian festival since
the beginning of the war.]

2. The Delphians shall enjoy full autonomy and mastery of
their temple and their territory.—[This article was intended to
exclude the ancient claim of the Phokian confederacy to the
management of the temple; a claim which the Athenians had
once supported, before the Thirty ycars’ truce: but they had
now little interest in the matter, since the Phokians were in the
ranks of their enemies.]

3. There shall be peace for fifty years between Athens and
Sparta with their respective allies, with abstinence from mischief
either overt or fraudulent, by land as well as by sea.

4. Neither party shall invade for purposes of mischief the
territory of the other—not by any artifice or under any pretence.

Should any subject of difference arise, it shall be scttled by
equitable means, and by oaths tendered and taken, in form to
be hereafter agreed on.

5. The Lacedzmonians and their allies shall restore Amphi-
polis to the Athenians. .

They shall further relinguish to the Athenians Argilu- Ay
Stageirus, Akanthus, Skélus, Olynthus, and Spart6lus. B the
these cities shall remain autonomous, on condition of payy the
tribute to Athens according to the assessment of Arist?i;ies for
Any citizen of these cities (Amphipolis as well as the (
who may choose to quit them shall be at hiberty to do s- -ipanying
carry away his property. Nor shall the cities be counninated, or
after eitheras allies of Athens or of Sparta, unless £ War, after g
induce them by amicable persuasions to becor<iits—in many
which she is at liberty to do if she can. L+ the concluding

The inhabitants of Mekyberna, Sang, and Sp

independently in their respective cities, just/
Olynthians and Akanthians.—[These were tofe Lacedemonians said)
to Athens and were still numbered as her'feeiv 871 ob 3éyorras ras
were near enough to be molested by Oly};" 73 wAfifos v Fupudyey
against which this clause was intended t-

! Compare v. 39 with v. 18, which seems t
suggestecﬁ:y Dr. Arnold, and adopted by L
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The Lacedemonians and their allies shall restore Panaktum
to the Athenians.

6. The Athenians shall restore to Sparta Koryphasium,
Kythéra, Meth6né, Pteleum, Atalanté—with all the captives in
their hands from Sparta or herallies. They shall further release
all Spartans or allies of Sparta now blocked up in Ski6né.

7. The Lacedzmonians and their allies shall give back all the
captives in their hands, from Athens or her allies.

8. Respecting Skidne, Toréné, Sermylus, or any other town
in the possession of Athens—the Athenians may take their own
measures.

9. Oaths shall be exchanged between the contracting parties
according to the solemnities held most binding in each city
respectively, and in the following words—* I will adhere to this
convention and truce sincerely and without fraud.” The oaths
shall be annually renewed, and the terms of peace shall be in-
scribed on columns at Olympia, Delphi, and the Isthmus, as
well as at Sparta and Athens.

10. Should any matter have been forgotten in the present
convention, the Athenians and Lacedemonians may alter it by
mutual understanding and consent, without being held to violate
their oaths.

These oaths were accordingly exchanged. They were taken
by seventeen principal Athenians, and as many Spartans, on
behalf of their respective countries—on the 26th day of the
month Artemisius at Sparta, and on the 24th day of Elaphe-

olion at Athens, immediately after the urban Dionysia ; Plei-
adas being Ephor eponymus at Sparta, and Alkeus Archon

ASSCS. Athens—and of the word wapédocav in regard to the relinguish-
tectlOithe other cities—deserves notice. Those who drew up the treaty,
inhabitgorded in a very confused way, seem to have intended that the
leave th{@oav should apply both to Amphipolis and the other cities—
> word &roddvrwy should apply exclusively to Amghxpolis.
perty. Lus,say is applicable also to the restoration of Amphipolis—
Panaktum to re:torez}) is of course de/ivered up. But it is remarkable
in their possenpédosar does not properly apply to the other cities ;
Athenians werk/ivered up to Athens—they were only relinguished, as
thei t the itely following further explain. Perhaps there is a
neir part, they i the use of the word—first to intimate indirectly
either of Sparta s were to dzliver up various cities to Athens—then
Meth6né, Pteleonis, which show that the cities were only to be
Peloponnesian or fgred to Athens. . .
Ski6né teeing liberty of retirement and carrying away
‘. chiefly for the Amphipolitans, who would
Provision was also Iif the town had been actually restored to
should have free access v

" use of the word &wodéyrav in re‘,::ard to the restoration of Amphi-
pédo
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eponymus at Athens. Among the Lacedzmonians swearing
are included the two kings, Agis and Pleistoanax—the Ephor
Pleistolas (and perhaps other ephors, but this we do not know)
—and Tellis, the father of Brasidas. Among the Athenians
sworn are comprised Nikias, Lachés, Agnon, Lamachus, and
Demosthenés.!

Such was the peace (commonly known by the name of the
peace of Nikias) concluded in the beginning of the eleventh
spring of the war, which had just lasted ten full years. Its
conditions being put to the vote at Sparta in the assembly
of deputies from the Lacedemonian allics, the majority
accepted them; which, according to the condition adopted
and sworn to by every member of the confederacy,? made it
binding upon all. There was indeed a special reserve allowed
to any particular state in case of religious scruple, arising out of
the fear of offending some of their gods or heroes. Saving this
rescrve, the peace had been formally acceded to by the decision
of the confederates. But it soon appeared how little the vote
of the majority was worth, even though enforced by the strong
pressurc of Lacedemon herself—when the more powerful
members were among the dissentient minority. The Beeotians,
Megarians, and Corinthians all refused to accept it.

The Corinthians were displeased because they did not recover
Sollium and Anaktorium ; the Megarians, because they did not
regain Nisea ; the Boeotians, because they were required to
surrender Panaktum. In spite of the urgent solicitations og
Sparta, the deputies of all these powerful states not on.'thy
denounced the peace as unjust, and voted against it in he
general assembly of allies—but refused to accept it whey.” tf e
vote was carried, and went home to their respective cisi"'® "
instructions.’ \ !

Such were the conditions, and such the accor; ted
circumstances, of the peace of Nikias, which termvma e&, or
professed to terminate, the great Peloponnesian \It’ an, alter a
duration of ten years. Its consequences and fp‘t‘llll s—mln:iz}ny
respects such as were not anticipated by either of}, € concluding
parties—will be seen in the following chapters °

’
1 Thucyd. v. 19. .
2 Thucyd. v. 17-30. wapaBficeatal e épacar (th e Lacedremonians said)

17-3¢ v 87i ol Béxorras Tds
abrovs (the Corinthians) Tobs Sprovs xal #3n &8y e ~
*Abnvalwy owovdds, elpnuévor kipiov elvar § 71 h,"‘y 7d wAifos 7dv funudxwy
ynglonras, dv ph 7 Oeov ) Hpdwv kéAvua §. 7
3 Thucyd. v. 22. ,

mpanying
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CHAPTER LV

FROM THE PEACE OF NIKIAS TO THE OLYMPIC FESTIVAL OF
OLYMPIAD 9o

My last chapter terminated with the peace called the Peace
of Nikias, concluded in March 421 B.c.—between Athens and
the Spartan confederacy, for fifty years.

This peace—negotiated during the autumn and winter suc-
ceeding the defeat of the Athenians at Amphipolis, wherein
both Kleon and Brasidas were slain—resulted partly from the
extraordinary anxiety of the Spartans to recover their captives
who had been taken at Sphakteria, partly from the discourage-
ment of the Athenians, leading them to listen to the peace
party who acted with Nikias. The general principle adopted
for the peace was, the restitution by both parties of what had
been acquired by war—yet excluding such places as had been
surrendered by capitulation: according to which reserve, the
Athenians, while prevented from recovering Platea, continued
to hold Nisa:a, the harbour of Megara. The Lacedeemonians
engaged to restore Amphipolis to Athens, and to relinquish
their connexion with the revolted allies of Athens in Thrace—
that is, Argilus, Stagcirus, Akanthus, Skélus, Olynthus, and
Spart6lus. These six cities, however, were not to be enrolled
as allies of Athens unless they chose voluntarily to become so
—but only to pay regularly to Athens the tribute originally
assessed by Aristeidés, as a sort of recompense for the pro-
tection of the Aigean sea against private war or piracy. Any
inhabitant of Amphipolis or the other cities, who chose to
leave them, was at liberty to do so and to carry away his pro-
perty. Further, the Lacedemonians covenanted to restore
Panaktum to Athens, together with all the Athenian prisoners
in their possession. As to Ski6né, Tor6né, and Sermylus, the
Athenians were declared free to take their own measures. On
their part, they engaged to release all captives in their hands,
either of Sparta or her allies; to restore Pylus, Kythéra,
Methéné, Pteleon, and Atalanté; and to liberate all the
Peloponnesian or Brasidean soldiers now under blockade in
Skioné.

Provision was alsoc made, by special articles, that all Greeks
should have free access to the sacred Pan-Hellenic festivals,
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either by land or sea ; and that the autonomy of the Del}.
temple should be guaranteed

The contracting parties swore to abstain in future frorr.
injury to each other, and to settle by amicable decision any
dispute which might arise.l

Lastly, it was provided that if any matter should afterwards
occur as having been forgotten, the Athenians and Lace-
demonians might by mutual consent amend the treaty as
they thought fit. So prepared, the oaths were interchanged
between seventeen principal Athenians and as many principal
Laced®zmonians.

Earnestly bent as Sparta herself was upon the peace—and
ratified as it had been by the vote of a majority among her
confederates—still there was a powerful minority who not only
refused their assent, but strenuously protested against its con-
ditions. The (,ormthmns were discontented because they did
not receive back Sollium and Anaktorium; the Megarians,
because they did not regain Nisea; the Boeotia.ns, because
Panaktum was to be restored to Athens; the Eleians also, on
some other ground which we do not distinctly know. All
of them moreover took common offence at the article which
provided that Athens and Sparta might by mutual consent, and
without consulting the allies, amend the treaty in any way that
they thought proper.2 ’Ihough the peace was sworn, there-
fore, the most powerful members of the Spartan confederacy
remained all recusant.

So strong was the interest of the Spartans themselves, how-
ever, that having obtained the favourable vote of the majority,
they resolved to carry the peace through, even at the risk of
breaking up the confederacy. Besides the earnest desire of
recovering their captives from the Athenians, they were further
alarmed by the fact that their truce for thirty years concluded
with Argos was just now expiring. They had indeed made
application to Argos for renewing it, through Lichas the Spartan
proxenus of that city. But the Argeians had refused, except
upon the inadmissible condition that the border territory of
Kynuria should be ceded to them: there was reason to fear
therefore that this new and powerful force might be thrown
into the scale of Athens, if war were allowed to continue.?

Accordingly, no sooner had the peace been sworn, than the
Spartans proceeded to execute its provisions. Lots being
drawn to determine whether Sparta or Athens should be the

! Thucyd. v. 17-29. # Thucyd. v. 18.
3 Thucyd v. 14, 22, 76.
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first to make the cessions required, the Athenians drew the
favourable lot :—an advantage so very great, under the circum-
stances, that Theophrastus affirmed Nikias to have gained the
point by bribery. There is no ground for believing such
alleged bribery ; the rather, as we shall presently find Nikias
gratuitously throwing away most of the benefit which the lucky
lot conferred.!

The Spartans began their compliance by forthwith releasing
all the Athenian prisoners in their hands, and despatching
Ischagoras with two others to Amphipolis and the Thracian
towns. These envoys were directed to proclaim the peace
as well as to enforce its observance upon the Thracian towns,
and especially to command Klearidas, the Spartan commander
in Amphipolis, that he should surrender the town to the Athe-
nians. But on arriving in Thrace, Ischagoras met with nothing
but unanimous opposition: and so energetic were the remon-
strances of the Chalkidians, both in Amphipolis and out of it,
that even Klearidas refused obedience to his own government,
pretending that he was not strong enough to surrender the place
against the resistance of the Chalkidians. Thus completely
baffled, the envoys returned to Sparta, whither Klearidas thought
it prudent to accompany them, partly to explain his own conduct,
partly in hopes of being able to procure some modification of
the terms. But he found this impossible. He was sent back
to Amphipolis with peremptory orders to surrender the place
to the Athenians, if it could possibly be done; if that should
prove beyond his force, then to come away, and bring home
every Peloponnesian soldier in the garrison. Perhaps the
surrender was really impracticable to a force no greater than
that which Klearidas commanded, since the reluctance of the
population was doubtless obstinate. At any rate, he repre-
sented it to be impracticable: the troops accordingly came
home, but the Athenians still remained excluded from Amphi-
polis, and all the stipulations of the peace respecting the
Thracian towns remained unperformed. Nor was this all.
The envoys from the recusant minority (Corinthians and others),
after having gone home for instructions, had now come back
to Sparta with increased repugnance and protest against the
injustice of the peace, so that all the efforts of the Spartans to
bring them to compliance were fruitless.?

The Spartans were now in serious embarrassment. Not
having executed their portion of the treaty, they could not
demand that Athens should execute hers: and they were

3 Plutarch, Nikias, ¢. 10, * 8 Thucyd. v. 21, 22,
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threatened with the double misfortune of forfeiting the con-
fidence of their allies without acquiring any of the advantages
of the treaty. In this dilemma they determined to enter into
closer relations, and separate relations, with Athens, at all
hazard of offending their allies. Of the enmity of Argos,
if unaided by Athens, they had little apprehension ; while the
moment was now favourable for alliance with Athens, from the
decided pacific tendencies reigning on both sides, as well as
from the known philo-Laconian sentiment of the leaders Nikias
and Lachés. The Athenian envoys had remained at Sparta
ever since the swearing of the peace—awaiting the fulfilment
of the conditions ; Nikias or Lachés, one or both, being very
probably among them. When they saw that Sparta was unable
to fulfil her bond, so that the treaty seemed likely to be
cancelled, they would doubtless encourage, and perhaps may
even have suggested, the idea of a separate alliance between
Sparta and Athens, as the only expedient for covering-the
deficiency ; promising that under that alliance the Spartan
captives should be restored. Accordingly a treaty was con-
cluded between the two, for fifty years—not merely of peace,
but of defensive alliance. Each party pledged itself to assist in
repelling any invaders of the territory of the other, to treat
them as enemies, and not to conclude peace with them without
the consent of the other. This was the single provision of the
alliance,—with one addition, however, of no mean importance,
for the security of Lacedemon. The Athenians engaged to
lend their best and most energetic aid in putting down any
rising of the Helots which might occur in Laconia. Such
a provision indicates powerfully the uneasiness felt by the
Lacedzmonians respecting their serf-population. But at the
present moment it was of peculiar value to them, since it
bound the Athenians to restrain, if not to withdraw, the Messe-
nian garrison of Pylus, planted there by themselves for the
express purpose of provoking the Helots to revolt.

An alliance with stipulations so few and simple took no long
time to discuss. It was concluded very speedily after the
return of the envoys from Amphipolis—probably not more than
a month or two after the former peace. It was sworn to by the
same individuals on both sides; with similar declaration that
the oath should be annually renewed,—and also with similar
proviso that Sparta and Athens might by mutual consent either
enlarge or contract the terms, without violating the oath.!

1 Thucyd. v. 23. Thetreaty of alliance seems to have been drawn up at
Sparta, and approved or concerted with the Athenian envoys ; then sent to
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Moreover the treaty was directed to be inscribed on two
columns ; one to be set up in the temple of Apollo at Amyklz,
the other in the temple of Athéné in the acropolis of Athens.

The most important result of this new alliance was something
not specified in its provisions, but understood, we may be well
assured, between the Spartan Ephors and Nikias at the time
when it was concluded. All the Spartan captives at Athens
were forthwith restored.!

Nothing can demonstrate more powerfully the pacific and
acquiescent feeling now reigning at Athens, as well as the
strong philo-Laconian inclinations of her leading men, (at this
moment Alkibiadés was competing with Nikias for the favour
of Sparta, as will be stated presently,) than the terms of this
alliance, which bound Athens to assist in keeping down the
Helots—and the still more important after-proceeding, of re-
storing the Spartan captives. Athens thus parted irrevocably
with her best card, and promised to renounce her second best
—without obtaining the smallest equivalent beyond what was
contained in the oath of Sparta to become her ally. For the
last three years and a half, ever since the capture of Sphakteria,
the possession of these captives had placed her in a position of
decided advantage in regard to her chief enemy—advantage,
however, which had to a certain extent been countervailed by
subsequent losses. This state of things was fairly enough
represented by the treaty of peace deliberately discussed during
the winter, and sworn to at the commencement of spring;
whereby a string of concessions, reciprocal and balancing, had
been imposed on both parties. Moreover, Athens had been
lucky enough in drawing lots to find herself enabled to wait for
the actual fulfilment of such concessions by the Spartans,
before she consummated her own. Now the Spartans had not
as yet realised any one of their promised concessions: nay
more—in trying to do so, they had displayed such a wanteither
of power or of will, as made it plain, that nothing short of the
most stringent necéssity would convert their promises into
realities. Yet under these marked indications, Nikias per-
suades his countrymen to conclude a second treaty which
practically annuls the first, and which ensures to the Spartans
Athens, and there adopted by the people ; then sworn to on both sides.
The interval between this second treaty and the first (ob ®oAA§ forepoy,
V. 24) may have been more than a month ; for it comprised the visit ofP the
Lacedzemonian envoys to Amphipolis and the other towns of Thrace—the
manifestation of resistance in those towns, and the return of Klearidas to
Sparta to give an account of his conduct.

1 Thucyd. v. 24.

VOL. VIL
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gratuitously all the main benefits of the first, with little or none
of the correlative sacrifices. The alliance of Sparta could
hardly be said to count as a consideration : for such alliance
was at this moment (under the uncertain relations with Argos)
not less valuable to Sparta herself than to Athens. There can
be little doubt that if the game of Athens had now been played
with prudence, :she might have rccovered Amphipolis in
exchange for the captives: for the inability of Klearidas to
make over the place, even if we grant it to have becn a real
fact and not merely simulated, might have been removed by
decisive co-operation on the part of Sparta with an Athenian
armament sent to occupy the place. In fact, that which
Athens was now induced to grant was precisely the original
proposition transmitted to her by the Lacedimonians four
years before, when the hoplites were first enclosed in
Sphakteria, but before the actual capture. They then tendered
no equivalent, but merely said, through their envoys, “Give us
the men in the island, and accept, in exchange, peace, together
with our alliance.”! At that moment there were some plausible
reasons in favour of granting the proposition: but even then,
the case of Kleon against it was also plausible and powerful,
when he contended that Athens was entitled to make a better
bargain. But 70w, there were no reasons in its favour, and a
strong concurrence of reasons against it. Alliance with the
Spartans was of no great value to Athens: peace was of
material importance to her—but peace had been already sworn
to on both sides, after deliberate discussion, and required now
only to be carried into execution. That equal reciprocity of
concession, which presented the best chance of permanent
result, had been agreed on ; and fortune had procured for her
the privilege of receiving the purchase-money before she handed
over the goods. Why renounce so advantageous a position,
accepting 1n exchange a hollow and barren alliance, under the
obligation of handing over her most precious merchandise
upon credit—and upon credit as delusive in promise as it
afterwards proved unproductive in reality? The alliance in
fact prevented the peace from being fulfilled : it became (as
Thucydidés himself 2 admits) no peace, but a simple suspension
of direct hostilities.

1 Thucyd. iv. 19. Aaxedawudvios 3¢ Suds mpoxadobvrar és amovdds Kal
SiudAvaw moAéuov, Biddvres uév eiphvny kal Fupuaxlav kal EAAmY piAlay
ToAAYY Kal oikeidTnTa és &AAhAovs Indpxew, dvTairoivres B¢ Tobs dk Tis
vhigov tvdpas. .

2 Thucyd. v. 26. odx elxds by elphvny abrhy kpibijvar, &c.
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Thucydidés states on more than one occasion,—and it was
the sentiment of Nikias himself,—that at the moment of
cencluding the peace which bears his name, the position of
Sparta was one of disadvantage and dishonour in reference to
Athens.! He alludes chicfly to the captives in the hands of
the latter—for as to other matters, the defeats of Delium and
Amphipolis, with the serious losses in Thrace, would more than
countervail the acquisitions of Nisea, Pylus, Kythéra, and
Méthoné. Yet so inconsiderate and shortsighted were the
philo-Laconian leanings of Nikias and the men who now
commanded confidence at Athens, that they threw away this
advantage—suffered Athens to be cheated of all those hopes
which they had themselves held out as the inducement for
peace—and nevertheless yielded gratuitously to Sparta all the
main points which she desired. Most certainly, there was
never any public recommendation of Kleon (as far as our
information goes) so ruinously impolitic as this alliance with
Sparta and surrender of the captives, wherein both Nikias and
Alkibiadés concurred. Probably the Spartan Ephors amused
Nikias, and he amused the Athenian assembly, with falla-
cious assurances of certain obedience in Thrace, under alleged
peremptory orders given to Klearidas. And now that the
vehement leather-dresser, with his criminative eloquence, had
passed away,—replaced only by an inferior successor, the lamp-
maker 2 Hyperbolus—and leaving the Athenian public under
the undisputed guidance of citizens eminent for birth and
station, descended from gods and heroes—there remained
no one to expose effectively the futility of such assurances, or
to enforce the lcsson of simple and obvious prudence—* Wait,
as you are entitled to wait, until the Spartans have performed
the onerous part of their bargain, before you perform the
onerous part of yours. Or if you choose to relax in regard
to some of the concessions which they have sworn to make, at
any rate stick to the capital point of all, and lay before them
the peremptory alternative—Amphipolis in exchange for the
captives.” .

The Athenians were not long in finding out how completely
they had forfeited the advantage of their position, and their chief

! Thucyd. v. 28. ward ydp rdv xpdévov roirov § e Aaxedaluav pdAirra
¥ xaxds #kovce ral Swepddpn Bid Tas Evupopds.—(Nixlas) Adywy & piv 6
o¢perépp kaA@ (Athenian), & 8t 7§ éxelvwy &mpeme: (Lacedemonian) rd»
noAepov dvafdAAeabar, &c. (v. 46).—Ols wpdrow uiv (to the Lacedsemonians)
3 tupdopav 9 EouBadis, &c.

# Aristophan, Pac. 665-887. *
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means of enforcement, by giving up the captives ; which imparted
a freedom of action to Sparta such as she had never enjoyed
since the first blockade of Sphakteria. Yet it seems that under
the present Ephors Sparta was not guilty of any deliberate or
positive act which could be called a breach of faith. She gave
orders to Klearidas to surrender Amphipolis, if he could; if
not, to evacuate it, and bring the Peloponnesian troops home.
Of course the place was not surrendered to the Athenians, but
evacuated ; and she then considered that she had discharged
her duty to Athens, as far as Amphipolis was concerned,
though she had sworn to restore it, and her oath remained
unperformed.! The other Thracian towns were equally deaf
to her persuasions, and equally obstinate in their hostility to
Athens. So also were the Beeotians, Corinthians, Megarians,
and Eleians: but the Beeotians, while refusing to become
parties to the truce along with Sparta, concluded for themselves
a separate convention or armistice with Athens, terminable at
ten days’ notice on either side.? )

In this state of things, though ostensible relations of
peace and free reciprocity of intercourse between Athens
and Peloponnesus were established—the discontent of the
Athenians, and the remonstrances of their envoys at Sparta,
soon became serious. The Lacedemonians had sworn for
themselves and their allies—yet the most powerful among these
allies, and those whose enmity was most important to Athens,
continued still recusant. Neither Panaktum, nor the Athenian
prisoners in Beeotia, were yet restored to Athens; nor had the
Thracian cities yet submitted to the peace. In reply to the
remonstrances of the Athenian envoys, the Lacedzmonians
affirmed that they had already surrendered all the Athenian
prisoners in their own hands, and had withdrawn their troops
from Thrace, which was (they said) all the intervention in
their power, since they were not masters of Amphipolis, nor
capable of constraining the Thracian cities against their will.
As to the Boeotians and Corinthians, the Lacedeemonians went
so far as to profess readiness to take arms along with Athens,?
for the purpose of constraining them to accept the peace, and
even spoke about naming a day, after which these recusant
states should be proclaimed as joint enemies, both by Sparta
and Athens. But their propositions were always confined to

1 Thucyd. v. 21-35. 2 Thucyd. v. 32.
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vague words, nor would they consent to bind themselves by any
written or peremptory instrument. Nevertheless, so great was
their confidence either in the sufficiency of these assurances, or
in the facility of Nikias, that they ventured to require from
Athens the surrender of Pylus—or at least the withdrawal of
the Messenian garrison with the Helot deserters from that
place—leaving in it none but native Athenian soldiers, until
further progress should be made in the peace. But the feeling
of the Athenians was now scriously altered, and they received
this demand with marked coldness. None of the stipulations
of the treaty in their favour had yet been performed—none
even seemed in course of being performed ; so that they now
began to suspect Sparta of dishonesty and deceit, and deeply
regretted their inconsiderate surrender of the captives.! Their
remonstrances at Sparta, often repeated during the course of
the summer, produced no positive effect: nevertheless, they
suffered themselves to be persuaded to remove the Messenians
and Helots from Pylus to Kephallenia, replacing them by an
Athenian garrison.?

The Athenians had doubtless good reason to complain of
Sparta. But the persons of whom they had still better reason
to complain, were Nikias and their own philo-Laconian leaders ;
who had first accepted from Sparta promises doubtful as to
exccution, and next—though favouted by the lot in regard to
priurity of cession, and thus acquiring proof that Sparta either
would not or could not perform her promises—renounced all
these advantages, and procured for Sparta almost gratuitously
the only boon for which she seriously cared. The many critics
on Grecian history who think no term too harsh for the
demagogue Kleon, ought in fairness to contrast his political
counsel with that of his rivals, and see which of the two
betokens greater forcthought in the management of the foreign
relations of Athens. Amphipolis had been once lost by the
improvident watch of Thucydidés and Euklés: it was now
again lost by the improvident concessions of Nikias.

So much was the Peloponnesian alliance unhinged by the
number of states which had refiused the peace, and so
greatly was the ascendency of Sparta for the time impaired,
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that new combinations were now springing up in the peninsula.
It has already becn mentioned that the truce betwcen Argos
and Sparta was just now expiring: Argos therefore was free,
with her old pretensions to the headship of Peloponnesus,
backed by an undinmumished fulness of wealth, power, and
population. ITaving taken no direct part in the late exhausting
war, she had even carned moncy by lending occasional aid on
both sides;! while her military force was just now further
strengthened by a step of very considerable importance.  She
had recently set apart a body of a thousand select hoplites,
composcd of young men of wcalth and station, to receive
constant military training at the public expense, and to be
enrolled as a separate regiment by themselves, apart from the
other citizens.?  To a democratical government like Argos such
an institution was internally dangerous, and pregnant with
mischief, which will be hereafter described.  But at the present
moment the democratical leadets of Argos seem to have
thought only of the foreign relations of their city, now that her
truce with Sparta was expiring, and that the disorganised state
of the Spartan confederacy opened new chances to her ambition
of regaining something like headship in Pcloponnesus.

The discontent of the recusant Peloponnesian allies was
now inducing them to turn their attention towards Argos as
a new chief. They had mistrusted Sparta, even before the
peace, well knowing that she had separate interests from the
confederacy, arising from desire to get back her captives. In
the terms of peace, it seemed as if Sparta and Athens alone

! Thucyd. v. 28. Aristophan. Pac. 477, about the Argeians—3ixdfer
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were regarded, the interests of the remaining allies, especially
those in Thrace, being put out of sight. Moreover that article
in the trcaty of peace whereby it was provided that Athens
and Sparta might by mutual consent add or strike out any
article that they chose, without consulting the allies, excited
general alarm, as if Sparta were meditating some treason in
conjunction with Athens against the confederacy.! And the
alarm, once roused, was still further aggravated by the separate
treaty of alliance between Sparta and Athens, which followed
so closely afterwards, as well as by the restoration of the
Spartan captives.

Such general displeasure among the Peloponnesian states at
the unexpected combination of Athenians and Lacedzemonians,
strengthened in the case of each particular state by private
interests of its own, first manifested itself openly through the
Corinthians. On retiring from the conferences at Sparta—
where the recent alliance between the Athenians and Spartans
had just been made known, and where the latter had vainly
endeavoured to prevail upon their allies to accept the peace—
the Corinthians went straight to Argos to communicate what
had passed, and to solicit interfercnce. They suggested to the
leading men in that city, that it was now the duty of Argos to
step forward as saviour of Peloponnesus, which the Lacedz-
monians were openly betraying to the common enemy—and
to invite for that purpose, into alliance for reciprocal defence,
every autonomous Hellenic state which would bind itself to
give and receive amicable satisfaction in all points of differ-
ence. They affirmed that many cities, from hatred of Sparta,
would gladly comply with such invitation ; especially if a board
of commissioners in small number were named, with full
powers to admit all suitable applicants; so that, in case of
rejection, there might at least be no exposure before the
public assembly in the Argeian democracy. This suggestion
—privately made by the Corinthians, who returned home
immediately afterwards—was eagerly adopted both by leaders
and people at Argos, as promising to realise their long-cherished
pretensions to headship. Twelve commissioners were accord-
ingly appointed, with power to admit any new allies whom
they might think eligible, except Athens and Sparta. With
either of those two cities no treaty was allowed without the
formal sanction of the public assembly.?
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