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PREFACE

IN the first five chapters of this volume | have re-
peated some passages from my Pericles (1891) with
corrections and other changes. | am sorry for the delay
in the appearance of the book, but owing to other work
| have been unable to finish it sooner, and even now
| am conscious that the labour which | have bestowed
on it has been inadequate to the subject. Greek History
in the Fifth Century BC. has an interest which is as
inexhaustible as it is imperishable.

| am greatly indebted to Mr. W. H. Forbes, Tutor of
Balliol College, for numerous suggestions and improve-
ments; to Mr. H. W. C. Davis, Fellow of All Souls
College, and Mr. H. Williamson, of Balliol College, for
t.heir kindness in reading over my proof-sheets; and to
Mr. F. H. Dale, Fellow of Merton College, for generous
help in the Index. E. A.

OXFORD, December 1899.



CORRIGENDUM

P. 105,1. 7 from foot:—For " That the cities of the confederacy made
some kind of contribution is stated by Thucydides, and the state-
ment is confirmed," etc., read " That the Sicilian allies of the
confederacy were expected to make a contribution to the expenses
of the war is stated by Thucydides, and the statement is con-
firmed inregard to other allies," etc. | may add that the Spartans,
after the war was ended, demanded from the Eleans their share
of the cost, but for this fact we have only the authority of
Diodorus (xiv. 17); Xenophon does not mention it.
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CHAPTER 1.

THE HISTORY OF ATHENS FROM THE THIRTY YEARS PEACE
TO THE FOUNDING OF AMPHIPOLIS, 445-437.

I. BY the terms of the peace of 445 Athens was deprived
of all the advantages which she had acquired in the pre
ceding fifteen years. She was no longer the | .« of Athens
greatest power in Central Greece, with garri- under the Peace
sons at Pegae and Nisaea to secure the isthmus of 445
of Corinth ; she no longer held points of vantage in Achaea
and at Troezen, from which she could keep in check the
most enterprising of the allies of Sparta—Sicyon, Corinth,
and Epidaurus; she was confined within the limits of her
own territory, between two sections of the enemy. Itistrue
that she retained Naupactus, through which she might still
hope to exercise some influence in Western Greece; it istrue
that Aegina, the "eyesore of the Peiraeus,” though an in-
dependent, was nevertheless a tributary ally, and without a
fleet of her own; but this was a sorry salvage from the
wreck of a land empire, which enabled Athens to employ
Boeotian hoplites in the field and place her ships in
Mfegarian harbours, which gave her the command of the
Saronic and Corinthian gulfs. The collapse becomes the
more remarkable when we compare the present and the
previous conduct of the Athenians. In 456, two months
after the defeat of Tanagra, they were again in the field,
and by the viptory of. Oenophyta placed the Want of vigor
whole of Boeotia at their feet; but no attempt ouapolicy at
had been made to retrieve the disaster of Athens.
Coronea. Thebes gathered the cities of Boeotia round her
in a close and hostile confederation* the Phocians and

VvorT,. ill. A



2 CONDUCT OF SPARTA IN 446 [1.1.

Locrians threw off their allegiance, but Athens never called
out a single soldier. Since 449 there had been no war—
either Hellenic or foreign—to exhaust her resources, and
but a small part of her army had been engaged at Coronea.
By avigorous dash at Tanagra, which lay within two days
march of the city, she might have secured captives to hold
as hogtages for those Athenians who had fallen into the
hands of, the enemy, and, the badance thus restored, a second
contest would have been possible, but she preferred to
abandon her position in Central Greece without a struggle.
In the peace which Cimon concluded with Sparta in 451
(vol.ii.p. 338), shewas allowed to retain her acquisitions in
the Peloponnesus and the Megarid; but now, after five years
of undisturbed possesson, she is called upon to renounce
them all, and she obeys the call without any attempt at
resistance.

The conduct of the Spartans is hardly less astonishing.
The invasion of Attica by Plistoanax was obviously part of
Extraordinary a prearranged scheme, in which Euboea was
conduct of the  deeply concerned. In their revolt the Euboeans
L acedae- must have relied, not only on the Boeotians,
monians whom they had helped to freedom, but even
more on the Lacedaemonians, who invaded Attica in order
to divert the Athenians from active operations in the island.
For however impregnable the walls of Athens might be,
Pericles could not venture to leave the city while the
Lacedaemonian army was in Attica. ¢ Yet suddenly, at the
most critical moment in the fortunes of Euboea, Spartathrove
her over, and the invaders return home. It is not difficult
to produce instances of Lacedaemonian treachery when the
safety of Lacedaemonians was involved (infra, p. 197), but
in the present instance the Lacedaemonians were in no
danger, and they gained no advantage—at least none to
which we can point—by returning home. The Lacedae-
monians explained the mystery by the commonplace that
Plistoanax had been bribed; but can we suppose that the
ephors of Spartaallowed their policy tobe so easily thwarted ?
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Archidamus was at Sparta, and he at least was above
suspicion. Why was the experienced soldier left at home,
and a mere youth placed in command of the expedition?
Why was no effort made to persist in the policy by which
Plistoanax was sent into Attical Why was Euboea allowed
to fall back into the hands of Athens ?

2. If we had fuller information we should no doubt be
able to explain the action of Sparta and Athens in this
period; but in our present ignorance we cannot go beyond
conjecture, and of the causes here suggested it is impossible
to say which is the true one.

(8 The first symptoms of a decline of vigour, or, at any
rate, of a change of policy, at Athens are seen immediately
after the death of Cimon. The Athenians ch

. . . Change of
were victorious at Salamis; but no attempt policyat
was made to gain Cyprus for the Delian Afhens after

. imon's death.

confederacy; the island was abandoned to its
fate; war with Persia was dropped. The death of the great
soldier, whose life had been dedicated to foreign wars, seems
to have brought with it a cessation of warlike enterprise.
In the next four years the two commanders who stood next
to Cimon in reputation—Tolmides and Myronides— aso
passed away. The extension of Athenian power on land
had been largely due to their victories, and Tolmides fell
in endeavouring to maintain what he had helped to win.*
Their places were taken by men of as little capacity as
ambition, whom the'citizens distrusted and the enemy
despised. Pericles himself was by no means a distinguished
general; his caution amounted to timidity, and unless in
command of an overwhelming force, he shrank from the risk
of an engagement. From this period we trace a decline of
the Athenian army, of which the last stage was reached on
the fatal field of Delium in 424—a decline for which Pericles

! The date of the death of Myronides is unknown, but we never
hear of him after the expedition to Thes&aly in 454. Tolmides, of
course, fell at Coronea
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was himself largely to blame. But without an efficient army,
carefully trained, and led by able generals, Athens could not
hope to maintain her position in Central Hellas.

(b) In Cimon Athens dso lost the citizen who was most
influential at Sparta. It was he who concluded the pesce of
Change in i 451; and though he had been unable to prevent
raange n 1€ the breach between Athens and Sparta after
Athens and the affair of Ithome, and had shown himself
Sparta. loyal and patriotic in the conflict which followed,
his presence at Athens was at least a guarantee that Lacedae-
monian interests were not overlooked. After his death there
was no one to take his place in this respect, and we may
conjecture that in the interval between 449 and 445 a spirit
of distrust and suspicion arose among the Lacedaemonians,
who might suppose that Athens abandoned war with Persia
merely to renew the war in Greece with greater vigour.
Under such circumstances they would in 445 insist on
severer terms than those which they accepted in 451.

(c) Other and more important causss of the change in the
spirit and policy of Athens may be sought in the attitude
attitude ot the O the alies and the influence of Pericles. The
allies towards ~ calamitous reverse which overtook Athens in
Athens. Egypt could not fail to have an efect on the
cities of the Anatolian coast; those which were discontented
with their position were more inclined to seek aid from
Persia; and the Persian satraps began to renew their hopes
of collecting the tribute at which the cities were assssed to
the Great King. In 450 there had been troubles at Miletus*
Erythrae, and Colophon, which could only be composed by
the presence of Athenian garrisons and commissioners. In
446 followed the revolt of Euboea, the largest of all the
allied idands, the nearest to Athens, and the most important
for the supply of the city. In this period aso, so far aswe
can draw conclusons from the quotalists, the tribute re-
ceived from the allies was constantly diminishing: in 450
the total amount wag reduced from 520 talents to 470 or
480; and by 440 it amounted to 454 talents only, of which
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not more than 400 were paid. In the years 447-445 twelve
cities in the Carian district, two in the lonian, and two in
the Thracian, disappear from the list of those paying tribute
to Athens' Such indications of decline were not lost on
Pericles, for even if he did not anticipate so serious an out-
break as he was soon to experience in the revolt of Samos,
he could not fail to perceive that if the Athenian empire was
to be maintained, Athens must keep her allies well in hand;
she must concentrate her power on the sea; she must bo
invincible in the Aegean, or the cities would rebel and the
tribute remain unpaid.

With this object in view he alowed the old policy of war
with Persiato drop, for experience had shown how fatal was
areverse in the ead, and how little could be war with
gained by further conquests. A maritime msligangg%fdi
power could inflict no serious injury on the comesan
territory of the king, while the occupation of empire.
Cyprus, which was, perhaps, possible, would involve unceasing
conflict with the Phoenician fleet. The revolt in Egypt, if
not wholly suppressed, was so far crushed that no reasonable
hope of success remained, and it would be the worst folly to
waste the resources of Greece in supporting projects so
chimerical as the resuscitation of the Pharachs. On the
other hand, the traditional policy of the Delian League—
the object for which it had been founded—could not be
abandoned without (Janger. When war with Persia was
discontinued, the alies might claim that their contribu-
tions should be discontinued also. Their arguments must
be met; their irritation soothed, or, if not soothed, sup-
pressed. The change from the Delian confederacy to the
Athenian empire was an undertaking which might well
absorb the energies of the statesman and the resources of
his city.

At the time of the defeat of Ooronea, Pericles was engaged

SsgBusolt in Philologus, 1882, pp. 714, 710, 701, 684. G. G.iii . 1.
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in this difficult undertaking, and in his judgment Athens
was unequal to the double task of maintaining her ground
in Boeotia and the Aegean. Athens was safer without her
possessons on land, which were not so much strongholds of
her power, as positions inviting attack and provoking resent-
ment. It was better to send out Athenian citizens to hold
the allies in check as "cleruchs," than to waste their lives in
garrison duty. And when, owing to the apparent tameness
of his policy, Athens was attacked by a general conspiracy,
Peri Pericles showed that he was prepared for still
ericlessecures . T
theempireof  further concessions, he was willing not only
Athensbythe to withdraw from Central Greece, but to
peace. abandon the Athenian possessons in the
Peloponnesus also, if, by so doing, he could secure his
principal object and maintain the power of Athens at s
In this policy he was entirely successful, owing to the sdlfish
stupidity of the Lacedaemonians, who were content that
Euboea should be subject to Athens, if only the Peloponnesus
were freed from the presence of Athenians; who, regard-
less of Corinthian interests, allowed Naupactus to remain in
the hands of Athens, and regardiess of their own, did not
even stipulate that the Messenian garrison should be removed,
while Aegina, the great Dorian island, famous alike in legend
and history, so far from being rescued for the Peloponnesian
confederacy, continued to be a helpless ally of Athens, paying
tribute which went to increase the Athenian fleet. In the
calculations of Pericles such concessons were not too dearly
bought by the evacuation of Troezen and the Megarian
ports.

3. From this point of view the peece of 445 becomes
intelligible. It marks the end of an old policy, and the
Greece now  Peginning of anew one. Greeceis now divided
divided into into two sections, each of which takes its own
two halves. line; the Athenians on seg, the Peloponnesian s
on land. The division corresponded roughly with the
division of Dorians and lonians, a division which had long
been keenly felt in the colonies of the east and west. Such a
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partition might ssem to offer the fairest prospect of lasting
peace. The Athenians, by renouncing their acquisitions in
the Peloponnesus, withdrew into the circle of the Delian con-
federacy, which they had administered for more than thirty
years, with the tacit acquiescence, at any rate, of the Pelopon-
nesans. The Lacedaemonians by abandoning Euboea, when
she was struggling for independence, made it plain that
they were not prepared to look beyond the Peloponnesus,
or enter on awar with Athens in the cause of the oppressed
allies. The prospect was delusive; ontheone . ...

L. . . partition
hand, complete partition wes impossible, and imperfect, and
on the other, Pericles still cherished ambitions, gkgﬁig’gﬁad to
which, if realised, made a collision with the '
Peloponnesians inevitable. Athens still retained Naupactus,
which was not only the key of the Corinthian gulf, but an
outpost in Western Greece, where Corinth traded through
her numerous colonies; and she garrisoned the town with
Messenians, who were the deadly enemies of Lacedaemon.
Among the cities of the Delian League were some who were
bound by a double alegiance to rival sovereigns, such as
Potidaea, which was not only a Corinthian colony, governed
by officers sent from Corinth, but a subject ally of Athens,
engaged to the payment of tribute. Such a situation was
delicate, if no more, and nothing but consummate tact could
prevent a collision. Worse still, for the hope of lasting
peece, was the infatuated passion for Sicily, which haunted
the Athenians, and increased in violence when the war
with Persia no longer occupied their minds. For con-
quest in Sicily meant conquest of the Dorians, of the
colonies of Corinth, which were closely connected with
their mother-city, and formed the foundation of her pro-
sperity.

4, In this new policy Pericles had the support of the
poorer clases in the city and Peiraeus, whom he had taught
to look on the empire as a convenient source of subsistence
(vol.ii. p. 405). And the names of Callias and Andocides,
who are mentioned among the plenipotentiaries for conclud-
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ing the peace, indicate that some of the oldest and richest
familiesin Athens followed his lead. The Cimonian party
Parties at took another view. They were dissatisfied at
Athens. Os-  the cessation of war with Persia, with which
%fﬁﬁmi%fes the name of their great hero was o i.nseparablly

connected; and still more dissatisfied at their
own position in the city, where Pericles was carrying all
before him. The party had been organised by Thucydides
as it had never been organised before, but the result was
merely a deeper cleft between the aristocrats and the demos.
In edoquence Thucydides was no match for Pericles, and
among the Athenians eloguence outweighed argument; but
the disasters of the last few years, and the strong feeling
which many of the citizens entertained about the use made
of the contributions of the allies, inspired the oligarchical
party with confidencee Was it not possible to throw the
blame of the agitation among the allies, and of the shameful
peace, which the agitation had made necessary, on the all-
powerful Pericles, and by this means to create areaction ?
On these grounds, in the winter of 445 ostracism was pro-
posed in the city, and the proposal being accepted, the usual
arrangements were'made for voting in the following spring.
But when the day came for decision, the sentence fell, not on
Pericles, but on Thucydides.

Plato informs us that Thucydides was " of a great family
and a man of influence, not at Athens only, but throughout
Thucydides: his Hellas." He belonged to that class to whom
character and  Athens owed so much, and on whom, in the
policy. days of extreme democracy, she looked back as
the saviours of thecity. To call him an oligarch is unjust,
unless we limit the meaning of the word, for he was not an
oligarch in the sense in which Antiphon or Pisander were
oligarchs. He was an oligarch in the sense in which men

Vol ii. p. 414; Plut. Per. 14, 15. Curtius, and Grote (more
doubtfully) support the view that the ostracism was the work of the
oligarchical party: Curt'Griech. Gexth. ii. 186; Grote, iv. 160(1862)
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are oligarchs who believe that the messs require leaders
and that the leading spirits in any community at any one
time are few. He was an oligarch in his opposition to
Pericles who used the public revenues to win the favour of
the mob for hisown purposes, in his friendly feeling towards
Sparta, and in his desire to preserve something of a paternal
government at Athens.® But he was also a sincere friend of
the demos, and a patriot, who endeavoured to establish the
greatness of Athens on the only basis on which it could
endure, by treating the alies with strict and scrupulous
justice.

5. With the ostracism of Thucydides the opposition of
the oligarchs was silenced. Pericles was now supreme, and
could carry out his ams with afree hand. He had cleared
the ground on every side. In Hellas he had secured pesce
and the recognition of Athens as mistress of an empire; war
with Persiawas at an end, at any rate defacto’, and Athens
was united under one party as it had never been united
before.

Pericles occupied a unique position. He wielded an amost
absolute authority in astate where every one was an enthusiast
for civil and personal freedom. He ruled, but pogiion and
it was by the will and with the support of the aimsof
people.  In the language of Aristotlewe might Pericles
say that he was superior to the people, and therefore their
natural king, but in the constitution he was merely a magis-
trate who could be deposed from his position at any moment,
d'ependent on the popular will, and on his own power to control
it. He administered resources far greater than those of any
other city in Greece, and he administered them as he pleased,
if he could persuade the people to support his measures.
The city of which he was the head was in some respects the
most civilised which the world has ever seen.  Pericles could
avail himself of the services of Phidias in art, and of
Sophocles in tragedy ; Anaxagoras and Herodotus were

! Arist. Athen. Pol 28, and Sandys note; Plato, Meno, 94.
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among his friends. He could appreciate all that was excellent-
in literature ; hisideal of government was among the highest

which have ever been proposed. Fortunate indeed should

we be, if we had before us afull and accurate record of the
years during which he ruled Athens; we should then under-

stand what were his aims at home and abroad, and by what

means he sought to realise them. Unhappily we posess
nothing more than arecord of afew isolated facts, mostly of

uncertain date, which rest on indifferent evidence, and stand
in doubtful connection with one another.

6. Pericles is often spoken of as aman of wide Panhellenic
views, who sought to unite Hellas by welding the various
states, Dorian and lonian, into one nation. This view is
only trueto a very limited degree. He did indeed attempt,
as we shall ssg to bring the Hellenes together in various
ways, and to break down some of the barriers which divided
them, but these attempts, which were a subordinate part of
his policy, ended in failure. His chief aims were not Pan-
TheAthenian  Néllenic but Panathenian.  He wished to create
empireascon-  an Athenian empire which should embody as
ceived by large apart of Hellas as possible. At first he

may have dreamed of an empire by land and
s, but, if he did, he was compelled to abandon the idea as
beyond the strength of Athens, and from 445 he confined
himself to the sg, as we have shown. He had no intention
of going back to a confederacy, or of .governing the Athenian
empire on the old basis of the Delian League. Athens was
not to be the leader of a number of equal sates, but an
imperial city exacting tribute from subjects, and using the
tribute for her own purposes.  With the exception of Leshos,
Chios, and Samos, all the cities which had once enjoyed the
privilege of an equa vote as allies, were now reduced to the
condition of subjects, who paid tribute to the common chest,
but had no voicein acommon council; their means of defence
were taken from them; their walls pulled down. Some
were alowed to manage their own affairs; in others there
were Athenian garrisons and commissioners, maintaining
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institutions which had been established in the interests of
Athens; and nearly all were compelled to carry their most
important casss at law to Athens to be decided by an
Athenianjury. Such a political conditionwas, from a Greek
point of view, little better than slavery; and, from any point
of view, it implied a loss of independence.

The Athenian empire was an outrage on Greek political
feeling; it was atyranny, and felt to be atyranny, though
exercised by a city which claimed to be the The Athenian
most advanced of Greek democracies. |m- empire a
perialism, in any form, was inconsistent with ~ ey
the Greek love of autonomy, with the march of Greek
politics; and Athens was detested by Greece for the same
reason that Pisistratus was detested by the Athenians.
When she deprived the subject allies of their means of
defence, she acted as the tyrant who deprived his citizens of
their arms ; when she thrust her institutions upon them, she
acted as the tyrant who made his will the law of the state;
in deciding their ceses in her courts she acted as the tyrant
who constituted himself the judge of his citizens; and the
democratical institutions of Athens only made more galling
the contrast between her freedom and the subjection of the
allies. The problem which lay before Pericles was un-
doubtedly one of great difficulty—so difficult, indeed, that in
the world's history it has not been solved more than three or
four times. To combinea number of independent communi-
tiesinto one whole, without destroying, on the one hand, the
independence of the several cities, or limiting, on the other,
the effective force of the combined body, is perhaps the
highest achievement of political wisdom. Our own dates
men, and our own generation, are deeply conscious of the
difficulties which attend such a task, and in the Grecian
world the difficulties were greatly increased owing to the
intense love of autonomy which prevailed in Greek cities,
and the jedousies which divided them. Pericles did not
even attempt such a combination, but,en the contrary, by
suppressng the Delian synod, he removed the means through
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which the cities might have been brought together on an
equal footing, and by dropping the war with Persia he
destroyed the motive which made union possible.

7. Politically, them, and as a step in the development of
constitutional history, the empire was a blunder on the part

of Athens, and it was a blunder which the
Egg}og othe  Greeks never forgot. What can be said on
ensured the the other sdel The empire of Athens is
fgg‘;% ofthe  often defended, even by writers of liberal

opinions, on the ground that it brought to a
large part of Greece the blessings of security and civilisation.
Itisargued, and with truth, that under the rule of Athens
the Aegean was cleared of Persians and pirates; that the
cities prospered, and trade developed; that the mutual
quarrels and jealousies of the cities were held in check. All
this istrue; but the same may be said with equal truth of
the despot's rule over his daves. They dso eat and drink
and deep in security—from every danger but one. A
despotism is often the best means of attaining material
comforts, but it is nevertheless a despotism involving the
destruction of civil growth and freedom. It is no support to
this line of defence to show that the contributions which
Athens demanded from her allies were, as arule, very light—
that Byzantium and Miletus paid sums to the Athenian
treasury which would not have sufficed to maintain a dozen
ships at s for a summer's cruise.  Slavery may be cheaper
than freedom, but few will come forward to defend it on
that ground. The amounts paid to Athens were certainly
small, but Athens raised or lowered them much as she
pleased, and was strict in exacting arrears.

Itistrue, too, that Pericles, while maintaining the empire
for the benefit of Athens, sought to give the allies a share of
The empirea the good things which the Athenians_enjoyed.
means of diffus Athens was to become a centre of light and
ing civilisation. | eading throughout Hellas; her subjects were
to be attracted to her by splendid festivals, they were to be
instructed and amused by her orators and poets; they were
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to find in the Athenians examples of the highest refinement,
to copy Athenian manners, to talk Attic like Athenians, and
win the admiration of their countrymen by their metro-
politan polish. Athens was to be the school of Greecel!
She was to be the home of art, poetry, and thought; the
glorious city to which every eyein Hellas turned with pride.
That was the aim of Pericles, and a noble aim it was; but in
endeavouring to accomplish it, he fell into the same error
which in previous generations had misled the tyrants of
Greece and Sicily. They too had filled their courts with
poets and artists in the hope that by splendour and refine-
ment they might blind the world to the essential narrowness
of their government, forgetting that culture can take no
root where it is merely an exotic, a gift and not an
acquisition.

8. On the ground then that it was a source of security
and civilisation to Hellas, we can only defend the Athenian
empire by arguments which may be used in ¢\ uied
defence of despotic rule. Shall we take up byright of
another line, paradoxical perhaps, but Hellenic, superiority.
and claim for Athens the right to rule her alies, because she
was their superior, just as on the Aristotelian theory the
best maninthe city isthe natural ruler of his fellow-citizens ?
If there is one lesson of history more valuable than another it
isthis: that the world owes amost every advantage which
it has gained in its onward course to its greatest men.
From them, and from no other source, have we derived law
and religion, political and sociad order: the great thoughts
which animate mankind, and the great actions which live
for ever. Shall we deny to states what we grant to law-
givers and philosophers1 If among a number of communities
there exists one community which is supreme in civilisation
and advanced beyond the rest in political institutions, has it
the right to rule over them ? Not the right surely, unless,
perhaps, in cases where the disparity between the ruling

! Thuc. ii. 41 ; vii. 03,
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city and the subjects is overwhelming, and the blessings
which her rule confers are indisputable. But between Athens
and the cities which sank to be her subjects, there was no
very great disparity except in power. Down to the lonian
revolt the cities of the Asiatic coast, and the idands of the
Aegean, were far in advance of Athens, or any other city of
the peninsula; and though they never fully recovered from
the disasters of the Persian war, they were still active homes
of commerce and thought, and they cherished the memory of
a glorious past. Nor was Athens chosen by her subject
adlies to govern them; she often forced her rule upon un-
willing cities, and sought her own advantage in doing so.
There is yet another plea which may be urged in support
of the Athenian empire. It may be said that Athens was
always ready to support the cause of the op-
QEZ%”SJ?T&“ pressed against the rich and powerful. There
democracy. was not a down-trodden "demos"' in any
allied city, however insignificant and remote, which did not
feel that they were at least within reach of help. In any
struggle with the oligarchs they could count on the sympathy
and support of Athens. At Mytilene the people were no
sooner in power than they placed the city in the hands of
the Athenians; and the history of Samos is still more
striking in this respect. The tyranny of Athens was, at any
rate, arefuge from a tyranny more crushing and immediate,
and Athenian ships, even when they came with the tax-
gatherer on board, brought to many* amessage of hope. To
ardent democrats the Athenian empire from this point* of
view will be more than justified. But democracies are
sometimes as sdfish as they are inconsistent.  The support
which Athens gave to democracy perpetuated the intestine
strife of cities, a strife which she used for her own purposes,
and some of the most cruel scenes in the Peloponnesian war
arose out of her ill-timed intervention.
So we may argue for and against the Athenian empire
without coming to a definite conclusion. The empire was
raised on an insecure foundation; and for this reason it was
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foredoomed to perish, hot from external attack, but from its
own internal want of coherence. "Politics," said Burke,
"ought to be adjusted, not to human reasoning, but to
human nature," and among the Greeks both reason and
nature were opposed to imperialism in any form. Yet the
blessings which the empire conferred on Greece were great:
security, humanity, sympathy with the oppressed—these were
not common qualities in ancient Hellas, but at least they
existed at Athens in a larger measure than elsewhere

9. In the ten years which followed the peace of 445
we can distinguish three important events in the history of
Athens—the founding of Thurii, the revolt of Samos, and
the colonisation of Amphipolis. Of these | will now give an
account, including in the story some details of the relation
in which Athens stood at this* time to the west, the east, and
the north.

A.—ATHENS AND THE WEST: THE FOUNDATION OF
THURII

In the years when Athens was at the height of her power,
that is, in the years from 459 to 451, Pericles had striven
to acquire the command of the Corinthian gulf. Attempts to
The Messenians from Ithome had been placed securethe
at Naupactus, which commanded the entrance ; Corinthian guif.
Achaea had been received into alliance, Athenians had been
placed at Pegee, at the head of the gulf; repeated attempts
had been made to gain possesson of Sicyon, and Pericles
hdd himself led a force against Oeniadae in Acarnania.  The
object of these acquisitions and attempts is not difficult to
discern. Through the Corinthian gulf lay the way to those

! In Thuoydides the Athenians defend the sequinition of their
empire by their conduct in the Fersian wars ; they maintain it from
motives of seourity and intercat: pdlicra uév md ddovs, Freira 8¢ xal
ripfje, Dorepor xal dderias . . . wioe 3¢ dvemibovon, ri fvp:ﬁb«'powa Ty
peyioroy wepl xodivor 8 rifsocfa—i 756 cp. vi. 82, 83, 'Ihe extreme
point is reached in Cleon’s spuech, iii, 37 {, and the Melian dialogue,
v. 85 1,
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western regions in which Greek enterprise had reached a
height far surpassing the prosperity of peninsular and even
oriental Greece. In the first third of the fifth century the
tyrants of Syracuse and Agrigentum were the largest figures
Attraction in the imagination of the Greeks. In the west,
of the west too, the difficulties which stood in the way of
for Athens.  the colonisation of the Aegean were not
present; there was no Persian monarch animated by here-
ditary hatred, and master of innumerable forces, which
seemed to rise superior to every disaster. The ancient
enemies of the Grecian race, the Phoenicians and the
Tyrrhenians, had been beaten back, for atime, and confined
within narrow limits, and the greatest danger which threat-
ened the Greek cities in Italy, the advance of the native
tribes of the interior, was not yet fully perceived.

The quarrels of the cities of Magna Graecia had left some
of the most fertile stes in that fertile region unoccupied.
Croton and Sybaris had united for the destruction of Siris,
and not long afterwards Sybaris herself was destroyed by
Croton. The land thus laid waste remained unappropriated
and uncultivated, and in 480 Themistocles quoted an oracle
Themistodes  Which commanded the Athenians to colonise
and Magna Siris, acommand which he threatened to obey
Graedia. by sailing thither with his two hundred ships,
if the Greeks refused to fight at Sadlamis.  The same interest
in the west is indicated by the names Sybaris and Italia,
which he gave to two of his daughters, and perhaps it
influenced his verdict in favour of the Corcyraeans in their
dispute with Corinth, in which he anticipated the policy of
alater day (vol. ii. pp. 181, 268). However this may be,
Athenian commerce, even in the days of Themistocles,
extended along the Italian coast as far as Campania, and
many of the products of the west were doubtless to be seen
in the market-place of Athens.* In the yearswhich followed,
the comparative weskness of the Greek colonies in Italy,

! See Busolt, Griech. Gesch. in. 1. 519 f.
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owing to the death of Anaxilaus of Rhegium, the expul-
sion of the Pythagoreans, and the defeat of the Tarentines
in 473, tended yet more to attract ambitious adventurers
to the country; and it was about this time that the
Athenians were sdized with that longing for enterprise
in the west, which, in the end, cos them so dear. In
450, envoys from Segesta appeared at Athens asking for
assigtance in some local quarrel (vol. ii. p. 468), and, four
years later, if we may trust the dates of Diodorus, the
descendants of the old inhabitants of Sybaris came to
Hellas asking the Greeks to take a part in refounding
their city.

10. After the destruction of Sybaris by the Crotoniates
in 510, the remnant of the inhabitants had found a home in
Scidrus and Laus, colonies of their city.® Here they dwelt
for fifty-eight years, during which a new generation took the
place of those who had seen the destruction of their city, and
new hopes aroe in the younger hearts. In 453-452 the
Sybarites were collected by Thessalus, and conducted to
the site of the old city, between the rivers syparis re-
Sybaris and Crathis. A new town was built, founded and
and, owing to the extreme fertility of the focroen
site, the inhabitants prospered as of old, but 452-44.
the hatred of the Crotoniates was not satisfied by sixty years
of desolation. Five years after its foundation, they attacked
the new city and destroyed it.?

After this expulsion, the Sybarites abandoned the attempt
to found a city for themsdves, and sent to Hellas for
assgance, offering a share in the colony to all who were
willing to join. The Lacedaemonians turned a deaf ear to
the appedl, which they may have regarded as dangerous to
the interests of their own colony at Tarentum; but at Athens

1 Herod, vi. 21; Hiast. of Girecce, ii, 503,
2 Diod. xi. 90; xii. 10; in the firit passage he says, Serrakds
* gurayaydby Tobs imokoimovs ri@r JuBapirdr gagre riv Eifapiv; in the
necond, Qérrahes cvrgdicar,
VOL, IIL B
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the project was warmly taken up, especialy by Lampon, one
of the numerous prophets of the day, who at this time was
veryinfluential with the people, and in favour with Pericles.
The god of Delphi, when asked for his sanction, defined the
site of the new colony in terms as alluring as they were
The foundation ambiguous. |t was to be planted where men
of Thurii. drank water by measure, but ate their meal
unmeasured!  Colonists came forward not from Athens only
but from various parts of Peloponnesus; from Elis, Arcadia,
and Achaea; from Boeotia and Central Greece, and even
from the idands of the Aegean. Ten ships were fitted out
at Athens and despatched under the guidance of Lampon
and Xenocritus, with whom sailed Dionysius, known as the
"Copper" from his desire to introduce copper money at
Athens. On arriving in Italy, the emigrants discovered, at
a short distance from the site of the ancient town, a spring
fitted with a bronze tube which the inhabitants called the
bushel. This seemed to indicate the measurement of water,
while the well-known fertility of the region promised an
inexhaustible supply of grain. The conditions imposed by
the oracle being thus fulfilled, a wall was built round the
fountain, and a new city arose, called Thurii, from Thuria
(gushing), the name of the spring (443).?

The town which thus arose was not a mere collection
of houses, each built as the fancy of the owner might
Thenewcity ~ Suggest; it was carefully laid out under the
built by Hippo-  supervision of the most famous architect of the
damus. day. Among those who went from Athens to
Thurii was Hippodamus, the son of Euryphon, of Miletus,

! We first hear of Lampon in the days when Perides and Thucy-
dides were in oppostion, i.e. before the odraciam of Thucydides:
PIut Per. 6; infra, p. 56.

% Diod. xii 10; Plut. Nic. 5. For the fertility of the region s
Metagenes, Thur|opersae in Kock, Com. Ati. Frag. i. 706:—
& pév worapds & Kpaau' LT xmtfupu
pdas peyloras at’ﬂopamt pepaypévas,
¥ F-rspoc afei xipa vaorer kal kpiay
{pfav re'Baridov elvopdvey adrdge, k..
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a man of remarkable powers, speculative and practical;
whose eager curiosity no department of knowledge escaped.
We may picture him to ourseves as the friend of his
countrywoman Aspasia, and brought by her into the Peri-
clean circle. In the next century he was remembered as a
man, whose abundance of long hair, and warm clothing, worn
in summer no less than in winter, had drawn on him the
gyes of all; asa student who posed as an authority in every
department of natural philosophy; as a theorist who wrote
about politics without being himself a politician; and as an
architect who set a mode in the laying out of acity. The
account which Aristotle gives of his political theories hes
many points of interest. He wished to establish a supreme
court of appeal, and to allow juries to give a modified
sentence—but the distinctive feature of his speculations was
a certain mathematical precision. Hippodamus wished to
have triplets everywhere; in his ideal city the land, the
citizens, and even the law-suits fell into three dasss A
similar spirit governed his architecture; in all the towns
which he planned, he introduced straight streets, running at
right angles to each other. Before he left Athens, he had
"cutup" the Peiraeus in this manner, and he now applied
his principles in the building of Thurii. The town formed
asquare or oblong; four streets ran from end to end of it—
the streets of Heracles, Aphrodite, Olympus, and Dionysus,
which were crossed at right angles by the street of Heroes,
the Thuria, and the Thurina. The whole was thus composed
of twenty blocks of houses conveniently intersected, and
forming a striking contrast to the confusion of the ordinary
Greek city.*

! For Hippodamus, s Aristot. Poh ii. ¢. 8, 85 f.; and for the
Hlppodamean style, ib. |v (vii.) c. 11=1330 6,21 f., ¢ & o idiwi
viknaéor duddeais Hdiov pev mp:{(rm xat qumpmrcpa 'mpl ras S\harx

des, &v ¢6-rapne § card Tév vedrepor xal rov ‘Immoddpaoy Tpimor.
Tpls mode" however convenient, was thought to render a city les
defensble in case of attack.
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I I . But neither convenience of plan nor fertility of soil
could save the new colony from the defects which arose
inevitably out of its constitution. In founding their city the
descendants of the Sybarites had attracted settlers by lavish
offers; but when the town was built, and its existence
assured, they showed a less generous spirit.  They claimed
Internal quar- to be the rightful owners of the soil, the real
rdsat Thurii; founders of the colony; the rest were aforeign
g%lgrsi"toegmhe and subordinate class. In the division of the

' land they took the territory adjacent to the
town for themselves, leaving only the most distant parts for
others; the most honourable offices were reserved for them,
and in offering sacrifice to the gods, their women had
precedence. Such intolerable pretensions quickly led to an
outbreak, in which the new colonists dew nearly all the
Sybarites, and expelled the rest.

This new victory left the conquerors in possesson of an
abundance of fertile land. They immediately invited a

. number of colonists from Greece to occupy it

Fresh colonists . AT .
invited: con-  On terms of equality :—an invitation widely
tsrt]iéugton of accepted.  The city now rapidly increased in
Y power: the Crotoniates, after the expulsion
of the Sybarites, were, for atime at least, on friendly terms
with the settlers, and a popular form of government was
devised, in which all the inhabitants had a share. Ten tribes
were established as at Athens, in three of which were in-
cluded the colonists of the Peloponnesus; these were the
Arcadian, Elean, and Achaean tribes; three others com-
prised the settlers from Boeotia and Central Hellas; these
were the Boeotian, Amphictyonian, and Dorian tribes. In
the remaining four were collected the colonists from Athens,
Euboea, and other lonian cities; these were the Athenian,
Euboean, lonian, and island tribes. Further details are
unknown to us, but it is obvious that the city was a
Hellenic colony; a settlement designed to prove that the
jedlousies of race and city could be forgotten; that Dorian
and lonian, Athenian and Boeotian could dwell together



1.12] DORIANS AT THURIL 21

inunity. And in founding this colony Athens had taken a
leading part.

12. Whatever were the views with which Pericles en-
couraged the foundation of Thurii—whether he saw in it
the realisation of some Panhellenic scheme, or regarded it
chiefly as a centre of Athenian influence in the west—they
were doomed to disappointment. In a very few years the
colonists were involved in wars, which arose apparently from
their own aggressions. With Cleandridas, the Cleandridas at
exiled Spartan, to lead them, they not only Thyrii; growth
besieged Terina, a colony of old Sybaris, on the of theDorian
western coagt of the peninsula, but endeavoured €M
to acquire the fertile territory of Siris, a step which led to a
conflict with Tarentum.> Each city ravaged the lands of the
other without any decisive advantage, but indirectly the war
was damaging to Athenian interests, for Cleandridas, as he
rose to power, favoured the Dorian element at the expense of
the lonian. In 434 there were seditions in the city, and
guestion was raised:—Who was the true founder of the
colony?—a clear proof that the colonists were no longer
loyal to the Athenians. An appea was made to Delphi;

! Diodorus marks three stages in the foundation of Neo-Sybaris or
Thurii: (1) The Sybarites gather together and found a city on the
site of the old town ; thisisinthe archonship of Lysicrates, 453*452.
(2) Six years afterwards this city is destroyed, and envoys are sent
to Greece to invite colonists, who are established at Thurii. (3) The
colonists quarrel; the Sybarites are expelled, and fresh settlers in-
vited. The last two events are placed in the same year—in the
archonship of Callimachus, 446-445. But it isveryimprobablethatthe
colonists were sent out, the town built, the Sybarites expelled, and
additional colonists collected in one year. Nor is 446-445 a year in
which the Athenians were likely to give much time to Italian affairs,
at any rate till the peace with Sparta was settled. Moreover, we are
told in Plut. Vit. Dec. Or. Lysias, that Thurii was founded in the
archonship of Praxiteles, 444-443, and this agrees with Bionysius,
Lysias, who puts the foundation twelve years before the outbreak of
the Peloponnesian war (431 + 12=443). Diodorus, then, has put
together in one year a series of events which began in 446, but were
not concluded till three years later. See Busolt's exhaustive note,
Oriech. Gesch. iii. 1. 523.

2 Diod. xii. 23.
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and the god set asde the claims of Athens by declaring him-
sdf and no other to be the founder. This was a gain for the
Dorians, and a still greater gain was the settlement of the
war with Tarentum by a friendly arrangement under which
Thurians and Tarentines united in planting the new colony
of Heraclea on the site of Siris, which was now for ever lost
to the Athenians.  With the ascendency of the Dorians the
democratic government of Thurii was changed into an
oligarchy, and when in 415 Athens sent her fleet to the
wes, the city was dosed against her.?

The last remnant of the unfortunate Sybarites, after their
expulsion from Thurii, had settled on the Trags, ariver
Advance of dready memorable for the defeat of their
the native ancetors.  Here they were attacked and de-
tribes. stroyed by the Lucanians, who, following the
example of the Campanians in Central Italy, began from this
time forward to molest the cities of Magna Graecia.  Thurii
only saved hersdlf from alike fate by hard fighting and the
skill of Cleandridas?

Some scanty notices have been preserved of other Athenian
connections with Italy besdes the colony at Thurii. In 413

. Athens renewed "an old aliance" with the
(c)otggeéitgr%man king of the Messapians, and as such an aliance
with Italy. would be ussful to the inhabitants of Thurii in
a contest with Tarentum, we may conjecture that it wes
0r|g|nally formed when the two cities were a war for the
posesson of Siris* There was d a settlement of
Athenians at Negpolis, and coins were issued from the

! Diod. xii. 35, 36; Strabo, 264.

2 Arigtot. Pol. viii. (v.) 7, 6=1307 a, 27 ff. Thuc. vi. 44. The
anti-Athenian party was subssquently driven out by a revolution
(Thuc. vii. 33), and help was given to Eurymedon and Demoshenes
but afterwards Thurian ships joined the Lacedaemoniansin Asa.

° Diodorus places the rise of the Campanians to power in 440 (xii.
312) Cumee fell into their hands in 423 at the latest. For the

Sybarites, s Diodorus xii. 22, who, however, cals the Lucanians
Bruttll For Thurii, seePonaenus,ll 10.
* Duncker, Gesth. Alt. ix. 277; Thuc. vii. 33.
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Neapolitan mint, beatring the head of Pallas with a helmet
crowned with olive. The coins and the colony may be due
to commerce; it is more difficult to account for the presence
of Diotimus, an Athenian admiral, who is said to have
sacrificed to Parthenope, the guardian goddess of Neapolis,
and to have established a torch race which the Neapolitans
afterwards maintained as ayearly festival.*

13. We have spoken of the colonisation of Thurii as due,
at least in part, to the wish of Pericles to bring the Greeks
together under the lead of Athens, and perhaps o, 1 ienic
we may follow the unity of subject so far asto schemes of
mention here two other attempts of a similar Pericles
nature, "Panhellenic schemes" they are sometimes called,
which owed their origin directly in the one casg and in-
directly in the other, to Pericles. In these he not only
endeavoured, as in thefoundation of Thurii, to break through
the division into Dorians and lonians, which would range
the Dorians on the sde of Sparta in any contest with that
city, but he dso sought to regain for Athens the position
which she was losing by abandoning the war with Persia,
and to attract to Atticathe same religious veneration which
gathered round Olympiaand Delphi.

Our knowledge of the first of these schemes is derived
from Plutarch, who tells us that at the time when the
Lacedaemonians were beginning to be greatly Proposed con-
distressed at the rise of Athens, Pericles en- gressofthe
couraged the people to aim at a still higher CGresks
position. With this object he brought forward a decree
that all the Greeks, whether in Europe or in, Asia, should be
invited to send envoys to a conference at Athens for the pur-
pose of discussing some questions of national interest.. The
temples which the Persians had destroyed were still un-
restored; the offerings vowed in the great war had not been
fully rendered; no definite arrangement had been made for

1 Btrabo, p. 246 ; Head, Historia Num. p. 82; Timseus, Fray. 00
M, The date is nnocertain: Auripoes O elv Nedwodw ﬁlt?w, dre
arparnyds dv vév 'Adnpvalev érohépa rois Sixehois, Tim. loo. oit,
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the control of the sea or the preservation of peece. These
were matters in which every Greek had an interest, and they
could only be discussed in a Panhellenic conference. Twenty
Athenians, men of more than fifty years of age, were chosen
as envoys, of whom fivevisited the lonians and Dorians in
Asia, and the islands as far as Lesbos and Rhodes; five more
were sent to the Greeks in the Hellespont, and in Thrace
as far as Byzantium. Other five went to Boeotia, Phocis, and
the Peloponnesus, whence they passed through Locris to
Acarnania and Ambracia; the remainder visited the Oeteans
of the Maliac gulf, the Achaeans of Phthiotis, and the
Thessdlians. But the scheme fell to the ground; nowhere
was there any response to the invitation; not a single envoy
appeared at Athens, and the attempt to make the city a
centre of Hellas completely failed. We cannot satisfactorily
explain the collapse, because we do not know at what date
the proposal was made; but if it is rightly placed after the
pesce of 445, the Lacedaemonians must have received with
ome amusement a project in which Athens claimed to take
aleading part in Hellenic affairs, and to resuscitate for her
own interests that national antipathy to the barbarians,
which, when her own interests ssemed to demand it, she
had so readily allowed to subside. The Thebans aso, who,
after many years of decline, were again becoming a power in
Greece, were very unlikely to support a scheme which would
place their past conduct in an unfavourable light, while the
allies of Athens were aware, from their experience, that no
project of national unity would lighten their subjection to the
imperial city. If the Athenians were in earnest in asking
their advice, why had they allowed the Delian synod to

perish ?*

! Plutarch, Per. 17, is our only authority for this scheme which
he represnts as a decree propossd by Pericles He explains the
failure of it by the oppostion of the Lacedaemonians, Aaxedmipoviay
tmevarriwbivray, @5 Aéyerat, Kat o wpdrov év Ilehomowfog Ths
2-2{4;:223 éheyxfelone.  Duncker, on genera grounds, puts the date at

. «
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14. The second scheme was a project for associating the
Greeks more closely with the sanctuary at Eleusis. In spite
of traditions which spoke of it as an alien, or even a hostile
community, Eleusis had long been cherished
by the Athenians as a sacred place, the home
of those holy goddessss whose mysteries were revered
throughout Hellas. In the sixth century the Athenians seem
to have fallen peculiarly under the influence of mysticism
(vol. i. p. 463); Musaeus, Orpheus, "and other soothsayers
became at that time equal authoritieswith Homer on religious
doctrines, or even superior authorities, because they dealt
with subjects which do not find a place in the Homeric
poems, and they aso claimedto be of greater antiquity. The
interest in mystical lore, the curiosity about a future life,
and the desire for purification from this " muddy vesture of
decay," were still further developed by the Pythagorean
doctrines, which began to spread in Greece during the first
half of thefifth century (vol.ii.p. 488). Legendsadsoglorified
the part which the deities of Eleusis had taken in the struggle
against Persia; and it was in the precinct of Demeter, both
a Plataea and Mycae, that the barbarians were finaly
defeated.

In the yearswhichfollowed the Persian war, the popularity
of the mysteries ssans to have greatly increased. In an
inscription which is certainly anterior, to the popurarity o
Thirty Years® peace, we find traces of elaborate the mysteries.
arrangements for the reception of foreigners at Athens
during the mysteries. From the full moon of Metageitnion
to the 10th of Pyanepsion (August- October) a sacred
truce prevailed, of which any city might avail herself
whose citizens wished to share in the holy rites; and
while the truce lasted, the benefits extended equally to
diens at Athens and Athenians dwelling in alien cities.
To receive the visitors a great temple was planned at
Eleusis, which, though unfinished in the lifetime of Pericles,

Eleusis.

Y Vol.ii. pp. 192, 233, and Herod, ix. 65, 101.
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ranks next to the Parthenon among the buildings with which
he adorned Attica. Hence the poet Sophocles in his Antigone
could spesk of the vale of Eleusinian Deo as a place where
all found awelcome.

But the mysteries were not the sole attraction of Eleusis;
not through them only had blessings been conferred upon
Eleusisthe Greece by the holy goddesses. It was in the
home of adjacent Eharian plain that corn had first
agriculture. peen sown; it was from Eleusisthat Demeter
sent forth Triptolemus to till the earth, and teach mankind
theart of agriculture. This legend wastreated by Sophocles
in the Triptolemus, one of the three plays with which
in 469 he had obtained a victory over the veteran
Aeschylus, and it was a subject peculiarly gratifying to
Athenian pride. The Greeks with instinctive wisdom saw
in agriculture the foundation of law and civilisation;
Demeter, the earth-mother, was to them Demeter Thesmo-
phoros, Demeter the founder of ordinances, the protector of
house and home, married life and society. Allthe Hellenes,
therefore, owed a debt to Eleuss, and Pericles was not slow
to remind them of their obligation.?

The scheme was supported by the Delphian god, who
commanded the Athenians to bring thankofferings from
their harvests to the goddesses at Eleusis—a reguest which
was afterwards extended to all the Greeks. Such oracles
could not, of course, be neglected, and a commissidn was
issued to report on the best means of giving effect to
them. This report and the proposas which followed the
publication of it have been preserved in the following
inscription®—

! Hicks, Inscript. British Mus.i. 2; G. L A.i.1; iv. 1. 1; and iv.
3. 1. Kirchhoff putsthe inscription before 456. For the temple,
$e Baumeger, Denkmé&hr, Eleusis; Duncker, G. A. ix. 254 ; Busolt,
G..G.iii. 1. 473. Soph. Ant. 1120.

2 Cp. Isocrates, Panegyr. § 29f.; Dionys. Halicarn. i. 12.

% For the orades, seé Isoor. l.c,; Aristides, i. 167, ScholL 8.

65.
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" TheAthenians are to make offerings of their fruits to the two
goddeses as their fathers have done and as the regpponse from
Delphi commands: not less than onesixth of a
bushd from every hundred bushds of barley, and Effg?ggg”aihe
not less than half a sixth from every hundred Ejeugs.
bushes of wheat—and this proportion is to be kept
throughout, whatever the yearly produce may be, whether less or
more. These offerings the demarchs mug collect in the demes and
depost them with the ministers at Eleusis. Three pits must be built
at Eleuss in the manner of our fathers, wherever the ministers and
the architect think fit, out of the fundsbelonging to the goddesss ;
and in these pits the corn received from the demarchs is to be
placed. The allies must aso bring offerings in the same manner, and
the cities must choose collectors of the corn in whatever manner will,
in their opinion, help the collection of it; and when collected they
must send it to Athens, and those who bring it must deposit it with
the minigersat Eleuss. . . . The Council mus dect heralds and send
them to the cities to announce theresolutions. ... At these myderies
the Hierophant and the Torchbearer must call on the Hellenes to
make offerings of their fruits as their fathers have done, and as the
oradefrom Delphi commands . . . With all therest of the cities of
Greece the Council must communicate as it finds opportunity, telling
them how the Athenians and their allies are making offerings of their
fruits, and inviting them to bring offerings in the manner of their
fathers, and according to the orade from Delphi—but inviting only
and not commanding. The contributions from these cities, if any
are brought, are to be callected by the minister in the same manner
asthe Tex"!

This report was adopted on the motion of Laropon, and
written on two stone pillars, of which one was placed inthe
temple at Eleusis, the other at Athens in the acropolis.

To what extent the Greeks who were not alies of Athens
responded to this invitation we cannot say. In the next
century lsocrates assarts that the majority of the cities of
Greece sent yearly to Athens some memorial of the benefits
received in ancient days by the gift of agriculture; those

! Theremainder of the inscription refers to the use which is to be
made of the offerings.
% Dittenberger, Sylloge, 13. The date is after 446 (? 439).
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citieswhich neglected to do so were often commanded by the
oracle at Delphi to send fruits as their fathers had done
Eleusis never in old days. Yet Eleuss ssems to have
became a suffered much in the Peloponnesian war, for
sacred placefor jt |ay on the high road of invasion, and the in-
alltheGresks \ ~ders were not debarred by any snee of piety
or obligation from laying waste the harvests from which
the resources of the temple were drawn. For the eight or
nine years during which Agis was encamped at Decedlea
(413-404) the procession from Athens to Eleusis, which was
a congpicuous part of the celebration of the mysteries,
was entirely suspended, with the exception of one year,
when it was conducted under the protection of an armed
force. We may conclude, therefore, that the sacred aso-
ciations which the Athenians connected with Eleusis were
but slightly felt by the rest of the Greeks, and the attempt
to create in Attica a holy place, which might rank with
Olympia and Delphi, met with little success

B—THE SAMIAN REVOLT: ATHENS AND THE EAST

15. In the midst of his sthemes for consolidating the
power of Athens, and raising the city to a higher position,
Pericles found himself engaged in a conflict which threatened
the existence of the Athenian empire.

During the years which followed the expulsion of the
Persians from Samos, an oligarchical government was in
Internalfac  power, out their rule was not acceptable to all
tionsat Samos. the Samians, there was a strong democratical
party in the state, who were only waiting for a favourable
opportunity to overthrow the government with the help of
the democracy of Athens. Such an opportunity came in the
Quarrel with  Spring of 440. In the sixth year of the pesce,
Miletus. Thucydides tells us, the Samians and Milesians
went to war about Priene, and the Milesians were de
feated. The cities were not on good terms; they wererivals
in trade, and such *ner neighbours that each seemed to
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prosper at the expense of the other. What gave rise to the
quarrel about Priene, or what object each city had in view,
is not recorded ; we do not even know which of the two was
the aggressor in the contest.  Priene, though a comparatively
unimportant city, was charged with the maintenance of the
Panionian festival, which was held on the northern dopes of
Mycale, and it is possble that Samos wished to attain this
privilege for herself. Or the Samians may have sought to
plant a firmer foot on the mainland, and in fact they had
already gone to war with Priene for the possesson of some
towns in the neighbourhood. Whatever the causg it is
surprising to find two cities of the Delian League going to
war about a third, without consulting the wishes of the
imperial city ; and as Samos still retained her independence,
while Miletus was a subject city, wemust suppose that Samos
was the aggressor. Her action threatened the liberty of
Priene, which Miletus strove to protect.

The Milesians repaired to Athens, where their complaints
werelistened towith eagerness.  The cities were on excellent
terms, and we know of two Milesians at least who were
members of the Periclean circle—Aspasia and Hippodamus.
And with the Milesian envoys came a number ., =\ csians
of the Samian party, who wished to get rid of apply to
the oligarchical governmentintheir city. Such Athens
overtures would be received with the greater readiness
because the Athenians were not satisfied with the position
of affairs in Samos and the neighbouring continent. Ever
since the defeat of the Egyptian expedition Athenian power
had been declining in the east, especialy in Caria.  Between
454 and 441 the Carian tribute, so far as it can be calculated
from thelists, fell from about 75 talents to 53 talents; and
the number of citieswhich paid it, from 60 or more to 43—
"a certain proof how varying even before the Samian revolt

YIn 450 Miletus was occupied by an Athenian garrison, and
Athenian interests were repressnted by an #wlowomes.  This may
have been the casein 440 also.
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was the dominion of the Athenians in a large part of the
Cariandistrict."’

The Athenians at once despatched forty ships to Samos,
under the command of Pericles. What steps were taken

Pericles at with regard to Priene and the quarrel with

Samoa: a Miletus we are not told; these were matters of
d . . . . .
cotablisna little importance; in sending afleet across the

Aegean the Athenians had other objects in
view than the settlement of a local dispute. The oligarchy
at Samos was suppressed, and the obedience of the party
was secured by a hundred hostages, fifty men and fifty boys,
who were placed in Lemnos; a democratical form of govern-
ment was established and protected by a garrison of Athenian
soldiers; after which the fleet returned to Athens.?

Samos was hot inclined to submit. She could not forget
that she had once ruled the eastern Aegean, and that her
Reaction at fleet was still a great power; her walls were
Samos: the strong, and help might be expected from Persia
democr acy Of the deposed oligarchs, some had sought refuge
overthrown. . . . .

on the continent, others remained in the city.
The fugitives communicated with their friends in the
island, and with Pissuthnes, the satrap of Sardis. Collecting
a body of 700 mercenaries, they crossed over to Samos in the
night, and attacked the demos, most of whom fell into their
power. They aso captured the Athenian garrison and

1 Busolt, Philol. xli. 683, who enumerates twelve cities which paid
for the last timein 447-445. Diodorus, xii. 27, goes o far as to say
of the Samians. dpdwvrer rods "Afyraious Tais ebvoinis Sapépovras wods
Menelovs,  the Athenians preferred ‘ﬂﬂe.sjb]rect to the independent
city. That they watched Samos ssams implied by the words of
Arigtoph. Veep- 282, Aéyww dis hehabivaios fiv xal Sdug wpdros
xavelror.  The subsequent action of the Samian dligarchs justified the
Athenian suspicions

2 Thuc. i. 115; Plut. Per. 25; Diod. xii. 27. Plutarch assrts
that the Athenians before resorting to force called on the Samians to
submit to arbitration, which they refused.  Thucydides does not
mention Pericles in connection with this first visit of the Athenians
to Samos but Diodorus and Plutarch agree that he wasin command.
Diodorus further spesks of a fine of 80 talents which was imposed on
the Samians.  Plutarch, 25, adds some gossiping details*
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officers, and recovered the hostages from Lemnos. Their
fetters thus broken, they openly renounced their allegiance
to Athens.

Athens now found herself face to face with therevolt of a
powerful ally. The danger was great; greater even than at the
revolt of Euboea. The war with Persiamight Rrevolt of
break out again, and Athens might be done in Samos
the contest: Sparta certainly would not join her, and who
could tell whether the allies would remain faithful ? Samos
'was doing her utmost to strengthen her position; the Athenian
captives were placed as hostages in the hands of Pissuthnes;
the aid of the Peloponnesians was invoked. To cut off any
assgance from Miletus, an expedition was sent against that
city; if they could defeat the Milesians or capture Miletus
before the arrival of the Athenians, such a signal success
might induce all the cities of Asia Minor to join in the
revolt. Byzantium had come in aready, and much might be
hoped from the cities of Caria.*

16. The whole policy of Pericles was at stake; if the
revolt was not suppressed, the Athenian empire was at an
end. Sixty ships at once left Athens for Samos, and all the
generds of the year, with Pericles at their head, were in
command.? Part of the fleet was sent towards pefeat of the
Caria to watch for the Phoenician ships, which SamianS.
were reported to be coming up from the south, part to bring
reinforcements from Leshos and Chios—which would aso
serve as hostages for the fidelity of those idands. With the
remaining vessds (forty-four in number) Pericles attacked the
Samians, who- hurried home from Miletus, off the island of

! Thuc. i. 115, 116; Plut. Per. 25, who saya that Pissuthnes
stole away the hostages. For the appeal to the Peloponnesians, cp.
Thuc.i.41,

2 Thuo. i. 116 : Ieptehéovs Sexdrov adirod ovparpyotvres. Eight of
the ten generals of the year were Socrates, Sophocles (the poet),
Andocides (grandfather of the orator), Creon, Pericles, Grlaucon,
Callistratus, Xenophon; see Androt. in Miiller, F. H. 0. iv. 645.
The ships were sent out before July 440, for afterwards we have a
new set of generals, who would come into office in that month.
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Tragia, to the south of Samoa The Samian fleet was the
more numerous, but after a severe engagement the Athenians
defested it and gained possesson of the harbour.’

The Samians at once sent to summon the Phoenician
fleet to their aid. Meanwhile Pericles was reinforced by
Blockade of twenty-five ships from Chios and Lesbos,
Samos. perhaps under the command of the poet
Sophocles? and by forty from Athens, with which he was
able to land on Samos, and drive the Samians into their
walls. He now built three forts, and blockaded the city
strictly by land and sea® The ships which had been sent
towards Caria returned with the news that the Phoenician
fleet was approaching. Pericles sailed to intercept it with
sixty ships, for it was better to call off half his forces from
the blockade than to engage with the Phoenicians off Samos,
where the Samians would be at hand to take part in the
battle. The alarm was false; the Phoenician fleet did not
appear, but in the absence of Pericles, the Samians were able
to break through the blockade, and for a fortnight they were
mesters of the ss—a respite which they used to carry
into the city whatever provisions they required. Then
Pericles returned. The Samians attempted to cut him off
from the island, but in vain; they were defeated, and the
city was once more closdaly mvested by land and sea*

It was now July 440, and the generals for the year

Thuc. i. 116; Diod. xii. 27; Plut. Per. 26, dua 8¢ 77 vixp xal
g Subfer Tot Mupdvos kpardoas. For the situation of the island of
Tragia or Tragaeae (Strabo, 635), see Pflugk-Hartung, Perikles als
Feldherr, Excursus.

2 See lon, Frag. 1; Athen. xiii. 603:

3 |If we count the sixteen ships which had been sent to Caria, etc.,
Pericles had now 60+40+25, i.e. 325 vessdls at command, or,
without these, 109.

4 Thuc. i. 117 ; Diod. xii. 28. Why the Phoenician fleet did not
appear we do not know. We may suppose ; (1) that the news of its
coming was but a ruse to call off Pericles from Samoa ; (2) that it
remained off the Carian coast, encouraging the cities on the mainland
to revolt, but leaving Samoa to her fate. It is not mentioned again
in our authorities.
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came into office. Pericles, being re-elected, remained with the
fleet, but the rest of the commanders at Samoa wer e replaced
by new officers, who brought out large reinforcements.
Thucydides, Hagnon, and Phormio sailed with forty ships,
and were quickly followed by Anticles and Tlepolemuswith
twenty. Chios and Lesbos aso added thirty triremes to
those already sent. The total amount of the Athenian fleet
was more than two hundred ships. It was apparently an over-
whelming force, yet the Samians defied it. samosat length
Their walls were strong; their city well capitulates.
supplied with provisions; they might still hopethat assstance
would come from Persia or Peloponnesus. So they held
out, month after month. The Persians failed to sdze
the opportunity; the Peloponnesians decided, on the
motion of the Corinthians, that they would not interfere;
every city must be allowed to punish her own revolted
dlies. Nine months had passed, and the suppliesin Samos
were exhausted, when the city agreed to capitulate. The
terms were severe; all the triremes of Samos were to be
given up to Athens; the walls of the city were to be thrown
down; the cost of the war was to be defrayed by the
Samians; and hostages placed with the Athenians as sureties
for good behaviour. The oligarchs, to whom the revolt was
due, were expelled from the city—we find them afterwards
a Anaea on the mainland—and a democracy was esta-
lishedi (439).

! Diodorus, xii. 28, saysexplicitly, m#» 3nuoxpariar karaerioas,but
Thucydides does not mention this change; it ia, however, unlikely that
the Athenians should have |eft the oligarchs in power, and we know
that the extreme oligar chs were established at Anaea in the Pelopon-
nesan war (Thuc. iil. 19, 32 ; iv. 75). Frankel, De Condicione, €tc.,
]p. 27, contends that a democracy was not established, and of course we

ind an oligarchy at Samosin 412. Seeaso Holm, Hist. Greece, ii. 192,
E. T, ,» and, on the other sde, Duncker, G. A. ix. 212; Busdlt, G, G.
iii. 1. 553. Ephorus satesthat Pericles was assged in his attack by
the dege-engines devised for him by Artemon of Clazomenae, thissege
being in fact the first in which "rams" and " tortoises’ were
brought into us By their hep the walls were broken through
and the city taken. But as Artemon appears to have been a con-

VOL. I11. 0
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The cogt of the war had been enormous. For eight full
months after the second investment of the city, more than
two hundred triremes had been engaged at
Samos. So far as we can judge from a
mutilated inscription, 1276 talents were paid out of the
accumulated treasure of Athens for the war, and the total
costis put at 1400 talents. An indemnity of even half this
amount would be a crushing burden on the island for many
years.!

17. The first visit of the Athenians to Samos probably
came as a surprise on the oligarchs; and to this cause we
may attribute the esse with which the democratical revolu-
tion was carried out. Deceived by their success the
Athenians alowed many of the oligarchs to remain in the
city, the hostages were placed in hands which could not
Conduct of the ~ protect them, and an insufficient garrison was
war by Pericles. |gft behind. Pericles altogether mistook the
situation, and his work was undone as quickly as he had
doneit. The news of the revolt showed him the true nature
of the forces opposed to him, and the measures which he
took were rapid and clear-sighted. The attempts to cut off
the Samians on their return from Miletus, and to intercept
the Phoenician fleet, were strokes of sound strategy. Y et we
must allow that he was highly favoured by fortune. Had

Cod of thewar.

temporary of Anacreon, who resided at Samos in the days of Poly-
crates, and as the C|ty was not taken by storm but compelled to
capitulate by famine, the statement of Ephorus is probably errone-
ous. The sege of Plataea is the first occason on which " rams" are
mentioned; and the " tortoise” was not known till after the Pelopon-
nesanwar. Diod. xii. 28; Plut. Per. 27; se Droysen, Die Griech.
Krlegsalterthur‘rer p. 208.

YThuc. i. 117; cp. C, I. A.i. 177. Diodorus, xii. 28, puts the
indemnity at 200 talents, whichisfar too little; Nepos, Tlmothy lat
1200; Isoerates-4rtf id. | | |, at 1000 talents. We cannot fix the amount
of the instalments by which the sum was paid; se Duncker, G, A.
ix. 215, n. 3; Beloeh, Mein. Mus,, 1888; Busolt, Q.Q.m. 1, 559,
note. The Samians never gppear in the Quotalists, but Thuoydides
calls them tributaries, vii. 57. Hill, Sources for Greek History,

p. 104 f
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the Persians taken up the cause of the Samians, as it was
their interest to do; had the Ohians and Leshians joined in
the revolt, or even refused to send ships to subjugate an ally;
had the Corinthians been less short-sighted in their advice to
the Peloponnesian confederacy, the issue of the war would
probably have been different. It is interesting to know that
the defence of Samos was conducted by a man whose name is
remembered in another sphere.  Melissus, who
defeated Pericles, and defied his forces so long,
was a philosopher of the Eleatic School—who, like Par-
menides and Zeno, pondered over the problem of the many
and the one, striving to find beyond and behind the change
of all visible things a reality which was aways and every-
where the same.

With the fall of Samos Byzantium aso came in and
resumed her place as a subject state of Athens? But a
number of Carian cities broke away from gefect of the
Athenian control at this time, and were never revolt of Samos
recovered. In 436 the lonian and Carian °"thees:
districts, which had been divided in 442, were again united,
but while forty-three Carian cities pay tribute in 440, the
total of Carian and lonian cities in 436 cannot have
amounted to more than forty-six, of which not more than
thirty were Carian, The rebellious towns were those which
lay at some distance from the s in the neighbourhood of
Mylasa, and in the valley of the Indus. There is dso reason
to suppose that the Ehodian cities, Lindus and lalysus,
refused their tribute at the time of the revolt; and in the
Thracian district difficulties arose, which, though composed
for the present, were a source of disquiet and eventually of
disaster to Athens.®

Meélissus.

I For Melisaus, see Liocr. Laud, Hel. 8 :—Mdowor, be drelpor +d
whijfos weguedreow riv wpaypdray, be s dorde rod wavrds dmexeipnaw
dwodslfus wipiockny, Flub, Per, 26 :—Méuogos & Iayivovs, dvip

o5, aroarnvioy Tére the Sduov.

2 Byzantium paid tributein 438.

% Busolt, Philol xli. 685;; (7. G.iii 1. 554; C. 1. A. i 239, 244.
For Thrace, infra, p. 41.
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Pericles, on his return to Athens, was at the height of
his reputation as a general. For the second time he had
Return of saved Athens at a dangerous crisis.  Agamem-
m;rcf; réi;h non, he said, had spent ten years in reducing

PEN Troy, but in ten months he had brought
the greatest of lonian cities to submission. When the
last rites were paid to the dead who had fallen in their
country's cause, he was chosen to pronounce the funera
oration over them. He dwelt on the immortality of the
illustrious dead; on the fair promise of the lives that were
ended: "The loss of the young was as the loss of the spring-
time of the year." But they had fallen in a noble cause, and
their glory wes great. When he descended from the tribune,
widows and orphans crowded round him with flowers and
garlands; but Elpinice, the now aged sister of Cimon,
turned away, saying bitterly, "Why these flowers and
crowns1 Not in war against Medes and Phoenicians, as my
brother, but in conflict against a friendly and allied state, has
Pericles led our citizens to death."*

The long resistance which Samos had offered to the whole
force of Athens, the great danger into which that resistance
had brought the empire, were lessons not to be forgotten.
The resistance was chiefly due to the fortifications of the

. city, which defied the skill and bravery of the
onthedesre.  besegers  Similar difficulties had been ex-
tion of the walls perienced in the reduction of Thasos and

" Aegina, and so long as the allied cities re-
tained their walls, Athens would find it necessary, in case of
revolt, to employ her ships and men in the sow process of
reducing them by famine. She resolved to prevent this evil,
and, by a single stroke of tyrannical power, to bring the
cities, or at least those of lonia and the adjacent islands, to
her feet. She decreed the destruction of their walls, and

IOcthIuE,.ﬁPt‘e‘r. 28; Peaides retorted with aqlﬁotﬂtiqnfrom Archi-
S 5 iis fovo’ fheideo), Which gives us a
,ide%)féhéc e T bt AT ol Met 1. 7 0
iii 10. 7.
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the decree was executed. The precise date is unknown, but
about the fact there is no question. At the beginning of the
fifth century the lonic cities were protected by walls; at
the beginning of the Peloponnesian war "lonia is unforti-
fied."! The change can only have been carried out at the
command of the Athenians, for the allies were not likely to
destroy their own walls, and there was no other power
which could compel them to doit. This was the last and
greatest step in the tyrant's progress, by which Athens made
herself undisputed mistress of the subject cities.?

C.—ATHENS AND THE NORTH. THE FOUNDING OF
AMPHIPOLIS

18. At the time when Athens was engaged in conflict
with Samos, her alies in the Thracian district of the League
were a caue of some anxiety, and she found it necessary to
make considerable changes, both in the amount of tribute
paid by the cities, and in the manner of payment. But in
order to explain the position of afairs in the north, we must
go back in the narrative and review the changes which had
taken place in Macedonia and Thrace since the Persian wars.

When the Persian attempt to subdue Greece wes finally
wrecked at Plataea, Alexander of Macedon, who succeeded
his father Amyntas in 498, was once more an )

. . Alexander's
independent prince, and he sought to turn t0 conquess after
his own advantage the mischief which the 48, fgsfdation

. . . ens.

Persian invasion had wrought. It was far

easier to consolidate his power when such a wave of desola-
tion had rolled over the country. Herodotus tells us how
the king of the Bisaltians and Crestonice retired before the
Persans into Mount Ehodope, strictly forbidding his six

! grecylorou ofierye 7ijs 'lowlas, Thuc. iii. 33, and the same is said
in detail of a number of cities.

Inthe case of Samos and Thasos we know that the Athenians
caused the walls to be destroyed. Gp. dso the demand made on
Potidaea, infra, p. 82. The Ohians were forbidden to rebuild these
walls; Thuo. iv. 51.
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ons to follow Xerxes. They disregarded his wishes, and,
joining the king, they were fortunate enough to return
home in safety, but the savage father put out the eyes of
every one of them in punishment of their disobedience.
After thisitisnot surprising that the Macedonian monarch
was able to annex the Crestonaeans and Bisaltians, conquests
which brought him to the right bank of the Strymon, and
put him in possession of those mines near Lake Prasias, from
which he received a talent of silver a day.! Alexander was
more than a successful conqueror at the head of a barbarian
host. He claimed to be descended from Greek ancestors,
from the Heraclids of Argos(vol. i. p. 312), and as aGreek he
was allowed to compete in the Olympian games. In the
Persian war he showed himself awarm friend of Athens—
whenever he could do so with safety. It was he who warned
the Greeks to retire from Tempe, and leave a post where
they must be trampled underfoot by the myriads of the
enemy; who advised the Athenians to save themselves by
accepting the terms of Mardonius, who at Plataca en-
couraged the Greeks to persevere in resistance, and informed
them of the Persian plans. For these services he received
the title of " proxenus,” and " benefactor " of Athens.? After-
wards his relations with the city were less cordial. The
formation of the Delian League was afatal blow to his hopes
of annexing the Greek cities of the coadt, for, though he
succeeded in acquiring Therma and Pydna, Methone and the
cities of Ohalcidice were saved from his clutches. The con-
quest of Eion and the attempts to colonise Amphipolis and
the neighbouring region brought Athens and Macedon into
so close arivalry that a collision of interests was inevitable.

! Herod, viii. 116; v. 17. For Bisaltia s Herod, vii. 115, and
for the Crestonaeans who lay on the sources of the Echidorus, vii
124, 127.

2 Herod, vii. 173; viii. 136 ; ix. 44 ff. For the title cp. Xen.
Hell. vi. 1. 4, where Polydamas of Pharsalus, in speaking to the
L acedaemonians, says. wpdevor tudy &v xal ebepyérys dx wdvrov by
glpr:}%aa mpoeyévaw, [t Often occurs in inscriptions. See Dittenb.
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If he did not aid in the destruction of the Athenians at
Drabescus (464) Alexander made no effort to save them, and
on their part the Athenians expected Cimon to crown his
victory over Thasos by acquiring a portion of Macedonia*
From 464 onwards the Athenians and their "benefactor"must
have regarded each other with suspicion; on the one hand
Alexander might tamper with the allies of Athens; on the
other it was certain that Athens intended to plant afoot on
the lower Strymon, and control the passage from Macedonia
into Thrace.

19. Alexander died in 454, leaving four sons—Perdiccas,
Philip, Menelaus, and Alcetas. Which of the four was the
eldest is uncertain, and we do not know what Death of
partition of his kingdom Alexander made Ajexander:
among them, if indeed he made any. When ﬁ_artlltiozof
we begin to se our way clearly, we find a 1S Kingdom.
triple division of the Macedonian dominions. Derdas, the
nephew of Alexander, is sovereign of the Elimiotae; the
land east of the Axius, adjacent to the Strymon and
the Greek cities of Chalcidice, is governed by Philip; and
Perdiccas is ruler of Macedonia in the narrower sense of
the territory between the Haliacmon and the Axius.”

! Plut. Cim. 14.

%2 In amatter so oboure we must expect a difference of opinion.
Abel, Makedonien, p. 166, confesess that his account is merely con-
jectural, and Duncker, G. A. ix. 225, note, is not convincing. The
dates given for the reign of Perdiccas vary from 23 to 41 %ears and
Abel condders that this is best explained by supposng that in one
calculation the whole period from the death of Alexander to the
death of Perdiccas is reckoned; in the other, the time during which
Perdiccas was actually king of the whole country. Perdiccas died
in 413 ; but 413 + 41 =454, the date of the death of Alexander ; and
413 + 23 = 436, a probable date for the expulson of Philip by Per-
diccas Theopompus puts the reign of Perdiccas at 35 years, t.c it
began in 413+ 35=448, which may have been the date of a divison
of the kingdom between Philip and Perdiccas But what happened
in 454-448? Abel thinksthat in this period Alcetas may have been
king of all Macedonia, for in Plato, Gorg. 471 A, Perdiccasis said to
have taken the kingdom from Alcetas. By promisng him a share
in the kingdom, Perdiccas induced Philip to join him in deposng
Alcetas, and having obtained his object, set about depriving Philip
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By this division of the Macedonian monarchy the position
of affars wes greatly altered. For the moment the Mace-
Macedoniaand donian power was paralysed; the Greek cities
theChalcidic  had nothing to fear from their neighbour. If
cities. Philip attempted to extend his borders, the
aid of Perdiccas could be invoked against him. On the
other hand, the Greeks, freed from the fear of attack by
Macedon, were less subservient to the Athenians, and their
position became more independent.

The situation was complicated by the growth of the
Odrysian empire in Thrace. The Thracians, no less than
Thrace: arowth the Macedonians, had regained their liberty on
oftheOdrysian the retreat of the Persians, and in Thrace, as
empire. in Macedonia, theinvasion made it easier for an

' ambitious prince to extend his power. Teres,
the king of the Odrysians, who lay in the valley of the
Artiscus, seized the opportunity. He began with subjugating
the Thracian tribes as far as the Haemus, from which, by the
conquest of the Getae, he pushed his borders to the right
bank of the Danube. Beyond theriver lay thevast territory
of the Scythians, which extended to the Cimmerian Bosphorus,
the mouth of the Sea of Azov. Teres secured himself from
attack in this direction by marrying his daughter to Aria-
pithes, the king of Scythia, and, recrossing the Haemus,
advanced his kingdom towards the eadt, till he almost
touched the gates of Byzantium.! At the death of Teresin
440 this great empire ssams to have been divided between
his two sons, Sitalces and Sparadocus, and though Sitalces in
a short time united the whole power in his own hands, there
was a period during which Thrace, no less than Macedon,
was distracted by the claims of rival monarchs.

of his share, in which he was at length successful. Duncker thinks
that Alexander divided his kingdom between two of his sons, Per-
diccas and Philip, but cannot give any reason why the others were
passed over. Alcetas and Mendlaus are mentioned in O. I. A, i. 42,
43 as sons of Alexander. Abel, however, regards Amyntas as the
fourth son, but only on the authority of Syocellus (p. 262).

Y Se Thuc. ii. 29; 96, 97 ; infra, p. 148.
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20. Thus the cities of Chalcidice and Thrace were re-
lieved from any danger on the sde of the tribes of the
interior, at the very time when Athens was Dpifficulties in
engaged in suppressing the revolt of Samos thethradan
A spirit of rebellion arose among them. By- Athenian
zantium, as we know, joined Samos (though empire
she does not seam to have taken any active part in assisting
her); and from an examination of the Quota-lists of 440-436
it appears that a number of cities in the Thracian district
refused to pay tribute in those years' Athens endeavoured
to meet the resistance by various changes. From the year
437 onwards we find in the lists a number of cities which,
with one or two exceptions, appear there for the first
time, ranged separately as cities "which tax themselves"
and "which private citizens have enrolled to pay tribute";
and of the twenty-four cities in these lists, seventeen are
situated in the Thracian district. The inference has been
drawn from this, and with probability, that a number of
small towns which had hitherto paid astributaries to larger
cities, such as Aenus, Potidaea, and others, were now
detached, and not only allowed to pay tribute independently,
but to fix their own tribute in the one casg, or, in the other,
to be enrolled at the wish of some of their citizens in the
Athenian empire.?

What was far more important than these changes and

! The number of cities which paid tributein 454-442 is about 45;
but in 441 we have spaces for 35 only, and in 440 for 37 only. In
438 the cities of Aenus, Argilus, Galepsus, Scapsa, and Solus do not
appear; in 436 eight cities are mising. Between the years 439-436
the tribute was raised at Spartolus, Potidaea, Scabala, Mecyperna,
Sane Mende, Scione, Aegae, Aphytis, cities lying dose together on
the west coast of Chalcidice, and in Pallene.

% Se Busolt, Philol. xli. 667, etc; C. L A. i. 239-244. The
new headingsin 437 are: (1) Nékews adral refdueva, (2) mékus d¢ ol
Sdras dveypaarro 5{5 v _?!'pﬂll- Buaolt's explanation of these
headings is conjectur ,%out it is probable. He also points out that
some of the cities which were called upon to pay a higher tribute—
Potidaea, Spartolus, Scione, Mende, Stolus—rebdled in 432, or sub'
sequently joined Brasdas.  Cp. val. ii. Appendix iii. 9.
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redistributions of tribute, Athens sdized the opportunity of
the disaffection among the Greek cities and the division in
Macedonia to secure the prize for which she had so long
striven.  About three miles above its mouth the Strymon
widens into abroad lake, the Lacus Oercinltis, which, aong

The lower its whole length, effectually prevents communi-

Strymon:- cation between the two banks of the river.
\r/al?gnof the North-east of the lake stretches the valley of
egion- the Angites, through which runs a road, skirt-

ing Mount Pangaeus on the landward side; other roads dso
converge on the river at the point where it issues from the
lake; and the bridge by which the Strymon is there crossed
is the key of the communication by land between Thrace and
Macedonia. The whole region abounded in timber, adways
a rare commodity in Greece; the plains of the Angites and
the Strymon were fertile, and through them were brought the
products of the interior. But what gave a peculiar vaue to
the district was the abundance of gold and silver which was
procured from Mount Pangaeus and other mines in the
neighbourhood. From the produce of these mines the
Thasians had derived their ample resources, and as we have
sen, Alexander lived to receive a talent a day from his
mines near Lake Prasias.

Athens had long been in possesson of the mouth of the
Strymon, and since 464 she had worked the mines of the
Athenian Thasians on the mainland.? But all attempts
attempts to to secure the territory between Lake Cercinltis
rcol?gase the  and the seq the valley of the Angites, and the
egion- inland sopes of Mount Pangaeus, had ended in
failure. The story of Athenian hopes and dlsappomtments
hes been preserved by the Scholiast on Aeschines® who
enumerates nine disasters which had befallen the Athenians
in this region; and there are few calamities in Athenian

1 When Alexander vered the Bisdtians he took over their
Se Head, Hist. Num. Introd. xlv,, and pp. 178,180
uo. i. 101.
3 Aesth. 2. 31,
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history more disastrous than the slaughter of 10,000 colonists
at Drabescus in 464 (vol. ii. p. 314).) In 464 Alexander
and Teres were still alive, and their kingdoms were un-
divided; by 437 the situation was changed. Athens had
aso brought her struggle in the east to an end, though at
the cost of resigning a number of Carian cities, and the
action of the Greeks in Thrace made it clear that a strong
centre was needed from which to control them. Philip of
Macedon could not offer serious opposition from beyond the
Strymon, owing to hisrelations with his brother Perdiccas,
who would readily join the Athenians against him; and the
Odrysians were too much occupied with the contentions of
their rival monarchs to render him assstance, even if they
wished.

In 437 anew colony was sent out under Hagnon, the son
of Nicias, who had held command in the war against Samos?
Of the constitution of the city nothing is re- Founding of
corded, beyond the statement that the colonists Amph|p0||S|n
were partly Athenian citizens, and partly col-
lected from the neighbouring towns® The new city was
caled Amphipolis, a name apparently derived from the
situation. It lay on the dope of a hill, visible from the s
on the left bank of the river, which is diverted from its
course 90 as to circle round three sides of the hill. Where
the river ran no fortifications were needed, but a wall was
built from bank to bank across the dope. At some distance
from the city lay the bridge over the Strymon.*

! The region was known as Phyllis, a name derived in legend from
Phyllis, the wife of Demophon, the son of Thesaus with whom, it
was believed, the country came as a dower to her husband. Phyllis
|s sid to have visted the Strymon nine times, hence the name

"Nine Ways" to meet her lover, who failed to come and in her
anger she pronounced upon the Athemansthe curse that they should
suffer disager ninetimesin that region.

DIOdOfLIS, xii. 32, who gives the date 435, but ¢p. Thuo. iv. 102.

3 Thuc. iv. 106 ; Diod. |.C.

* For Hagnon, whose father was Nicias of Steiria, not to be con-
founded with Nicias, the satesman and general, sse Thuc. v. 11.
The digtrict is dexcribed in Leake, Northern Greece, iii. 181 ff. It
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21. With aview of securing their position, the Athenians
entered into an aliance with Perdiccas, from whom they had
Athens and for the time nothing to fear," but in afew years
Macedon. Perdiccas succeeded in expelling Philip and
uniting Macedonia; the territory east of the Axius, as
far as the Strymon, was added to his own dominions, and
he became the neighbour of Athens on the Strymon, at
hand to help the Chalcidian cities! His brother was driven
to seek refuge with Derdas the prince of the Elimiotae.

In Thrace aso the kingdom of the Odrysians was by this
time united in the hands of Sitalces. The king of Scythia,
Ariapithes, had been treacherously murdered by Sparga
pithes, king of the Agathyrsi,? probably in the attempt to
annex, by force or by fraud, the territory of his neighbour
towards the Danube. He left three sons: Oricus, by his
native wife Opaea; Octamasades, by the daughter of Teres;
Syles, King of and Scyles, by a Greek woman of Istros. Scyles
Soythia: his succeeded his father, and with the throne he
love of Gresk  gso received his father's Scythian wife. He
dvilisation. ¢ half a Greek by birth, and this natural
bent had been strengthened by education. From his mother
he learned the Greek language and letters, thus imbibing a
love of Greek manners and life which proved his ruin.
When he ascended the throne, he found the barbarous
Scythian customs intolerable; his Scythian wife was odious
to him; and whenever he could, he stole away to indulge
his Hellenic inclinations. As often as he visited Olbia, the
Milesian colony on the Borysthenes, he left his Scythian
retinue in the* suburbs, and entered the city, attended by

sams to be doubtful whether the bridge lay above or below the
wall which Hagnon built; that it did not liewithin it, is dear from
Thucydides, iv. 103. Leake, le. p. 196, congders that the ancient
bridge was probably in the same situation as the modern one, i.e. just
beow the lake, and above the city, but Grote places it below, vol.
iv. p. 547. The present bridge is 300 yards long. For the device
by which Hagnon was supposad to have driven away the Edonians,
saeFonaen Strateg. vi. 53.

Thuc. i 57 says of Perdiccas. adppaxos mpdrepoy kat hidos.

2 Herod, iv. 78.
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his Greek bodyguard only. The gates were then closed and
securely kept that no native Scythian might watch the
conduct of his king. Scyles laid aside his Scythian dress,
and, clad in Hellenic garments, mixed with Hellenes in the
market-place, living a Hellenic life among Hellenes, and
sacrificing to Hellenic gods.  These habits he would indulge
for a month at a time, after which, resuming the native
dress, he left the city. He even built himself a magnificent
palace in Olbia, surrounded with sphinxes and griffins of
white marble, and brought home an Olbian Greek as his
wife. In time this modest indulgence failed o isin-
to satisfy him; he insisted on initiation in itiated inthe
the orgiastic mysteries of Dionysus. His Dionysiac rites.
palace was struck by lightning and burned to the ground,
but the evil omen was sent in vain: Scyles was not to
be diverted from his purpose. He joined the sacred pro-
cesson, and hurried round the city in the Bacchic rout.
As these orgies were a common subject of reproach on the
part of the Scythians against the Greeks, a citizen of Olbia
revenged himself by taunting the Scythianswith the conduct
of their king, and finding them incredulous, he led them
to a tower whence they could se the procession. They
reported what they had sen to the Scythians in the
suburbs of the city, and no sooner had Scyles returned to
his kingdom than a rebellion broke out, by which Octa-
masades, his half-brother, was raised to the Heisdenosed
throne. Scyles sought refuge at the court of ang seg?;rdué,e
Si takes.! Meanwhile, Si takes had succeeded Wwith Sitalces
in expelling his brother Sparadocus from his share of the
kingdom, and Sparadocus had taken refuge in Scythiawith
his nephew Octamasades. When Octamasades

marched to the Danube with the intention of

invading Thrace, and recovering Scyles by force

of arms, he was met by Sitalces with the proposal that the
fugitives should be exchanged; he would surrender Scyles

! Herod, iv. 78-80.
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on condition that Octamasades gave up Sparadocus. The
proposal was accepted. What treatment Sparadocus met
with we do not know, but his son Seuthes lived at the court
of Sitalces, and succeeded to the Odrysian throne. Scyles
was at once put to death.!

Sitalces was now without a rival—the undisputed master
of an empire second only to that of the Scythians. On the
s coast his dominions reached from Abdera to the Danube,
and towards the interior, from Byzantium to the source of
TheOdrysan the Strymon.? In this region were included
kingdom. not only the rude barbarians of Thrace, but
the Hellenic cities on the western shore of the Euxine, and
tribute was exacted from both by the Odrysian king. The
amount paid to Sitalces is not recorded, but in the reign of
his nephew and successor Seuthes, who raised it to the highest
sum ever reached, it amounted to 400 talents (£80,000).
This was by no means the whole of the king's revenue; at
least as much more was derived from the presents made to
himin gold and silver, in addition to which he received gifts
of furniture and "smooth" and broidered cloth. Similar gifts,
though of less value, were made to the powerful princes who
stood next inrank to the king, for in Thrace it was more
honourable to receive than to give, and one who refused to
grant a request incurred greater disgrace than one who failed
to obtain what he desired. Nothing indeed could be done
without aliberal outlay in presents.

These changes in Thrace and Macedonia brought about a
change in the policy of Athens. She had nothing to fear
from Philip, who was no longer her neighbour at Amphi-
polis, but a fugitive in Elimia, beyond Macedonia. It was
from Perdiccas and Sitalces that danger was to be appre-

Herod, le; Thuc. ii. 101; iv. 101. Herodotus does not mention
5 but we never heer of any other brother of Stdces.
Thucii. 97. Meaaured in Ki 's map of the Turkish empire
the digance from Abdera to the Danube is a little less than 400
m,||I es; and from the Strymon to Byzantium, a little less than 350
miles.



l.22] ATHENS AND WESTERN GREECE. 47

bended, Perdiccas was not likely to regard the founding of
Amphipolis with satisfaction, and the Odrysians would look
with suspicion on the advance of the Athenians beyond the
Strymon, or into the interior. If Macedonia and Thrace
were to combine, the position of Athensin Chalcidice would
be shaken. From the sea she might retain her

hold on those cities which lay upon the coast, Foicy o Athens
but those which lay inland could rely on the donia and
protection of their neighbours, Athens then TMace

must weaken Macedonia, if possible; above all she must
prevent Thrace and Macedonia from entering into combina
tion. With thefirst object in view she resolved to support
the claims of Philip, and aid him in recovering his kingdom;
with the second to form an aliance with the Odrysians. It
was easy enough to break with Perdiccas and give a "moral
support” to Philip, but to win the Odrysians was a more
difficult task. At this time, i.e. about 435, Stalces was
under the influence of Nymphodorus, a Greek of Abdera,
whose sister he had married, and unfortunately for Athens,
Nymphodorus was far from friendly to the city. For the
moment nothing could be done, but in a few years, by
persona attentions to Nymphodorus, and perhaps by remis-
sion of tribute to Abdera, Athens was able to overcome this
hostile feeling, and secure the Odrysian aliance. But her
position in the north continued to be a caue of grave
anxiety. Perdiccas was an enemy—if for the time a con-
ceded one—the Odrysians were uncertain, and the Greek
cities were far from contented.*

22. About the time that she sent out the colony to Am-
phipolis, Athens found an opportunity of extending her
influence in Western Greece.  On the shore The Athenians
of the bay of Ambracialay the city of Amphi- inr\é\éc&gem
lochian Argos, so caled from the founder, Amphiiochian
Amphilochus of Argos, who, according to a Argos
tradition preserved by Thucydides, founded the city on his

! Thuo. ii. 29; infra, p. 123.



48 AMPHILOCHIAN ARGOS. [1.22

return from Troy. |t wasthe most important city of that
region. At adate which we cannot fix, the Amphilochians,
being in great distress, invited the inhabitants of the neigh-
bouring town of Ambracia to join in the settlement. The
Ambraciots came, and after a time, finding themselves
superior in power, they drove out the Argives and took
possession of the city. The Argives sought the protection
of the Acarnanians, with whom they appealed to the
Athenians. Athens responded by sending out a fleet of
thirty ships under the command of Phormio, who had
recently served as a general in the war against Samos.
Argos was taken by storm, and the Argives and Acarnanians
were established together in the city. This was the
beginning of the alliance between Athens and Acarnania,
whi(ih we find subsisting at the time of the Peloponnesian
war.

Unfortunately for Athens, the attempts which she made to
extend and strengthen her power in the north and west
brought her into closer proximity with the most enterprising
of the cities of Peloponnesus—with Corinth, whose deadly
hatred had aready been once roused by the conduct of
Athens towards Megara in 460. The animosity had slum-
bered in the meantime, and in the Samian war Corinth with
a short-sighted policy had prevented Sparta from sending
help to the rebels, but the desp was light and could be
broken by a touch. Interference with the west, where her
trade chiefly lay, or in the north at Potidaea, could not fail
to excite her suspicions, and it was in these regions that the
guarrels began which led to the Peloponnesian war.

imeii. 68.



CHAPTER IL
ATHENS IN 445-432.

I. The peace of 445 had divided Greece into two
halves, and the failure of the schemes of Pericles had
made it clear that this division could not be pggtion of
healed by sentimental appeals to the feelings Athensin
of the Greeks. Neither as the leader in the Greece.
conflict with the barbarian, nor as a source of culture and
civilisation was Athens to receive the homage of the Greeks.
If she were resolved to be the foremost city of Greece, she
could only gain that position by another conflict; and if she
was to be victorious in another conflict, she must consoli-
date her power, and put an end to political strife at home.
The forces of the empire must be the forces of the city and
within her absolute control; there must not be a Laconian
party to limit and weaken her action. Athens must follow
aline of policy which would promote unity in the city, and
that policy must carry with it opposition to Sparta. This
was as much asto say that Athensmust be more democr atical
than she had ever been. It was the aristocratical party
who clung to old traditions and saw in Sparta the leader of
the Hellenes; so long as this party, or anythinglikeit, had
influence in Athens, the city would not be unanimous in
support of Pericles. The party must be rendered powerless.
By the ostracism of Thucydides it had been deprived of its
leader, but more was needed than merely to cut off the tallest
heads; the citizens must be made to feel that the new order
was in every way as good asthe old. Cimon had been rich
and successful; he had brought back large spoils from his
victories; much had been spent on public buildings, and his

VOL.HI. D
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own personal expenditure was lavish. Pericles was not in-
clined to a profuse outlay of his own means; if he gave
Theaimsof  Money away, he did it in a manner more useful
Pericles. than ostentatious. Y et money must be spent if
the people were to be brought over to his side. So long as
the war with Persialasted, the soldiers and sailors of Athens
had found employment, and received good pay, but when,
on the advice of Pericles, the war was dropped, this source of
income was dried up, and unless others were opened, the
discontent at Athens would be great. The authority of
Pericles would be shaken and his policy condemned.

2. Atthiscrisishewas urged by hisfriend Damon, the cde-
brated musician, and as some thought the equally celebrated
payment for  Sophist” of the time, "to give the people
service. what was their own," or, in other words, to
spend the contributions of the alies in paying the Athenians
—not for military service, as had been done on foreign
expeditions—but for political service rendered at home.
This advice Pericles followed; he boldly converted the
revenues of the Delian League to domestic purposes; and
thus supplied with funds, he was not only able to recom-
pense many services, which previously had been rendered
gratuitously (vol.ii. pp. 398409), but even to create occasons
for employing the people. He adorned Athens and Attica
with the great buildings which have won the admiration of
the world; he adso arranged to keep sixty ships at sea for
some months every year, thus improving the seamanship of
the Athenians at the same time that he provided pay for the
The" fegiva  SAIOrS. Nor was this all.  Plutarch vaguely
money." observes that Pericles bribed the people by
giving them money for festivals and service in the courts,
and by payments of various kinds, thus inducing them to
support his attacks on the Areopagus.” On this evidence it
is commonly asserted that Pericles introduced the payment
of festival money, and it is not improbable that he did

1 Ath. Pol c. 27 (Damonides).  ®  Plut. Per. 9.
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so; it was part of his policy to make the public festivals a
sort of education to the Athenian citizens, and he would
certainly wish to remove any hindrance which prevented
them from enjoying to the full what he was at so much pains
toprovide.

By all who were opposed to Pericles and his policy such
measures as these could only be regarded as a shamdess
bribing of the people with funds which were ..o o
suppl|ed for quite different purposes. The Pericles
view is certainly tenable, but we must dso MeSUres
allow that Pericles, if he bribed the people, had ulterior
viewsin doing so. When he paid the jurors to attend the
law-courts, he dso made the law-courts an instrument by
which he could govern the subject allies. Their lawsuits
were brought to Athens to be settled by Athenian juries,
who by this means came to have a direct interest in tighten-
ing the grasp of Athens on her empire, and securing the
revenues from which they were themsdves paid. The pay-
ment of the jurors had aso another effect, which helped
Pericles to maintain his position. It brought to the city all
those who preferred the juror's fee to wages for other work;
the old, the inactive, the idle flocked to Athens from the
country demes, and from their numbers and their irre-
sponsible powers they became of importance. In the law-
courts they were supreme, and they formed no inconsiderable
part of the Assembly. Pericles could count on their votes,
and on ordinary occasons, when there was nothing before the
assembly of sufficient importance to bring up the people from
the country, their votes decided the question. The same was
the cae with therest of the public expenditure of Pericles.
Large sumswere spent on the public buildings of Athens, but

L1, however, this " festival money " is the same as the " two-obol
fed' —-BusBeria—and two obols was at one time the price of a seat
in thetheatre—there is dear evidencethat the payment does not date
from Pericles, but was first introduced after his death by Cleophon,
an extreme demagogue, who rose to power towards theend of the
Peoponnesian war. ~Ath. Pol, c. 28: Kh\sopdr & Avpomoids, §s xab
iy Buofehiar éxcpere sparos, Infra, c. Xii.
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the Parthenon and the Propylaea werenot built merely tofind
employment and wages for the artisans and masons of the
city. They were the visble embodiment of the greatness 01
Athens, and intended to impressthe Grecian world, and above
all thealliesof Athens, with a snse of her power. In all that
Pericles did theideal and the practical were united \ while
establishing his own postion, he sought to strengthen the
aupremacy of Athens; the citizens who received pay from
the city wereto be improved and ennobled by their work;
and if the empire was to be the mightiest power in Greece,
it was a9 to be a centre of civilisation, and admired of all.

From the odraciam of Thucydides down to the year
430, when he was deposed from his command, Pericles was
Pericles ruler  the ruler of Athens. This postion he owed
of Athens. mainly to the measures of which we have just
goken, but aso in a condderable degree to his gift of
doguence.  Eupdlis, the comedian, said that "Persuason
sat on his lips, and alone of the orators of his time, his words
|left a sting behind them in the ears of those who heard him."*
Others gpoke of him as the OIymplan who bore upon his
tongueaterrlblethunderbolt With this weapon he over-
came all oppostion in the assembly, and bent the people to
hiswill. Elected every year to the dffice of general, he was
the foremost executive magigtrate in the city, and of the two
bodies in which the sovereign power resided, the Assembly
was carried away by his doquence, and the jurors were
indebted to him for their pay.

The auccess which, with very few exceptions, attended
his enterprises, confirmed him in his postion. His ad-
ministration of the empire left nothing to be desired—from
an Athenian point of view. In spiteof hislarge expenditure,
he could point to a surplus of ready money sored in the
Acropalis, larger by many times than the public fund of any
other city in Greece. This was a0 an answer to those

* Frag. (Demi
* Plut I(J g dewdy 8 xepavwdy & yYhbooy Pdpevr (. Arial.
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who complained that the money of the allies was wasted.
Athens could at any moment declare war, not only on a
rebelious subject—though this was painfully apparent to the
allies—but on any power which attempted to injure an ally.
The Aegean, under Athenian rule, was free from pirates and
Persans’

3. Of the internal history of Athens from the fall of
Samos to the outbreak of the Pedoponnesan war, few
details have come down to us We can trace |piernal
agradual changein the attitude of the people history of
to Pericles, answering to a change in his Athens.
attitude to them. Their thoughts were of present enjoy-
ment ; he had ulterior viewsin all his measures; and it was
inevitable that a point should be reached when the people
and their ruler were no longer in harmony. He usad his
high authority to check their wishes;, they submitted, not
without resentment. The life which he led, the asod-
ates whom he gathered round him, also tended to separate
him from the Athenian multitude quite as much astheline
which he pursued in poalitics sparated him from the party
to which by birth he belonged.

In his youth he had married the wife of the wealthy
Hipponicus, by whom he had two sons Xanthippus and
Paralus. By what arrangement the marriage periclesand
was brought about we do not know, but the Aspasa
harmony of the two great families does not ssam to have
been in any way disgurbed. In such matters Athenian
feding was widely different from our own. The connection
thus formed did not prove lasting. Whether Pericles failed
to engage the affections of his wife as Hipponicus had failed
before him, or whether he was overcome by a new pasion—

L 1f in 435 therewas a sugi)lus of 9000 t. in the Acropolis, this
amounts to an average annual saving of 450 t. for twenty years.
The sums paid by the allies were not enough to account for such
atotal, evenif preserved intact, and there is no doubt that Pericles

ent the r_none{)of the allies on his public buildings and in payin
the Athenians, before 435. Did the savings come from Laurium an
the mines opposite Thasos?
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they separated, and the high-born Athenian lady consented
to become the wife of a third husband. Pericles wes now
free to bring to his home the celebrated Aspasia, a Milesian
lady, who seems to have come to Athens shortly before the
Samian war. She belonged to the dass of " companions,” but,
by general consent, she was the first of her class. All ancient
writers agree about her beauty, her genius, and her accom-
plishments; and when she became associated with Pericles,
her circle was, in some respects, the leading circle at Athens.
Socrates listened eagerly to her conversation; Anaxagoras,
an lonian like hersdf, entered into discussion with her on
subjects religious and philosophical and the friends of
Pericles even brought their wives to listen to the wise
sayings of the Milesian.

It has been suggested that Pericles, in forming this
connection with Aspasia, was endeavouring to establlsh a
better position for women in Athenian society.? The
woman'slife  Athenian wife was the mistress of a house,
at Athens. the mother of children, treated with the
greatest respect, and influential in her own sphere, but she
was restrained within narrow limits. She was taught to
read and write, and instructed in all manner of household
duties, but she seldom ventured beyond the precincts of the
house, or was seen in any society but that of her relations.
In the country the wives of neighbours visited each other;
in the city it was only on some public occasion, afestival or
afuneral, that awoman of position left her home. Mixed
society was unknown among women of reputation; they
were rigidly excluded from all entertainments, and for a

! Se Plut Per. c. 24. That she ever became the wife of Perides is
neither proved nor credible. By his own law, Perides had made
marriage between an Athenian and a Milesian impossble and her
on, Pericles the younger, was regarded as illegitimate.

* Holm, Hist, of Greece, ii. 344, E. T. " Isit likely that a serious
minded and highly educated man like Pericles would not have come
to the condusion that his own example ought to be generally followed
in Athens, if the socialise of so gifted a people was to be placed on
asatisfactory bass?'
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man to enter the house of a friend in his absence was
contrary to custom.

Itis impossible to lay down any genera rules in such
matters, or to judge of the motives which induced Pericles
to take Aspasia into his house. But if Athenian society
stood in need of reformation, he did not go theright way to
reformit. He was not, indeed, the man to undertake such
a task. He was by no means delicate in his relations to
women,* and though we need not give credit to scandal, we
must alow that he laid himself open to attack by this new
connection, while he lost the sympathy of what was soundest
and best at Athens. Thosewho lived thelifewhich Xenophon
has described in his Oeconomicus, whose sons were trained in
the education which Aristophanes has sketched in the Clouds,
could not fail to regard with horror Aspasiaand her circle.

4. This was not the only point at which Pericles came
into conflict with the prevailing sentiment at Athens. We
ae apt to regard the Greeks as audacious Religion at
thinkers, whose minds wandered freely over Athens.
every department of human thought, and this is, to agreat
extent, true of Greek literature, but it is by no means true
of Greek life. The Greek was religious to an extraordinary
degree; in every action he felt himself dependent on the
gods, whose support he was therefore anxious to obtain in
all his plans and purposes. He appeded to the oracles about
the most trivial matters: about a purchase, about a strayed
sheep, or a stolen ox; nothing monstrous or uncommon
occurred but it was regarded as a portent, having an influence
on human life. Athens was filled with diviners who inter-
preted signs and omens of every kind; oracles were collected
from every source—not only from Del phi orDodona, but from
local prophetsin Boeotia or Acarnania, from Bacis, or Glanis,
"the elder brother of Bacis" An earthquake caused an
adjournment of an important assembly, and a formal cere-
mony delayed an execution.

L Plut. Per. 10, 13, 28.
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With such modes of thought the emancipated circle of
Pericles had nothing in common. Early in life he seems
to have fallen under the influence of Anaxagoras of
Clazomenae, a philosopher of the lonian school, from
whom he is said to have acquired the stately reserve which
was so remarkable a trait in his character. From him
he learned to differ from the common opinion of his day,
and to substitute natural causes for supernatural. In the
teaching of Anaxagoras the world is the work not of chance
or necessity, but of an organising intellect which, out of a
preceding chaos, brought together similar particles capable
of combination, and thus formed the world aswe know it.*
Such a philosophy could not fail to come into collision with the
religious beliefs of the Greeks. There was no room in it for
that variety of powers with which they had peopled earth
and saand sky. The sun in the eyes of the Greoks was a
holy god, aliving, personal deity, who traversed the heavens
daily from east to west in his bright chariot, but Anaxagoras
openly affirmed that the sun and stars were red-hot stones
and nothing more. Such views were regarded not merely as
impious; they were dangerous, and would offend the gods,
whose vengeance would fall on the city. For of course
Pericles and his friends were quite unable to move the
convictions of the common people on these matters. Before
the ostracism of Thucydides, a ram with one horn was
brought to Pericles, and Lampon at once interpreted the
portent: it signified that the whole power of the city would
pass into the hands of one man. It was in vain that Anaxa-
goras had the head opened, and pointed out that the single
horn wasdueto amalformation. Thucydides was ostracised,
and Pericles became sole ruler of the state, and Lampon's
prophecy was confirmed. Plutarch, who records the incident,
though strongly in favour of natural philosophy, is drivento

1 Plut, Per. 4: rois Shows wpibros o8 riy ob¥ dedycyy doxoapiacns

dAha voirp t’a‘e Tﬂapor xul dxparoy v pepvypavols maoe vois
m drorplvorre va 6pd efas. Infra, . xiv, & .
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confess that the cause and the meaning of a portent may
differ.

5. In the new movement two dements were combined—
the philosophy of lonia and the rhetoric of Sicily. For more
than a century the phenomena of nature had . ey
been made a subject of inquiry in the lonian intellectual
cities of Asia Minor, and Anaxagoras was one Movement.
of the last and greatest representatives of this school of
inquiry. The negative results of such philosophy were, of
course, more cogent than the positive; no two thinkers
agreed in their explanation of the universe, but they were all
of one mind in denying truth and reality to the changing
phenomena of the outward world. The same criticism was
in time applied to ethics and politics. The various forms of
government were discussed, and with them the object and
purpose of all government; a distinction was drawn between
nature and ordinance, between universal and particular laws.
It was but a short step to pass on to ethics, and ask: What
is the measure of right and wrong ? What is the value of
custom? What weight should be given to authority? Is
truth the same for all, or does it vary according to circum-
stances and temperament ?

This spirit of inquiry passed from the extreme eedt to the
extreme west of the Grecian world. The speculations
current at Miletus and Ephesus were repeated in the cities
of Magna Graecia and Sicily, but owing to peculiar circum-
stances politics became of more importance than physics in
the Sicilian cities, and philosophy tended to pass into
rhetoric. Not only were these cities constantly engaged in
" setting their house in order," in reconciling the claims of
various settlers, and harmonising the customs of various

I Plat. Per, 8. In Nicias 23 he gives a short socount of the
progress of natural philosophy in Greece, Of Anaxagoras he a8ym ¢
4 -y&p mpibros capicrardy re pivray xal dappadedraror wepl ohpms
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tribes, but more especially on the expulsion of the tyrants
and the restoration of the old inhabitants to their homes and
possessons, numerous questions arose which could only be
settled in the law-courts. It was by the art of speech that
men hoped to regain their lost position. Often, no doubt,
the clams put forward were of a very uncertain kind, and
there was a great temptation to " make the worse the better
caue” This had not been the attitude of the older inquirers,
Philosophers  but now philosophy and sophistry parted com-
and sophists. pany ; they stood as far asunder as the student
of jurisprudence and the successful pleader. While Anaxa-
goras was in danger of starvation, had not Pericles come
to his help, and Socrates lived on less than the laziest citizen
could earn, the new teachers, such as Protagoras of Abdera
and Gorgias of Leontini, were well paid for their instruction.
The wandering life of these sophists, who went from city to
city as lecturers, emancipated them from civic traditions,
and thus a prejudice was raised against them in cities where
morality came to men through the state and was bound up
with state institutions. Among them were men of great
ability and knowledge, who played a useful part in stimu-
lating the minds of their pupils, and imparting to them
knowledge which was new and valuable; but even the best
of them hardly perceived the true effect of his teaching, and
the second-rate were mere intellectual gladiators, ready to
maintain any thesis for the sake of display and profit.

6. The appearance of the "sophists" and the spread of
"sophistical" teaching seemsfor atime to have revolutionised
education at Athens.  In more than one play the comic poet
Aristophanes contrasts the old and new, the young man as
he was when moulded by the best traditions of Athens, and
The sophiss as he became in the hands of sophists.  Inmind
teaching. and body the change was for the worse; digni-
meogﬁa“;% fied obedience and decorous self-control were

"~ succeeded by a noisy argumentative conceit,
which claimed to beinfallible on every subject. "1 will tell
you how our quarrel began,” says Strepsiades in the Clouds,
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speaking of his son; " we were at dinner, and | asked him
to take hislyre and sing me Simonides' song about the combing
of theram. He at oncereplied that it was not the fashion now
to play the lyre and sing over ones wine, 'like an old wife
grinding parched barley." 'Yes!" rejoins Phidippides; ' and
did you not deserve to be kicked and beaten for asking your
guest to sing, as if you were entertaining grasshoppers ?
Just s0," Strepsiades continues, "that is the language he
used, and he said that Simonides was a bad poet. With
much ado | kept my temper, and asked him to take a branch
of myrtle and repeat some lines of Aeschylus. He replied :
'‘Aeschylus is bombastic, harsh, immature, and rugged.’
How my heart went pit-a-pat; still 1 curbed myself and
said: * Well! well! sing me one of these smart songs which
arein fashion." Forthwith he chanted a lay from Euripides,
God help us all! about the incest of a brother and sister. |
broke out at this and roundly abused him. He retorted,
and word brought up word, till at last he sprang upon me
and beat me."'

This scene is of course intended to be a caricature of the
effect of "sophistic” teaching, but of the hold which that
teaching obtained on the minds of the younger citizens there
is no doubt. We have no reason to suspect exaggeration in
the description given in the Protagoras of Plato of the excite-
ment caused by the visit of an eminent sophist to Athens.

" Ladt night, or rather very early this morning, Hippocrates, the
on of Apollodorus and the brother of Phason, gave a tremendous
thump with his Saff at my door " ; —i't is Socrales who is pesking—
" some one opened to him, and he came rushing in and bawled out,
' Socrates, areyou aweke or edesp ?

" | knew his voice, and said, " Hippocrates, is that you 1 and do
you bring any nens ?

"' Good news he sad ; ' nothing but good.

"'Delightful,'| sad ; 'but whet is the news ? and why have you
come hither at this unearthly hour V

956 ﬁristoph. Clouds, 1354 ff. Cp. d= the well-known pessge
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" Hedrew nearer to me and said, * Protagorasis come’

"'Yes/ | replied; 'he came two days ago; have you only just
heard of his arrival 1'

"'Yes, by the gods' he said; 'but not till yesterday evening.'
At the same time, he felt for the truckle-bed, and sat down at my
feet, and then he said : ' Yesterday, quite late in the evening, on my
return from Oenoe, whither | had gone in pursuit of my runaway
dave, Satyrus, as | meant to have told you, if some other matter
had not come in the way, when we had done supper and were
about to retire to rest, my brother said to me, " Protagoras is come"
| was going to you at once and then | thought that the night was
far spent. But the moment deep left me after my fatigue, | got
up and came hither direct.’

" 1, who knew the very courageous madness of the man, said,
' What is the matter ? Has Protagoras robbed you of anything ?'

"He replied, laughing, 'Yes, indeed, he has Socrates, of the
wisdom which he kegps from me'

"' But surdy,’ | said, 'if you give him money, and make friends
with him, he will make you as wise as he is himsdf.

""Would to heaven,' he replied, 'that this were the ca2 He
might take all that | have, and all that my friends have, if he
pleased. But that is why | have come to you now, in order that
you may speak to him on my behalf; for | am young, and alo | have
never ssen nor heard him (when hevisited Athens before | was but a
child); and all men praise him, Socrates; he is reputed to bethe
mogt accomplished of speskers.  Thereis no reason why we should
not go to him at oncg and then we shall find him at home. He
lodges as | hear, with Oallias, the son of Hipponicus; let us
start.'"*

7. The older men at Athens watched this movement with
anxious eyes. More especially were the young orators
regarded with suspicion—striplings who came forward with
the new equipment of logic and dialectic. They were
thought to be entirely without moral principles; and an
Peridesand the orator of the new school was at once assumed
nev movement, to be a man of bad character. With Pericles
and his friends the sophists and their doctrines found a
welcome.  Aspasia herself was known as a composer of

! Plato, Protag, p. 310, Jowett's trandation.
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clever speeches; and Pericles is said to have spent a whole
day in arguing with Protagoras the case of a competitor in
the Pentathlum, who was accidentally killed by a spear.
Who was really to blame—the thrower of the spear, or the
spear, or those who arranged the contest? In the new
enthusiasm for discussion such absurdities may have oc
curredj at any rate they were believed, and Pericles brought
on himself a part of the dislike which the plain Athenian
felt for intellectual hair-splitting.!

Even in his conduct of the city, he inevitably became the
object of a good deal of criticism. By taking the manage-
ment of everything into his own hands, he made himself the
common mark for discontent. If any interest was harassed,
or any scheme went wrong, Pericles was to blame. We have
seen that his expenditure on public works brought upon him
the severe reproaches of his political opponents, who con-
sidered, not without reason, that Athens was thereby placed
in afdse relation to the alies, and though Pericles knew how
to deal with such criticism, his position was slowly shaken.

The change was inevitable. Pericles himself no longer
showed the same conciliatory temper towards the people. In
his conception of democracy there was dways Change in the
the reservation that it must be under control. amtugeof Peri-
He meant to rule, not to be ruled. He refused clestowards
to accede to the wishes of the people when MePeP®
their wishes did not coincide with his own. A man of
aristocratic birth and temperament, when he attempts to lead
amob, is awaysin adifficult position. He has broken from
his natural supports, and yet he is not wholly in sympathy
with his new clientele. At first he can make concessions
without endangering those restrictions which he knows to be
necessary for the maintenance of the state, but in time the
democratic spirit, evoked by him in his own interests, aswell

1 Op. Hut. Per. 36 ; Aristoph. Clouds, 1073 ff. Comparethe pro-
cedure at the Prytaneum dexcribed in Demosthenes, 23, 76. At the
Buphonia the Athenians solemnly passad sentence on the axe by
which the ox was slain; Pauai. 24. 4.
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as in those of the state, demands more than he can give.
So it was with Pericles;, he was willing that the money of
the allies should be spent on Athens and on Athenian institu-
tions, but, as we have said, he had ulterior aims in view in
this expenditure; he allowed the rich to be heavily fined
for public purposes, and took his part in such payments;
but he did not wish the finance of Athens to pass into the
control of demagogues, who would use the funds, as he had
done, to win the people, but without those aims by which he
justified his own course. The demagogues could not be
expected to make such fine distinctions; they sought to
gain for themselves the authority which ssemed to be
dlipping from the hands of Pericles. They wished to
lead the people against him if they could, and cared little
about the means which they employed in attaining their
object. Foremost among them was Cleon, the son of
Clezenetus, a man of low birth and vulgar manners, but of
great energy and ability, whose appearance and occupation
(he was a tanner) made him the favourite butt of Aristo-
phanes.

8. In this manner a combination was formed against
Pericles, and partieswhich usually stood far apart were united,
not indeed in a common policy, but in the attempt to put an
Theattack on  €d to the domination of their rival. The first
Phidias. attack seems to have been made through
Phidias. He was the chief adviser of Periclesin the adorn-
ment of Athens, and he was therefore peculiarly obnoxious to
those who were opposed to expenditure on such objects.
That Phidias had failed in the charge entrusted to him could
not be maintained. Nothing existed in Greece more beauti-
ful than the temples which rose under his direction, and the
statues executed by him and his school. But it was easy to
insinuate that all the sums which had passed into his hands
had' not been spent honestly. Some years previously he
had constructed the great statue of Athena in ivory and
gold for the Parthenon, and he was now charged with keep-
ing back part of the money. Fortunately he was able to
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repel this accusation. On the advice of Pericles, the statue
had heen so constructed that the gold could he removed
without injury to the work. It was now taken off and
weighed, and no deficiency was found. The charge of dis-
honesty was thus conclusively disproved, but the accusers
were not to be shaken off. The public mind was aready
disquieted on the subject of religion, and a charge of impiety
might succeed where a charge of peculation had failed. In
the figures which he had depicted on the shield of Athena,
it was found that Phidias had introduced portraits of himself
and Pericles. This was declared to be an offence against the
majesty of the goddess. Phidias was at once thrown into
prison, and all the efforts of Periclesto procure his release
wereinvain. Before the day of trial arrived he was found
dead in his cell.*

The next attack was directed against Anaxagoras. A pro-
posal was made by Diopithes, afriend of Nicias, who was the
most orthodox and religious of Athenians, that attack on
those who disbelieved in divinities, and passed Anaxagoras.
their time in discussing the nature of the heavenly bodies,
should be impeached before the Assembly. The proposition
was accepted, but whether Diopithes carried the matter
further, and personaly attacked Anaxagoras, is not known.
A late writer informs us that Cleon brought a charge of
impiety against him; others said that Thucydides, who
had now returned from ostracism, accused him of treason.
Whatever may have been the precise nature of the charge,
it ssems certain that Anaxagoras was condemned, and was
thrown into prison. In a short time he escaped, or was
allowed to go free, and a few years later he died at
Lampsacus”> Protagoras was aso banished from the city
about this time; and Damon, who was the chief political

! Plut. Per. 311 & piv ofy Dudlor els vd Secpwripioy drayfels
drehelryoe voofoas, s 3¢ Gasw @ioi, Papudross, énl Swfohg rob
Iepixhéous Tév éxOpdv mapaarevardvray. Ap. Schol. Aristoph, Pam,
B88. According to Philochorus, Phidias was exiled, and retired t5
Elis, where he was subsequently executed. 2 Plut. Per. 32,
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adviser of Pericles, was ostracised, but neither the date nor
the cause of his ostracism can be fixed with certainty.

For some years the comedians had amused themsdlves at
the expense of Aspasia She was the "new Omphale"
the "concubine of the Olympian Pericles," the "child of
Lewdness." And now Hermippus, a comedian whose power
lay in the coarseness of his satire, weary, perhaps, of his own
abuse, or believing that the ground had been well prepared,
ventured to bring a public charge against her. She dso was
accused of impiety, a subject on which the Athenians were
easily roused, but in her case impiety was only the cover for
astill more odious imputation. She was brought before the
court as an atheist and procuress. As an alien she could
not appear at the trial; her cause was left in the hands of
Pericles, and the Athenians looked on with delight, while
their great statesman, overcome with emotion, pleaded for
his mistress with the entreaties and tears which Athenian
custom permitted in a court of law. Aspasiawas acquitted.

9. The enemies of Pericles were baffled, but his victory
did not strengthen his position. The acquittal of Aspasia
was merely a concession to his personal influence. It was
Chargesbrought Clear that he had felt the attack; and his op-
against Pericles. ponents now ventured on a direct accusation.
Dracontides proposed in the Assembly that Pericles should
give before the fifty Prytaneis an account of his expendi-
ture of the public money, and that, in this case, the judges
should give their votes before the altar in the Acropalis.
The proposa was subsequently altered on the motion
of Hagnon, a friend of Pericles, and the case was to be
brought before a court of 1500 jurors, voting in the usual
way, by dropping pebbles into an urn, as a charge of bribery
or maladministration.? Nothing came of the proposal; the
cae gppears never to have been brought into court, unless
indeed it was subsequently revived in the year 430. The

VPlut. Per. 32.
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attention of the Athenians was drawn away by the impend-
ing war with the Peloponnesians, which dso created a new
division of partiesinthecity. Theiniquities The approach
of Phidias, Anaxagoras, and Aspasiawere for- of war*
gotten in the question whether Athens should go to war,
and what were her chances of success To Pericles war was
certainly an advantage; in war a leader is needed, and he
was undoubtedly the leader of Athens. By some, indeed,
he was thought to have forced the points at issue between
Sparta and Athens to a climax in order to recover his
lost position, and we may at least allow that, convinced
that war must come, he wished it to come while he
was still able to direct the Athenian state. He was well
aware that his monopoly of power had been such that he
would leave no successor.  And for years he had been
looking forward to a great struggle, which should place the
empire on a still firmer foundation. With war in view he
had so organised the empire that all the resources of it lay
at the disposal of Athens; by the law-courts, before whom
the casss of the allies were tried, by the sixty ships which
year by year he put in commission, by garrisons and wardens
established in every city where there were signs of disloyalty,
by destroying the walls of the cities, by accumulating an
enormous treasure, he had secured Athens againgt the
greatest danger which could overtake her — the revolt of
her alies. On land she was not a match for the forces which
could be brought against her, but this difficulty Pericles was
prepared to meet by allowing the enemy to do their worst;
the loss of the crops and cattle of Attica could easily be
replaced so long as Athens was mistress of the sea

So Pericles "watched war coming from the Pelopon
nesus”" Parties were divided on the question. There were
still many who wished that their city should party Oppossd
be on good terms with Sparta, and were op- towar.
posed to any action which rendered this impossible.  Such
were Nicias and his following, men absolutely loyal to
Athens and democracy, but aso friendly to Sparta, partly

VOL. I'11.
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a
as the inheritor of great traditions, partly as a pattern of
military organisation. Such, too, were those Athenians who
lived in the country—rich men who ewned fine houses and
large estates; poor men who cultivated a few ancestral acres,
on which they lived in comfort, holding in much contempt
the city and the ways of the city. They remembered that
in 445 Plistoanax had marched without opposition as far as
Eleusis. They knew that war meant invasion. The pleasant
houses, the orchards, olive-groves, and highly cultivated farms,
the growth of two generations of peaceful possesson, would
then be destroyed, and they would have to find such shelter
asthey could withinthecity walls. In Aristophanes we have
pictures—instructive if exaggerated—of these country folks
in Dicaeopolis, Strepsiades, and Trygaeus. They are rough
yeomen, gross in their tastes and enjoyments, yet not with-
out a homely goodness, a love of simplicity, and an inborn
appreciation of what is beautiful in art and literature.
They are men of sound sense cherishing a lively hatred
of the new culture and its specid product, the youthful
orator, who aways had them at an advantage, and took a
peculiar delight in exhibiting his smartness at their expense.
On the other hand, the inhabitants of the city, with Cleon
to lead them, were eeger for war. They were not moved by
Partyfavour-  the prospect of the disasters which would fall
abletowar. on Attica— they would not' share in them.
They were pleased with the excitement of war, and confi-
dently expected a solid result in additions to the empire.
There would* be more land to occupy as colonists, more
tribute to spend on amusements. In any case, there would
be a large outlay from the public funds, which would go
into the pockets of those who served the city. The risks
they disregarded; and indeed there was little risk at sea,
and on land Athenian generals were careful not to expose
their fellow-citizens, to whom they were responsible, to un-
necessary danger.  On this question, therefore, the influence
of Cleon was thrown on the side of Pericles, who, with this
support was able to turn the scde in favour of war.




CHAPTERIII.

THE CAUSES OF THE PELOPONNESIAN WAR.

I. Thucydides, who, as a contemporary writer, is most
competent to judge of the motives which guided his own
generation, informs us that the real cause of Tthucydides
the Peloponnesian war was the growing fear of view of the

. causeof the
the Athenian power. "The real reason,” he peloponnesian
says, "which led to this great conflict, though war-
it was rarely mentioned, was, | believe, that the power of the
Athenians alarmed the Peloponnesians, and forced them to
go to war; but the causes commonly put forward on either
side were two ": the part which the Athenians took in the
Corinthian war, and their treatment of Potidaea. The same
view is repeated in other passages. "In deciding to go to
war, the Lacedaemonians were influenced not so much by the
arguments of their allies, as by the fear of the Athenians,
and of their increasing power."—"The Athenians were
growing too great to be ignored, and though the Lacedae-
monians were unwilling by nature to go to war if they could
help it, they could remain inactive no longer. Their allies
were suffering from the aggression of the Athenians, and
therefore they had no other course but to do their best to
destroy the Athenian power."*

The Greek mind was not satisfied with this general pre-
disposing cause. Careful as the Greeks always were to
assign to the right author the guilt of the first 5iper causes:
step in wrongdoing, they naturally asked, not the Megarian
what was the general or the remote cause of 96°7e®
the war, but what was the immediate and particular cause—

! Thuc. i. 23, 88, 118,
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what was the precise act which brought about hostilities,
and who was guilty of it% To this question various answers
weregiven.

A quarrel, of which the exact nature is obscure, had
broken out between Athens and Megara. The Athenians
charged the Megarians with tilling the sacred land, which,
as forming the boundary between the two dates, was no
man's land, and might not be cultivated. They sent a
herald, by name Anthemocritus, to complain, but the
Megarians dew him, in defiance of the sacred and universal
law of nations. The anger of the Athenians knew no bounds.
Charinus proposed in the Assembly that there should be
"truceless and unproclaimed” hostility between the two
cities; that any Megarian found on Attic soil should be put
to death; and that the generals, when taking the customary
oath on their admission to office, should further pledge
themselves to invade the Megarian territory twice a year.

Whether these details, which come to us on late authority,
are true in every particular, we cannot say, but in some
important points they are confirmed by Thucydides. He
tells us that the Athenians had passed a decree—supported,
certainly, by Pericles, if not proposed by him—~by which the
Megarians were excluded from the market of Athens and
the ports of the Athenian empire; and when the Pelopon-
nesans demanded the cancelling of this decree under a
threat of war, the Athenians replied that the Megarians had
tilled the border land, and received fugitive daves. And
after the outbreak of the war the Athenians invaded the
Megarid every year till the capture of Nisaea. Thus, even
on the evidence of Thucydides, the " Megarian decree" was
the immediate pretext of the war. The demand that it
should be cancelled was put forward in such a manner that
if the Athenians had yielded, the outbreak of the war would
have been deferred. But what was the real cause of the
decree and of the attitude of Pericles towards it 7

! Pint. Per. 30. 2 Thuc.i. 139; ii. 31.
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The contemporary comedians dwell on neither of the two
reasons given by Thucydides, though the motive which they
ascribe to Pericles may rest on a perversion of TheMegarian
theincident of the "fugitive daves" Intheir decree account
view, the rea grievance was the theft by OfAristophanes.
the Megarians of two women belonging to Aspasia.  This
insult Pericles felt himself compelled to punish; hence his
refusal to make any concession. " In his fury the Olympian
thundered and lightened, turned Hellas upside down, and
pased laws after the style of catches, that the Megarians
must not in.the land abide, nor on the sa nor in the
markets, nor the continent."'

In the Pax, aplay written four years after the Achamians,
Aristophanes gives another reason for the attitude of Pericles
towards the Megarian decree. " The mischief The war dueto
began with the ruin of Phidias, for Pericles, the peculations
fearing to be involved in that disaster, set the Aristophanes.
city in a blaze with the tiny spark of the Ephorus.
Megarian decree; and blew up such awar that the eyes of
all the Greeks were filled with tears owing to the smoke."
This account of the true cause of the Peloponnesian war is
regarded as a revelation from Hermes, and it comes as a
surprise to the Chorus and Trygaeus, who had never heard
that Phidias was in any way connected withit. In the next
century it was regarded as historical. Ephorus tells us
that Alcibiades, who was brought up in the house of
Pericles, once found his uncle in great distress; and on
inquiring the cause, was informed that he had been asked
for an account of the money which he had spent, and was
at alosshow togiveit. "Would it not bebetter,” observed
Alcibiades, "to invent some reason for giving no account

! Aristoph. Acharn. 504 ff. In the words "in the style of
catches" there ssamsto be an alluson to the " catch" or scolion of

Timocreon :—
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at all 1" Pericles took the hint, and being at the time
greatly harassed by the prosecutions of his friends Phidias
and Anaxagoras, he decided to give the Athenians something
to occupy their minds; they would be less critical in time of
war. For this reason he insisted that the Megarian decree
should not be cancelled.!

That Aristophanes was serious in attributing the Megarian
pericles object decree to the theft of Aspasia's women, or to
in supporting  the dishonesty of Pericles, is highly impro-
gheecr'\geegafian bable. To the comedian all is grist that

' comes to the mill, and why should he be
more just to Pericles than to Socrates? In the Acharnians
he may have merely parodied the cause which was supg)osed
to have brought about the great war of Grecian legend,
in the Pax, as we have seen, he hints that ho is giving a new
and paradoxical account of the conduct of Pericles. Yet the
historians of the next century, though they had Thucydides
before them, accept these grotesque stories, and make history
out of them. It was to their minds unintelligible that
Pericles should have insisted on such a trifling point as the
Megarian decree at the cost of a great war; and we may
share in their astonishment while disregarding their explana-
tions. We need not suppose that Pericles was guilty of
peculation, or the obsequious dave of Aspasia; we know
that he was over-logical, and would not listen to a com-
promise, when a principle was involved. He believed that
the demand for the cancelling of the Megarian decree was
merely intended to test the tenacity of the Athenian
purpose—that if any concesson wore made, other demands
would follow, and in that belief he resolved to make a firm
stand at the very outset.

2. If the immediate cause of hostilities was the refusa

! Aristoph. Pax, 588 ff. Plut. Ale, 7. Diodorus, xii. 38-40; cp. ibid.
41 cwr(m. wdy 0'331' 'rmJ Hedomonynriakot wohépor Towatirai Tves Srnpfav,
opog dvéypatpe. SO Thucydides suggessthat Cleon's knaveries
Wou‘l be detected in atime of peace v. 16.
* Cp. Herod. i. 1ff.
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to cancel the Megarian decree, and the immediate author
of the refusa weas Pericles, the chief part in bart taken b
bringing the hostile feeling of the Pelopon- ihe Cor,mh,gns
nesians to a head was taken by the Corinthians. Itﬂé)rmgmg on
It was they who impressed on the Lacedae-

monians the dangerous growth of the Athenian empire;
they were the alies whom that growth most nearly touched.
Before the Athenians and the Corinthians met in the waters
of the lonian sea war was still in the future ; it might have
been deferred, if not prevented; but after that collision the
Corinthians felt that their only hope lay in a general attack
on the Athenian empire. In old days, before the Persian
wars, Corinth and Athens had been on such friendly terms,
that when Athens needed ships to enable her to meet Aegina
onthe sea, Corinth was ready to supply them (vol.ii. p. 103);
and though in the great war of 480 there was some
jealousy between the cities—for Adimantus, the Corinthian
leader, was a bitter enemy of Themistocles, and the Athenians
had strange stories to tell of the cowardice of the Corinthians
—though the Corinthians followed the lead of the Lacedae
moniansin retiring from Byzantium, and doubtless saw with
displeasure the building of the walls of Athens and the
growth of her fleet—the cities continued to be on friendly
terms till the revolt of Megarain 460 (vol. ii. p. 324).
The action of Athens in receiving the rebellious Megarians
into her protection laid the foundation of a fierce hatred
between the cities, which could not fail to be increased by
the attempts of Pericles to acquire the control of the
Corinthian gulf. The settlement of the Messenians at
Naupactus, the attacks on Oeniadae and Sicyon, fhe occupa
tion of the Megarian harbours of Pegae and Nisaea—all
these threatened the position of Corinth in Western Greece.
Her fears were shared by others, and under the terms of the
Thirty Years' truce, Pericleswas compelled towithdraw from
every position which Athens held in the Peloponnesus.  For
a time Corinth was pacified, but her suspicions were after-
wards roused by the policy which Athens pursued in
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Northern and Western Greece, and an incident now occurred

which showed only too clearly what the intentions of the

Athenians were.

Corcyra had been colonised by the Corinthians in the
eighth century. The island—the modern Corfu—enjoyed
Corcyraand @ most fortunate situation. It was suffi-
Corinth. ciently distant from Greece to lie outside the
currents which disturbed the politics of the peninsula, and
yet it formed a convenient station on the route from Greece
to the west. For a generation after the founding of the
city, Corcyra and Corinth were on the usual terms of colony
and mother-city; but as the colony grew in power, quarrels
aroxe between them, and by the middle of the seventh
century, Corcyra had shaken off her alegiance, and defeated
the Corinthians in a great naval engagement (vol. i. p. 345).
It wasin vain that Cypselus, the first tyrant of Corinth, strove
to bring the island into subjection; the utmost that he could
do was to check the extending commerce of the Corcyraeans
by establishing maritime colonies on the shores of Acarnania.
His son Periander was more successful; he brought the
rebels back to their dlegiance, but on his death they estab-
lished their independence once more. These conflicts left
bitter memories behind them. In their festivals and sacri-
fices the Corcyraeans would not allow the Corinthians the
customary privileges of founders. Such conduct on the part
of a daughter-city towards her "metropolis" was considered
contumacious; it wasarenunciation of the bond which linked
her to the old home.

At the time of the Persian invasion, the Corcyraeans pos-
s a navy of sixty ships, while the Corinthians had but
forty; in the next fifty years they had increased the sixty
to one hundred and twenty, a number far in excess of any
navy in Greece but that of Athens. When called upon to
assigt in the deliverance of Greece, they had played a double
game—promising assistance to the patriotic side, but delaying
to send it, and waiting for the event (vol. ii. p. 144). In
the subsequent quarrels between Athens and Sparta they had
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taken no part; they were allies of neither side. They con-
sidered that their position enabled them to stand alone; and
itwas not to their interest to favour one party more than
the other. In the thirty years which elapsed between the
flight of Themistocles to Corcyra, and the outbreak of the
" Corinthian war," nothing is recorded of the island.

3. From Corcyra a colony had been sent out (626) with
a Corinthian founder, to Epidamnus, a valuable site on the
Ilyrian coast, through which the Corcyraeans rpe corey-
secured a trade with the interior (vol. i. p. raean Colony
347). The new colony rapidly grew into a & Epidamnus
wealthy and populous town. The original settlers appear to
have kept both the government of the city and the trade with
the neighbouring barbarians in their own hands. We hear
of a supreme council, formed out of the heads of the tribes,
of whom one was chosen to be the "Administrator” of the
city (Sowenris)i, and of a " Poletes," whose duty it was to con-
trol the traffic with the Illyrians. The artisans were slaves.
This constitution was subsequently modified by the creation
of aless exclusive council; and finally, about the year 435,
the people succeeded in driving the oligarchs out of the
town, and establishing a thoroughgoing democracy.!

The exiled oligarchs at once joined the neighbouring bar-
barians, and with their aid plundered the property of their
opponents.  So serious were the injuries which gaction at
they inflicted, that the Epidamnians were at Epidamnus.
length compelled to send to Corcyra for assistance. Their
request was received with the greatest apathy; the Corcy-
raeans had no inclination to enter into the domestic quarrels
of Epidamnus. After this repulse, the Epidamnians sought
the advice of Delphi: Should they give up
their city to Corinth, the home of their
founder Phalius, and ask there for the help which Corcyra
refused 1 The response was favourable, and to Corinth they

! Cp. Arigatfc Pol. ii 7=1267 b 18; iii. 16=1287 a 7 ; viii. (v.)
1=1301b21; and for the Poletes, Plutar ch, Quaest. Grace. 29.
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went, repeating the command given at Delphi, and offering
to place the city in the hands of the Corinthians. Their over-
tures were warmly received. The Corinthians were not
inclined to forego any claim, however slight, which they had
on Epidamnus; they wanted the colony; they hated Corcyra.
They at once invited any Corinthian who pleased to settle at
Epidamnus, without any regard to the claims of Corcyra;
and a force of troops was sent to protect them in the city.

Upon this the oligarchs went to Corcyra, and begged to
be restored to their home. The appeal came at the right
moment. When the Corcyraeans found that the colony had
gone over to Corinth, and had received Corinthian troops
and settlers, they were highly indignant. Taking the exiles
with them, they set sail for Epidamnus. The city refused
to receive them; and they at once began to invest it with
the aid of the exiles and neighbouring barbarians.

The Corinthians were not less active; they no sooner
heard of the investment of Epidamnus than they proclaimed
Corcyraand a new colony to the town. Any Corinthian
Corinth: pre Who chose might go, and he would be an equal
5\%?1'0"5 for among equals in the new city; those who did

' not wish to leave Corinth at once could secure
a place by depositing a sum of money. Appeals were aso
sent round to friendly cities for money and ships. A large
force must be despatched, and a large fleet would be required
asaconvoy. The Corcyraeans now appeared at Corinth with
loud complaints. The Corinthians, they said, had nothing

1 It is difficult to say with certainty what was the form of govern-
ment at Corcyra at this time. Grote and Duncker regard it as a
democracy, but we may observe: (1) that the demos of Epidamnus was
repelled at Corcyra, the oligarchs were accepted; (2) that in the
subsequent battle, out of more than 1000 Corcyraeans who were
captured, 800 were slaves, and 250 are described by Thucydides as
Buwdpec of whelovs wp@rot Bvres rc wokews, They must therefore have
commanded or served inthe fleet; (3) that, intheir appeal to Athens,
the Corcyraeans say nothing of any similarity of government; (4) that
the Epidamnian oligarchs appeal, when at Corcyra, to the tombs of
common ancestors, which ssems to imply that they were addressing
oligarchs like themselves.
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to do with Epidamnus. Let them choose any Peloponnesian
state as arbitrator, or refer the matter to Delphi. The
Corinthians demanded the withdrawal of the Corcyraean
troops from Epidamnus as a condition of further negotia-
tions; the Corcyraeans replied with a similar request. But
negotiations were usdess, the Corinthians were resolved upon
war, and sent their fleet to s A great battle was fought
off Actium, at the mouth of the Ambracian gulf, seventy-five
Corinthian ships against eighty Corcyraean, in which the
Corinthians were severely defeated, with a loss of fifteen
vesds.  On the same day Epidamnus was The "Corin-
compelled by the besieging force to capitulate. ggfggt \évfaéor
Such disasters were overwhelming, and though inth. Epidam-
hostilities went on for the rest of the year nus capitulates.
(435), the Corinthians did not venture on a second naval
engagement.’

4. The old quarrel had broken out once more; once more
the mother-city had been defeated by the ungrateful
daughter.  The humiliation was intolerable; New prepara-
the Corinthians were bursting with desire for tT'ggSCO‘:%“ym
revenge. Through the whole of the year 434 raeans at
they went on building ships, and preparing to Athens 433
renew the struggle.  The Corcyraeans became aarmed.
They were without alies, while the Corinthians were
members of a great confederacy. It was necessary to seek
assgance from the second great power in Greece. |In 433
Corcyraean envoys appeared at Athens, asking that the
island might be admitted into the Athenian aliance. Their
position was difficult, for they had to clear themselves of
two charges to which their conduct was open. Was it not
inconsistent for a city which had refused to join others to be
now seeking an aliance? Was it not ungrateful for a
colony to be engaged in war with her mother-city ? They
confesed that their policy of isolation had been a mistake,
but a mistake was pardonable when it proceeded from no bad

! Thuc. i. 24-31.
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motive. It was now impossible to adhere to apolicy which
left them aone, for the Corinthians could bring all Pelopon-
nesus against them. The war with Corinth had been forced
upon them in spite of their appeal to arbitration, and, though
it was the duty of a colony to treat her mother-city with
all proper respect, she could not submit to injustice. The
colonists were the equals of those who remained a home,
and claimed to be treated as such.

The Athenians were not greatly concerned with the con-
duct of the Corcyraeans\ for themthe all-important question
at the present moment was this: Would they be guilty of
a breach of the treaty with Lacedaemon in receiving the
Corcyraeans as allies\ So far as the letter of the treaty
went, it was undoubtedly open to either sde to receive as
allies states which were as yet the alies of neither. But the
Corcyraeans wanted something more than a mere alliance;
they wanted help—help against a city now bound by the
Thirty Years Peace to Athens; and how could the Athenians
help them without coming into collision with the Corinthians,
and through the Corinthians with the Spartan confederacy 1
This question the Corcyraeans could not meet with a direct
answer; they made light of treaty obligations, and professing
to believe that war between Athens and Spartawas inevitable
and imminent, bade the Athenians choose whether they would
enter into it with the navy of Corcyra, the second largest
navy of Greece, as an ally or an enemy. At the same time,
they pointed out that Corcyra was a most convenient station
for controlling the route to Sicily, if it should be necessary
to send ships thither, or intercept those which came from
the west.

In reply to these arguments, the Corinthians, who had at
once sent envoys to Athens to oppose the request of their
Reply ofthe  enemies, had much to say of the iniquity of
Corinthians.  the Corcyraeans, both in their general conduct
and in their treatment of their mother-city. They had, of
course, to veil, as they best could, their own refusal to submit
the dispute to arbitration; but, on the other hand, they had
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no difficulty in showing that an alliance between Corcyra
and Athens must lead to a breach of the pesce between
Athens and Corinth. They could not deny the great advan-
tage which Athens would derive from the acquisition of the
Corcyraean fleet, but the war in which these ships were to be
of such signal service was still in thefuture, and it might not
come at all. Would it not be wiser for the Athenians to
diminish the suspicion which they had incurred by their
previous conduct about Megara, than to take a step which
must turn the ill-feeling of Corinth—now undefined—into a
real and active hostility \ In old days, when Athens had need
of help against Aegina, Corinth had lent ships to her, and it
was owing to her action that Sparta had not sent aid to
Samos. The Corinthians at that time maintained that each
sovereign power must be allowed to punish her own revolted
subjects, and they asked that the same principle might be
applied in the present cese Whatever the balance of im-
mediate advantage might be, a consistent and honest policy
would bo found to be the best.!

5. Opinions at Athens were divided. The wise counsd of
the Corinthians could not fail to impress their hearers; and
every one must have felt that an alliance with Corcyra was
a step towards war with Peloponnesus.  Onthe other hand, it
was clear that no real friendship with Corinth was possible.
On the advice of Pericles, therefore, we may
assume, the Athenians resolved to admit the Jhe Athenians
Corcyragans to adefensive alliance; they would  defensive
not join them in any attack on the Corinthians, g'ﬁ','riry‘fglw"h
for that would involve a breach of the treaty
of 445, but if the Corinthians attempted to land on
Athenian or Corcyraean territory, each was bound to assist
the other. By this measure the Athenians hoped to gain
three advantages. In the first place, without any formal
breach of the treaty, they secured the friendship of the
Corcyraeans; in the second, they acquired a station on the

! Thuc. i. 32-43.
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way to Sicily; in the third, they hoped to s the navies of
Corcyra and Corinth destroying each other, and thus leaving
the control of the sa more completely in the hands of
Athens. For in spite of her great fleet, Athens was
not a power in the western ses of Greece; the navies
of Corinth and Corcyra, if united, would prove a serious
obstacle to any operations in the lonian seg in Sicily
or Italy. Andif these navies, or even the Corinthian navy,
were joined by the fleets of the Dorian colonistsin Italy or
Sicily, the resources of Athens, great as they were, would
hardly be equal to the double task of engaging them, and
retaining a strong hold on the aliesin the north and ead.
To keep these navies apart, and wear them out, one upon
the other, was clever policy—too clever. And to suppose
that a morely defensive aliance with Corcyra could continue,
or that the Corinthians would fail to se the true meaning of
an arrangement, which, if it kept the letter, certainly broke
the spirit of the treaty, was only possible to those who be-
lieved what they wished. The Corinthians, at any rafe, re-
garded the decision of the Athenians as a step towards war.

In accordance with the resolution ten ships were sent to
Corcyra under the command of Lacedaemonius, the son of
Cimon, and two others. The generals received instructions
to take no part in any engagement with the Corinthians,
unless an attempt were made to land on Corcyra or any
place belonging to the Coreyragans.  Soon afterwards, think-
ing this detachment insufficient for any effective purpose, the
Athenians despatched twenty more ships under the command
of Glaucon and Andocides.*

! Thuc. i. 45-52, G. I. A, i. 179 and suppl. iv. part i. Forbes,
Thuc. i. p. 125 notes. The names of the leaders of the second ex-
pedition are given differently in Thucydides (Glaucon and Andocides)
and the (emended) inscription (Glaucon, Metagenes, and Dracontides).
The first expedition was sent out in the first prytany of the year of
Apseudes, July-Aug. 433; the second later in the same Attic year.
See Holzapfel, Beitrdge zur Griech. Gesch. p. 175; Forbes, Thuc. i.
p. 32 notes and p. 125; Hicks Manual of Greek Hist. Ins, No. 41 ;
Freeman's Hist, of Sicily, iii. 619 fIf.
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What induced the Athenians to send out so small acon-
tingent as ten ships was a puzzle to antiquity and is a
puzzle to us. Plutarch gives a foolish explanation : that
Pericles purposely sent out the son of his old _
opponent Cimon with an inadequate force, in thﬂgn?g’nghgmd
order that he might fail, and fall into contempt. sosmall a
Pericles never sank to such a device as this. %7
It is more natural to suppose that the Athenians were at
first very doubtful about their policy, and wished to keep
strictly within the limits of a defensive aliance, but when
they learnt more of the preparations of Corinth, and the
inequality of the fleets, the danger of the situation impressed
them. Haf-measures were impossible. If the Corcyraean
fleet were destroyed the chief advantage of the new aliance
would be lost; they would have incurred the enmity of
Corinth for nothing. A second and larger contingent was
therefore sent in the hope of saving the Corcyraean fleet
from destruction.

It was unfortunate for Hellas that no Hermocrates arose
at this moment to point out the disastrous effects of the
policy on which Corinth and Corcyrahad em- yisaken policy
barked. If the Corinthians, the most far- of the Corinth-
sighted of the Greeks, had not been blinded by '2"$
passion, they would have perceived that a union with
Corcyra was the best means of restraining the aggression
of Athens. A conflict was fatal. Every ship which they
lost was a ship gained by Athens. But all far-sighted policy
was forgotten in the exasperation of tho moment. To
punish the rebellious city, which had so long defied them,
which competed with them in every western port, and con-
trolled the route to Sicily, was so dear an object that they
forgot their usual wisdom. In old daysthey had acted the
honourable part of peacemakers between Agrigentum and
Syracuse, between Athens and Plataea, but now they were
prepared to plunge all Hellas in war to satisfy their hatred,

6. When their envoys returned with the intelligence
that Athens had decided to support Corcyra, the Corinthians
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prepared for the renewa of the war. Collecting a fleet
of 150 vesds they sailed to Chimerium, a promontory
Preparations  iN Thesprotia near the mouth of the Cocytus.
for battle. On hearing of their approach the Corcyragans
advanced with 110 vessds to one of the islands off the coast
of Epirus, known as Sybota; and with them were the ten
Athenian vesels.  Both fleets were supported by a force of
infantry: the Corinthians by an army of the barbarians of
the mainland, who were at all times their friends; the
Corcyraeans by their own infantry and some Zacynthians,
stationed on the promontory of Leucimne, in the south of
the island of Corcyra.

When their preparations were completed, the Corinthians
st sail in the night from Chimerium, and as morning
Thebattleof ~ broke they discovered the Corcyragans in
Sybota. the open s bearing down upon them. The
battle was the greatest which had yet taken place between
two Hellenic flests. It was not a sailor's battle, but a
"conflict of landsmen at sea” The decks of the ships were
crowded by soldiers, heavy and light armed, and when ship
joined with ship the two crews fought together as if on land.
The Athenian vesss, without taking any part in the fight-
ing, rowed up wherever they saw the Corcyraeans in diffi-
culties, hoping by their presence to scare away the enemy.
The Corinthian right wing was defeated by the Corcyraeans,
who pursued them to the mainland, and even went ashore
Defeat of the O burn and plunder the tents in the camp,
Corcyraeans.  thus wasting precious moments, when their
help was needed elsewhere.  For on the left the Corinthians
put the Corcyraeans to flight, and pressed them so hard that
the Athenians, forgetting their orders, joined in the battle and
engaged with the Corinthians, who in their fury cared neither
to capture men, nor tow away disabled ships, but sailed
through the wrecks, cutting down every one upon them. When
they had driven the Corcyraeans to land they collected their
damaged ships, and the dead, and conveyed them to Sybota
—not the island, but a deserted harbour on the mainland,;
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after which they returned to the conflict. The Coreyraeans
advanced to meet them, and the signal had already been
given for a second attack, when the Corinthians suddenly
retired. Twenty vessels were seen approaching, which
proved to be the second squadron from Athens. These
joined the Corcyraean fleet.

Though they had destroyed seventy of the enemy's ships,
and lost but thirty of their own, the Corinthians did not
venture to renew the attack on the following L, .. .
day. Enough, if they could convey their prevent a
prisoners home in safety. In order to ascer- ﬁ%oa“g‘émem_
tain what opposition would be offered, they
sent a few men in a boat, without a flag of truce, to the
Athenians, upbraiding them with their action and calling upon
them, if they were at war with Corinth, to take the crew of
the boat, and deal with them as enemies. The Athenians
replied that they were merely defending their allies; if the
Corinthians sailed against Corcyra, resistance would be offered,
but not otherwise. The Corinthians then sailed home, and
on their way Anactorium was betrayed to them. Among
their captives, who numbered more than a thousand, were
two hundred and fifty of the most influential men at Corcyra.
These they treated with the greatest respect, in the hope
that by their influence the city might yet be won over; the
remainder, who were slaves, were sold.

" Thus the war ended to the advantage of Corcyra, and the
Athenian fleet returned home. This was the first among the
causes of the Peloponnesian war, the Corinthians alleging
that the Athenians had taken part with the Corcyraeans,
and had fought against them in defiance of the treaty."?

7. A second cause of hostilities soon arose, and in this
case also it was the Athenians and Corinthians who came

! The date of the battle ia uncertain; Holzapfel, Zc. p. 75, 86 f.
gives May 11-13, 432. Inthat case ten months or thereaboutswere
occupied in preparations. See supra, p. 78 n. The account of
Diodorus, xii. 33, differs in some respects from Thucydides.

2 Time. i. 46-55.
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intocollision. Potidaea, a Corinthian colony on the isthmus
of Pallene, was a tributary ally of Athens, but governed by
Athens and officers sent annually from Corinth. The
Potidaea. Athenians, aware of the hostile spirit now pre-
vailing in that city, were afraid that the Potidaeans might be
induced to revolt. They had the greater reason for alarm,
because Perdiccas, the king of Macedonia, their former ally,
had now become their enemy, eager to bring about war be-
tween Athens and Sparta, and was entering into negotiations
with Corinth and the Chal cidian Greeks (supra, p. 44). Under
such circumstances the revolt of Potidaea would be followed
by the revolt of Chalcidice. To prevent this disaster, the
Athenians demanded that the Potidaeans should send away
the Corinthian officers, and refuse to receive them for the
future; raze their city wall towards Pallene; and dso give
hostages for their good behaviour. They happened at the
time to be sending a fleet to act against Perdiccas, and the
generals in command were ordered to put in at Potidaea and
see these demands carried out.!

The Potidaeans in their distress sent envoys to Athens
to obtain, if possble, some remission of the sentence, but
Revolt of as the Athenians proved inexorable, other
Potidaea, envoys were taken by the Corinthians to
July 432 Lacedaemon. Here they received a promise
that if the Athenians attacked Potidaea, the Peloponnesians
would invade Attica. Upon this the Potidaeans resolved
to revolt. They were joined by the Chalcidian Greeks, and
their neighbours the Bottiaeans. Perdiccas aso supported
them, and on his advice, the Chalcidians abandoned their
settlements on the coast, and established a common centre
at Olynthus.

The Athenian fleet, on arriving off the coast, found it

! Thuc. i. 56, 57. The text has rocdxorre vais drooréddhovres kat
xtAloves SwAfras dxl vy iy abrel, *Apyearpdrov Tol Aveopidovs per’
$rwr diva erparpyoelrres, |f the numera is right we have here
eleven generals, not to mention the four who were subsequently
sent out (c. 61), but Bee Forbes, ad loc*
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impossible to make a combined attack on Perdiccas and the
revolted citiesin Chalcidice. For the moment they left the
cities to themselves, and in concert with their alies, Philip,
the brother of Perdiccas, and his cousins, the brothers of
Derdas (see supra, p. 39), they made war on Perdiccas.

The Corinthians were much alarmed by the movements of
the Athenians, and at once took steps to counteract them.
By the exertions of Aristeus, the son of Adim- <, inth sends
antus, a warm friend to Potidaea, a volunteer help to
force was enrolled, and mercenaries were hired Poti9ae
from the Peloponnese, amounting in all to aforce of 2000
men, who, with Aristeus in command, arrived at Potidaea
forty days after the revolt of the city. The Athenians
replied by sending out an additional force of 2000 heavy
armed. The previous army, which was still engaged in
Macedonia, had captured Therma and was besieging Pydna,
when it was joined by the reinforcements. Terms were
arranged with Perdiccas, for it was now impossible to remain
longer in Macedonia, and the two armies marched overland
to Gigonus, a town not far from Potidaea. Aristeus, in
expectation of their arrival, had taken up a position on the
neck of the isthmus between Potidaea and Olynthus. He
was aided by a detachment of cavalry under Perdiccas, who,
when he had got the Athenians out of his country, at once
broke faith with them, and by allies from the Chalcidian
cities. He divided his forces into two parts; gattie of
Perdiccas and the alies were stationed at Potidaea.
Olynthus, while he remained with his own troops on the
isthmus. By this means he hoped to bring the Athenians
under a double attack. But Callias, the Athenian generad,
met the manoeuvre by sending a force to keep Perdiccas in
check, while he marched on Potidaea. In the battle which
followed, Aristeus and hiswing were completely victorious,
breaking the enemy's line and pursuing them for a consider-
able distance, but the rest of the army was defeasted and
driven into the walls of the city. When Aristeus returned
he found himself cut off from Potidaea; but by gathering his
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forces into as small a compass as he could, he succeeded in
making his way along the breakwater into the town, though
with difficulty and some loss of men. The forces at Olynthus
took no part in the battle; and on neither sde were the
cavalry brought into action.

Immediately after this victory the Athenians built awall
across the isthmus, cutting Potidaea off from the mainland ;
Blockade of and when a new contingent arrived from

Egai‘d:eoaf? Athens under the command of Phormio, a
Aristous, second wall was built, severing the city from
Sep. 432. the peninsula.  Potidaea was now completely

invested, and Aristeus, seeing that there was little hope of
saving the town without reinforcements, after a vain attempt
to persuade the larger part of the garrison to join himin an
effort to escgpe by seq, slipped himself through the Athenian
lines, and opened negotiations with the Peloponnesus for the
relief of the city.!

The Athenians and Corinthians, though allies under the
truce of 445, had met in battle. They were practically at
war with one another. But as the Corinthians had sent out
their forces independently of the Peloponnesian confederacy
—they were in fact mainly volunteers or mercenaries—the
rest of the Peloponnesians were not bound by their action ;
nor were the Spartans compelled to rogard the hostilities as
a breach of the peace between themselves and Athens.

8. The excitement at Corinth was great; it was un-
fortunate for the peace of Hellas that of all the cities of the
confederacy it was Corinth who felt herself injured, for in
energy and capacity she was quite the leading city of the
Peloponnesus.  Aegina and Megara had felt the weight of
Athenian oppression, but they had taken no active steps to
The Corinthians ODtain redress, and might have taken none,
at Sparta. had not the Corinthians set the example by
inviting the injured allies to meet them at Sparta. There
they attacked the Athenians sharply, declaring that they

! Thuc. i. 58-65.
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had broken the treaty by their proceedings at Corcyra and
Potidaea. They called on the Lacedaemonians to rescue the
cities of the confederacy, which looked to them for help.
Sparta herself had no specia reason for going to war; Athens
had not in any way injured her, or shown the least inclination
to attack the Peloponnesus.  But it was impossible to turn a
deaf ear to the complaints of so important a city as Corinth.
Any other members of the confederacy who had similar
charges to make, were requested to appear at Sparta to state
their case before the Lacedaemonian assembly.®  Among others
the Megarians came forward, declaring that The alies
they had been excluded from Athens and the presenélaf an.
ports of the Athenian empire contrary to the [apedee
provisions of the Thirty Years Truce. The monians.
Acginetans dso, though they did not venture to send envoys
to the conference openly, complained bitterly in secret of
their lost independence. Others followed with the story of
their wrongs, and last of all, the Corinthians, relying on the
indignation which these taes of oppression had excited,
came forward. In the speech which Thucydides has put
into their mouths on this occasion, they severdly reproach
the Lacedaemonians for their supine and in- speech of the
active policy. Athens had been allowed to Corinthians.
endave one Grecian community after another; her ams
were no secret, yet no measures had been taken to counteract
them. She had been allowed to gain Corcyra by fraud and
retain it by force, and to besiege Potidaea; yet Corcyrawould
have brought a larger number of shipsinto the confederate
navy than any other city, and Potidaea was the most con-
venient bese for operations in Thrace. Such was Spartds
way; ever since the Persian war she had allowed Athens to
advance, step by step, even though her own allies fell beneath
the yoke. A city which had the power to prevent the

! Thue. i. 66, 67. The Corinthiava sopexdiovy edfip €5 Ty Aaxe-
Baipove rode fppdyovs : then the Lacedaemonisns mpormapaxahioap-
Tes Tédv Svppdywr kal € Tis i dhho ¥y Rlufiedas iwd 'Abdppaiov,
£0Mhoyor opdw alrdv wothoavres riv elodira Aéyew éxihevor.
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endavement of her allies and failed to do so, was in truth
guilty of their davery, and the more soif she invited con-
fidence as the champion of freedom. " At last we have met,
but even now you do not seem to recognise the danger; you
aone are inactive; you do not crush an evil in the bud, but
allow it to develop and increase.  You are regarded as a
tower of strength, but your conduct belies your reputation.
When the Persian invaded Greece, he was allowed to advance
as far as the Peloponnesus before he met with any serious
resistance, and as he perished by his own blunders, so it is
by the mistakes of the Athenians, rather than by any help
received from you, that we have hitherto escaped. Hope in
you is a delusion which has aready proved the ruin of
some.

" A power like that of Athens needs constant watchfulness,
constant innovation and improvement in army and fleet.
Changes must be made when necessary, for a state which is
never changing cannot meet one that is aways progressing.
So let there be an end to your inactivity. Do not compe us
to seek a new aliance, which we must do, if you abandon us
—and we can do it without offence before God or man; for
the real truce-breakers are those who fail to fulfil their
obligations."*

9. Some Athenian envoys, who happened to be at Sparta
on other business, requested permission to come forward and
Reply of the ~ address the meeting. They did not wish to
Athenians. make any reply to the charges which had been
made against their city, but rather to point out the gravity
of the situation, and by calling to mind the past history of
Athens to moderate the prevailing eagerness for war.  They
spoke of the services which their city had rendered to Hellas
at Marathon and Salamis. In that great struggle they had
sacrificed everything in the cause of freedom, leaving their
lands and houses to be wasted by the enemy. Had they gone
over to the Persians, an engagement at sea would have been

1 Thuc i 68-72.
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impossible, and Greece would have fallen without a struggle
into the hands of the invader.

If any city could have a claim to empire, Athens had such
aclaim, and she acquired her position, not by force, but as a
gift—a prize which the Lacedaemonians deliberately aban-
doned. Once placed in this position Athens had no choice
but toremain in it; security, honour, profit, all pointed in
one direction, for, as time went on, some of her allies became
alienated, others had been reduced after revolt; and Sparta,
no longer friendly as before, was ready to recelve the
rebels.

It is the fate of those who govern to be disliked ; and had
she become an imperial city, Sparta herself would not have
excaped censure. . She aso would have found it necessary to
rely on force. It is human nature to keep what we have got;
it is an universal law that the weaker must submit. Sparta
had been willing to allow the claims vi Athens until her
interests induced her to talk about justice—an argument by
which no one was ever restrained, when he had power on his
sde! The outcry against Athens was due not so much to
her violence as to her moderation. The allies were allowed
so much equality that they resented the slightest exercise of
authority; they forgot their privileges, which were many, and
thought only of their losses, which were few. Wrongs done
to equals cause more bitterness than the open violence of
oppression. The rule of another is at all times burdensome;
and the Lacedaemonians would soon lose their popularity if
they were in the position of Athens, and even more so
because they were less fitted to deal with strangers. A
Lacedaemonian, when away from home, lost his native virtues
and could not acquire new ones.

"Do not let yourselves be driven into awar of which the
end is uncertain. No one knows what course events may
take in a long struggle. Let discusson come first; action
last. Do not break the existing treaty, but rather let our

Cp. what issaid in the M elian Dialogue, Thuc. Y. 89 f.
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quarrel be settled by arbitration as our agreement pro-
vides."!

10. When the Athenians had spoken, all strangers were
bidden to withdraw while the Lacedaemonians discussed the
Parties and matter among themselves. The ecclesa had
partytraders  been summoned to take note of the complaints
at Athens. of the allies, not to decide on pesce or war;
there was no formal meeting of the allies, many of whom
were not represented. At Sparta there were two parties
in the state: those who, though aware of the danger, and
anxious to save their alies from Athens, were not less
aware of the advance which Athens had made during the
last fifty years in comparison with Sparta; and those who,
regarding Spartan institutions as perfect, considered her
the foremost power in Greece. The first party were repre-
sented by Archidamus, who had now been on the throne
about forty years, and had rendered the state signal service
at a time of imminent danger (vol. ii. pp. 266, 317), a
man who could look beyond the Peloponnesus, and was
indeed on intimate terms with the leading men at Athens,
with Thucydides, the son of Méesas, no less than with
Pericles. The leader of the Tories, if so they may be called,
was Sthenedlaidas, one of the ephors of the year.

Archidamus spoke with the experience of age.  He knew
what war was, and, so far as he could judge, the war which was
Speech of now impending would be as great or greater
Archidamus.  than any in the past. The Athenians were not
neighbours within easy reach; they lay at a distance; they
were sailors, not landsmen, with a great experience of mari-
time warfare, and possessed of ample resources. " We cannot
rely on our ships," he said, "for they are too few; nor on
our wealth, for in this we are even more deficient."—"Y es!
but we are superior in numbers, and we can ravage their
territory." " To what purpose, when they can draw supplies

I Time.i. 73-78.  On the historjcal value of the spesthes of Thucy-
dides, s the Essay of Prof. Jebh in Hdlenica.
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from their empire?"—"But we can induce their allies to
revolt." " Even for that a fleet is necessary. And do not
suppose that the Athenians will yield when they see us in
their territory. Far fromit; an invasionwill only exasperate
them into more stubborn resistance. If we rely upon inva-
sion for success, we are likely to bequeath the war to our
children.”

"Yet we must not let their conduct pass without notice.
We must send envoys to demand satisfaction, and in the mean-
time push on our preparations and procure money or ships
from any source, Greek or barbarian, for there is no dishonesty
in that. In a year or two, if they will not listen to us, wo
can attack them; but when they see that we are ready, they
will probably give way, and save their land from injury.
To many this may seem a new instance of our slow and
dilatory policy. But let us not be shamed out of our habits.
! The moro haste, the worse speed,' is at times a true saying.
To what do we chiefly owe the greatness and glory of our
city ? We owe it, without doubt, to that national slowness,
which acts prudently and deliberately,